Chicago O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

U.10 MISCELLANEOUS WRITTEN COMMENTS

The following comments were received as emails, letters, or postcards throughout the
development of the EIS, and span from mid March of 2003 through Early April of 2005. These
comment documents were responded to individually by directing commenters to appropriate

topical responses that can be found in Section U.5 of this appendix.

provides an index for this section:

TABLE U.10-1 — ALPHABETICAL INDEX OF COMMENTS IN SECTION U.10

The following table

Commenter Name Section of Appendix U Page Number Code
2bretired@comcast.net U.10 U.10-478 050324_18
Ackley U.10 U.10-495 050402_03
Al-Khafaji U.10 U.10-225 050223_125
Anderson U.10 U.10-253 050224 _148
Andrews U.10 U.10-313 050305_01
Anzelmo U.10 U.10-239 050223_136
Ariens U.10 U.10-247 050224_143
Auge U.10 U.10-364 050314_06
Ault U.10 U.10-50 031215_04
Baker, Don U.10 U.10-46 031215_02
Baker, Don U.10 U.10-63 040612_01
Baker, Don U.10 U.10-532 050406_17
Ballantine U.10 U.10-208 050222_143
Baltutis U.10 U.10-223 050223_123
Barron U.10 U.10-416 050321_18
Bauer U.10 U.10-20 030421_04
Bean, Douglas A. U.10 U.10-97 050122_02
Bean, Willard L. U.10 U.10-96 050122_01
Becker U.10 U.10-459 050324 _01
Beckham U.10 U.10-101 050124_02
Becque U.10 U.10-427 050322_04
Begley U.10 U.10-222 050223_122
Bekeleski, Donald U.10 U.10-157 050208_02
Bekeleski, Donald, Nancy , Pamela U.10 U.10-81 050116_01
Bekeleski, Donald, Nancy ,Pamela U.10 U.10-103 050124_04
Bell U.10 U.10-472 050324 _12
Berna U.10 U.10-528 050406_11
Bernadi U.10 U.10-30 031104_02
Biancardi U.10 U.10-312 050304_03
Bias U.10 U.10-414 050321_15
Billmeier U.10 U.10-120 050130_01
Black U.10 U.10-119 050129_01
Block U.10 U.10-180 050215_02
Blomberg U.10 U.10-24 030423_01
Bloniarz U.10 U.10-419 050321_21
Boardman U.10 U.10-145 050131_13
Bobins U.10 U.10-311 050304_02
Bongiovanni U.10 U.10-166 050209_07
Bonilla U.10 U.10-65 040829_01
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Bradley U.10 U.10-377 050315_02
Brandbert U.10 U.10-294 050302_08
Brandon U.10 U.10-147 050201_02
Brands U.10 U.10-353 050311_03
Bredin U.10 U.10-131 050131_06
Breese U.10 U.10-382 050316_02
Bremer U.10 U.10-165 050209_06
Brinkmeier, O. U.10 U.10-83 050121_01
Brinkmeier, P. U.10 U.10-268 050225_02
Brinkmeier, S. U.10 U.10-345 050308_02
Brodsky U.10 U.10-262 050225_06
Brooks U.10 U.10-496 050403_01
Brown, Gary U.10 U.10-295 050302_09
Brown, S. U.10 U.10-513 050405_03
Brucken U.10 U.10-288 050302_02
Buckett U.10 U.10-468 050324 _07
Bugel U.10 U.10-545 050406_34
Burns U.10 U.10-343 050309_01
Carlstrom U.10 U.10-161 050209_02
Cecille U.10 U.10-355 050311_05
Chakires U.10 U.10-92 050121_08
Chapp, Jill U.10 U.10-177 050214_03
Chapp, Rick U.10 U.10-176 050214_02
Chavarrie U.10 U.10-418 050321_20
Chavez U.10 U.10-395 050318_14
Chicago Covention and Tourism Bureau  U.10 U.10-240 050224 _139
Cirone U.10 U.10-325 050307_07
Clark U.10 U.10-196 050219_01
Cohen U.10 U.10-146 050201_01
Conibear U.10 U.10-199 050221_02
Cooper U.10 U.10-289 050302_03
Covala U.10 U.10-316 050306_07
Cuellar U.10 U.10-317 050306_08
Cuscaden U.10 U.10-112 050127_05
Darling U.10 U.10-128 050131_04
Davies U.10 U.10-296 050302_10
Dean U.10 U.10-141 050131_11
Dee U.10 U.10-378 050315_03
Del Preto U.10 U.10-214 050222_150
Delt U.10 U.10-467 050324_06
DeMaine U.10 U.10-276 050228_04
Devine U.10 U.10-337 050308_04
DeVito U.10 U.10-521 050405_11
Djuric U.10 U.10-360 050314 _02
Doane U.10 U.10-252 050224 _146
Doering U.10 U.10-149 050202_01
Doherty U.10 U.10-19 030421_03
Donahue U.10 U.10-91 050121_07
Donaldson U.10 U.10-35 031212_01
Dostal U.10 U.10-216 050222_152
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Doyle U.10 U.10-493 050402_01
Drake U.10 U.10-202 050222_136
Droske U.10 U.10-43 031213_03
Drozdek, John U.10 U.10-384 050316_04
Drozdek, Joseph U.10 U.10-488 050329_02
Drysch, Mark U.10 U.10-270 050227_01
Drysch, Mark U.10 U.10-341 050308_06
Edwards U.10 U.10-285 050228_13
Englert U.10 U.10-308 050303_07
Escutia U.10 U.10-67 040829_03
Fajnor U.10 U.10-497 050403_02
Farrell U.10 U.10-210 050222_147
Ferguson U.10 U.10-375 050314 _11
Ferraro U.10 U.10-221 050223_121
Fiore U.10 U.10-111 050127_04
Fisher U.10 U.10-130 050131_05
Fitzgerald U.10 U.10-84 050121_02
Flaherty U.10 U.10-481 050326_02
Flood U.10 U.10-448 050323_05
Fluegge U.10 U.10-539 050406_25
Forster U.10 U.10-44 031213_04
Fortier U.10 U.10-487 050329_01
Francis U.10 U.10-108 050127_01
Frandrei U.10 U.10-465 050324 _04
Fried U.10 U.10-137 050131_09
Frohne U.10 U.10-393 050317_02
Froman U.10 U.10-109 050127_02
Fulton, C Edward U.10 U.10-228 050223_126
Fulton, C. Edward U.10 U.10-245 050224_142
Garcia U.10 U.10-475 050324_15
Gardner, Lillian U.10 U.10-352 050311_01
Gardner, Marilyn U.10 U.10-548 050407_02
Garner U.10 U.10-363 050314_05
Gathman U.10 U.10-546 050406_35
Geier U.10 U.10-94 050121_10
Gengler U.10 U.10-518 050405_08
Gennuso, Peter R. U.10 U.10-82 050117_01
Gennuso, Salvatore U.10 U.10-322 050307_04
Gennuso, Salvatore U.10 U.10-323 050307_05
Gennuso, Salvatore U.10 U.10-324 050307_06
Giampoli U.10 U.10-93 050121_09
Gilligan U.10 U.10-536 050406_20
Grundeis U.10 U.10-447 050323_04
Haas U.10 U.10-263 050225_07
Haase U.10 U.10-110 050127_03
Haba U.10 U.10-86 050121_03
Hahn U.10 U.10-460 050324_02
Hanney U.10 U.10-292 050302_06
Harbecke U.10 U.10-502 050404_04
Harvey, Conor U.10 U.10-351 050311_01
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Harvey, Rod & Lauren U.10 U.10-181 050215_03
Hasan U.10 U.10-229 050223_127
Heck U.10 U.10-529 050406_14
Heinrich, Dolores U.10 U.10-236 050223_133
Heinrich, Dolores U.10 U.10-238 050223_135
Herrera U.10 U.10-361 050314_03
Hertzberg U.10 U.10-51 031216_01
Hesterman U.10 U.10-494 050402_02
Hickey U.10 U.10-479 050324_19
Hieber U.10 U.10-445 050323_02
Holmes U.10 U.10-259 050225_03
Horejs U.10 U.10-504 050404_06
Horn U.10 U.10-542 050406_27
Howard U.10 U.10-29 030719_01
Howorko U.10 U.10-334 050308_01
Hucke U.10 U.10-515 050405_05
Huitink U.10 U.10-39 031212_05
Inocencio U.10 U.10-249 050224 _144
Insprucker, Mary U.10 U.10-255 050224 150
Insprucker, Tom U.10 U.10-256 050224 151
James U.10 U.10-102 050124_03
Jankosky U.10 U.10-344 050309_02
Janowski U.10 U.10-386 050316_06
Jend, Mary J. U.10 U.10-21 030421_05
Jend, Mary J. U.10 U.10-348 050310_02
Jenkins U.10 U.10-152 050205_01
Jensen U.10 U.10-118 050128_05
Job U.10 U.10-183 050217_01
Johanson U.10 U.10-117 050128_04
Johnsen U.10 U.10-424 050322_02
Johnson, Catherine U.10 U.10-261 050225_05
Johnson, Lyle U.10 U.10-299 050303_02
Johnson, Michael G. U.10 U.10-172 050213_01
Johnson, Nancy U.10 U.10-278 050228_06
Judge U.10 U.10-139 050131_10
Juneau U.10 U.10-164 050209_05
Jvoss4@aol.com U.10 U.10-525 050406_08
Kaloustain U.10 U.10-444 050323_01
Kane U.10 U.10-392 050317_01
Kaplon U.10 U.10-354 050311_04
Karkowski U.10 U.10-342 050308_07
Kasmer U.10 U.10-293 050302_07
Kazmer U.10 U.10-500 050404_02
Kelly U.10 U.10-415 050321_17
Kelso, Charlotte U.10 U.10-38 031212_04
Kelso, Curtis U.10 U.10-37 031212_03
Kesinger U.10 U.10-517 050405_07
Kewitt U.10 U.10-88 050121_05
Khuri U.10 U.10-159 050208_03
Kilbourn U.10 U.10-387 050316_07
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Kirchhoff U.10 U.10-537 050406_21
Kline U.10 U.10-550 050408_01
Klitzke U.10 U.10-279 050228 _07
Koch U.10 U.10-207 050222_142
Kolodziej U.10 U.10-185 050217_03
Kopacz U.10 U.10-59 040218_01
Kranz U.10 U.10-167 050210_01
Krein U.10 U.10-107 050126_02
Krepton U.10 U.10-477 050324_17
Krych U.10 U.10-297 050302_11
Kuchenbecker U.10 U.10-243 050224_140
Kueking U.10 U.10-530 050406_15
Kuffel, Ann U.10 U.10-400 050319_01
Kuffel, Susan U.10 U.10-402 050319_02
Kurcab U.10 U.10-538 050406_24
Kuykendoll U.10 U.10-506 050404_08
Kveck U.10 U.10-282 050228_10
Lacivita U.10 U.10_383 050316_03
Lam U.10 U.10-165 050209_04
Landmeier, Bertha Harbecke U.10 U.10-519 050405_09
Landmeier, Betty U.10 U.10-201 050221_04
Landmeier, J. Brigham U.10 U.10-535 050406_19
Landmeier, James U.10 U.10-512 050405_02
Landmeier, Joyce U.10 U.10-235 050223_132
Landmeier, Lester U.10 U.10-307 050303_06
Landmeier, Lynn U.10 U.10-421 050321_24
Langedorf U.10 U.10-32 031106_01
Larry U.10 U.10-68 040829_04
Lawson U.10 U.10-410 050320_03
Leahy U.10 U.10-306 050303_05
Lehman U.10 U.10-366 050314_09
Lestina U.10 U.10-362 050314_04
Lewers U.10 U.10-135 050131_08
Lewis U.10 U.10-193 050218_01
Lichter U.10 U.10-41 031212_07
Liebling U.10 U.10-474 050324 _01
Lindorfer U.10 U.10-40 031212_06
Lisec U.10 U.10-526 050406_09
Liske U.10 U.10-143 050131_12
Lock U.10 U.10-404 050320_01
Lopez U.10 U.10-336 050308_03
Loza U.10 U.10-396 050318_25
Lueck U.10 U.10-182 050216_01
Lutecki U.10 U.10-329 050307_08
Magadan U.10 U.10-61 040523_04
Mager U.10 U.10-381 050316_01
Main U.10 U.10-486 050328_05
Malan, Julie U.10 U.10-56 040106_02
Malan, Julie U.10 U.10-304 050303_03
Malinowski, Stan U.10 U.10-12 030319_02
Response to Comments U.10-v July 2005
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Malinowski, Stan U.10 U.10-27 030506_01
Malinowski, Stan U.10 U.10-405 050320_02
Malone U.10 U.10-399 050318_27
Marcus U.10 U.10-204 050222_138
Martinez, John U.10 U.10-66 040829 _02
Martinez, Juan U.10 U.10-476 050324_16
Mason U.10 U.10-151 050204_01
Mayer U.10 U.10-115 050128_02
McCluskey U.10 U.10-417 050321_19
McCoy U.10 U.10-126 050131_03
McFadden U.10 U.10-365 050314_07
McGuire U.10 U.10-372 050314_10
Meechan U.10 U.10-466 050324 _05
Melesio U.10 U.10-543 050406_32
Mercatoris U.10 U.10-287 050302_01
Michalski U.10 U.10-380 050315_05
Morton U.10 U.10-156 050208_01
Muccianti U.10 U.10-230 050223_128
Muff U.10 U.10-42 031213_02
Mulholland U.10 U.10-379 050315_04
Murphy U.10 U.10-527 050406_10
Nagle U.10 U.10-420 050321_22
Nanflwr@aol.com U.10 U.10-58 040109_01
Nayle U.10 U.10-376 050315_01
Nelson U.10 U.10-52 031217_01
Neumann U.10 U.10-390 050316_11
Nicioli U.10 U.10-413 050321_12
Nickelson U.10 U.10-544 050406_33
Nishimoto U.10 U.10-57 040108_01
No Name U.10 U.10-314 050306_01
No Name U.10 U.10-3 000000_02
Norris U.10 U.10-100 050124_01
Nudo U.10 U.10-250 050224_145
O’Brien U.10 U.10-155 050207_03
O’Connor U.10 U.10-338 050308_05
Omari U.10 U.10-160 050209_01
Opferman U.10 U.10-178 050215_01
Opitz U.10 U.10-411 050320_04
Pacheco U.10 U.10-388 050316_08
Padilla, Jose U.10 U.10-200 050221_03
Padilla, Jose D. U.10 U.10-205 050222_141
Palace, H. U.10 U.10-283 050228_11
Palace, P. U.10 U.10-277 050228_05
Parkinson, Mary U.10 U.10-280 050228_08
Parkinson, Robert U.10 U.10-426 050322_03
Parsons, Richard U.10 U.10-356 050311_06
Partin U.10 U.10-541 050406_26
Patela U.10 U.10-22 030421_06
Pattullo U.10 U.10-194 050218_02
Pavisic U.10 U.10-281 050228_09
Response to Comments U.10-vi July 2005
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Peironnet U.10 U.10-171 050211_03
Pellicore U.10 U.10-169 050211_02
Peralta U.10 U.10-422 050321_25
Perkins U.10 U.10-36 031212_02
Pery U.10 U.10-213 050222_149
Petersen U.10 U.10-4 000000_03
Peterson U.10 U.10-13 030402_01
Pfeifer U.10 U.10-305 050303_04
Poll-Klaessy U.10 U.10-350 050310_03
Poltorak U.10 U.10-284 050228_12
Preisler U.10 U.10-547 050407_01
Preys U.10 U.10-168 050211_01
Riddell U.10 U.10-531 050406_16
Riddle U.10 U.10-45 031215_01
Rivera U.10 U.10-231 050223_129
Roberson U.10 U.10-219 050222_153
Rogus U.10 U.10-315 050306_05
Romano, Mary U.10 U.10-197 050220_01
Romano, Mary U.10 U.10-198 050221_01
Rood U.10 U.10-503 050404_05
Rotseuns U.10 U.10-114 050128_01
Ruble U.10 U.10-273 050228_01
Runge U.10 U.10-480 050326_01
Russell U.10 U.10-274 050228_02
Ruthenberg, Ross U.10 U.10-14 030419_03
Ruthenberg, Ross U.10 U.10-203 050222_137
Salazar U.10 U.10-62 040523_06
Saline U.10 U.10-79 040829_09
Sanchez U.10 U.10-473 050324_13
Santoyo, Dorothy U.10 U.10-264 050225_08
Sarallo U.10 U.10-60 040523_03
Sbertoli U.10 U.10-53 031219_01
Schieble U.10 U.10-153 050207_01
Schmitt, Alan U.10 U.10-446 050323_03
Schmitt, Alan U.10 U.10-458 050323_07
Schreiber U.10 U.10-55 040106_01
Schroeder U.10 U.10-260 050225_04
Schultz U.10 U.10-534 050406_18
Schulze, Gerald U.10 U.10-397 050318_26
Schulze, Kimberley U.10 U.10-232 050223_130
Schulze, Mr. & Mrs. William U.10 U.10-514 050405_04
Schulze, Steven U.10 U.10-233 050223_131
Schulze, Susan J. U.10 U.10-237 050223_134
Schumacher U.10 U.10-268 050226_03
Scott U.10 U.10-423 050322_01
Scroggins U.10 U.10-524 050406_07
Sell U.10 U.10-389 050316_09
Sieber U.10 U.10-501 050404_03
Siebert U.10 U.10-7 030307_01
Sierra Sila U.10 U.10-385 050316_05
Response to Comments U.10-vii July 2005
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Silagi U.10 U.10-462 050324_03
Simmons U.10 U.10-275 050228_03
Sirovy U.10 U.10-1 000000_01
Skosey U.10 U.10-124 050131_02
Smith, Louise U.10 U.10-148 050201_03
Smith, Terrance U.10 U.10-470 050324_10
Snell U.10 U.10-485 050328_03
Sobey U.10 U.10-309 050304_01
Sobieski U.10 U.10-298 050303_01
Soline U.10 U.10-318 050306_09
Solis U.10 U.10-104 050126_01
Sorensen U.10 U.10-516 05045_06
Speciale U.10 U.10-507 050404_09
St. Alexis Church U.10 U.10-71 040829_08
Stagg U.10 U.10-212 050222_148
Stegmaier, George U.10 U.10-95 050121_11
Stegmaier, George U.10 U.10-90 050121_06
Stegmaier, George U.10 U.10-116 050128_03
Stegmaier, George U.10 U.10-490 050331_01
Stegmaier, George U.10 U.10-491 050331_02
Stegmaier, George U.10 U.10-499 050404 _01
Stegmaier, George U.10 U.10-522 050405_12
Stegmaier, George U.10 U.10-523 050405_13
Stepp U.10 U.10-23 030421_07
Stoneberg U.10 U.10-357 050311_07
Strand U.10 U.10-267 050226_02
Strohm U.10 U.10-520 050405_10
Sturm U.10 U.10-347 050310_01
Suttor U.10 U.10-469 050324_09
Sylbo U.10 U.10-133 050131_07
Tade U.10 U.10-271 050227_02
Taubken U.10 U.10-184 050217_02
Taylor, Timothy U.10 U.10-11 030319_01
Taylor, Timothy U.10 U.10-28 030507_01
Taylor, Timothy U.10 U.10-69 040829_06
Tekampe U.10 U.10-98 050123_01
Theodore U.10 U.10-257 050225_01
Thomas U.10 U.10-209 050222_146
Thomka U.10 U.10-33 031111_01
Thorson, Greg U.10 U.10-122 050131_01
Tomaskovic U.10 U.10-358 050313_01
Tooman U.10 U.10-244 050224_141
Treesh U.10 U.10-346 050309_03
Ujala33@aol.com U.10 U.10-254 050224_149
Umlauf U.10 U.10-266 050226_01
Vacura U.10 U.10-174 050214_01
Valenti U.10 U.10-162 050209_03
Vander Baan U.10 U.10-321 050307_03
Vasquez U.10 U.10-333 050307_09
Vecchiollo U.10 U.10-70 040829_07
Response to Comments U.10-viii July 2005
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Wanamaker U.10 U.10-215 050222_151
Weathers U.10 U.10-394 050317_04
Weinberger-Johnson U.10 U.10-173 050213_02
Wells U.10 U.10-359 050314_01
Werneiwski U.10 U.10-87 050121_04
Wiktor U.10 U.10-492 050401_01
Wilson, David U.10 U.10-471 050324_11
Wilson, Eric U.10 U.10-48 031215_03
Winkelhake U.10 U.10-286 050228_14
Wright U.10 U.10-483 050328_02
Wyco U.10 U.10-154 050207_02
Young U.10 U.10-330 050307_02
Zabielski U.10 U.10-291 050302_05
Zak U.10 U.10-428 050322_06
Zalas U.10 U.10-319 050307_01
Zander U.10 U.10-391 050316_12
Zary U.10 U.10-54 040101_01
Zigler U.10 U.10-290 050302_04
Zumer U.10 U.10-224 050223_124
Response to Comments U.10-ix July 2005
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O'Hare Airport Draft EIS

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-1.

PUBLIC OUTREACH SESSION

e

WRITTEN COMMENT FORM

Thank you for attending the Public Outreach Session. If you would like to give
written comments on the draft Airport Layout Plan, you may use this form.
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Comment Response
2 Please see topical responses B-2 and K-1.

Dra £ 3 Please see topical responses B-7 and F-2.
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Draft EIS

O'Hare Airport
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Should your comments exceed the space allott

Thank you for attending the Public Outreach Session. If you would like to give
written comments on the draft Airport Layout Plan, you may use this form.
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses M-2 and M-4.
2 Please see topical response F-2.
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Response
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Please see topical responses D-1, E-1 and M-1.

Please see topical responses B-8 and L-1.
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Comment Response
- 3 Please see topical response B-8.
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Response

4

Please see topical response B-8.

Response to Comments
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STATE OF JLLINOIS )
)
COUNTIES OF DU PAGE )

i, SHIRLEY J. SIEBERT., hereby certify that I am duly elected, gualified and acting Ciry
Clerk of the City of Wood Dale, DuPage and Cook Counties, Minois, a municipal corporation,
and the keeper of its seal and records.

1 HEREBY FURTHER mfmwﬂmmmisammmmcquyaﬁ
Resolution #R-02-23 — A Resolution in 1t of the Alliance of Residents Concerned about

O'Hare (AReCO) Scoping Positions in Regard to the O’Hare Modernization Program Concept

Environmental Impact Starement (EIS).

! HEREBY FURTHER CERTIFY that Resolution #R-072-23 passed and was approved by the
City Council of the City of Wood Dale on October 17, 2002. The vote was:
Ayes: 8 Nays: 0 Absent: 0

{1 HEREBY FURTHER CERTIFY that the original of the attached is now on file in the gffice
of the City Clerk, 404 North Wood Dale Road, Wood Dale, Illinois, 60191-1596,

IN WITNESS HEREOF, I have Mmm:amywmd@mmsqu‘rke City of
Wood Dale, aforesaid, at said City, in the County and State gforesaid, this 7 day of
March , 2003,

Shirley J. Siche Clerk

(SEAL BY: Mﬁ@iﬁ-—&
Deborah R. Rosenbach, Deputy City Clerk

Fiak 47709

July 2005
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Comment Response

o 1 The FAA notes the scoping positions of the City of Wood
Dale with regard to the EIS. The FAA notes that the
resolution was submitted by the City Clerk and Deputy
City Clerk of the City of Wood Dale on March 7, 2003.

B LI LD Llaa [EPRT Y AT LA

The City of Wood Dale
Resoluti -02--
e Rgcs Please see topical responses G-4 and K-1.
2 Please see topical responses D-1, E-1 and H-2.

A RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE ALLIANCE OF RESID g
ENTS CONCERNED
ABOUT O'HARE (AReCO) SCOPING POSITIONS IN REGARD TO ]
k= s Sk N THE . 3 Please see topical response A-3.
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS)

WHEREAS, the City of Wood Dale is abody politic and orate, organized and existi
3 ; corporate, ed
pursuant to the Illinois Municipal Code, 65 ILCS 5/1-1-1 et seq.; and i

; Mumnpa.l
Code and the Code of Ordinances of the City of WuodDa.la, to mglll.a.l:e properties located withi

WBEREAS.&:O‘HmMndemimﬁaqum[OMP),uitmbm esented, wi
consist of a major reconfiguration and new tion of ys, boundary g ﬁ |“_]
property acquisitions; and i B L

mm,wmmmjmmmmmmmm@ﬁmmemm

-‘ (Iﬂ)totwﬂil}'(zo}mmd of this, is r ired to d an official Envirormental L1
: ¥ q F |2
Impact Statement (EIS), to addressa wide variety of possible impacts, incl uding air, land, water and |
noise pollution; and ’ 4 l |

Wmas,meredmlamﬁonmwmm;.wﬁchism ordinati
mmMpmﬁamﬁcmmhmAumzmﬁrpu:;omdgﬂ
mpm&am&gpubhcasmwhatmzsmpeoﬂhemlysismdwﬂwimssbomincm-m

; - g . ]
.“‘m. hutl‘ of Wood Dﬂlﬁmlﬁmlmmﬁve (5)m.ll=sﬁumOHm

WHEREAS, the residents of the City of W i
O'Har¢ International Airport, and S i |

ﬂwChicqgomhubeenidenﬁﬁadnsmnfﬂ;emwtpoﬂutadminme I

United States; and

July 2005
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to from airport/ai ft operations; and

Wmﬁ&@mm'mmmm@pmmmﬂm of the most

mmmmmﬁmponuﬁunmmmma&mmngim

NOW,THERE_FORE,BB FIRESOLVEI)byihﬂCﬁyomedDﬂe,asm:
ﬁm_tlhnChymfﬁmsﬂmtheFAAmpingmceedmgsmwimmmpq

i . 3.
i following individuals:

Henry Hyde, U.S. Representative
6" Congressional District Office
50 East Oak Street, Suite 200
Addison, IL 60101

230 5. Dearbomn, Suite 3892
Chicago, IL 60604

Tames "Pate" Phillip, Senate President
District Office :
50 E. Ogk Street, Suite 250

Addison, IL 60101

Lee A, Daniels, House Republican Leader
611 N. York Road '
Elmhurst, [, 60126

The City Clerk is hereby directed to transmit a certified copy of this Ordinance to the

=

Comment Response
4 Please see topical responses E-1 and M-1.
5 Please see topical responses A-1 and M-1.

July 2005
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Robert I. Schillerstrom, County Board Chairman
DuPage County

421 N. County Faom Road

‘Wheaton, IL 60187

D. "Dewey” Pierotti Jr., County Board Member District No. 1
Forest Preserve District of DuPage County

P.0. Box 5000

Wheaton, IL 60189-5000

Williamm Maio, County Board Member District No. 1
P.O.Box 622
Itasca, IL 60143

Roger Jenisch, County Board Member District No. 1
189 Manor Lane
Bloumingdale,_ll 60108

[ PASSED this 17* day of October, 2002.

AYES:

a -

NAYS:

0

ABSENT;

0

S

ow/ 99

July 2005

Response to Comments
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O’Hare International Airport

Comment Response

e 1 R T T RS 1 Please see topical responses G-4 and M-2.

bl 2 Please see topical responses C-1, F-3, G-1 and M-4.
3 Please see topical responses G-4 and M-3.
4 Please see topical response A-2.

Timothy A. Taylor
128 Orchard Avenue
Bensenville, lllinois 60108
(630) 595-1681

March 19, 2003

Comments to FAA Representatives regarding impact of O'Hare expansion:

| wish to thank the FAA representatives for allowing me to offer testimony. |1 am a
resident of Bensenville, Illinois. My home is slated by the City of Chicago to be 1

taken for expansion of O'Hare Intemational Airport. | am stating for the record —_
that | am a homeowner who is for O'Hare expansion.

The area economy, as well as the state economy can benefit from O'Hare
expansion. The area would experience increased ermployment for construction
workers, more business for transportation companies, more airline and airport [
employees, area businesses could expand, traffic improvements would be 2
underway, westem access to the airport could become a reality.

| feel that the City of Chicago would afford me the best possible monetary
solution to my housing needs. It's a shame that | can't sell to whomever | want.
Chicago is under an injunction and is not allowed to negotiate any type of sale for
my home. | wonder what would happen if the District Court of Illinois reviewed
the case against the City of Chicage and sided with Chicago? Would an
injunction be lifted and would all the towns stop sinking more and more taxpayer
dallars into the Suburban O'Hare Commission (SOC)? Would the towns get
together and work with the DuPage County Board to negotiate with Chicago and
work in the best interests of the Cdunty, region, state? If that happened, the area
economy may be Jumpstarted and more people could be working. The SOC
dollars could be filtered back to the towns for their own infrastructure use or
invested into a local airport expansion,

[

| ask the FAA if there's anything that you can do to expedite the expansion at . l
O'Hare...to please do it.

[l

July 2005
Response to Comments U.10-11
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13 MAR 03
1605 OAKTON
PARK RIDBGE IL 60088 1948

SUBJECT: COMMENTS ON O HARE- EXPANSION

1: Why haven't those businesses and muricpalities, who said O'Hare
u_nplnsion was vital to their economie welfare, come forward to
flrnum:.ially_ Support United and American Airlines in their eff +
te help Chicago's 0" Hare expansion plans? it

2: What exceptions and deviations From FAR airport construction
rules an_c regulations (e.g. runway separations, buffer zanes
residential areas) are being asked by Chicage to expard O'Ha :r‘
Heow many U.8. airports were granted sxeeptions and devs.mt:‘.ur\-::-

3: What time frame is being considered Ffor airplane nolse veduction I

and airport and airplarne pollution redugtion?

%2 Why is the EPA concerned abaut lawn-mower, Q;.lt board motor and
motercycls pollutiew when airplanes Fill the atmosphere with
harmful pellutants as cutlined by wvarious studies?

S: Mith all the problems presentod in prevent ing terrorists?
activities due to the urban location of O'Hare (e.g. guided
mismile attachs) it would seem that ar open—area Pectore
would be ideal.

&: Wheve is Chicago's step-by-step cost anelysis for o' Hare
expansicn? Taxpayers do not want ancither black hole in their
economic universe sucking their dollars inte ablivion,

Is there a contingmney fund for any adverse environmertal
impacts? The monies for soundprooting homes and scheols
from airplane noise apparently no longer exists.

Stan Malinowski

PAGE B7/53

I |4

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response B-8.

In addition, normally businesses and/or municipalities
(other than airport sponsors) in support of a proposed
airport expansion do not provide the airlines direct
funding.

Please see topical response B-6.

Please see topical responses E-1 and D-1.

Please see topical response E-1.

The FAA also refers the commenter to the USEPA’s and
IEPA’s comments on the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement, see page U.2-11 and page U.3-5 of this
appendix.

Please see topical responses B-2, C-3, K-2 and M-1.

The FAA believes that this comment involving potential
terrorist attacks presents issues outside of NEPA’s
environmental focus. The FAA notes that the
Transportation Security Administration (TSA) whose
mission is the protection of the nation’s transportation
service, is part of the review of the Airport Layout Plan
submitted by the City of Chicago for FAA review.

Please see topical responses D-3 and L-1.

Response to Comments U.10-12
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The FAA has formulated a Prelimina .
J ry Draft Purpose and N
EIS which includes the following: pc PN,

Increase capa nd i 1
- ; city and reduce delay (including peak periods and in all weather canditions) at

h

Provide terminal, landside, and facilities to effi
3 pp ciently accommodate existin
future passenger and cargo demand and sufficient land for such facilities; el

Provide an efficient surface access system for existing and future alrport users:

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the Draft FAA
Purpose and Need by April 21 » 2003.

Name: Lwig J. LrrZrsow

Last

First M
Address:
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Haszf.

L

Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses G-3 and G-4.

2 Please see topical responses A-1, C-2, G-3, G-4, and M-2.
3 Please see topical responses A-1, D-3 and D-4.

4 Please see topical response F-3.

5 Please see topical response G-4.

Response to Comments

U.10-13
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Comment Response
Ll PR TN AU w3 T LDULLIND " Td r oL . . . .
03[)4i9 03 o R 1 At present, off-airport fire protection services are not
eligible for AIP funding.

The FAA has formulated a Preliminary Draft Purpose and Need for the Please see topical responses C-7, K-2, and L-1.
EIS which includes the following:

. g'ﬂ“” capacity and reduce delay (including peak perlods and in all weather conditions) at The FAA also refers the commenter to the Alliance of
are; . . .
Resident’s Concerning O’Hare, Inc.’s April 6 letter of

. rmd, terminal, landside, and support facilities to efficiently accommodate existing and comments on the Draft EIS, document number 050406_02,
uture passenger and cargo demand and sufficient land for such facilities; beginning on page U.4-295

*  Provide an efiicient surface access system for existing and future airport users, u’\ e{\ S

COMMENTS: Piease mail your comments on the Draft FAA
Purpose and Need by April 21, 2003,

el %) &V}i [ oSS

First

Adﬂressé/fé},u Ash MJM JZ €019/

Street Address City/Town State Zip
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Response to Comments U.10-14 July 2005
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The FAA has formulated a Preliminary Draft Purpose and Need for the
EIS which includes the following: _

r;lff:aea capacity and reduce delay (including peak periods and in all weather conditions) at
re;

*  Provide terminal, landside, and support facilities to efficientl i
8 da, ¥ accommodate existing and
future passenger and cargo demand and sufficient land for such facilities;

Provide an efficlent surface access system for existing and future airport users. 4 ) "‘1}03

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the Draft FAA
Purpose and Need by April 21, 2003,

Name: ﬂ)%m /rst

Last 7 First M
Address: /33 1), Sk (ihed Yole T7  4or9y
Street Address Apt. City/Town State Zip
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Co ﬂm slaqqu -ja out-Jo od Jeask A5 e lex rd.d»u-.r,

Comment

Response

2

Please see topical responses A-3, D-1, D-2 and E-1.

With regard to the comments regarding the air quality
analysis, the FAA refers the commenter to Appendix J, Air
Quality for detailed information on the extensive air
quality impact assessment conducted as a part of this EIS.

The FAA notes thtat the air quality protocol for the

assessment was developed in concert with both the IEPA

and USEPA.

The FAA also refers the commenter to the Alliance of

Resident’s Concerning O’Hare, Inc.’s April 6 letter of

comments on the Draft EIS, document number 050406_02,

beginning on page U.4-295.

Response to Comments U.10-15
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The FAA has formulated a Preliminary Draft Purpose and Need for the
EIS which includes the following:

- Ionﬁ:a:a capacily and reduce delay (including peak periods and in all weather ound!tions] at

*  Provide terminal, landside, and support facilities to efficiantly accommodate existing and
future passenger and carge demand and sufficlent land for such facilities;

*  Provide an efficient surface access system for existing and future airport users, L}) I cr(og

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the Draft FAA
Purpose and Need by April 21, 2003.

Name: ﬂﬁ:@} -

First
Address: Afg':; M. A’)SA WM Wm-é f(_ 6013
Street Address City/Town State Zip
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reeloced

Comment

Response

PAGE 53/59

3

Please see topical responses E-1 and M-1.

The FAA is not required to make the “calculations” that are
requested by the commenter. The EIS does, however,
include a comprehensive air quality analysis, see Chapter
5, Section 5.6 of the EIS.

The FAA also refers the commenter to the Alliance of
Resident’s Concerning O’Hare, Inc.’s April 6 letter of
comments on the Draft EIS, document number 050406_02,
beginning on page U.4-295.

Response to Comments U.10-16

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

B ) [ TRV FUPE PAGE  54/59

The FAA has formulated a Preliminary Draft Purpose and Need for the
EIS which includes the following:

*  Increase capacity and reduce delay (including peak periods and in all weather conditions) at
O'Hare;

- Provide terminal, landside, and support facilities to efficiently accommodate axisting and
future passenger and cargo demand and sufficient land for such facilities;

*  Provide an efficlent surface access system for existing and future alrport users, %/f?/o <

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the Draft FAA
Purpose and Need by April 21, 2003,

/Q)Amgxr}, febss

Last First

Address: 6‘33 N, lqsé &/MM Zl éal .9!

Street Address Apt.  City/Town State Zip
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The FAA has formulated a Preliminary Draft Purpose and Need for the
EIS which includes the following;

. gl:aaae capacity and reduce delay (Including peak periods and in all weather canditions) at
are;

*  Provide terminal, landside, and support facilities to efMclently accommodate existing and
future passenger and cargo demand and sufficient land for such facilities;

*  Provide an efficient surface access system for existing and future airport users, 17’} ) 3
[P

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the Draft FAA
Purpose and Need by April 21, 2003,

Mowne: @MW"J @ss
Last /

LA

Address: %} M, )45{ f{/ém:’ﬂ.{{ /54 é’ga/?}
Street Address Apt.  City/Town State Zip
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Comment

Response

FAEE bbby

4

Please see topical responses D-1, D-2, K-1, and K-2.

With regard to the Airbus A380 and runway length
considerations, the FAA refers the commenter to Chapter
2, Section 2.3.1.2 of the EIS. The FAA also notes that the
aircraft fleet mix (including the Airbus A380) utilized in the
various assessments of impacts, is included in Appendix B
of the EIS.

With regard to the noise exposure in Wood Dale,
Bensenville, and Itasca, the FAA refers the commenter to
Chapter 5, Section 5.1 of the EIS which includes the noise
impact assessment.

Response to Comments U.10-18
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fhe FAA has formulated a Prelimina
v ry Draft Pu
EIS which includes the following: ESSHESSI.

Increase capacity and reduce delay (includi
o : ¥ A g peak

Is and in all conditions) at

*  Provide terminal, landside, and

e oy facllities to efficiantly accommodate existing and

! and sufficient land for such facilities;
Provide an efficient surface access system for existing and future airport users.

COMMENTS: Picase ma your comments on the Draft FAA
and Need by April 21, 2003,

Ko peer— e il |

Name: D oHERTY

Last First Mi
Address: |/} faey pinle & brer Lipe K {oosw
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses B-4 and M-5.
2 Please see topical responses M-8 and M-3.
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Comments to the F.AA.

After compensating us for our home and
hopefully finding us one of comparable value,
how much will you compensate us for the
loss of our way of life?

We have lived in our home in Bensenville
for 40 years. All of the necessities of every
day life are located within two blocks of our
home. We had not anticipated that our lives
would be uprooted; all along we have
planned on living the rest of our lives here.
Why should we now be forced to give this up
S0 that our neighbors to the east can benefit
at our expense? If we are forced out of our

homes, we should at least be compensated

financially so that we don’t become wards of
the state of lllinois.

Respectfully submitted,

Don Bauer

202 E. Lincoln .
Bensenville, IL 60106

Comment

Response

UM UHLIGAGEL PAGE B1/59

1

Please see topical response G-4.

July 2005
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Response

Please see topical response G-4.

Please see topical responses B-2 and G-4.

Comment
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Please see topical response I-1.

The FAA has formulated a Preliminary Draft Purpose
and N
EIS which includes the following: . e

. glf'::e capacity and reduce delay (including peak periods and in all weather conditions) at

* Provide terminal, landside, and stpport facilities to efficiently
) accommodate
future passenger and cargo derand and sufficient land for such facilities; e and

F'rmide an efficient surface access system for existing und future airport users,

COMMENTS Please mail your comments on the Draft FAA
] Purpose and Need by April 21, 2003.
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Response

Please see topical response M-2.

Comment
: LT TP L LU L LA
PAGE @
030421_06 : /e 1
2

Please see topical response B-2.

_

The FAA has formulated a Preliminary Draft Purpose :
v ; and N
EIS which includes the following: " e

+ Increase and (includiri j
i capacity and reduce delay g peak | and in all conditions) at
Provide terminal, I ide, and support facilities to efficiently accommodate existing a:iud

future passenger and cargo demand and sufficient land for such facilities;
*  Provide an efficient surface access system for existing and future alrport users,

COMMENTS: Piease mail your comments on the Draft FAA
Purpose and Need-by April 21, 2003,

Name: F47C NEY F
Last First ] ;
Address: D52 | N/CHILS  Fralod My, )i 6073
Street Address Apt.  City/Town State . Zip
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The FAA has formulated a Preliminary Draft Purpose and Need for the
EIS which includes the following: ‘

Imasncapad!y-andr'edunedalay Including peak periods and in all t
et ( r. nd in 2 conditions) at

Provide terminal, landside, and support facilities to efficiently accommodate existing and
future passenger and cargo demand and sufficient land for such facilities;

Provide an efficient surface access syster for existing and future alrport users,

COMMENTS: Piease mail your comments on the Draft FAA
Purpose and Need by April 21, 2003.

Name: 94 2pp TJulia. . v
Last First M
Address: /509 4 Prpe pect. TackRidge TI. coosg

Street Address Apt.  Gity/Town State Zip
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Comment

Response

Please see topical responses B-1 and K-1.

Please see topical response K-2.

Please see topical responses E-1 and E-3.

Please see topical response D-1.

Please see topical response L-1.
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Please see topical response B-2.

Response to Comments U.10-23
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses B-3, B-5, K-1 and K-2.
A e A L [T FHaE 947949
With regard to item “1,” the FAA refers the commenter to
Appendix D of the EIS. Appendix D includes the various
operating configurations modeled utilizing the pairs of
runways referred to by the commenter. Exhibit D-4 shows
that the inboard runways, Runways 9R-28L and 10L-28R,
would function as primary departure runways, while the
outboard runways, Runways 9C-27C and 10C-28C, would
function as primary arrival runways. This would be the
case under both VFR and IFR conditions as show in

The Chicago O*Hare International Airport planned runway layout — presented

earlier this year - does not meet several of the desired criteria. It is basically the Exhibit D-4. Appendix D also contains a detailed
;I.me as lhbnl: ir!::uual‘y pt::l_ished (in the enclosed brochure) and has several summary of operational performance of the City’s
uestiona atures including: .
1. Two (2) pairs of cast-west vs (adjacent the el ) e e proposal, referred to as Alternative C.
then 1700-feet apart; ?aid pairs are each treated as one (1) ranway — by the *
3. RA;‘];' for IFR erl:::n dwgt’W' T With regard to item “2,” the FAA notes that Aircraft
said runway (at over 13,000-feet) is the only one m! jtable for the take-off of Design Group VI (ADG VI) aircraft, such as the Airbus
iu::[r{h Ioacle(l)-BN'?-ui-uﬂ and A380 aircraft (especially with a strong gusting A380, are accommodated in the City of Chicago’s proposal.
3. The southern east-west runway is not only inefficiently located and is not cost While Runway 14R-32L would be decommissioned,
eﬁm;ve, it is mot needed due to the changing aircraft mix. (The increasing proposed Runways 9C-27C and 10C-28C are designed to
use of smaller sized newer aircraft - at O*Hare - allows twice the te i
associated with B747 size ai ) take-off ra meet ADG VI requirements.
4. The northeast runway A4L-22R now bisects the east-west rumways north of
main ‘:_l'::‘“-l arca, limiting its usefulness and '-'l‘;-;;lls 1& I!:;Ilﬁll safety With regard to item “3,” the FAA notes that the
this problem.) HATED e J— aforementioned Exhibit D-4 includes detail as to how the
:h’u .::;hbit ;::H_Ippm (t;;t the original Chicago runway concept has merit and southernmost runway (Runway 10R-28L) would be used.
e nsidered. grams are included to show the diffe betw e .
two runway layouts; the use of the minimam 3000-foot ]m:llel m“;mux the |1 | The FAA notes that an alternative (referred to as
allowed by the FAA under special ci is included.) o Alternative D) to the City’s proposal, not including

Runway 10R-28L was fully evaluated by the FAA within
the EIS. The FAA notes that the current and projected
aircraft fleet mix was considered in the FAA’s assessment
@Zf ?ﬁ: : ' of alternatives. Appendix B includes a summary of the
= Ry fleet mix utilized in the assessment. Finally, see Chapter 3
of the EIS for information regarding Alternatives C and D.

OANAC
POB 1113 :

Melrose Park IL. 60161-1113 With regard to item “4,” the FAA notes that each of the

build alternatives considered fully in the EIS involve a
reconfiguration of the airfield that reduced runway
operating dependicies that result from intersecting
runways. The runway intersection does limit the use of
this runway, but not in a manner different than today.
Further, the FAA notes that in the City’s proposal Runway
4L-22R is not a “primary” runway and would be used less
often. See Appendix D, Exhibit D-4.

Response to Comments U.10-24 July 2005
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Appendix T

O3/06/03

1605 OAKTON

PARK RIDGE IL G6DOG8 1946
847 825 3006

SUBJECT:
O‘HARE MODERNIZATION PROGRAW

Whaet does the O°Hare computer aimulation model actually model? How
well does the computer simuletion match to the axisting real world
conditicona that the computer sodel is simulating? wWhat are the
probabilitiesa of familure in the computer sisuletion for predicting
O‘Here future operationa? Westher predicting computer models haven‘t
exactly been on target soc why should the O‘Here computer sodel be
considered any more reliasble?

Why doman’t the O‘Hare computer model incorporate the effects of noi
pollution, chesical pollution and traffic congesticn on the remident-
tal areas surrounding O‘Hare? Recent reporte indicate that noise
pollution hes an adverse effect on the human vescular system and that
O°Here is the largest chemical polluter in Illinocias.

Statements otteating to noiae and chemical improvementa in the future
do not include a time table for the improvements, who will be
responsible for the isprovements or what has been accomplished over
any period of time.

Stan Halinowski

T-205 January 2005

Comment

Response

Please see topical responses C-2 and C-3.

Please see topical responses D-1, D-2 and E-1.

Please see topical responses E-1 and E-2.

Response to Comments U.10-27
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses M-2 and M-5.
o O'ffare Alpont Dran 85 2 Please see topical responses B-1, F-3, and M-4.
3 Please see topical responses G-4 and M-5.

The FAA is aware that the City of Bensenville has passed
an ordinance regarding the potential sale of homes.

Timothy A, Taylor
128 Orchard Avenue
Bensenville, lllinols 60106
(630) 595-1681

May 7, 2003

Chicago Dept. of Aviation

Public Qutreach/Information Session
Fountain Blue Restaurant

Des Plaines, lllinois

Comments to Chicago Dept. of Aviation regarding C'Hare expansiom:

I wish to thank the City of Chicage Department of Aviation for allowing me to offar
testimony. | am a resident of Bensenville, llincis. My home is slated by the Gity
of Chicago to be taken for expansion of O'Hare | | Airport. | am stating
for the record that | am a homeowner who is for O'Hare expansion. .

It the O'Hare expansion plans were realized, the local economy, as well as the
state economy would benefi. The region would experience increased

employment for construction more  busi for portation
companies, more airline and airport employees, area businesses could expand,
traffic imp would be ur Y, 1 access to the airpont could
become a reality. E|

| feel that the City of Chicago would afford me the best possible monetary
solution to my housing needs. It is rather burdensome that | am not allowed to
sell to whormever | want being that Chicago is still under an injunction and is not
allowed to negotiate any type of sale of my home. It is also disheartening to see
my local taxpayer dollars being used by my village to purchase the potentially
affected homes. I's a shame that the area towns continue to refuse to get
together and work with the City of Chicago and the DuPage County Board to
negaotiate and work in the best interests of the County, region, and state. The
Suburban O'Hare Commission (SOC) dollars could ba filtered back to the towns
for their own infrastructure use.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to offer my comments. El

Appendix T T-204 January 2005

Response to Comments U.10-28 July 2005
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Appendix T

Leah P, Howard (Tucker)
636 Taylor Street

July 19, 2003

Mr. Michael W. Mac Mullen
Federal Aviation Administration
Chicago Airparts District Office
Graat Lakes Region

2300 E. Devon, Suite 320

Des Plaines, IL. 60018

Dear Mr. Mac Mullen:

1'am hoping you can provide information, or advise on whom I may contact to
get information, regarding a news release my husband saw on a local Green Bay
broadeast Memorial Day week-end.

He did not get all the specific detalls, only that the intent of the message was to
_alert eurrant members of the “Tucker” family, those currently living or relation
‘to Tuckers in Iilinois, regarding a fund to be claimed/dispersed. He thought the

‘broadcast was related to the airport development currently underway, but was

unclear if the intent was to reach current lands or former |

iaManmwumwkﬂmHs 1 have tried to search both
newsprint-and web pages hoping to find the release or story to more clearly
understand who they were trying to reach and for what purpose and have besn
unSuEeessful.

-1 do appreciate your time and response to let me know where to find the release

“detalls, or who to contact if your organization is not the correct one.

Sincerely,

Fan o

Leah P. Howard

636 Taylor Street

Littla Chute, WI 54140
Phone: 920-687-1241

Emali: itucker636@anl.com

T-207 January 2005

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses A-3 and G-4.

Response to Comments U.10-29
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses K-1 and B-5.
Srt ES 2 Please see topical responses C-3, D-1 and D-5.

Chicago O'Hare international Alrport

11/04/2003 13:57 FAL 847 284 Tod0 L’Z/"IE"M_A&"‘}‘X/II?N > @oo1
- ACESH 5
/,r';r; ff;r;t';; 9ng” 7 svuCewee) 3/ fri-isYs %)

Awrr. Mosf s O'HARE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STA' EMENT
ft#  Pleass mail your cormements on or before Monday, Nove nber 3, 2000 fo:

ﬁ"t,?’f 4 W’ e Federal Aviation Administration
2300 East Devon, Suite 320
Des Plaines, Minois 60018
Atin: Michael MacMullen

FAA Public Outreach Session — October 17 2003

Name:
_BERNARDI JUDITH DU YNE
Lan First M7
R Ve T
MILLAGE: OF NORRIDI
Address: . s
TT UE M DGE 60706-1199
Sireet Address ) CityTown State Zip

Comments:

There s, first and foramost, the Initial concern for saigty: It does not seem
mwmmmmﬁmmm be safe. Planes

that now should be approaching the airport over Agatits Avenue are roaching

over Lawrence Avenue. How will two mere runways fit to the south? i D
On a parochial basis, our concerns are twofold:  The ¢langs linthe use of the

dirspace and Its resulting impact on_the quality of Iife or those casidents both | E
east and west of the airport
Miuwm_tnmnwm.mw

by the reconfiguration of thy airpart runways.  And, while the City of

Chicage can say that "new" runw whi e _neighborhosds of peopla
[c ntinued on back]
64
T-196 January 2005

Appendix T

July 2005
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Comment Response
3 Please see topical response D-1.
Bl ot imchaatokal Aipor D e 4 Please see topical responses B-5 and C-3.

11/04/2003 13:88 FAT 647 294 7048 CHI-ADO R0z With regard to the alternative suggested by air Traffic
140032000 13:28 VILLAGE OF NORRIDGE + F1BJTZRITE4E HO.e88 Dax

ST controllers, the FAA notes that the EIS fully evaluated this
alternative. In Chapter 3, Alternatives, the FAA presents

wha now -expariance only intermittant air traffic will-have na ralief from what fs each of the alternatives considered in response to the City’s
i o i sncrabig mumiions: of gt I proposal.. Among the alternatn.zes included were:

Alternative D which can be defined as the City’s proposal
In relation to all of these concerns, we feol that spaciel onsideratien should be without the southernmost runway, and Alternative G

which can be defined as the City’s proposal with the

southernmost runway in a slightly different orientation.

Alternative G is the alternative referred to by the

process. (The hytrid plan for this runway does not an: war our concerns.) B commenter as the “slight adjustment suggested by the air
traffic controllers.

taken of the scuthernmost runway. The slight adjustmer t suggested by the Alr

Traffic Controllars, wheose snle focus |z safety, should gilde the EIS screening

65

Appendix T T-187 January 2005
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response M-2.
SR o —ie Dt B8 2 Please see topical responses B-2, D-1 and E-1.
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Apl G T-208 January 2005

Response to Comments U.10-32 July 2005



Final EIS
O’Hare International Airport

Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses A-1 and B-2.
Please see topical responses D-1 and E-1.
Please see topical responses B-4 and D-2.
Please see topical responses A-1, D-5 and K-2.

Draft EIS

O'Hare Airport

November 11, 2003

~|lwN

Denis Rewerts

FAA

Chicago Airports District Office
2300 E. Devon Ave Room 320
Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. Rewerts,

1 am writing you as perhaps the agency of last resart to bring faimess and sensitivity to I I:l
the O’Hare Airport expansion and Peolone Airport projects,

I have lived in the vicinity of O"Hare airport for over 25 years. During this time, flight

activity has increase to over 600,000 take offs and landings per year. Our community is

impacted by a high level of noise and pollution, but we have little say in the quality of E
life this forces upon us,

The expansion of Ohare is & misnomer since it is more akin to building a new airport in

the middle of this populated area. The fight patterns will be completely revised. This

will sacrifice: the quality of life for those unfortunate to live east of west of the airport.

The prevailing logic is that fewer people will be exposed to more noise so it is

acceptable. However, keep in mind that “fewer” means tens of thousands and since when

s it acceptable to knowingly create a class of “sacrificial lambs™? I'm amused when |

read about other communities enacting leaf blower restrictions to preserve their quality of

life while my community is powerless to impact the increased noise which will be EI
coming out of O'Hare,

Ovwer the years I have observed that the communities surrounding (" Hare have adjusted
by gradually changing the mix of buildings in the flight paths. Those areas under flight
paths gradually became more industrial while new housing was built between the flight
paths and noise zones. The radical plan for O"Hare “expansion™ will disregard the

dations the ities made over the years. Homes that were once in quiet
areas will now be under the barrage of over 1.6 million take-offs and landings. This is
why I refer to what is going on as building a new airport. Can you honestly say that your
agency would ever consider an application for a new airport being built in the middie of
one of the most densely populated areas in Illinois? | am reminded of the flap over the

bombing range in Puerto Rico. A decision to close the range was made, despite a
negative impact on national security, based on the quality of lifie for those who live in the
aren. Do we not have such a right? Should not the federal government give substantial
weight to finding a solution which will respect what citizens will have to endure?

Appendix T T-209 January 2005

July 2005
Response to Comments U.10-33 ly
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Airport

Appendix T

A further comment on Peotone: Please lear from the mistakes at O'Hare and make surc
enough land is procured to keep the most offensive noise within the confines of the
airport property. This seems like a reasonable solution and shows sensitivity to what has
been leamed at O'Hare. [n the meantime, please do not approve the expansion of 0'Hare
airport.

Your consideration of these points and you help in standing up to forces pushing for
expanding O'Hare is most appreciated.

Sincerely,
ichacl Thomka
171 Addison Road

Wood Dale, IL 60191-5080

Ce: Marion Blakey, FAA Administrator

T-210

Draft EIS

E]

January 2005

Comment

Response

5

Please see topical responses B-2, M-1 and M-5.
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031212_01

“Laura Donaldson™ To: Philip Smithmeyer/AGLIFAAGFAA
3 <laurajdonaldson@hot o

mail.com> Subject: O'Hare Expansion

12/12/03 05:08 PM

Please be diligent and estensively research the O'Hare Expansion Projet.
the FaAh does it job fully, I am confident Chicago will not be allowed to
by-pass the regulatory and legal safeguards.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura J. Donaldson

527 Cedar Lane

Elk GRove Village, IL 60007

laurajdonaldsonghotmail.com

Wonder if the latest virus has gotten to your computer? Find out. Run the
FREE McAfee online computer scan!
http:,-",.’clinic.mcafeeAcom.-’cl'inic,-’ibuy!campaign.asp?cid=3963

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response A-1.

i
;
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~ "W. J. PERKINS" To: Philip Smithmeyer/ AGLIFAA@FAA
031212_02 <wjperkins@comcast. cc:
L = net> Subject: O'Hare Expansion

12/12/03 12:11 PM

As a concerned citizen and resident of Elk Grove Village, | urge the FAA to do a
thorough job of determining if the O'Hare expansion plan is a truly viable one.

Thank you,

Laurie Perkins

I 1

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response A-1.
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T "Curtis Kelso" Te: Philip Smithmeyer/AGLIFAA@FAA
< |031212_03 <curtis.kelso@foursea [~
- sons.com> Subject: O'Hare Expansion

12(12/03 11:22 AM

Dear Mr. Smithmeyer,

I am a resident of Elk Grove Village and work in downtown Chicage. I am
writing to you regarding Chicage's proposed expansion of O'Hare Airport.
Chicago must not be allowed to by-pass the regulatory and legal safeguards
that protect our community. The FAA should be able to do its job properly
and fully without undue influence from Chicago. Please do not let this be
another Meigs Field.

Chicago's Expansion plan cannot meet the legal standards required of a new
or expanded airport. This is NOT the best way to increase aviation
capacity in the Chicago area. Chicago, the airlines, passengers and

taxpayers cannot afford it . There has to be a better alternative. Please

don't let Chicage leave these issues for later, after it has started to
bulldoze property. Chicage believes these issues don't have to be
addressed.

Please make an informed and intelligent decision about this airport
development .

Sincerely,

Curtis Kelso

1534 California Street

Elk Grove Village, IL 60007

Comment

Response

Please see topical responses A-1 and M-6.

Please see topical responses A-1, L-1, M-1 and M-7.

2
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— ~—wa  “Curtis & Charlotte To: Philip Smithmeyer/AGLIFAA@FAA
03121204 Kelso" cet
L = | <cwkelso@comcast.ne Subject: O'Hare Expansion

W -

12/12/03 10:23 AM

Dear Mr. Smithmeyer,

| am writing to you regarding Chicago's proposed expansion of O'Hare Airport. Chicago must not be

allowed to by-pass the regulatory and legal safeguards that protect our community. The FAA should be

able to do its job properly and fully without undue influence from Chicago. Please do not let this be lq
another Melgs Field.

Chicago's Expansion plan cannot meet the legal standards required of a new or expanded airport. This is
NOT the best way to increase aviation capacity in the Chicago area. Chicago, the airlines, passengers
and taxpayers can not afford it . There has to be a better alternative. Please don't let Chicago leave
these issues for later, after it has started to bulldoze property. Chicago believes these issues don't have
to be addressed.

Please make an informed and intelligent decision about this airport development.

Sincerely,

Charlotte Kelso

1534 California Street

Elk Grove Village, IL 60007

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses A-1 and M-6.
2 Please see topical responses A-1, L-1, M-1 and M-7.
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' ~ Cindy1239@aol.com To: Philip Smithmeyer/AGLIFAA@FAA Comment Response
T : ec i
#)031212_05 ' 12/12/03 09:54 AM Subject: AGAINST O'HARE EXPANSION 1 Please see topical responses C-1, C-2, G-2 through G-4, M-
w 1 and M-7.
DEAR MR. SMITHMEYER 2 Please see topical responses A-1 and M-1.

| AM WRITING TO LET YOU KNOW THAT AS A RESIDENT OF ELK GROVE VILLAGE | AM VERY
MUCH AGAINST THE PROPOSED EXPANSION OF O'HARE. NOT ONLY BECAUSE | TRULY BELIEVE
IT WILL GREATLY DIMINISH THE QUALITY OF MY LIFE,BUT THE ECONOMIC REASONS THAT
CHICAGO HAS FOR IT ARE WRONG. | UNDERSTAND THAT THE DESIGN OF IT IS FLAWED AND
THAT WEATHER CONDITIONS CAN AND WOULD DELAY EVEN FURTHER THE FLIGHTS AT
O'HARE.ALSO THEIR COST ESTIMATES ARE UNDERSTATED BY BILLIONS OF DOLLARS. | DO :
NOT MIND LIVING CLOSE TO O'HARE, BUT CHICAGO'S LAND GRABBING WILL REALLY HURT THE 3
ECONOMIC BASE OF ELK GROVE AND IT DOESN'T SEEM RIGHT THAT THEY GAN GRAB A PIEGE |
OF OUR TOWN WITH THE LOSE OF OUR PROPERTY VALUES.
PLEASE DON'T APPROVE THE EXPANSION OF O'HARE. OTHER VIABLE ALTERNATIVES ARE
OUT THERE THAT DON'T IMPINGE SO GREATLY ON THE SURROUNDING AREAS.
| HOPE YOUR DEPTMENT MAKES THE RIGHT DECISION.
SINCERELY,
CYNTHIA HUITINK
1239 LEEDS LN
ELK GROVE VILLAGE,IL.
(847)439-4415
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) 2 LindyDeli@aol.com To: Philip Smithmeyen AGLFAA@FAA
: 1211203 10:49 PM ce: DLLindy@aol.com
_.031212_06 4 Subject: O'Hare Modermization Plan

Mr. Smithmeyer:

Please use the authority of your position and your good sense to be sure that Mayor Daley is not allowed
to run roughshod over the suburban communities near O'Hare and force his will and plan upon the people
of Elk Grove Village and other communities in the area. He was not elected by these suburbs and this is
not Meigs Field or Soldiers Field (as Daley pronounces it).

Sincerely,

Brent Lindorfer

I:‘

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses A-1 and M-7.
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"kangel_1" To: Philip Smithmeyer/ AGLIFAA@FAA
o <kangel_1@msn.com> =
[031212_07 1212103 10:16 PM Subject: OPPOSING O'HARE EXPANSION

I have lived in Elk Grove Vig. since 1970. | greatly oppose O'Hare expansion as | feel the noise pollution
is already at it's max. 1cannot use my telephone in the spring & summer months because when my
windows are open | cannot hear the party on the other end.

In the winter months when my storm windows are down it also becomes unbearble because the planes o
are coming over every two or three minutes apart. | cannot believe anyone thinks we can bear any more : )
noise. Mot to mention the probibility of a crash. How much more can we be expected to bear. |

comtemplate moving out of the village if the expansion goes thru. | cannot bear anymore noise or the

probibility that something will someday destroy my home and my life as | know it now.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any further questions and | will be happy to discuss them with

)

Sincerely,

Kathleen Lichter

1246 Hemlock Dr.

Elk Grove Village, Il 60007
B847-439-9784

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses D-1, D-2 and M-1.
2 Please see topical responses A-3, D-1, D-2 and K-2.
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Comment Response

— “Cecalia Muff" To: Philip Smithmeyer/AGLIFAA@FAA -
R <jobobginger@msn.co cc: 1 Please see topical responses G-4, M-1 and M-7.
031213_02 m> Subject: The O'Hare Expansion

12/13/03 12:04 PM

Dear Mr. Smithmeyer,
We are requesting a few minutes of your time to please read this letter.

My husband and I have been Elk Grove Village, IL residents for 45 years. We have a
modest home, have raised 3 children here, and love our Village. We are both senior
citizens, and are so very concerned and upset by the possibility of O'Hare Expansion.
As proud people of this area and very proud Americans, we cannot believe the city of
Chicago (our birth place) wishes to take away our legal safeguards and the right to live
here in peace and security. Chicago has broken our hearts by wanting to uproot and
jeopardize the good citizens of our community, and take away our given rights as
Americans to build our homes and continue to live in the place of our choice.
Those who favor the unsafe Expansion should be ashamed of themselves and we feel it is
the most Un-American thing to do to their fellow citizens.

Won't you please help us and our neighbors in this cause to protect us and our community. :t
Thank you, and may God Bless You. '

Sincerely,

Mr. and Mrs. Robert R. Muff
253 Greenbrier St.

EIk Grove Village, 1. 60007
(847) 437-1049
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1031213_03

"Miriam Droske" To: Philip Smithmeyer/AGLIFAA@FAA
<droskeme@msn.com co:
= Subject: O'Hare

12/13/03 02:51 PM

<?xml:namespace prefix="v" /><?xml:namespace prefix="0" />
Dear Mr. Smithmeyer,

My neighbors and I trust that you will conduct a fair and thorough study of the O'Hare
expansion controversy.

From a simple, fair and decent point of view, it seems inconceivable to me that an -
urban/suburban area heavily populated with homes (and air traffic) would even be 1
considered for a dramatic increase in such air traffic. .

because it is next to impossible to watch TV or hold a conversation with the planes

The screen porch that I added to my home about three years ago is basically useless I
2
screaming overhead about every 60 seconds on many nights of the week.

I must admit that I am not well informed in the total picture of this O'Hare controversy, So
all I am asking is that a fair and complete analysis be done and that ALL parties affected are 3
given reasonable consideration.

Finally, I must tell you that recently I took a drive out to the Rock River with my grandson

just to spend a day with him. Along the way, I missed a turn and ended up in the Rockford
Airport. What an impressive piece of property that is. With western suburban sprawl

growing at a furious pace, the Rockford facility seems to me to be, at the least, worth a very
serious consideration. I also heard that Gary could be a viable alternative, although I I
suppose Chicago/Indiana politics would tend to kill that. What ever happened to “the good 54
of all the people"?

Thank you, in advance, for what I expect will be your diligence in making the FAA really put I5 1

this under the microscope and come up with the correct recommendation.
Sincerely,

Edward Droske
1321 Cumberland Circle East

Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses A-1 and K-2.

2 Please see topical responses D-1, D-2 and G-2.
3 Please see topical response A-1.

4 Please see topical response B-2.

5 Please see topical response A-1 and M-5.
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) Robert A Forster To: Philip Smithmeyer/AGLIFAA@FAA Comment Response
.| <bforster2@juno.com> cc: . _
031213_04 Wl sy Subject: O'Hare Modernization Plan 1 Please see topical response G-3.
2 Please see topical responses B-4, F-5, L-1 and M-1.
3 Please see topical responses A-1 and M-7.

Mr. Smithmeyer,

My name is Robert Forster. My family and I have been residents of Elk

Grove Village since 1974. There are many reasons we chose this village

for our home, not the least of which was the reasonable property taxes
afforded by the well planned industrial park. The current O'Hare

Modernization Plan as proposed by Mayor Daley of Chicago literally steals
a significant portion of our tax base. Furthermore, it does not seem to
address surface traffic issues that currently exist and would in fact
worsen them. From what I have read, the proposed plan still would not fix
the capacity issues faced by O'Hare. In addition to this, I don't believe
for a minute that the proposed budget would cover even half of the
eventual costs. The FAA has specific procedures for deciding the outcome
of plans for new airports or for expanding current airports. I believe
that if these rules are adhered to, the proposed O'Hare Modernization
Plan would have to be scrapped and new, truly comprehensive plan will be
put in its place.

Please follow the regulatory safeguards in place and do not cave in to
the political machine of Chicago. Daley has systematically circumvented
long established protocols to further his plan for Chicago with little
regard for the municipalities surrounding his kingdom. The time to make
sensible long-term decisions is now. Finally, will all the regulatory and
legal safeguards be adhered to when the final decision comes down, or [ |
will special interests and political clout be the deciding factor? |3
Sincerely, T
Robert Forster

]

=3

|
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Comment

Response

L Gregg Riddle To: Philip Smithmeyer/ AGLIFAA@FAA
] <griddle@wscdc.org> :

1

Please see topical responses A-1, B-4 and L-1.

: S s
031215 01 )
| — 12/15/03 03:58 PM Subject: O'Hare Expansion Project

| am writing today to ask that the O'Hare Expansion Project be given a complete and in-depth review by
the FAA. The facts that the City of Chicago has originally presented in favor of their position seem to now
be very suspect and do not provide the benefits that they originally touted. These include the number of
flights that can be handled by the new runway configuration and the actual costs are much greater (by
billions of dollars) than they originally estimated. This project has the potential to have the opposite effect
on the regional aviation capacity if the latest information is correct. | hope that the FAA will give this
expansion proposal a full and in-depth accounting of all the facts.

Sincerely,

Gregory 7. Riddile

1061 Gloria Drive
Elk Grove Village, IL 60007
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|031215_02

“Baker, Don" To: Philip SmlmmayermGuFM@FAA
<Don.Baker@molex.co -3
m> Subject: O'Hare modernization/ axpansion plan

12/15/03 05:34 PM

Mr. Smithmeyer,

| am a concemed resident of Elk Grove Village. | appreciate the challenges that the FAA faces in assuring
the critical needs of the aviation public are met. | also rely on the FA& assuring the critical needs, such as
quality of life issues and safety issues, of those of us who are affected by airport development and
expansion are met. My understanding is that that is an important part of the FAA's charter.

Itis apparent to me that the city of Chicago is proceeding as though the only issues are their economic
benefit and that our quality of life and the consequences for those of us residing near the airport
(especially west of the airport) are of very little consequence. For years when increasing airport capacity
meant developing new airports Mayor Daley emphatically stated that no new airport capacity was needed,
prior to the 8/11/2001 tragedy, except when he was pushing for the

Lake Calumet airport. It is apparent that the Chicago administration's goal Is to assure no competition with
an airport they contral. My question is if we had a regional Airport authority would this issue have already
been solved by adding increased capacity on a regional level ?

the flying public takes a back seat to power grabs, assuring a monopoly on no bid contracts, and promises

road to distribute traffic from the west, and the cost of demolition of additional businesses and homes are
being ignored. | have faith in the professionalism of the FAA. | have no faith in the same from the apparent
corrupt practices of the Chicago administration. The FAA has an opportunity and a duly to assure that
what is best for the flying public and for the neighbors of airports and potential airports all be taken into
account before implementing a plan that is forced through our legislature by peliticians with little or no
recommendations from the technical experts such as the FAA. Even now Chicago is Ignoring safety
recommendations from the FAA experts.

| appreciate consideration of my concerns and our future is very much dependent on your decisions.

Thank you and regards,

Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses A-1 and M-5.

2 Please see topical responses M-1 and M-8.

3 The commenter has raised many issues which are

addressed in Section U.5, Topical Responses, specifically,
Please see topical responses A-1, B-1, F-1, F-3, L-1, M-5,
and M-7.
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Don Baker

587 Bristol Lane

Elk Grove Vill, IL 60007

Home pH 847-437-2519

Work ph 630-527-2641

E-mail : Don.Baker@molex.com
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I Eric Wilson To: Philip Smithmeyer/AGLIFAA@FAA
_03]2!_5703 <cantoneric@comcast. ce:
net> Subject: O'Hare Modemization Plan
12/15/03 07:08 AM

December 15, 2003

Mr. Philip M. Smithmeyer
Manager
Chicago Airports District offic

Federal Aviation Administration

2300 East Devon Avenue
Des Plaines, IL 60018

Via Electronic Mail

Dear Mr. Smithmeyer,

e

Elk Grove Village Mayor Craig B. Johnson's December 11, 2003 letter to

village residents has garnered

surrounding Q'Hare International Adrport and the Northwest suburbs.

Mayor Johnson's letter raises g
concerning the city of Chieago’
most importantly how the city i

I have a significant investment

O'Hare Internaticnal Airport and Elk Grove Village.

urge your office to conduct tho

I welcome and recommend your of

ignificant questions in my mind
& expansion plans for the airport and
5 attempting to implement its Plan.

in the health and well-being of both
I am writing to
rough due diligence on the city of

fice to directly communicate to

employers at O'Hare Airport as well as residents in the surrounding

communities as decisions are ta

It is clear O'Hare Internationa

our area and the Midwest region.

ken.

1 Adrport is a vital economic engine for
Please make sure any expansion is

conducted in a thoughtful and lawful manner.

Sincerely,

Eric J. Wilson

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses A-1, G-4, M-2 and M-7.
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1053 Carpenter Ct.
Elk Grove Village
Illinois 60007
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1215103 09:23 PM

IR JW To: Philip Smithmeyer/AGL/FAA@FAA
[ "1 o0+ <mj_of_vending@yaho oo
:_03] - o.com> Subject: REGARDING O'HARE FIELD EXPANSION

Philip:

I would like you to take into consideration the following comments, before a serious situation
arises.

SAFETY: overcrowded air space/ congested mnways,and taxi ways/excessive air
pollutents,(more with added flights)/known fact people living by air ports loose on a average 7
years min. off there lives now put more flights in/our home windows are smeared with a oily
substance even after washing them/noise is beyond excessiveness/what about the
enviroment/schools/babies/older people with breathing problems/ WHAT DOES THE EPA SAY
ABOUT THIS???? How about the financial states of the state and Chicago??? They can't even
take care of themselves now.Unpredicated law suits from affected by problems(all state- federal-
governemtal - townships etc:

John Ault X 1194 Bosworth
Ln. Elk Grove village IL. 60007

M. J. of Vending

Do you Yahoo!?
Free Pop-Up Blocker - Get it now

Comment

Response

1

The commenter has raised many issues which are

addressed in Section U.5, Topical Responses, specifically,
Please see topical responses A-1, C-7, D-1, E-1, K-1, K-2, L-

1 and M-1.
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Comment Respons
. JEFF HERTZBERG To: Philip Smithmeyer/AGLIFAA@FAA 0 ponse
' [N <HR-ERGGCONCENT o5 nter has raised many i which are
* [031216.01 RIC.NET> Subject: O'hare Expansion 1 The commenter nas raise y 1ssues N

12/16/03 07:50 PM addressed in Section U.5, Topical Responses, specifically,
Please see topical responses A-1, B-4, C-7, K-2, L-1 and M-
1.

Dear Mr. Smithmeyer,

We are writing to you asking that the FAA fully investigates the
O'Hare Modernization plan as we think that the plan as presented

by The city of Chicago has many flaws. We are gquestioning the cost
of this plan as well as the capacity of additional flight this plan
allows for, we believe that the capacity is overstated substantially.
We also have concern for the safety of all of the additional airplanes
that will be flying into this area, can 600,000 additional airplanes
takeoff, fly and land safely? We don't believe that they can. Please
thoroughly investigate the the plan.

Thank you,

Jeff & Christine Hertzberg

]
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e

il 12117103 10:13 AM

gir,

Judi.Nelson@united.co
m

cc:
Subject: O'Hara Expansion Concerns

To: Philip Smithmeyer/ AGLIFAA@FAA

Doubts have been raised about the safety and feasibility of expanding

and reconfiguring Chicago's O'Hare Airport.

These concerns include:

The plan will not diminish capacity in the crowded airspace over

O'Hare.

There is little possibility that it will reduce delays and may
actually increase delays.
The coste for implementing the proposed changes have been grossly

understated by billions of dollars.

{Lock at Chicago's track record

for other non-airport related projects like Millennium Park, for

instance.)

The mayor of Chicago believes he is above the law.
himself to destroy Meigs Field in the dead of night.

He has taken it upon
He has scoured the

archives for any obscure laws that might stand in the way of O'Hare

Expansion and had them removed from the books.

He has instituted new

laws giving him autherity te take land from any person or community as
he sees fit. He has already begun property demolition as though the

O'Hare Expansion is a done deal.

approval before beginning development!

He believes he does not need FaA

I believe a better alternative would be to utilize the existing airport
This certainly would be a timelier and more
Perhaps Chicago should turn their efforts

facilities at Rockford.
cost effective solution.

toward building a rapid transit between O'Hare and Rockford?

Please be very thorough in your analysis on O'Hare Expansion.

Do not be

swayed by the arrcgance of the mayor of Chicage and his political clout.

Thanks.

Judi Nelson
137 Hastings
Elk Grove, IL 60007

I k]

Comment

Response

Please see topical responses B-4, C-3 and C-7.

Please see topical response C-5.

Please see topical responses L-1 and L-3.

Please see topical responses M-6, M-7 and M-9.

Please see topical responses B-2 and L-2.

[o)N RO, IF =) HEVH B \S]

Please see topical response A-1.
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o~ <Sbertoli.Donna@ccsd cc:
. 59.0rg> Subject: O'Hare Expansion
|031218_01 12119/03 04:21 PM

Dear Mr. Smithmeyer,

As you know, the O'Hare Expansion is a very controversial issue. I would

ask that you please carefully investigate any

plan for that expansion and

protect ocur communities surrounding the airport. We are counting on you to

protect our legal safeguards.
Thank you.

Donna Sbertoli

As of July 1, 2003, my email address will change to

Sbertoli.Donna@ccsd59.org

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response A-1.
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"Mike Zary"

040101_01
l ’ 01/01/04 09:43 AM

Dear Mr. Smithmeyer,

<zar100@comeast.net>

To: Philip SmithmeyernAGLIFAAGFAA

ccl
Subject: Against O'Hare expansion

I want te register my vote against the expansion of O'Hare field. I do not
feel that the City of Chicago's proposal will solve the future needs of the
airport, and the proposed cost is greatly underestimated.
all the issues before you let The City of Chicago tear up our community.

Regards,

Michael L. Zary
1822 Hawk Ln.
Elk Grove Village, IL

a0007

Please look into

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses A-1, B-4, L-1 and M-1.
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Comment Response
—E g shmbey) i 5 by 1 Please see topical responses A-1 and A-3.

r cc!
|040106_01 00.COM> Subject: O'Hare expansion - move it to the South
: 01/06/04 03:20 PM 2 Please see topical responses B-2, B-4 and K-2.

Doug Schreiber To: Philip Smithmeyer/ AGL/IFAA@FAA
. echraibar-famil

Mr. Smithmeyer,

I am a resident of Elk Grove Village and concerned about the Mayor Daly O'Hare Expansion
proposal. Please be sure that the FAA accurately review the Mayor Daly O'Hare Expansion
proposal thoroughly and accurately. From the information provided to me, it is evident that
information is being withheld and, some of the information being presented is not accurate.

I am in favor of directing efforts and focus to a airport in the south rather than trytoexand
O'hare. T've heard too many reports recently of "near misses" of aircraft from conjested airspace 2
over Chicago. We can't afford to take the risk of increasing this. Plus, the proposal itself is

questionable based on the info. I've been provided.

Thank you for your service,
Doug Schreiber

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Hotjobs: Enter the "Signing Bonus" Sweepstakes
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"Julie Malan™

r gL <jmalan@midlandpape
‘lo40108_02 r.com>
z 01/06/04 04:37 PM

Dear Mr. Smithmeyer:

I am contacting you regarding O'Hare expansion. Chicago must not be allowed
to by-pass the regulatory and legal safeguards that protect our community.
Please make sure that thr FAA does its job properly and fully.

To: Philip Smithmeyer AGLIFAA@FAA
o
Subject: O'Hare Airport Expansion

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely.
Julie Malan

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response A-1.
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Nimoro42@cs.com To: Philip Smithmeyer/AGLIFAA@FAA Comment Response
01/08/04 05:30 PM Subi:;; O'Hare Expansion Plan 1 Please see topical responses B-4, C-5, L-1 and M-7.
2 Please see topical responses A-1 and M-6 through M-8.
Dear Sir,

It has come to my attention that the O'Hare expansion plan is flawed in
ways that will prevent it from accomplishing all it promises to accomplish.

apart from the illegal seizing of land in the north suburbs, the plan will
not take care of the number of flights that are projected to come into h |
Chicago. Also the cost of the plan is going to cost much more than promised.

I am not that familiar with all the details of the O'Hare situation. I am,
however, familiar with Chicago politics. What is good for Chicago is NOT
necessarily good for the air travel needs of the rest of the country. I hope
you
will not give Mayor Daley a blank check to do whatever he wants. Remember
Meig's Field? If that is the way Chicago plays ball with the Federal
Goverment
I suggest you be very careful about O'Hare expansion plans, as your partner
will look out for his own interests, not yours.

Pleage consider this. You owe it to the nation, mot to a bunch of local 2 |
politicians.
Sincerely Yours,
Robert M.
Nishimoto
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L -~

: e Nanflwr@aol.com To: Philip Smithmeyer AGLIFAA@FAA
3 [==H
..0-10109_01 3 . 01/08/04 09:53 PM Subject: O'Hare nalon

| live near O'Hare and over the years | have heard that it can barely safely handle the traffic it now gets. |
have heard about the weird arrangements for the O'Hare expansion and how bad/unsafe and thoughtless
it will be. | also have heard many times about "King Tut" Daley who thinks he can do anything he wants no
matter what.

Please think only of the average regular people living around O'Hare and using the airlines and the unsafe
conditions for all that expansion will entail, not to mention pollution here and backups all over due to such
poor planning. Please don't be swayed by ridiculous politics for once and do the right thing and help put a
stop to something that is just plainly wrong. Do not allow the farce of O'Hare expansion to get any further
than it aiready has. There must be some reasonable area of life where crooks will not rule.

Comment

Response

1

The commenter has raised many issues which are

addressed in Section U.5, Topical Responses, specifically,
Please see topical responses A-1, C-7, E-1, F-5, K-1, M-1,

and M-7.
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carol kopacz
r - 2 <carolkopacz@yahoo.c
|040218_01 om>

g 02/18/04 03:56 PM

Dear Sir: 1 am a resident of Elk Grove Village and very concerned about the plan to expand
O'Hare airport. Not only will it create more noise and pollution, where are all the cars going to
go to and from the airport. The roads are already too congested. When traveling on business I
use Midway airport and even tho it is a further drive, it is much easier to get in and out of the
airport and more pleasant not to have to deal with crowds in and around the airport. Does
Chicago want it to be bigger because that sounds good? Thank you for your consideration.

Carol Kopacz
643 A Burgundy Court
Elk Grove Village, IL. 60007

Do you Yahoo!?

To: Philip SmithmeyerAtsLIFARIZIEAR

et
Subject: OHare Expansion

Yahoo! Mail SpamGuard - Read only the mail you want.

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses C-1, C-5, D-1, E-1 and F-5.

Response to Comments
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses D-2 and K2.

Drarft EIS 2

Please see topical responses D-1, E-1 and K-1.

040623_03

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments by June 6, 2004,

Name: SA-R!“ the  Adeclaid= &

Last First Mi

P2
Address: /|| (Garceldw i Beas=~ville  (ol-ol~2213
Street Address Apt. City/Town State Zip

_,e{é‘-_‘-ﬁmmnhrw/pf-wﬂﬁ——vf!{h popeqers G D
WM
pgs@@v—ud-—‘\_‘fw@,gm I
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Comment Response

1 The analysis in the EIS examined 21 separate impact

Chicago O'Hare International Alrport DL categories and also considers potential cumulative impacts
from off-airport projects. The analysis contained in the EIS
is not limited to the areas of potential acquisition, but the
all of the affected area. For further information, see
Chapter 4 and Chapter 5 of the EIS.

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments by June &, 2004,

Name: W\ oy nadan SO Please see topical response M-1.
Labt First i
Address: 12192 WMedh oo . Poreponj||9 1L GOI0p 2
Street Address Apt.  CityfTown State  Zip Please see topical responses D-1, D-3, and M-1.
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060 0N R eulant ar woeag >
=2 cominey Fyom ik mr\:a\&nes
ONG PO XNI® 1S 0 LoN AR NoIse.

3 Please see topical responses D-3, G-2 and G-3.

(1% 5221825

I conpvwson .. fre 2 oconng o o€+
=m0 Yend of C'OmDQI’\._rL-h?')»ng
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response A-3.

Chicago O'Hare international Alrport Draft EIS >

The commenter’s opinion is noted.

040623_06

CDMMENTS. Please mail your comments by June 6, 2004,

Name: é.()"/;“?mr- %jé— £.

Address: A;é /,A'm /1/4‘7’ ‘S/j B %// .,(Z_Z
Stroet Addré CityfTown State Zip

PR

L!{:w_ maﬂL\qis s Al ¢;L{

(‘L.‘mc{,n do ds coss eor al,oq(?aus

oy rrt]..{g/s s.dd ?g/ Lasiers Lo

Wi CoBcting Ak iz sam_l&N\

A’iJJ weeels do Lo Fe&:"uej D
(0ed 'baﬂé’}/ xfmns’/cifo re
Ale @Jfém&w Yo Aowm'aéof glas

bosd w/ i B
-~ o 2
A16sli? fr733e e poad
2n mm/é/ fensl b < E]
Appendix P P132 January 2005
Response to Comments U.10-62 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Page 1 of 2

EOd-DB1 20

From: Amy Hanson@faa gov

Sent: Monday, August 16, 2004 5:28 PM

To: Isakach@ecmtengr.com; bmohr@cmtengr.com; bjacobson@cmtengr.com
Subject: O'Hare plans from a concemned Chicago area citizen

Attachments: Rockford airport to upgrade facilities.doc

For our comments file..

—F by Michael W LIFAA on D81 32004 0944 AM —

"Baker, Don™ <Don.Baker@molex.com>
To: Michasl W MacMullen/AGLIFAA@FAA

=+
08122004 05:15 PM Subject:  O'Hare plans from a concemned Chicago area citizen

Mr. Mac Mullen

time | had some very serious concems as a neighbor of the airport. | have kept in very close touch with the
situation on an ongoing basis. | also appreciate that the FAA is an independent agency who must consider all
aspects of airport development and smoaoth flow of traffic across the country: safely, in an environmentally
acceptable fashion, and that passes cost- benefit analysis.

On past cccasions | appreciated your willingness to discuss with me the massive O'Hare expansion plans. At the
h

| would appreciate your comments regarding why the City of Chicago aviation department would not appreciate
any relief they can get from the Rockford Airport ( see attachment below ). We all know current delays are
unacceptable. Mayor Daley has recently expressed concern that flight caps will reduce competition. Even if the
FAA approves the plan 12 months from now there will be years of runway building and maintenance which has to
increase delays and safety concerns. Is the plan to allow unacceptable delays to continue and increase safety
and security problems while O'Hare expands 7 It would appear to be very cbvious the City of Chicago is not at all
interested in increasing competition, rather the opposite. It is also obvious delays, safety, the interests of the
traveling public, and the areas surrounding O'Hare are of little concern to Chicago compared to monopolizing
airports in our region . OR is John Hilkovitch misqua! ting Chicago ?

the whole plan after all this time. We keep hearing the same tiresome statistics on costs and benefits with no
supporting information. A master plan is submitted to the FAA and then Chicago tells us they dor't really mean it

“trust us the cost is still the same 6.6 billion" . Apparently the plan is a "dreamn along with me" plar., unlike how
any dictionary defines the phrase master plan

| would very much appreciate your comments and advise who specifically | should raise my concerns with at the
FAA . | realize your responsibilities are not necessarily the motives of Chicago politicians and bureaucrats and the
media but you are an expert on the plan | believe.

It is very disconcerting how little substantive information is being released to the public regarding the feasibility of l

<<Rockford airport to upgrade facilities. doc>>

Thank you,
Don Baker

5/5/12005

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses A-3 and M-5.

The commenter has raised many issues which are
addressed in Section U.5, Topical Responses, specifically,
Please see topical responses B-2, C-1, C-4, C-6, C-7, and M-
7.

Please see topical responses A-3 and L-2.

With regard to the cost of the City’s proposal and in
response to this comment, as well as others, the FAA has
expanded the discussion of the financial feasibility of the
OMP to Chapter 1, Section 1.7.

Please see topical response A-1.

Response to Comments U.10-63
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Elk Grove Village
pH work 830-527-2641
Home : 847-437-2519

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message (including any attachments) may contain Molex
confidential information, protected by law. If this message is confidential, forwarding it to individuals,
other than those with a need to know, without the permission of the sender, is prohibited. This message
is also intended for a specific individual. If vou are not the intended recipient, vou should delete this
message and are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, or distribution of this message or taking of
any action based upon it. is strictly prohibited.

5/5/2005

Response to Comments U.10-64 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Chicago O'Hare international Alrport Draft EIS

040829_01

Comment

Response

1

The FAA is unaware of the activity occurring behind the
commenter’s residence. Please see topical responses A-3,
D-1, E-1 and M-9.

COMENTARIOS:  Por favor envie sus comentarlos antes de septiembre 5 del 2004,
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COMMENTS: Please mail your comments by September 5, 2004,

Name: Martinez Tolbrm,
Last First i

Address: /6 ORCNARD Beasenuilhe FLL  farob
Street Address Apt.  City/Town State  Zip

T still Gam~e oul  oF this meetig. foF Kupw-
Fa? 5\_451'”114? :':;;(‘t Thaa T g’}’;f: The Sos7 M&
n‘f'r ;jarrf-‘qjlj; R o IJ'{N’.I’ beis /1 nj”q-c.emge
£ cnrc::r o f 2&  boill F € purry S il de D

” ¥4
Tocn dhwnm, in €he ferf (fdulﬂ/ﬁ o Yeaq s,
My hoese had al/ The woise poflution vpgaded
3 i

Bj Fhe f?(f‘e; 0T (lilcarns Mrw windows /(:}:,gr:
ete )55 well as al/ m; nwr_'ar/{.n"/s. Noew They
want to Feac /F o/awn)?z/ﬁ.nf & wasle oF
Aoy Mr«w».} that 4 e £ oppld hove went
To oFlLo Sfp\m'f’ }I'\:llﬂl.ujmf'rv-er. T e Sure  The

hoas tese  poulel haoe useaf'ni';m Some pon-proft
r
r?r}}am' zat.on.

what ever uon decide. Pleast [ook: iats piner [2 I

)
we s Yed Medcy thots asng on
C

Tahea M.

Appendix P P193 January 2005

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses A-1, A-3, G-2 and G-4.
2 Please see topical responses D-3, G-4 and L-1.
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response G-4.

Chicago O'Hare international Alrport Draft EIS

040829_03

COMENTARIOS:  Por favor envie sus comentarios antes de septiombro § del 2004,

Nombre:  F= . /ya Chlida Ctle of Ardonid G
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses D-3 and D-5.

Drarft EIS

Chicago O'Hare international Alrport

040829_04

COMMENTS:  Please mail your comments by September 5, 2004,
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Timothy A Taylor
128 Orchard Avenue
Bensenville, [llinois 60106
(630) 395-1681

August 29, 2004

On behalf of my family and myself, | wish to thank the Federal Aviation Ad:mmmauon
(FAA) for the opportunity to submit written testi
Justice portion of the Environmental Impact Statement (I—L‘s}

| have been a homeowner in Bensenville, [llinois for 10% years. We knew that we were
moving near an airport, but we did not imagine that O"Hare airport would need 0 cxpand
to the point of acquiring homes in our area. The inty of the
just as prevalent today as it was when the City of Chicago formu[ly introduced ﬂw
expansion plan in 2001. We experience almost daily newspaper articles either for or
against the project. The Village of Bensenville has poured millions of dollars to thwart
any effort by Chicago io proceed with expansion/acquisition of homes. Having met with
asac d with each other’s welfare if the expansion becomes
a certainty, has !m;rmcd my awareness that I am not alonc. It is most disconcerting not
knowing what options we are truly afforded.

Iecho the concems of my neighbors (as | have signed on to written testimony submitted
by many of my n:lghbms) !F the cxpansmu is 1o occur, 1 hope that each homeowner,
gar of doc d status is treated fairly,

Again, thank you for allowing me to offer my input

Drarft EIS

Comment Response

1 Please see topical response A-1.

2 Please see topical responses G-2 and G-4.
3 Please see topical responses G-2 and G-4.
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Dear Ladies and Gentlemen of the FAA,

I would like to thank you for your time and interest . The reason of this letter is 1o inform
you and the public of the hardship my family is going through caused by the lawsuits
filed by the anti expansion people. The problem of not being able to sell my home to the
people of my cheice has taken a toll not only on my health but my wife's also. My
children have also been deeply ized by it. Medical prot that have app

is as follows. High blood pressure to where it needs medication. Severs depression that
had to be treated by therapy. Anger at the anti expansion people. These are just the tip of
the iceberg that are occurring. The town of Bensenville has in my opinion ne right to tell
me whe I can sell my home to. Bensenville must think that | am not capable of selling my
own home. There are many people who have the same dilemma. I feel like my civil rights
have been taken away. The city of Chicago has been very nice and helpful unlike the
town of Bensenville who has become an enemy, The tax money that has been taken from
the people is in the millions to fight the expansion. The ion will bea i
boom for this area not mention cutting delays. 196°000 jobs created by it is nothing to
take lightly. The Suburban Moise Commission feels that this is a bad thing, they feel that
to build an airport from the ground up is better, they are badly mistaken_ | am not the only
person who has incurned medical problems there are many others. There has been many
letdowns. | had hoped to be gone from this town by now. 1 wonder when this will all

end. It seems that all the groups involved could care less about the peaple who are trying
o leave and make a better life for themselves and their family, Except the city of
Chicago who like 1 said have been very understanding, but their hands are tied. So I am
here today to express my griel and sorrow and show you and the public how this has
made my life a living bell so | ask that you approve this plan. Show the affected that you
care about their feelings and do the right thing . Thank you for listening and giving
people like myself a chance to show you how this has caused undue hardship,

Anthony & Linda Vecchiollo

Drarft EIS

bl

Appendix P
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January 2005

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response G-4 and M-3.

The FAA is aware that the City of Bensenville has passed

an ordinance regarding the potential sale of homes.

Response to Comments U.10-70
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Comment

Response

Please see topical response M-5.

Chicago O'Hare international Alrport Draft EIS >

040829_08

Please see topical responses G-2 and G-4.

Please see topical response G-4.

Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Envi | Justice Qutreach Meeting
St Alexis Church  Bensenville, Illinois
August 29, 2004
On behalf of the residents of the prop O’Hare I ional Airport southern runway

area, we wish to thank the FAA for the oppertunity to voice our opinions and offer our

for the Envi | Justice portion of the FAA's Environmental Impact

Statement (EIS). D

Residents of the area have a number of issues/concerns outlined below:

TR

Costs of the new utility hook-ups, water pricing, cable, garbage pick-up, city
sticker, ete. would have to be considered.
How would homeowner be compensated for moving an at-home business: loss of
client base, ete.?
Would current martgage rates remain the same?
More than likely, property tax rates would be dramatically increased.

ip ituati i quiring a similar size home for an affordable
price in another suburb, ete. Would the homeowner receive at least 150% of the
eppraised value of their home?
When would homeowners know how much of the $22,500 (or is it $25,0007) they
would'would not receive?
All homeowners dless of d dfund d status should be
granted the same rights conceming actual use of the $22,500/$25,000.
‘What leverage or bargaining power does a homeowner have if they"re one of the
last homes to settle?
Is Eminent Domain a factor?

[/,
Children, as well as adults' reaction 1o moving must be dealt with,
Leaving comfort of friends/Socializing with friends.
Leaving your roots. ..
Leaving your neighborhood...
The added stress due to the continued newspaper articles, television news
programs, public rallies, pressure from the Village of Bensenville, *sound berm
construction along Irving Park Road.
Proximity to stores, trains, expressways, schools, jobs, Church.
Condition of Schoal District, public library, etc.
Timing of Relocation with school year.
Convenience of Park District amenities, ie. Golf Course Resident discounts, 13

Resident waterpark passes, Resident Park District gym/weight room passes, etc,

Appendix P
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Environmental Justice Session
Public Comment 8/29/04
Page 2

nce

If Chicago is to await the FAA's results of the EIS, what about the proposed Ordinance
by the City of Chicago (attached fing the ion of Program-related agreements
ing the O"Hare Modernization Program (OMP)? The Ordinance was introduced

at the July 21,

through the City of Chicago’s City Council Committee on Aviation? Will it now be
passed ot the September 1, 2004 City Council Meeting?

2004 City of Chicago City Council Meeting. Has it already passed | a

Also, the City of Chicago is still under an injunction, the “right to sell your property to
whomever you wish” is still being denied to homeowners.  If the EIS results direct 15_
Chicago to proceed with expansion, will that injunction be lifted? -

In addition, the

residents are concerned about:

#  the future actions of the Suburban O"Hare Commission (SOC),

= the lawyers for the SOC and surrounding O'Hare suburbs,

» the various politicians near O'Hare and Peotone,

* the South Suburban Airport Commission’s efforts (proposed Abraham Lincoln
Airport being funded by Bensenville and Elk Grove Village),

* the Village of Bensenville purchase of homes in the impacted area and potential

1o purchase land in Peotone, 16
¢ the continued fight with Chicago by these entities with our taxpayer dollars. —

Finally, how long after the Recard of Decision (ROD) will Chicago be allowed 1o act in
regard to purchasing homes?

It is actions by the above entities and the prospects of these future concerns that
perpetuate homeowners being stuck in a sort of limbo. (Several recent newspaper articles

are attached.)

We appreciute the FAA’s efforts in recording our comments and we look forward 1o a

positive

apportunity for us to offer this writlen testimony,

of our and Again, thank you for the

The homeowners participating with this written testimony
are included on the following pages...

Comment Response

4 Please see topical response G-4.
5 Please see topical response G-4.
6 Please see topical response G-4.
7 Please see topical response A-1.
8 Please see topical response M-5.
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Public Comment 8/29/04
Page 3

The homeowners participating with this writlen testimony, include:

HOMEOWNER
Donna Ahlstrand

Jose Cruz

Juan and Claudia Cuellar
Jesus Diaz

Claudia Escutia

Jose Pilar Escutia
Bernando Flores
Martha Garcia
Salvador Garcia
Cesaria Jimenez
Dario Jimenez

Ed Jimenez

Jose and Sera Leon
Jesus & Raquel Liera
John Martinez

MNancy Martinez
Giscla Medrano
Byron R. Meza

Joel A. Meza
Leonarde Ocampo
Silvia Perez

Bashir Raza

Juan & Maria Robles
Jorge Salazar

Jose Salazar

Salvador Suarez

Rich Soline

Timothy and Patricia Taylor
Anthony and Linda Vecchiollo
Juan Vega

Lucino Velazque

Ted & Dolores Wojeik
Raguel Zepeda

OWNER/TENANT

Ramanial Patel

Mohammed Siddiqui, Artermio Osorio

ADDRESS

29 Greenlawn:
29 Orchard

241 N, Orchard

107 Orchard

127 Orchard Avenue

44 M. Hamilton

402 E. Irving Park Road
422 E. lrving Park Road
17 Dierks

18 Orchard

34 South Orchard
34 South Orchard

123 Hamilton Street
40 N. Hamilton

22 Orehard

66 M, Hamilton

24 Greenlawn
128 Orchard Avenue
104 Dierks

16 Midway
245 N. Orchard Avenue

UNIT ADDRESS
95 Hamilton Street

9 Hamilton Street

Luis Del Valle, Monica Bailon 9 Meige Court
Habeeb Khan 9 Midway Court
M. Mohiuddin, Rocio Cortez 9 O'Hare Court
Vithal & Ranjan Patel 9 Roosevelt Count
Harminder Singh Sidhu 9 Sunset Court
Appendix P P-201 January 2005
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Page 4
OWNER/TENANT LINIT ADDRESS
Hetalkumar Sheth, Megha Sheth 103 Hamilton Street
Jim Siddiqui, Pasquale Siracusa 105 Hamilton Streset
Syed Ali 107 Hamilton Street
Sheth Ashok 109 Hamilton Street
Kanu Jayswal 10 Meigs Court
Noman Nasira 10 Midway Court
Syed Ahmed 10 O"Hare Court
Jose Casarez 10 Roosevelt Court
Malik Syed Mughni 10 Sunset Court
Dasharath Patel 111 Hamilton Street
Parveen Idris 117 Hamilton Street
Shanker Patel 119 Hamilton Street
Dawood Awan, Exiguio Pulido 11 Hamilton Street
Habeeb Khan, Amado Roque 11 Meigs Court
Arshad Jaleel, Salvador Flores 11 Midway Count
Khadir Latifi 11 O'Hare Court
Naheed Igbal 11 Roosevelt Court
Jose Arrayo 11 Sunset Court
Jim Siddiqui 121 Hamilton Street
Bashir Raza 123 Hamilton Street
Mohammed Hassem, Veronica Gareia 12 Meigs Court
Afsar Mohiuddin 12 Midway Court
Mohammed Ismail 12 O"Hare Coun
John Murphy 12 Roosevelt Court
Aliya Tahir 12 Sunset Court
Mushtaq Ahmed 131 Hamilton Street
Adil Mansoor 133 Hamilton Street
Jose Aquinga 135 Hamilton Street
Parveen Idris, Marcelo Diego 137 Hamilton Street
Arif Masood 139 Hamilton Street
Dhanpat Jayswal, Daniel Flores 13 Meigs Court
Syed Qadeer, Jose Luis Guzman 13 Midway Court
Abuomer Siddiqui 13 O"Hare Court
Ashraf Siddiqui, Evaristo Enriquez 13 Roosevelt Court
Nava Cruz Martinez 13 Sunset Court
Rashda Hameedullah 141 Hamilton Street
Bhakti & Madhu Patel, Rasiklal Patel 14 Meigs Court
Syed Ali 14 Midway Court
Kazi [smail 14 ('Hare Court
Arvind Patel 14 Roosevelt Court
Mohammed Mashiuddin 14 Sunset Court
Arslan Butt, Samue! Garcia 15 Meigs Court
Angel Brito 15 Midway Court
Appendix P P20z January 2005
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Page 5
OWNER/TENANT UN
Parveen Idris, Wilvert Ibares 15 O'Hare Court
Arshad Syed 15 Roosevelt Court
Jay Shah 15 Sunset Court
Ana Rovello 16 Meigs Court
Lucino Velazquez 16 Midway Court
Syed Hussaini 16 O'Hare Court
Raul Robles, Diana JYimenez 16 Roosevelt Court
Igbal Fatima 16 Sunset Court
Felicios Olea 17 Hamilton Street
Rafael Gomez 17 Meigs Court
Afsal Husain 17 Midway Court
Mohd. Mohinddin 17 O"Hare Court
Ashraf Siddiqui, Moises Noyola 17 Roosevelt Court
Ramesh & Kokila Patel 17 Sunset Court
J. Galena 18 Meigs Court
Habib Murtaza 18 Midway Court
Syed Ahmed 18 O’Hare Court
Jafar Lashkariya, Antonio Hernandez 18 Roosevelt Court
Smita Shah 18 Sunset Court
Ricardo Flores 19 Hamilton Street
Rogelio & Maria Urrutia 19 Meigs Court
Salim Ahmed 19 Midway Coun
Afab Siddigui 19 O'Hare Court
Ronald & Kathy Loris, Timoteo Matinez 19 Roosevelt Court
Suryakant Patel, Jose Vega 19 Sunset Court
Mohd. Mohiuddin, Julio Rios 20 Meigs Court
Ramesh Patel, Odelia Hernandez 20 Midway Court
Henry Bilitzki 20 O'Hare Court
Naeem Mizra, Nabor Safelo 20 Roosevelt Count
Manuel Gomez 20 Sunset Court
Alam Noor, Roberto Maldonado 21 Hamilton Street
Sabu John, Guillermo Castrejon 21 Meigs Court
Gunvent Jayswal 21 Midway Court
Mohd. Yousufuddin 21 O"Hare Court
Naveed Khamsi 21 Roosevelt Court
Akhlag Ahmed, Inez Carmona 21 Sunset Court
Luis Rodriquez, Rosario Rodriquez 12 Meigs Court
Edel Ruiz 22 Midway Court
Maria Delfino Garcia, Gustavo Barrera 22 O’Hare Count
Alice & Michael Olivera 22 Reoosevelt Court
Juan Guzman 22 Sunset Court
Juan Bailon 23 Hamilton Street
Appendix P P-203 January 2005

Response to Comments U.10-75 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Chicago O'Hare International Alrport Draft EIS
Environmental Justice Session
Public Comment 8/29/04
Paged
LINT
Habeeb Khan 23 Meigs Street
Shama Mohiuddin-Yousef 23 Midway Court
Jesus Lora Guadalupe 23 O"Hare Count
Madhusudan & Neel Sheth 23 Roosevelt Court
Dixithumar Patel 23 Sunset Court
Tonie Anna Vasquez 24 Meigs Court
Ramesh Patel, Romeo Cortez 24 Midway Court
Teodoxio & Julia Garcia 24 O"Hare Court
Allen Lal, Malik Hassan 24 Roosevelt Court
Mirza Baig 24 Sunset Court
Mohammed Haseem, Joel Rosules 25 Hamilton Street
Maria Abu, Dulee Rumbo 25 Meigs Court
Binu Cheriyan 25 Midway Court
Kimberly Barr 25 O'Hare Court
Vishnu Patel 25 Reosevelt Court
Habeeb Khan, Agustin Cordero 25 Sunset Court
Mohd. Mohiuddin, Alfonzo Arizmendi 26 Meigs Court
Mohd. Rahman 26 Midway Court
Edward Miller 26 O"Hare Court
Raul Robles, Ivan & Victoria Flores 26 Roosevelt Court
Suresh & Ushaben Sheth 26 Sunset Court
Entisham Mahmood, Benito Flores 27 Meigs Court
Farooq Mohiuddin 27 Midway Court
Mohd. Faroog 27 O’Hare Court
Hitesh & Maltiben Patel 27 Roosevelt Court
Munawer Hasan 27 Sunset Court
Jesus Flores Ocampo 2§ Meigs Court
Syed Hussain 28 Midway Court
Mehammad Siddiqui 28 OHare Court
Harry Berrios 28 Roosevelt Court
Somabhai Patel 28 Sunset Court
Hasmukh & Sharda Jayswal 29 Meigs Court
Yasmeen Mohiuddin, Jose Tayde Rogue 29 Midway Cournt
Zarcema Ahmed 29 0"Hare Courl
Juan Mercado 29 Roosevelt Court
Crescencio Medina 29 Sunset Court
Manzoor Ahmed 2 Meigs Court
Community Housing of DuPage ~Regina Dortch 2 Midway Court
Shamsul Siddiqui 2 O’Hare Court
Mohammed Bawany 2 Roosevelt Court
Police Neighborhood Relations 125 Hamilton Street
Ahmed Shahzad 2 Sunset Court
Syed Shah, Felipe Sanchez 30 Meigs Court
Appendix P P-204 January 2005
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Environmental Justice Session
Public Comment 8/29/04
Page 7
OWNER/TENANT UNIT ADDRESS
Shah Siddiqui, Gaffar Shareef 30 Midway Court
Mirza Baig 30 O’Hare Count
Jesus Martinez 30 Roosevelt Court
Safi Uddin Farooqui, Ameer Unnisa Farooqui 30 Sunset Court
Syed Zaidi 31 Hamilton Street
Mary Prior, Vicky Olivarez 31 Meigs Court
_l%ﬁ“ ‘ﬁ"’. fk_ 1! A v Coust
Syed Hussain 31 O'Hare Court
Nadeern Khan 31 Roosevelt Court
Alamdar Zaibi 31 Sunset Court
Hasmukh Jayswal 32 Meigs Court
Habeeb Khan 32 Midway Court
Charmaine Giblin 32 0'Hare Court
Syed Abbas 32 Roosevelt Court
Denise Lopez 32 Sunset Court
Ruchikumar Sheth 33 Hamilton Strect
Carlos Ocampo 33 Meigs Count
Asmir Khan 33 Midway Court
Syed Quadri 33 O"Hare Court
Shahid Safvi 33 Roosevelt Court
Hussan Mansoor 33 Sunset Court
Vemando Huertas 34 Sunset Court
Syed Zaidi, Araceli Bailon 35 Hamilton Street
Piyush Patel, Sondra Hobbs 35 Roosevelt Court
Subdir Patel 35 Sunset Court
Malkiat Palaha 36 Sunset Court
Jahan Shareef, Wilma Robertson 37 Hamilon Court
Francisco Salgado 37 Roosevelt Court
Mahner Patel, Annahe Leyva 37 Sunset Courl
Kalpesh & Kalpana Patel 38 Sunset Court
Muneem Siddiqui, Akhtar Khan 39 Hamilton Street
Pedro Cortez 39 Sunset Court
Mark Dean 3 Hamilton Street
Arlsan Butt, Louis Cardoana 3 Meigs Court
Mohd, Siddiqui 3 Midway Court
Amir Igbal 3 O’Hare Court
Fidel Castro 3 Roosevelt Count
Jose Avalos 3 Sunset Court
Mahner Patel, Angelita Perez 40 Sunset Court
Abdul Mubeen 45 Hamilton Street
Dennis Rosenberger 47 Hamilton Street
Lucio lrra 49 Hamilton Street
Omar Hernandez 4 Meigs Coun
Appendix P P-205 January 2005
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Public Comment 8/29/04
Page §
R/TEN ADDR
Community Housing of DuPage 4 Midway Court
Zaki Rangoonwala 4 O'Hare Court
Shahnaz Tai 4 Roosevelt Court
Mohd. Sattar 4 Sunset Court
Mohammed Asif 51 Hamilton Street
Jafar Lashkariya, Irma Dorantes 53 Hamilton Street
Syed N. Ali 59 Hamilton Street
Pablo Mering 5 Hamilton Street
Raijni Jayswal, Florentino Rentezia 5 Meigs Court
Saleem Hussain 3 Midway Court
Raham Siddiqui 5 0'Hare Court
Ashok & Jyoti Shah 5 Roosevelt Court
Fillage wﬂ- i1, 5 Sunsat Court
Sharig Mansoor 61 Hamilton Street
Awad Ahmed, Erika Torres 63 Hamilton Street
Mohammed Siddiqui, Athar Baig 65 Hamilton Street
Syed Quadri, Sharif Ataullah 67 Hamilton Street
Mohd. Haseem, Noel Galena 6 Meigs Court
Community Housing of DuPage & Midway Court
Syed Ali 6 O'Hare Court
Syed Kazmi, Michzel Darden 6 Roosevelt Court
Hassan Ali 6 Sunset Court
Rafi Safvi, Ignacia Reyes 73 Hamilton Strest
Hamilton Mgmt. Office 74 Hamilton Street
Inocencio Olea 75 Hamilton Street
Khadir Latifi, Alejandro Nombo 77 Hamilton Street
Ghulam Khan 79 Hamilton Street
Jose 7 Hamilton Strect
Maria Delesus Benitez 7 Meigs Court
David Ramirez 7 Midway Court
Razia Ahmed 7 O"Hare Court
Syed Hussain 7 Roosevelt Court
Syed Kazmi, Evelyn Craig 7 Sunset Court
Sanhita Agnibotri 81 Hamilton Street
Yousef Bin Ali 87 Hamilton Street
Joel & Lillian Lemick 89 Hamilton Street
Jayswal Corp., Armando Ruiz 8 Meigs Court
Community Housing of DuPage, Robin Canterbury 8 Midway Coun
Islamic Community of TL. 8 O"Hare Court
Rashid Kahn 8 Roosevelt Court
Rafael Ulloa, Emestina Palacios § Sunset Coun
Syed Zaidi, Nativided 91 Hamilton Street
Anwar Malkana 93 Hamilton Street
Appendix P P-206 January 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses B-1 and G-4.

Draft EIS 2

Please see topical responses D-3 and G-4.
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Please see topical responses D-3 and G-4.

Chicago 0'Hare Int tional Airport Draft EIS 4

Please see topical response G-4.
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Page 1 of 1 Comment | Response
1 Please see topical responses K-1, K-2 and L-1.
2 Please see topical responses D-1, G-4 and L-1.
Wl 3 Please see topical responses B-1 and B-2.

From: Amy Hanson@faa gov

Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 2005 9:28 AM

To: bmahr@cmtengr.com, Isakach@crmtengr com; bjacobson@emtengr com
Subject: Fw: O'HARE MODERNIZATION PLAN

For the Response to Comments database to be started. .

~—— Forwarded by Kevin Cobert/AGLIFAA on 01/18/2005 10:43 AM ——

Donald i com>
To  9-AGL-BOD-OMPEISIAGLIFAAGFAA
L= -4
011672005 1230 P Subject:  O'HARE MODERNIZATION PLAN
Dear Sirs;

We are writing to tell you we oppose the C'hare Mod. Plan. It has many legal prohibitions, which is fact.

i Aurport and passenger taxes cannot be used for the expansion
2 It fails to pass constitutional, legal and regulatory prohibitions.
3 It creates massive safety problems especially with runways criss crossing each other.

This will also destroy many existing businesses and homes. These businesses are the lifeblood of Elk Grove Village. Noise
levels will increase for many homes destroying the family gathering and talking in their back yards. Mayor Daley says the

airlines will pay for this. The two major ones American and United are in dire financial straits now! This project is costing
millions more than the city has said it would. Daley expects to pay for this by selling more hot dogs at the airport. Legally

doesn't he have to prove he can pay for it??

Why don't they expand eastward and destroy Chicago homes and businesses? Daley wouldn't stand for that, but it's ok to

destroy other towns for his glory without a blink of an eve. Build another airport in Peatone and create more jobs without
destroying all the jobs lost in the demolition of businesses in the wake of this hypoeritical plan. King Daley runs Chicago,
thinks he can run the state from Chicago and now believes he can run the FAA just because he's Daley!

1 pray you gentlemen will do what's right and legal. Don't roll over and play dead for this anarchy El
Sincerely,

Donald, Nancy, Pamela-Bekeleski

1506 Haise Lane

Elk Grove Village, IL. 60007

Do vou Yahoo!?

5/5/12005

Response to Comments U.10-81 July 2005
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical response M-2.

2 Please see topical response F-1.

3 Please see topical response A-1.

January 17, 2005

Mr. Mike MacMullen

Federal Aviation Administration
2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, 1L 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

I received your notice of the upcoming public hearings related to the O"Hare
Modemization Plan Draft Environmental Impact Statement. In it, vou invited writlen as
well as verbal public commentary.

I have been involved in the OMP at various stages of its development. As former
Chairman of the Board of Directors of the Greater O'Hare Association, [ testified in
support of the OMP at the public hearings in Bensenville hosted by former Governor
Ryan. [ also participated in a delegation formed by Mayor Daley that flew to Washington
to present our views to congressional and senate representatives. To say that the plan is a
dynamic, evolving project would be an understatement. Upon a cursory review of the
OMP DEIS, one issue remains a concern:

C]

All published plans have identified land set aside on airport property for the creation

of a “ring road” or “Western by-pass”™. However, it is my understanding that the FAA

has not evaluated the OMP to see if'a road actually built on that property is

environmentally, operationally, or economically feasible. Given the importance of

trafTic management in the communities surrounding the airport, I would request that

the FAA make a statement in their final study that a bypass road can or cannot be

built on the land reserved in the OMP for that purpose in a manner that complies with

FAA standards for safety. The positioning of such a road substantially alters the

economic and environmental impact on the communities of Elk Grove and
Bensenville.

I am opposed to the approval of a final plan for O"Hare moderization until a
definitive answer can be given on this matter. Thank you for your consideration. 1
would appreciate some form of a response to my inquiry at your earliest convenience. E]

Sincerely,

Peter R. Gennuso, CFPun

Response to Comments U.10-82 July 2005
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Comment Response

_ 1 Please see topical response M-1.
il Please see topical responses B-4 and M-6.

\ 2
/ \ 3 Please see topical response G-4.
4

Michael W. Mac Mullen P ) Please see topical responses M-1 and C-4.
Airports Enviornmental Program Manager ( .T;&k.\})

\\ I-- I:\‘\"Il : \(1‘
January 21, 2005 \

\Bi=

Dear Mr. Mac Mullen
I am writing in opposition to the plans to enlarge O Hare field by adding additional I E]
runways.

This plan does not offer a feasible solution to the O Hare problem. Anyone who has read

the comments realizes that this is another fiasco in the making . The plan is just another

power grab by the City of Chicago .The FAA allowed the city to destroy Meigs field and

now because of political pressure they want to do it with O Hare. E]

| encourage the FAA to consider all the people that are going to be displaced. Much less
all the businesses .It is time the FAA listened to the needs of the people that are being El
affected by this plan .

My comment is that the FAA should require the airlines to cut back on flights and I E'
improve their scheduling . Don't make this another FAA mistake.

Thank you;

O. Brinkmeier

Response to Comments U.10-83 July 2005
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Comment Response
1 The FAA did evaluate several alternatives to the City’s
@ proposal including differing runway alignments, see
— Chapter 3 of the EIS for further information.
From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov
Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 12:48 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com ’ sy : :
i Michael W.MacMullen@faa. gov The commenter’s opu?lon is .noted. Although turning a
Subject: Fw: how to gain support for O'Hare expansion marker on/off seems like a simple task, the results of

changing arrival runways would ripple throughout the
NAS causing further delays. Therefore the FAA did not
consider the commenter’s proposal reasonable.

In addition, the FAA notes that the operating
configurations are presented in Appendix D, Exhibits D-1
through D-6 of the EIS. The FAA notes that the runways
used during variable wind and weather conditions are at
the discretion of air traffic controllers.

The FAA also directs the commenter to Chapter 5, Section
5.1 of the EIS. This section includes noise exposure exhibits
that may allow the commenter to compare the projected
noise exposure to the existing noise exposure in their area.

Please see topical responses M-1, D-1 and D-2.
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Comment Response
2 Please see topical response D-2.
3 Please see topical responses F-1, F-4 and M-1.

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses M-1 and E-1.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.g

gov

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 112 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: O'HARE EXPANSION

Response to Comments U.10-86

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 1.04 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: O'Hare Expansion

Response to Comments

U.10-87

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 12:08 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: O'hare Expansion

traveler I have

th their parallel runway

Response to Comments

U.10-88

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS
Comment Response
2 Please see topical response C-1.
3

Please see topical response M-2.

Response to Comments

U.10-89
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1

Please see topical responses A-1.

050121_06 |

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 1.28 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: O'Hare

Response to Comments U.10-90

July 2005
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Response

Please see topical response M-2.

Comment
1
050121_07 I
From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov
Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 10:27 AM
To: Michael W MacMullen@faa.gov, brmohr@cmtengr.com
Subject: Fw: Support O'Hare Expansion

Response to Comments U.10-91
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1

Please see topical response M-2.

050121_08 |

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 113 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov

Response to Comments

U.10-92
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 1206 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov

Response to Comments U.10-93
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov
Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 1.23 PM
To: brmehr@cmtengr.com

Response to Comments U.10-94
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses B-2 and M-1.

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Monday, January 24, 2005 1.26 PM
bmohr@cmtengr.com

Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Fw: O'Hare

-

Response to Comments U.10-95
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1

Please see topical response M-2.

050122 01 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 1.35 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: O'Hare Expansion

Response to Comments

U.10-96

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 1:.31 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: O'Hare Expansion

Response to Comments

U.10-97
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1

Please see topical responses B-2 and M-1.

050123 01 l

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 1:.42 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: O'Hare expansion

Response to Comments

U.10-98

July 2005
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Please see topical response F-2.
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Comment Response

!050124_02 1 Please see topical response I-2.

EASTERN SHAWNEE TRIBE
OF OKLAHOMA

P.O. Box 350 - Seneca, MO 64865 - (918) 666-2435 - FAX (918) 666-2186

January 24, 2005

RE: PUBLIC NOTICE/APPLICATION 200301000
O'HARE MODERNIZATION
Michael W. MacMullen
Airports Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration
Chicago Airports District Office
2300 East Devon Avenue
Des Plaines, IL 60018

To Whom It May Concern:

Thank you for notice of the referenced projeci(s). The Eastern Sh Tribe of Oklah is
currently unaware of any documentation directly linking Indian Religious Sites to the proposed
construction. In the event any items falling under the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) are discovered during construction, the Eastern Shawnee Tribe
request notification and further consultation.

The Eastern Shawnee Tribe has no objection to the proposed construction. However, if any
human skeletal remains and/or any objects falling under NAGPRA are uncovered during
construction, the construction should stop immediately, and the appropriate persons, including 1
state and tribal NAGPRA representatives contacted.

Sincerely,

fons Buskan- A

Jo Ann Beckham
Administrative Assistant

Charles Enyart, Chief
Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma

Response to Comments U.10-101 July 2005
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From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Monday, January 24, 2005 1:49 PM

To: bmohr@cmtengr.com; Michael W. MacMullen@faa gov
Subject: Fw: Expand O'Hare Mow

Comment Response

1 Please see topical response M-2.

2 Please see topical responses B-1 and M-2.
3 Please see topical responses B-1 and M-2.
4 Please see topical responses B-1 and M-2.

Response to Comments U.10-102
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses H-2, K-1, L-1 and M-1.

050124_04 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Wednesday, January 26, 2005 7:27 AM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: WETLAND MITIGATION

nts — Jib Jab's 'Second Term'

Response to Comments U.10-103

July 2005
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* |os0126_01

Response to Comments
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses D-1, D-2 and M-1. Senator

Hyde’s comments are addressed in Section U.2, Federal
Comments.

U.10-104
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Comment Response
FROM (MON) 2. 705 11:59/8T. 11:57/N0. 4860698800 P j 1 Please see topical responses D-1, D-2 and M-1. Senator
HENS:::T-JHYDE e ron, DC 2161308 Hyde’s comments are addressed in Section U.2, Federal
i Deirgy, LN {202} 226-4561
. . . Comments.
p— Congress of the Tnited States

AR e THouse of Wepregentatives

JUDICIARY

Wiaghington, WL 20515-1306
January 19, 2005
Mr. Babak S, Solis A

11 South Wille Strect
Mt Prospect, Illinois 50056-3111

Dear Mr. Solis:

Thankyouforshmngyourupmmn ahoutrhu ently proposed Ryan-Daley exg planforcmcs.go
Asyourmghtknow,lhavobe-an pok ion at O'Hare and have worked
ha:dtuhaepthc skies oer'Hm safe and restore ﬂ:cqud]ily of life for thoss living in communities hit
with airerafl noise anc. pollution. In addition, I even filed suit in Hlinois District Court with Illinois

Senate President James “Pate” Phillip and officials from Bensenville to oppose the Ryan-Daley plan.
You can read more about that lawsuit on my Web site: www.house.gov/hyde.

Hundreds of constituents have written to me to voice their support for a third airport because they arc
frustrated 'by‘ﬁle noise and pollution from the increasing volume uftrafﬁna: O‘Hn:e Many houd:t

dream hiomes in surroanding communitics, but now those d are th the
expansion, Others are worried about pollution problems at O"Hare, Whlch ure bound to | ge{ worse if the
expansion is epprove¢,

Although I am sensitive to the concerns of all my constituents, 1 do not support the expansion of O"Hare.,
{ am instead supporting a proposal for a third airport because I believe a new airport would address the
long-term ovem:vwdng issues, not just those of the next five to 10 years. Bul Iding & new wportwm.lld

- improve safety, sti the local and toacl envi Right now, O"Hare
uses nearby communifies as its “buffer” for receipt of O"Hare's toxic pollutants. Expansion proponents
prefer jamming an increasing number of flights into O'Hare, thereby reducing the margin of safety for
both passengers and tle residents of surrounding communities, as well as destroying up to I.SDQ, homes
of residents who surrcund the airport.

1 fully appreciate the (lemands of the air traveling public since I 100 am often stranded on O*Hare's tarmac
wmmﬁnnmmuw open or for a dozen plmesh:ﬁumofmemaku off. However, the benefits of
building a third airpor: are clear:

¥ SAFETY: Putting. 1.6 million planes a year into the O*Hare airspace already overcrowded with
900,000 flights deesn’t make sense, First of all, it increases the risk of a serious accident. Secondly,
O'Hare is completely landlocked by developed urban and suburban regions, The airport itsell cannot
physically expand which means the additional two runways proposed would have to be squeszed inta
an already overburdened area. Think about it. By the time the runway project is completed in 20
years, 0'Hare wonld again need more space. Why not think ahead and build a third airport that could
handle approxima:ely 1.6 million flight operations annually at a lower cost?
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FROM (MON) 2. 705 12:00/8T. 11:57/NC. 48606968800 P 4

COST: The total O’Hare expansion program, i.e. the new terminals and the new runway, will cost
upwards of $10 Eillion, not the estimated $6 billion reported, In these tight budget years, do we really
want to OK an overly bloated expansion plan like O"Hare? Greater capacity would be obtained ata
new south suburtan airport that could be built in one-third the time and at one-third the cost of an
expanded O"Haru,

® TIMELINE: C tion of these r ys cannot be done without significant disruption at O'Hare,
meaning there an: going to be longer delays at O'Hare. Although only two runways are aciually
being added, the construction plan requires the reconfiguration of all of O’Hare’s runways." Thus,
construction disruptions would only further exacerbate the already over-stretched resources at O’Hare
and worsen current delays, including roll-overs that affect the entire nation,

FAIR COMPETITION: Tired of paying too much to fly through O’Hare? Well, a third suburban.
o . airport would: mﬁkm&&m&kyﬁn&wﬂémﬁeu&oﬂhﬂgfﬂm&mwa}o
competition with a reduction in fares for all Americans who fly into or out of O'Hare, Right now,
United Airlines nad American Airlines have a stranglehold on the market, forcing Ilinos residents to
pay far too much for their tickets — one of the main reasons these airlines continue to support the
O’Hare expansioa plan. The Government A ing Office, for ple, estimates, this market-
lock costs Chicago-area travelers some $623 million a year in fare overcharges, and they aren’t alone.

Therefore, it is clear that building new runways is not the cure-all solution that supporters would like it to
be, and that is why I clo not support the expansion of O"Hare.

In your feticr, you asked me to share my opposition to the O*Hare plan with the U.S. Transporthtion

Secretary. 1have already done this --- repeatedly. However, I think it is also important for you to express
your concerns directly Lo the Secretary as well.

Correspondence to U 8. Transportation Secretary Norman Mineta can be sent to:
U.S. Department of Transportation
400 7th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20590

Again, thank you for writing to me. I am glad we are on the same side of this issue.

Sincerely,

HIH:jp
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response E-1.
:! 2 Please see topical responses F-2 and F-4.
050126_02
3 Please see topical response G-4.
From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov
Sent: Thursday, January 27, 2005 7:47 AM 4 Please see topical response B-2.
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com
Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: O'Hare expansion
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050127_01

Delaware Nation NAGPRA Office

P.O. Box 825, Anadarko, OK 73005
Phone: (405) 247-2448
Fax: (405) 247-9898

27 January 2005

ATTN: Barry Cooper

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration
2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, Illinois 60018

RE: Proposal to discharge materials into wetland for Chicago O'Hare International Airport potential
modernization.

Dear Mr. Cooper,

Thank you for contacting the Delaware Nation regarding the above referenced project. The Delaware
Nation is committed to protecting archaeological sites that are important to tribal heritage, culture, and
religion. Furthermore, the tribe is particularly concerned with archaeological sites that may contain
human burial ins and iated funerary object

As described in your correspond the proposed ground disturbing activity of this project does not
appear to end: haeological sites of i to the Del Mation. Therefore, the Delaware
Nation will defer to your State Archaeologist and your state’s Office of Historical Preservation regarding
the need for archaeological surveys or further investigation. Should either of these agencies recommend
an archaeological survey of the proposed construction site, we ask that the Delaware Nation be informed
of the results of the survey, including copies of site forms and reports.

Should this project inadvertently uncover an archaeological site, even after an archaeological survey, we
request that you immediately contact he appropriate state agencies, as well as the Delaware nation. Also,
we ask that you halt all construction and ground disturbing activities until the tribe and these state
agencies are consulted.

We appreciate your cooperation in contacting the Delaware Nation. Should you have any questions, feel
free to contact me.

Sincerely, d;)f‘
"'Cy:‘_zc

Tamiara Francis, Director
NAGPRA/Cultural Preservation

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response I-2.

f ]
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1 Please see topical response I-2.
PEORIA TRIBE OF INDIANS OF OKLAHOMA SiiEn
118 S. Eight Tribes Trail (918) 540-2535  FAX (918) 540-2538 John P. Froman
P.O. Box 1527
MIAMI, OKLAHOMA 74355 SECOND CHIEF
X Joe Golorth
January 27, 2005
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration
2300 East Devon Avenue
Des Moines, Illinois 30018
RE: Supplemental Public Notice concerning a proposal to discharge materials into 153 acres of
wetland and waters of the United States for potential modernization of Chicago O’Hare
International Airport and to provide compensatory wetland mitigation for impacts.
Thank you for notice of the referenced projects. The Peoria Tribe of Indians of Oklahoma is currently
unaware of any documentation directly linking Indian Religious Sites to the proposed construction. In the
event any items falling under the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA)
are discovered during construction, the Peoria Tribe request notification and further consultation.
The Peoria Tribe has no objection to the proposed construction. However, if any human skeletal remains
and/or any objects falling under NAGPRA are uncovered during construction, the construction should
stop immediately, and the appropriate persons, including state and tribal NAGPRA representatives
contacted.
John P. Froman
Chief
xc:  Bud Ellis, Repatriation/NAGPRA Committee Chairman
TREASURER SECRETARY FIRST COUNCILMAN SECOND COUNCILMAN ~ THIRD COUNCILMAN
John Sharp Hank Downum Claude Landers Jenny Rampey Jason Dollarhide
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response B-2.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Friday, January 28, 2005 1:51 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: ervironmental impact statement
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Response

1

Please see topical responses D-1, D-2, E-1 and M-1.

050127_04 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Friday, January 28, 2005 1:54 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: O'Hare expansion

Response to Comments U.10-111
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1

Please see topical response M-2.

050127_05 i

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Friday, January 28, 2005 1:49 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: O'Hare expansion

Response to Comments

U.10-112

July 2005
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Please see topical response F-2.
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Comment Response

0501 Please see topical response M-1.

January 28, 2005 Please see topical response E-1, E-2 and E-3.

Please see topical responses D-1, D-2 and D-3.

Mr. Mike MacMullen Please see topical responses C-3 and K-2.

Federal Aviation Administration
2300 East Devon Avenue
Des Plaines, I1linois

Please see topical response E-3.

Please see topical response G-3.

Please see topical response B-2.

5¢ Please see topical responses C-1 and C-3.
Sir,

O | [N |GI | ]|W|IN]|-

Please see topical responses F-1 and L-1.

I am writing to contest the expansion of 0'Hare Airport. It will impact Elk Grove I D
Village in too many ways. I also strongly feel it will not solve 0'Hare's problems.

1 cite the following reasons:

I find when [ travel I have no respiratory problems, as soon as I get home they

start up again. My son had the same problems. Our Air is polluted without aggravating

the problem with more airplanes. 1 believe there is a report showing a greater ratio of El
Cancer cases occuring in our area. I feel it's partially caused by airport pollution.

Daily our Homes and cars are covered with a greasy dusting, how much more are we

expected to put up with.

The noise we endure now is bothersome and as I am one of those 8,502 homes affected

I do not feel your unconcern about our Air and Noise level is acceptable. I think

you'd also find our hearing has been affected from being in such close proximity to

the airport. 1 know you would say we knew the airport was there when we bought our [::]
home, but for you to aggravate the problems already existing by bringing the airport
practically into my front yard is a travesty.

You are also endangering our welfare with increased air traffic. 1 myself have twice

been on airplanes that had close calls while landing at 0'Hare. One we had to quickly

take off again to avoid a collision. Day and night, there is always a line of planes [::]
circling, waiting to land. Traffic controllers have only so much airspace to work with.

Another concern is the airplanes dumping things over our community. How many times I [::]
have we already had to put up with Blue Ice, their chemical waste being dumped.

Our taxes will also spiral if you take away parts of our Industrial Park. We've I
just gotten a big increase, we do not need another.

We are one of the few major cities with only one major airport. Most have an open area
that they can expand on. Peotone is an ideal area. I know many people in Southern |7
Communities who would be happy to have an airport closer to them. Peotone is also

accesible, as Interstate 57 is close by.

Expanding an airport who has a bad delay record will not decrease delays, only increase

them. I've had to wait for mechanical problems; a pilot; an overbooked plane and
weather conditions, how will expansion alleviate these problems. It seems to me it I

will only increase them.

judgement of the costs incurred while expanding the airport. Who will pay the i
additional cost of the ring road and how much more property will they have to accquire
to achieve it?

Ll Mg
Lillian Mayer, 1132 Bosworth Lane, Elk Grove Village

Finally, we will be burdened with higher air fares due to expansion and perhaps mis- I

Response to Comments U.10-115 July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses B-2, D-1 and M-1.

050128 03 I

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Tuesday, February 01, 2005 12:04 PM
bmohr@cmtengr.com

Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov

Fw: No Response

Response to Comments

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

050128_04 I

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Tuesday, February 01, 2005 12:05 PM
bmohr@cmtengr.com

Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov

Fw: O'Hare Comments

Comment Response

1 Please see topical response D-1.
2 Please see topical response L-1.
3 Please see topical response B-2.

Response to Comments U.10-117
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Friday, January 28, 2005 1:56 PM

To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov

Subject: Fw: O'Hare Modernization Environmental Impact Statement

Response to Comments

U.10-118

July 2005
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Comment Response

Please see topical responses G-4 and M-1.
Please see topical response F-5.
Please see topical response E-1.
Please see topical response D-1.
Please see topical responses G-2 and G-4.
Please see topical response C-1.
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107 W. Washington St.
Itasca, IL 60143

January 29, 2005

Michael W, MacMullen

Airports Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration

Chicago Airports District Office

2300 Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen,

We are very much opposed to adding and reconfiguring runways at O'Hare Airport.
What right does the City of Chicago have to take away property from neighboring towns? EI

Expansion to O"Hare would:

Make our roads more congested; | Ia

L
e Increase air pollution from more cars and airplanes; [ | r3_| ¥
» Increase noise pollution to the residents within ten miles of O'Hare;® [*
® Deprive residents and businesses of property developed over a long period of
time; and I E
* Decrease property values in the areas surrounding the airport.

We use the airport and are willing to put up with delays in flights and the current traffic
congestion. EI

Sin)'rcl)p . o _
D ZE/L"‘_';-— _,I /(.Ka'_/.(;r‘ /é'_.J
Patricia J. Black

=

William L. Black
630-875-0915
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

050130_01 i

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Sent: Tuesday, February 01, 2005 12.07 PM
To: bmohr@cmtengr.com

Cc: Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov
Subject: Fw: O'Hare comments

Response to Comments

U.10-120

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Response to Comments U.10-121 July 2005



Final EIS

O’Hare International Airport

Please see topical response F-2.

Response

Comment

ey

H) 00 \v

o m:#:_::”:m:u..;

11 3:3& _M_wo__

-~—

|..u.
L

\JI'\

AV wan2 -

.x,:\,\ﬂdx ) AY 2P o]

oy P 2V 2 YY W

_ mm% VEEELL
.urdmnon W 'OOVIIHD
££B508 X084 'Od
NOILYIDOSSY TIvd a33dS HOIH 1SIMaiw

oIV )
:_i Afm__i_ '3 P,T\.w

E\g

UUUATS?; \

-

wt...

J\u)il\ Q Y U ;5\\\%\?

w\\\vﬁx /\w\ﬁ%\%& )%,

c_:__: .u___eE:_a
uoisuijor qog

July 2005

U.10-122

Response to Comments



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Response to Comments U.10-123 July 2005



Final EIS

O’Hare International Airport

Please see topical response F-2.
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Please see topical response F-2.

Response

Comment

\ﬂf\w\\“\ =) @7 ¥ ..»\WNQ
_::m:J—:_,Eq:::: 1o .___—___:_,%w % ﬁwﬁlﬂ: M...r..“‘m.m‘._ @N e

‘ S

) verrq CF Qog e § IR 27 @NJ ;w
VW o QQ WM\N& \M Mw
J\vww\NE\_)\Uﬁz \N\WJ\\\& .l).,.ﬁ w\\ &.QQ\“\J\G

i IS }\

8GL9VEEELL
08909 11 'OOVIIHD.. .EQ ki LE.QE ol Q__:: vuacﬁﬁqmamv

££8508 XOd 'Od uOISUYor qog 010
NOLLYIDOSSY 1w 433dS HOIH 1SIMAIW Joday janfyuva,y o uomyp,

July 2005

U.10-126

Response to Comments



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Response to Comments U.10-127 July 2005



Final EIS

O’Hare International Airport

Response
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Response

Please see topical response F-2.

Comment

4

L ]
—
N
5
>
“--_
)

¥ e o

Ny Merztr, 2 XX

__..\..\\u_\
i A {

YU AW vy

BSLIVEEELL

08909 11 "'O9DVDIIHD

£/8508 XO8 "Od

NOILYIDOSSY VY G33dS HOIH 1SIMaw

eVJ.L yTVTY

p sl o WM | TITWRY,
2 A

240U UADI] O] mgm..dmthmace,% MM 0] 05) “S1ay4vw

[BUONDUIAIUL O ISIMPIJY 241U2 YL IDIUUOD PINOD SUIDA} 2&1
) ﬁ:c:._.. 1 4olpw 01 syu1) 2191
uopsujor

JIOTTY Tanfyun. 1

July 2005

U.10-143

Response to Comments



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Response to Comments U.10-144 July 2005



Final EIS

O’Hare International Airport

Response

Please see topical response F-2.
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405{1201 o1

KEWEENAW BAY INDIAN COMMUNITY

Keweenaw Bay Tribal Centgr— p\L e -|
107 Beartown Foad elb el :
2005 TRIBAL COUNCIL Baraga, Mir:hlgan 49908 l“ DOREEI':‘E,?J gl;j:gii

Phone (906) 353-6623
Fax (906) 353-7540

SUSAN J. LAFERNIER, President
WARREN C. SWARTZ, JR., Vice-President

1 FEB 08 2005

LARRY J. DENOMIE 11, Secretary
GARY F. LOONSFOOT, SR., Asst. Secretary
JENNIFER MISEGAN, Treasurer

1 February 2005

Michael W. MacMullen, Airports Envi I Program M
Federal Aviation Administration

Chicago Airports District Office

2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, 1L 60018

Re: Supplement Public Notice Concerning a Proposal to Discharge Materials into 153 Acres of
Wetland and Waters of the United States for Potential Modernization of Chicago 0 Hare
International Airport and to Provide Comp v Wetland Mitigation for Imp

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

The K Bay Indian C ity (KBIC) received your requests for comments or interest on
proposed project located in Cook and DuPage Counties, Chicago, Illinois, KBIC has no interests
documented at this time in the proposed project areas. It is KBIC's belief that many prehistoric sites and
Indian historic sites in the area have not yet been identified or documented. KBIC is among the many
Tribes initiating the process of assisting in this endeavor.

1f the scope of work changes in any way or if artifacts or human remains are discovered, please

notify KBIC immediately so we can assist in making an appropriate determination. KBIC urges you to
consult other Indian Tribes in your immediate area that may have interests in your project area, if you have
not already done so.

Please forward a copy of any request for future opportunities to review and comment to Summer Sky
Cohen, Coordinator, Tribal Historic Preservation Office, at the address listed below. The original request
should be made to the Tribal Chairman, Susan LaFernier, Keweenaw Bay Indian Community, 107
Beartown Road, Baraga, Michigan 49908. Please keep us informed of future projects as KBIC plans 1o
increase our efforts to identify and document sites in the area. 11
Thank you for this opportunity to review and comment.

ummer Sky Cohen, Coordinator
Tribal Historic Preservation Oﬂ'lce
K Bay Indian C y
107 Beartown Road
Baraga, Michigan 49908
906.353.6272
906.353.6869 fax

LAKE SUPERIOR BAND OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response I-2.

WILLIAM E. EMERY
MICHAEL F. LAFERNIER, SR.
ELIZABETH D. MAYO

ANN MISEGAN

—— SHAWANUNG

Response to Comments U.10-146

July 2005
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050201_02 I

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Kevin Colbert@faa.gov

Monday, February 07, 2005 1:03 PM
bmohr@cmtengr.com

Michael W.MacMullen@faa.gov

Fw: O'Hare Modernization

Comment Response

1 Please see topical response M-7.

2 Please see topical responses E-1, F-1 and F-5.
3 Please see topical responses M-1.

Response to Comments U.10-147

July 2005
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050201_03 !

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS@faa.gov
Sent: Monday, February 07, 2005 1:08 PM

To: LeRoxeyDog@aol com

Subject: Re: Application MNo. 200301000

Email has been received, Thank-you.

Comment Response

1 Please see topical response H-1.
2 Please see topical response E-1.
3 Please see topical response B-2.

Response to Comments U.10-148
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

050204_01 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Monday, February 07, 2005 1:12 PM

To: Imason@ccaltd.com

Subject: Re: OMP

Response to Comments

U.10-151

July 2005
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses B-1, D-1, F-5, K-2 and M-1.
2 Please see topical response B-2.

050205_01 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, February 08, 2005 12:16 PM

To: Kalah Jenkins

Subject: Re: O'Hare Expansion Project

Response to Comments U.10-152

July 2005
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MSchieble@aol.com
02/07/2005 09:06 PM

We are fully in favor of O'Hare expansion, even though we live close by. It is essential to our regional
economy. Atthe same time, while Peotone may provide jobs, who will pay for it? Certainly not the airlines
with the stress they are under. What's wrong with using the Gary airport, Rockford airport, Milwakee
airports, all within proximity to O'Hare? The airport in western lllinois near St. Louis was built and no one

To: 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGL/FAA@FAA

C
Subject: O'Hare Expansion

uses it. We fear that's what will happen to Peotone.

Thanks for listening.

Schieble Family

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

Response to Comments

U.10-153

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

050207_02 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, February 08, 2005 12:21 PM

To: mwyco@comecast net

Subject: Re:

Response to Comments U.10-154

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

050207_03 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Monday, February 07, 2005 1:26 PM

To: robrien@ccaltd com

Subject: Re: OMP support

Response to Comments U.10-155

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

2100 Ridge Avenue
Evanston, lllinois 60201-2716

T 847.866.2979

City of F 847.866.2078
EVEII'!S[OIT www.cityofevanston.org
Lorraine H. Morton
Mayor

February 8, 2005

Mr. Barry Cooper

Manager, Chicago Area Modernization Program Office
U.S. Department of Transportation

2300 E. Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. Cooper:

Though Evanston is not directly in the proposed expansion area of
O’Hare, people who live along the shores of Lake Michigan benefit

from services provided by the airport. I support any improvements

to O'Hare that provide for upgrades essential to the convenience of
citizens of nearby municipalities who find it convenient to use 1
O’Hare airport. ’

Sincerely,
Vs

) /
4 c // ) /o
A LA MLttt j;-'./: _/'/;II S

Lorraine H. Morton
Mayor

LHM/df

Response to Comments U.10-156

July 2005
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From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS@faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, February 08, 2005 12:42 PM

To: Denald Bekeleski

Subject: Re: OMP

Message Received, Thank-you

Donald Bekeleski
<dl

releskifyahoo

Editorials

And for many who live relatively c
and more direct access is the
flights and noise that ai

A3 the Daily Herald's Eric Krol
- 1

tion
but r

£, for

¢ then

minal, ch

he airport's east side.
L

A much different

tickets on airlines that

n there's not much point in west

ern terminal to be occupied by

would be fine. They could g
ir bags and ri

9-AGL-500-OMPEIS/AGL/ FAARFAA

rional Airpor

nece, United Airl

de a people-mover to

Response to Comments

U.10-157
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response F-4.

Response to Comments U.10-158

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

050208 _03 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 09, 2005 11:53 AM

To: rikhuri@ccaltd com

Subject: Re: OMP

Response to Comments U.10-159

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

050200_01 !

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2005 12:17 PM

To: domari@ccaltd. com

Subject: Re: OHARE MODERNIZATION PROGRAM

Response to Comments U.10-160

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

050209_02 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2005 12:33 PM

To: kecarlstrom@ccaltd com

Subject: Re: OMP

Response to Comments

U.10-161

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2005 12:19 PM

To: cvalenti@ccaltd com

Subject: Re: OMP

Response to Comments

U.10-162

July 2005
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response M-2.
2 Please see topical response G-1.

050200_04 !

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2005 12:15 PM

To: miam@ccaltd com

Subject: Re: OMP

Response to Comments U.10-163

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

050209_05
From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS@faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2005 12:09 PM
To: diuneau@ccaltd. com
Subject: Re: OMP

Response to Comments

U.10-164

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

050209_06 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2005 1206 PM

To: dbremer@ccaltd com

Subject: Re: OMP

Response to Comments

U.10-165

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS@faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2005 12:13 PM
To Ibongiovanni@ccaltd com

Subject: Re: O'Hare Modernization Program

Response to Comments

U.10-166

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses F-2 and M-2.

050210_01 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, February 15, 2005 12:45 PM

To: Henry Kranz

Subject: Re: Intermodal at O'Hare

Response to Comments U.10-167

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

050211_01 II

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 7:20 AM

To: npreys@ccaltd com

Subject: Re: OMP

Response to Comments U.10-168

July 2005
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses F-2 and M-2.
050211_02 !
From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS@faa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 7:22 AM
To: Tom Pellicore
Subject: Re: O'Hare Modernization Project
Message Received, Thank-You.
zation Project
]
1
Response to Comments U.10-169 July 2005
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050211_03 !

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses F-2 and M-2.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 7:23 AM

To: D. Peironnet

Subject: Re: O'Hare Draft Environmental Impact Project
Message Rece

02/11/2005 05:19 cc

Response to Comments U.10-171

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses F-2 and M-2.

050213 01 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 7:57 AM

To: Michael Johnson

Subject: Re: O'Hare Expansion Flans

Response to Comments U.10-172

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response F-2.

050213 02 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 8:00 AM

To: Dan Johnson-Weinberger

Subject: Re: O'Hare Modernization Project comment

Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around

Response to Comments U.10-173

July 2005
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response B-4.
050214_01 ! 2 Please see topical responses H-1 and H-2.
= 3 Please see topical responses L-1 and L-2.
From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS@faa.gov P P
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 8:03 AM
To: Morene Vacura@Toyota.com
Subject: Re: Public Motice - Application Mo. 200302000 Wetlands endangerment
Message Received, Thank-You.

Response to Comments U.10-174 July 2005
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O [

]

C]

Comment Response

4 Please see topical response C-3.

5 Please see topical responses E-1, E-2 and E-3.
6 Please see topical responses D-1 and M-7.

7 Please see topical response B-2.

Response to Comments

U.10-175

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

050214_02 !

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 8:20 AM

To: rchapp@ccaltd.com

Subject: Re: O'Hare Modernization Plan

Response to Comments

U.10-176

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

050214_03 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 8:21 AM

To: 'w chapp

Subject: Re: O'Hare Modernization Program

Response to Comments U.10-177

July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses F-2 and M-2.

050215 01 !

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 8:48 AM

To: Dennis Opferman

Subject: Re: O'Hare Airport Modernization

Response to Comments

U.10-178

July 2005
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses A-1, D-1 and E-1.
2 Please see topical responses M-1 and M-7.

050215_02 !

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 8:50 AM

To: maureen block

Subject: Re: OHare Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Maureen

Response to Comments U.10-180

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response

1 Please see topical response M-2.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, February 16, 2005 8:28 AM

To: Lauren and Rod Harvey

Subject: Re: OMP

]

Response to Comments U.10-181 July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

|PSO?1 6_01

“Larry Lueck” To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGL/IFAA@FAA
<llueck@ccaltd.com>

02/16/2005 01:55 PM £

Please respond to bee
llueck@ccaltd.com Subject OMP

Dear Mr. Mike McMullen:

Thank you for this opportunity to testify on behalf of the O'Hare
Modernization Program (OMP). My name is Larry Lueck and I am

a resident of the City of Chicago. I fully support the OMP because

it will ensure that the region maintains its role as the aviatien r
crossroads of North America. I

Thank you.

Response to Comments U.10-182

July 2005
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses C-1 and M-2.
2 Please see topical response A-2.
050217_01

Cynthia Job To S-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA

<Cynthia.Job@advocatehealt

h.com=> cc

02/17/2005 04:18 PM bee

Subject OMP

| am e-mailing you in support of the O'Hare Modernization Program.

As | understand it, the goals of the project will be to reduce delays
and increase capacity at O'Hare. As a traveler having been delayed
at O'Hare many times, both on the tarmac and in the air, reducing
delays will reduce traveler frustration. To increase capacity and plan
for the future seems to me to be a smart move for the regional
economy. Demand for service at O'Hare will continue to grow, ther's
no room for it. The OMP will allow O’Hare to meet that growth r
efficiently. |1

The sooner we begin construction, the sooner the region can realize
the tremendous benefits of the OMP. The OMP will create tens of
thousands of jobs and add billions of dollars in economic activity to
our region's economy each year. It will save air passengers and the
airlines a combined $750 million in reduced delays each year. Most
importantly, it will ensure that the region maintains its role as the
aviation crossroads of North America

Thank you. l e |

Cynthia Job
B847-723-3021

This e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named
herein and may contain legally privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the
intended recipient of this e-mail (or the person responsible for delivering this document to the
intended recipient), you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, printing or
copying of this e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is strictly prohibited. If you have received
this e-mail in error, please respond to the individual sending the message and notify our office at
630-990-5655, and permanently delete the original and any copy of any e-mail and any printout
£l

thereof. Job_Cynthiavef

Response to Comments U.10-183 July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response A-2.

050217_02

"Wayne Taubken" To S-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
<wiaubken@ccalld.com=

02/17/2005 01:39 PM e
Flease respond to bee
wtaubken@ccaltd.com Subject O'Hare Moderization Program

Dear Mr. McMullen

My name is Wayne Taubken and I am a resident of Naperville. I

have been a frequent traveler for over twenty five years and manage

an engineering consulting business in downtown Chicago. As

everyone who utilizes O'Hare airport, I have experienced delays and
congestion problems at O'Hare which has increased my costs and

taken very valuable time away from me and my family. The

proposed OMP will solve the problems for O'Hare and I

enthusiastically support this program. It is the solution for today 1
and well into the future. Additionally, it will bring new jobs and h |
businesses to northern Illinois. Please approve the OMP ASAP!!!|

Thank you,

Wayne Taubken

Wayne A. Taubken

Executive Vice President

Carnow, Conibear & Assoc., Ltd.
300 West Adams Street, Suite 1200
Chicago, IL 60606

312-762-2924

FAX # 312-782-5145

Response to Comments U.10-184

July 2005
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Svorrespondence Control Information System

Control #:

Division:

Control Report

20050271-0 Other Control #:
ARP-1 Old OACIS #:

Opposes Chicago O'Hare runway expansion 0 200

Subject:
From: Kolodziej, Ron Date Received: 02/17/2005
Suspense Date: 03/03/2005 Extension Date:
To Division: APP-600 Date of Corresp:
Date To Division: 02/17/2005 Corresp Type: Letter
Signed By: Kate Lang Signature Level: arp-1
Signed Date: 02/18/2005 Initials: mh
Div Reevd Date: Specinlist:
Status: 2/18 - Per APP-600/1/ARP-2, cancel control and forward to AGL-600 to address in EIS,
Remarks:
Distribution Detail: [

|mjacab app-600 02005 1 0340372005

Additional Action
Office:

Response to Comments U.10-185

July 2005
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To:
Federal Aviation Administration,
Administrator Marian Blakely
800 Independence Ave SW
Washington DC 20591

Please D E N Y the $15 Billisn Chicage

O'Hare runvay expansion BONANZA. With all the

corruption oin Chicago, geeze, you may as well

put the $15 billion of taxpayers monoy

directly into the hands of gangsters ..

Pleaase DEHNY the unnecessary destruction

of Peotone Il farmland for an unnecessary

airport in the boondocks..

Instead,
hare's the simple POSTTIVE approach:

- since aid travel requires massive
socurity and risk,
since airports have so many delays,

including delays causcd by main
highways merging at airport bottle-
necke,

- aince trips under T00-300 miles can be
dona faster than air travel by using the
mediang of interstatea for 186 mph
trains (SLOWER than Buropean and
Japanaea traios),

OUTLAW short ai

flights which are under
00 or 900 mil

«.«THAT'D SOLVE THE ENTIme
ATRFORT PROBLEM.. Simple, eh?

ALLOW Rail travel to survive and Expand

from the angle of world politics

Rail kransport can ba by electromagnetic
principles, with far less depondence on OIL..
==:¥oU could tell the Arabs te go drink their
oil, there'd be no more US troops dying for
the c.zars of the US of 04l.... especially if
Amcrica is allowed to develop a worldwide
SAFETYMOBILE, run on hydrogen instead of OIL,

With all the above considerations in mind,
pleage regard airport expansion as a step

backwards; =
n logic ona it fails
in economicsa it fails
and

Throughout history men have fought for the righ
to own private property and keap it in the
family for generations, How, under the US
Constitution, can powerhappy unclamped
politicians ba allowed to bulldoze peoples'
lives for GREED/ airport bonanzas?

Mayor Daley and Congressman Jr don't
live near the airports, arn't the ones digestin

the air pollution, noise pollution, its the
other peoplea’ kide who suffer. Do  the
pious Daley and Jackson care?
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Soo, if Daley gets FAA approval for an

JUNNECESSARY O°Hare runway configuration,
you can expect not only massive

lcong stion at O'Hare for years

you can expect super massive conges

because City Hall chums will have hundreds a

hundreds of yigen TRUCKS bloe

that are passable.

¢ing whatever roads

CHICAGO IS READY FOR REFORM is a huge reasod
the FAA should DENY  the O'Hare Bonanza/
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These Cook County guys , inbred with the
Chicago pols, would like to tax all private

hespitals out of business and have the health
care money of about 6 million cour .ty residents

Comment | Response

All Newspaper Clippings included by Commenter.
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Please see topical response M-7.
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Please see topical response L-1.
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JACK HIGGINS® OPINION

OK, MR PRESIDENT, . SRS
REPEAT AFTER ME .. 5 Vow! Ypusard
L 1

Mr Rove:

In the elections of 2000 and 2004 you proved
to be an expert in spinning the Democrats in
eircles and spatching victory avay from them.

Yos, being ablo to sall the program
the Fat Cats have dictated for Bush and you
is quite an accomplishment.

...... but
you guys are slicing the turkey too thin.

Translated, the Fat Cats have gotten too GREEDY,
In your political theoreti Mr Rove, consider
the pendulums swinging in the OTHER di recti
to the same effect that you're loading the deck
cn your end,,

- how about a Congress which
passes confiscatory taxation (as cutaly packa ged
as the Reaganomice from which your stuff dobends)
on the Fat Cats and their Yachts..?

Thats all I'll say Mr Rova..

Road my stuff, spo_t what the
Grass Roots Silent Majority COULD do. Whereas
you can stop the dumb Democrats cold, therae's
nO WAy  yOU can Stop true Capitaliem,
the days of the tails wagging. the dog have to
stop TN A DEMOCRACY. Right? Right, .

In the hope that your guys
don't screw up the country in re
Social Security/entire tax system,

g
ﬁ!\ %d—a
! e

Ren Koledzle)

Comment
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Comment Response
the roason the 8 Please see topical responses A-1 and L-1.
Black community has a |:_|1n,\!: -
future is backuse of WO 9 Please see topical response M-1.
c 1 L .

o T iometive action"Sh 10 Please see topical response M-1.

terms of radical changes

instead of crying crying... 11 Please see topical response M-1.
:\‘Ilﬂllu‘;m
oo e

Onily 4 peroent of Chicage pab-
i high sehiool students grastuate in
inas’ sl
rachuates s 30 pross to viu m—

- Eour ywars — an alarmangly low
Something for Bush to chew e
oo Vodnamdn b t “thers coubd De some
on after mauqural splurge sl |

o g e percentatate ol | }eceworth, Mist o, the Insces
,.na ‘e s Ere i Lot Rl ok e i s o i, | PO e
Americaes .-km,-um- n nﬂ‘ That wxid, we waril. this extraondi male sbodents s larty dlamad GCe hg wald, Tranfers wh o
I:-opl-nudh:“h e fome P ot f thelr new schosis
pry e dea- e s plenly ot Tetwatiity, of Chicogets | O0b S0 thels new mchon o Bt

Aransers who graduste are
s rachuston of theis new

tiny themsehvie, as opipased 1o rely i et atad il

The Prosident wants Social Security money
going for Wall Street, Chicago City Hall
wants the old guys and gals to haul it to
the Casino pals of C .ty Hall,

Consorium un Chicage Schos! i
measeh laatied (b whering Fw

tistirs Wadnasday, rhallonging Ilu
way tha Hlineis State Noard of

/ Graduation rate by race or ethnicity
Shcdents oge 11.in 1998 whe

igh schood in Chitaga by oge 19

O Aslary [ErWhite (BLatind (Wt

The leader of the party trying to be the
Party of Immorality was unhappy about the
Inaugural,
“Personally, | don't Tl much
ke eviebirabing” wid Flouse Do

mecnuti lsdee Kumey Prbosi of Giels
areia. = st 1 mark — o
wsyting in my powsr 1o fight TR Tin
the exteesmist Mliean's de- I
atructive sgnca.” %
EMMSSMESENY [
This gal is a LOSER, big time

the way to crack the Fat Cats carcasses
is to get a Centrist Congress in 2006,
sonsible Republicans and
sensible Demccrats
being 5-% to 68w of Congres

=, —
allowi.g everyone te live {via letting tham § \laCkson
ERRN food money and health care money.) T l

Y PN SPELMAS

3, Hesiih care. Smuh
nneds .Am- 0 n .L;:.' wcriptioms. Vhis 18 & dicey lasue,
=l Ao o ve 708 bt ot 4 Climtans
'h"u! b«hh - i in, but i1 s & preasisg mabier o
d teir mm:n:ly e e wl8-befng of our cntry.

Aldermen
jump on

Jee dacksce e (D)
demindag Wekpetda {bat the
City Counell sed its silence and
bold heerivgs to ap

Aw c'mon Fellas (Chicago Sun Times editors)
how many times do I have to send you the
proposed 28th Asendsent?
Instead you keep printing Jesse Jackson sr'y
non positive FIXATION against Bush.
Tell me please.. Are you afraid that
Jackson Sr will use his wealth to establlish,

in competition with the Sun Times, .,
a morning edition Chicago Crying Towal
and/or an eveniong Chicago Jacksok Protester

= = stach” warmundiig Muyor Diabey's
| §| Correct me if Tm wrong. bt vl e coripn” mloerity
. | e s v sl e He wants to be
s ] y,” Jackson sabd. i f
| ; s, Jonaan s Yase e poinilal et < king of the world,
1 such a basiness, waget stepped up b inceeasingly Carothers
| el Tl | m;".qm'm.umr e sk o Dley ot i says
jty contractors mal e k!
Wycliff et flug for foar comtimued revelations R
Well Wycliff 1 guess no teacher ever sbout mirerity fronts  eoakd ity el Rerter

informed you that when people get brewed up thrvaten the progrics exiskmon

they cause a whole load of social prablems, . A
for which the taxghyers get soaked.. e e aaty o

woue ba's <
The American public has beon told that they i T e | O Condl

can get money for 21st ¢ medical care and nst. Richard M. D “clean up
thus be able to LIVE. They are not going to Ry e “winis 1o b king meuinting Dabey's “fradu-
be paying taxes sensolossly. of the werld.” en Ioflusl lemt and corript® iminoeity set.asde
d Thday. L e O
aPupe onTuody  Jesse Jackson Jr  has boen itter Corviloss sobd the ot ide
,0#: mrmhb trained onthe Crying Tewel. hairman thauh.- Saing sl ermery e Doy’ T
| ey on contracts,” the Trib- All that the Blacks need e
to do, instead of going for At the Chicagoe Council meeting it was
"Minority contract set aside'] either Alderman Carouthers of Alderman Smith
i roll up their aleaves, who orated for a City Council RESOLUTION
submit the best bid, and by to the UNITED HATIONS
law they'd get the contract in re Africa's problesms.
United HNations, Wow, 5o Jackson Jr isn'l
Likewise with Affirmative the anly obe with worldwide dreams
b smith, Chairman of the /City Council '_“__|

Health Committee, 18 a man who can really
get things done in re CHICACO CITIZENS HEALTH..
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Aldermen, retailers prepare

Mr & Mrs Chicago and all Yachts in the Harbor:

Lock at Lhat article. Has
Karl Marx boen reincarnated?

Alderman Moore, a nice guy, needs to review
the concepts of Democe_acy and
Free Market Capitalism.
I ask Moore and Burke
to enter the 218% Century with the 38th Amendment

Every person shall eak.

Mo parsen shall be told to go home
to die due to lack of medical care/
hospitalization insurance

These RIGHTS shall be achieved

LY

CAPITALISTICAL

thru a NATIONAL POLICY of
FULL EMPLOYMEHNT,
full employment to alsc be national
policy..

Congressmen and Aldersen sho.uld need ne
explanation,

FULL EMPFLOYMENT at a Living Wage
In Chicago greedy restauranteurs [casting
on busincsssens' expense accounts paid by
people (taxpayors instead of Yachtsmen)
have the gall te cry about potential
rises in the Minimum Wage. To top it off,
they pay maybe 53 per hour and make the

(I'11 get to the Group Millionairre
solution later in this letter.).

e [
worker kiss the businessmen's hands for
tips.

B Reporier

MINDING THE STORE

The “catch” to

qm—mmmm‘hmm—- FULL EMPLOYMENT at a Living Wage is that

the workors work PRODUCTIVELY, not ak

Provision . Moore ersion Burke version £83%  Cleck Milking speod and being

" hmininumal B by a socialistic govarnment
What's 2 g wage? 30420 Az agency.
mrm ~ 2 839 speed and having the

employar pay for hodpitalization makes
wew| 5

Probesters rights
Hiring nfe M provisios

Madk US4 Wopraviien

[T

worse,” b sabd.
T i sod otbe bnloem s

abhyista ary upset that e urdl

mance would Tedqire s bogly

bu
4 ho
LI ci
4

) Mo provision Relaiers cansot

he employer go out of busincss, § 10/hr
makes the Cadillac dealers rich, and when
nobody really works at baking the bread
people go hungry and cry m_ore Instsad of
work? Where does it end?

In my wgckend job pecple

Ingire int worieey” go at B3N speed, T ifile wre 4 eeccutives
& Sipution stes) on this, they'll cure the problem. TIf
Predalory priieq W3 provisien mmw not, I invite people to court on

Equal Work for Equal Pay

St l T A

In order to compete with foreign products

and remain a top couwtry we don't need Burke's
" 40% of goods sold must be made in the US .
In order tro retain LTFE we don,t need for the
amployer to pay our hospitalization. Solution
with example:

LLIONAIRRE
Gw‘;gnnt‘:lnzgns x § I.:SUL; stlii:m:i‘:uou.
wn corporations, thus te
F o ks 6 9o to hell,.. we suckers can then
our own hodpitalization and BE our u\ff &
lapitalization corporaticn. ({This involves tha
tizens of 4 congressional districgs,
Congressmen as a private poarl of Directors,

Tn Chisago minority contractors

want a guota percentage of jobs. C'mon,
instead roll up your sleeves, pool money,

Get Organized the right way, make bids,...and
such a grouwp Will win the bid

‘Rzeuse me,
forgat wo're in Chicago, and

Comment

Response

13

Please see topical responses L-1 and M-1.

Aldermen Williem Besvers (7th)
‘and Danny Sotis (25th)
Tha vasions
 tarti divarting the business
m«.—. f o the eestral
i matter, 3 ¥ -

i hul,” Kate eomplaised. %mﬁnpﬂd‘?u Enver
“There s pothing redesming sbout  wast to your strategy.”
thase ordinanees.” m said r Da-

Btk eaid wuthers zeed the ley s done litte for or asminst
wage pastantes, ssd et g 1o
n 5 hew il ures de-
3 welop. In July, Daley waid
" Finance Commilien, setiing wagn standanis for retsilers
which would bold bearings on both  but he criticized the “buy Amesi-
- -

erinna. e clusse. FoRGET %Aq.
An wiorouy. Burke uad be oge. Lant week -w!-_m T
comm rule ‘offif bl i e no
m&"ﬂﬁr it om Dy vew:

Chicago 15 Heady for Reform. Get into Reform,
not trying to get on the Daley Bread Traln.

Are we talking FULL EMPLOYMENT (aT biving Wage
done CAPITALISTICALLY
Now do we achieve Full Eaployment?

By recycling Alan Greenspan's brain and
his dedication to makéng the rich richer
byzokbing the peor by Legalized Thiewvery

hnd it'll get worse.

In writing to Michigan Congreemen (15) P
all T ask is that they produce a worldwide 13
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SAFETYMOBTLE with an Assembly Line from
Detroit to the Illinois Indiana border. Den't
enter Chicago where City Hall can get their
paws on it as a Bonanza.

Ya knock ocut the 0O'Hare expansion Bonanza
by outlawing trips under.700 miles, thus
ending congestion. ~PEips under 700 mi jes

would be done better by 186 mile per hour T"W-f

(alow, compared to Japan and Europe) on or

Mlong the medians of our great Interstate Highway
Iyatom,

* Simple ech?
On ENERGY  forget gasoline/oil for cars, ya
utilize altchate forms of energy an the
Michigan/Indiana border at Lake Michigan.....

just a few miles from the summer home of King Iuchar:?

Hoyah Hoyah. ..a Niagara Falls, tidal powor,
Windmill power (Michigan Dutchmen), Solar Power.

Ho more wars for oil, no morekilling of 1,004
Ancrican soldiers as a frec security force for the

United States of 0il.
They want DemocraCY FOR Iraq?!f

How about demccracy for Chicago’

Oh LOrd, free us from the chains of
Oligarchy in which Daley is owned by
the Fat Cats on Yachts§,

The Fat Cats are 10% of the population

The Yuppies are 20 % , and we are the
Bott T0%.

o Now tell me: How, in a Democracy,
can 108 own 70 | Why is the tail wagging the

Bacause We're tofstupid to Get Organized.. We

dog.
lat the 108 Divide and Conguer by
- letting thea flash RACE on TV when
the h _sat gets on them
- next, the goverment wants te ald
churches. You have not been in a

brawl until you get into 1st Amend-

ment brawls like I've besn in. So,
they'll have us focus on religion
instead of nailing them,

- Bocial Security Privatizat_don,

If you invest in Wall Street instead)

wf investing in your own

Group Mil| fomairre unit you deserve

poverty.

- Bush's revision of taxation., Well,
Common Sense sez that if there is
Full Employmnet at a Living Wage an
no loafing by City Workers, thaere
is then no tax needed to support
bureaucries, the present bureaucrat
instead would be doing PRODUCTIVE
work.

- Casinos. With Soc Sec & tax savings

more suckers will go te Casinos. I
was at those on the Indiana side
the border. The losers/suckers

appearance was pathetic, I regard
Casino promoters as the scem of the

Imagine, Pat Cats p_reying

eity.
on the desperate. and dumb
N P *  ARD
we're told its a benefit to the
citizenry. Thats GALL,

Solutionto many problems: Divide the
city into its 77 neighborhoods, make
them 77 towns, each Alderman can be

Ma .
& Wa¥or. 11 Daley to RETIRE.
Now I will again state the 28th Amendment

Every parson shall aat.

No person shall be told to go home te
die due to lack of medical care/hospital
ization insurance.

These RIGHTS shall be achieved
CAPITALISTICALLY
thru a NATIONAL POLICY of
FULL EMPLOYMENT,
full employment to also be national policys

Tell me: Doesn't that jell well with the goals
of Aldarman Moore and Alderman Burke?

7

d

]

of|

J dissolve that Duma.

In my original draft of this letter
I cited

3 Grave Errors in Living Wage Plan
and items related to Moore/Burke.

b~ raising the wage to about $ 10 per hour
would have to be tied to Productivity. Ya
can't have loafers slide and be paid the same
a8 the guy working his butt off.

In my job,
they'll try paying according to merit,, but
that won't work because its Subjective
ovaluation. Ya need an OBJECTIVE piecework
standard,
1= Requiring the mercha.is te fill 90%
of their jobs using referralf FROM COMMUNITY
ORGANIZATIONS.

Ha ha hah har hoho haaaa.

0 some guy taking NO RISK can
th a kickback from a kickback to someonc
else,

Look, the job of Garbage Collector
paying § 25 per hour is gotten for $200.
aue", I,m told "you have to know the
right puoplf"

This 90% proposal is so goofy the ledera
court would throw it out and call for an
investigation of the City Council, maybe

i~ hequiring a store's goods to be at least 40%
Amorican made..
¥'know, 1 was schooled to be
anti Big Businese, BUT this is America, we
have froe enterprise, net state run
co operatives,
T offer a 2 step oxplanation, using
WalMart as primary example, , and coming
right back to the GROUP MILLIGNAIRRE concept.
{1 saw Burke and Daley
SAVE the vote for the second
WalMart. These 2 guys moved
faster than Tinkers to Evers to
Chance WalMart wasn'i bottled.).

Instead of latting the 5 WalMart Waltons haul
the money OUT of town (all 5 are mu_muugsg
ya keep it IN town, and the employces’
compansation toward a Living Wage gets enhanced
by the fact they own a piece of the store

(by WORKING, not by scme socialistic stunt)
Ready?

800 guys times § 1,250 = Group Millionalrm
It takes § 20 milllon to open a WalMart
S0 16,000 guys times § 1,250 = the $20 millice

Simple eh?
Don't tell me dat da Shikage CityHall
can't organze 16,000 people.

't tell dat da "poor™ people can'lL
afford to participate. Bhow me one who doesn't
have a :?11 phone . How much does that cost
par year. And there are plenty of cars on the
West Side..

You might say " Nobody can compote with
WalMart because® they have such favorable
arrangesents with suppliers of merchandise.

Answer: In a US economy striving for
FULL EMPLOYMENRT CAPITALISTICALLY, all
va do {its beautifully simple) is form
Group Millionaire companies te preduce the
prodiucts in America.

If America does this, the price of
articles in China must rise, so we'd get a
dazpble Good Effect.

Switch keys to McDonalds. somhau'sgru
exampt  from anything uncomfortable to them?

All my commentary on the 28th Amondment and
LIFE/Bealth revolves arcuind L A B O R,
McDonalds for a lokg time was granted the Ok to
pay sub-minimum wage.

The way to cure McDonalds is for the achools
te teach Chickenology from A te 2, then
parents and taxpayers could OWN the restaurant
and thus lower their prooperty tax burden
s=2::45 - 48% of the property tax dollar
goes for that public school Bonanza. According
to the Dec 15 Times, the system is impgroved,
but if I had a kid in it 1I'd be raging mad

Comment
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and making more noise than anyone alse.
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Ald Burke 8 Daley are whizzes on the budget.
So howocum they can't figure out that if you
pour water (tax money) into a bathtub which
has the plug stolen, ees.well, Burke &
Daley assuse the public is s tranguilized
they can't grasp the City Hall systes
which is
ya stay in power witheut having to
pay a cent in campaign fees by "nat
understanding” that programs such as
Hired Trucks bleed the system.....guys like
hired truckers will even go to cemeteries to
get votes for the incusbents in order to
perpetuate their Bonanzaf
Chicago IS Ready For Reform. The
€ity Council has to think in terms of whaT I8
best for the pecple and ACT aS A REAL
REPRESENTRTIVE  Body.
The STRESS of
worrying about making ends meet is killing peolt,

Forcing the heafth insurance issue

Inchats the systems 1

~too negligent to do Preventative

Medicine checkups €A

~too peor to get such Prevoentative
Medicine checkups, .

In any medical plan ya gotta get. rid of the
graedy leaches, such as Malpractice Insurers,
who cost, Wow,..are they causing a doubling of
a via it to the. doc.! Continuing.,.if the
cos .t of a Medicare patient can be thus halved,
wouldn't that be a way of unburdening the
Social Security Trust Fund?  Sure. Abii

I publicly thank the Veterans Administration
Hospital at Hines Tllinois and oy private
doctor (Medicare) for giving me my sonse of
SECURITY . {And I earned it,), Sho_uldn't
every American hava the same Sccurity?....
especially when ha drops to the street, can't
breathe, and is wondering where to tall the
a.mbulance crew to také instead of to the morgues,

At Lhaflntl's nrgasisstion, health
i have risen 31 farosnt,

Just as we are required
by lean e sy auaten
insurance, we should be

Please lock at CINDY RICHARDS comsmentary

in f¢  yniversal Health Insurance..

Whereas I suggest that the pool of
participants in a Group cCapitalias
hospitalization ¥ 4 |
districtg ... ... about 2,800,000 peopla oF
the almost sxact size of Chicago ...
Governor Blacojevich wants the pool to
consist of all 19 Congressional districts
in Tllineis,, jabout ,over 12,000,000

le. =
paop® Thore are pros and cons either way.
1'11 yield to the Governor.

Lonal

- 1f he can get
Universal Health Insurance, CAPITALISTICALLY,
passed in Tllirois and get somathing like the
28th Amendment wia Illinois 19 Congressmen
he's President of the Unitled States, no
Euthanasia in America,

1'11 close byshowing that Universal health
care could very economically cut medical
costs:

it takes about 8 years for colon
cancer to develop. 1f a person has a
eolonoacopy every 8 years (% 1,500.)
h2 or she doesn't die of colon cancer.
$1500 is cheapor than death by cancer.

g polnt for what cuuld be & -
Iutionary wywtem. Until then, he
sald, the debate ls lmportant.

The way to get a 28th Asondment thru Congress
is difficult, but former Congressman Blagojevich
can advise.

for Background lot me chart a
CENTRIST Congress which can be
Common Sense  Bi-Partisan when it comes

to matters of LIFE or Doath (Health (.'an.-}

———— e
683 centrist

16% libaral 168
left Dreamers, ¢2n-'v.:‘yaﬂ$§_'
socia_listic
minded, who'll flunkies of
accomplish greedy Fat

nothing, 1905-6 Cats on Yacht
The Centrist is
a Demograt or
‘Repub_lican who
can compromise to
get LIFE Health
Carc for citisens,
CAPITA_LISTICALLY, b
tohru | Full Employ-

ment at a Living

|‘“w“ this is true

| AMERICANISH. | !

As in 1939 [a full orchestra and chorus
backed Kate Smith's rousing remdition of
GOD BLESS AMERICA} . lets

Evary person shall eat.

Ho person shall be told to go home to die
due to lack of medical care/hospitalization
insurance.

These RIGHTS shall be achieved
CAPITALISTIC LY
thru a NATIONAL POLICY of
FULL EMPLOYMHENT,

full employment to be a5.. patienal poliey.

I read obituarios of people dying of
colon cancer,. The conclusion I make is that
they were either
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Please see topical response M-2.

ClLewis@conescodoka.com To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
02/18/2005 11:44 AM o
bee

Subject O'Hare Modernization Program

Mr. Mike MacMullen,

I am writing to give my support to the O‘'Hare Modernization Program. I use
O‘Hare airport at lest once a month and always have delays. I believe it is
very important to Chicago and to air travel in the US that this project
proceeds.

Chris Lewis

300 Neorth State St
#2533

Chicago
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July 2005



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses E-1 and E-2.

2 Please see topical responses D-1 and D-3.
.
3 Please see topical responses A-1 and M-1.
<mmll5£:al::.lrllféliamm> ¥o AL DEEDAALENREM 4 Please see topical response E-2.
02H13:2005.06:1:7 AM hcc 5 Please see topical responses D-1 and E-2.
cC

Subject O'Hare Airport Expansion and Environmental Impact

Dear Mr. McMullen:

I am a resident in Park Ridge and was provided you name by one of our
Alderman. I am writing to you about my concerns over the environmental
impact of O'Hare airport operations and the probable reality of even
greater environmental harm caused by its expansion.

It seems to me that through all of the debate on O'Hare what gets lost
is the very real and blatant negative environmental impact which O'hare
operations have on the surrounding community. The amount of air
pollutants dumped within the local community by the operations is well 1
documented. It does not matter whether you are pro or con O'Hare, even 1
a third grader can see that pecllutants are dumped into the environment.

As troubling as the air pollution is the noise pollution. Again, the
facts are obvious as the need to "soundproof" homes, schools and other
buildings makes it clear that there is noise pollution of unacceptable
levels.

{(While soundproofing of buildings has some benefit, it is simply a
small band-aid on a gaping wound. We cannot ignore the reality that we
are condemning people to a life indoors and take away the ability to
enjoy peace and guiet outdoors. Seniors cannot take quiet strolls
along a stree; kids cannot play and talk at a park without being
subject to noise pollution. In addition to the indrease in stress
levels, we prevent kids from opening windows on a warm spring day and
instead have created a situation where we need to use more energy and
create more pollution by using air conditicners.)

]

ignore these issues and focus solely on "convenience", "flight
timeliness”, and "economic engines". Of course, no where in those
descriptions is there the concept of "focus on quality of life" for the
citizens of the surrounding community who are day in and day out
adversely impacted by O'Hare operations.

I would submit that a large part of this problem is that we do not
challenge ourselves te solve the air and noise pollution problem and
make that a condition precedent to any expansion. How come with all of
our intelligence and technology abilities we do not first solve that
problem and then expansion is a no brainer.

Unfortunately, I suspect the answer is "money" and the lack of courage
of people in control to stand up to the airlines and make that demand.
We choose in favor of allowing airlines to make more money at the
sacrifice of the health of the surrounding community.

I would sincerely hope that the FAA would not only have the courage but
would be innovative and "outside the box" thinker and make as a
condition precedent that before any expansion is allowed, the operators
of O'Hare provide that the air and noise pollution will not only not
increase, but will be lowered.

It seems to me that the majority of the players in the O'Hare expansion |
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Thanks .

Robert L. Pattulle, Jr.
129 N. Elmore
Park Ridge, IL. 60068
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. .
050219_01
"Roger Clark” To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<rogerclark@kdsi.net>
02/19/2005 03:43 PM N

bee
Subject DEIS O'Hare modernization project

Mr Mike MacMullen

FAA

I think it is important to include passenger rail in an intermodal facility r
for the O'Hare modernization project.

Roger E Clark

PO Box 1B9

Grand Island, NE 68802
Phone 308 381-0185
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"Mary Romano" To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<palermo114@hotmail.com>
02/20/2005 09:37 PM e

bee

Subject My support of the O'hare Expansion Project

Hello my name is Mary Romano and I fully support the O'hare expansion project because [ am a
frequent traveler and am glad to hear that it will create so many new job opportunities, ect. My
family and I live in Dupage county and unfortunately will not be able to attend any of the forums
scheduled but would like to be included in the debate over being for the project. Our address is
184 Seneca Trail Bloomingdale, 11. 60108

Also I am responding for my aunt Helen Andoilino who also supports the project. She also is a
frequent travelver and is happy how many jobs it will create, etc. Her address is 1444 James
Court Elk Grove Village, 11

Comment
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Please see topical response M-2.
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050221_01

“Mary Romano” To 9-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
<palermo114@hotmail.com>

02/21/2005 03:21 PM o

bee
Subject My support of the O'hare Modernization Expansion Project

Hello my name is Mary Romano and my family and [ fully suipport the above mentioned. We
will not be able to attend the form but would like to be included in the support of the project.
Our address is 184 Seneca Trail in Bloomingdale 60108. We are frequent travelers that utilzie
O'hare (@ least 2 or 3 times a year to travel to Italy and to FLorida just to name a few locations.
Please do not hesitate to contact me (@ 1-630-542-0233 on my cell.

Also please accept the support of my aunt Helen Andolino who is currently in Florida. She and

her husband Steve support it 100%. They are long time residents of Elk Groive and live @ 1444 1
James Ct. '
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[05022 1_02

SConibear@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGL/IFAA@FAA
02/21/2005 07:45 PM ot
bee

Subject O'hare expansion

Dear Mike McMullen:

Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimeny by e-mail concerning the expansion of O'Hare Airport.
My name is Shirley Conibear. | live in Barrington Hills and work in Chicago. | am a frequent user of the
airport for both business and pleasure. | am strongly in favor of expanding O'Hare's run ways.

If O'Hare doesn't keep up with the needs of the people who use it, our region will be passed over and the
economy here will suffer. In my business, if | don't modernize and grow, my competition will over take me.
The same thing is true of O'Hare,

Thank you.
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1
51050221_03
Jose Padilla To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGL/FAA@FAA
<padilla@iit.edu>
02/21/2005 10:55 AM .

bee
Subject Slot for Testimony on O'Hare Modernization

Mr. MacMullen:

I represent Illinois Institute of Technolegy and would like to testify at
the public hearing on Tuesday, Feb. 22nd in Elk Grove Village. I am
seeking a slot between 2:00 and 4:00 p.m.

Please feel free to contact me at (o) 212-567-8821 or (c) 202-255-1156.
Thanks.
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lo: FAA February 22, 2005
: O'Hare Expansion

[ vigorously oppose the proposed O'Hare Airport Expansion for the following reasons:

1) Increased noise and air pollution. I live less than 3/4ths of a mile from the end of
the proposed Southern Runway. At this time my family experiences little airplane
noise, we are situated west of the sw/ne runway and south of the w/e runway.
However with the proposed south runway airplanes will be flying directly over
my property very low to the ground increasing noise and air pollution,

2) B of the frequency and the closeness of the air path my family will be at
risk of crashes and debris dumps.

3) Ground traffic will be increased to the point of total gridlock in my neighborhood.
Traffic is already horrendous and doubling the traffic around the airport will
increase the pollution and reduce the safety of the neighborhood.

4) The cost of the expansion projected by the City of Chicago is farcical. The
scandal ridden, corruption ridden, and crime ridden city leaders could not build a
park (Millennium), an empty space, for less than three times the budget and years
behind schedule. How is this same group going to reconstruct an airport that will
be operating at full tilt in the time frame and proposed ridiculously low ball
budget ?

5) There are workable and reasonable regional transportation plans that would
alleviate O'Hare delays (except those caused by bad weather which the proposed
Daley plan would not alleviate either). These plans which include better use of
surrounding airports, improved arrival and departure schedules, and possibly a
third airport and high speed rail. The area does not need the Daley "political
solution" to a regional transportation problem.

6) In this day of terrorism would it not make more sense to spread out the airport
capacity so that a single act of terror doesn't take out the entire system.

I could go on but I am sick and tired of defending the quiet enjoyment of my home,
neighborhood, and community against a mayor, who bull dozes airports in the middle
of the night, of county board members, who debate garage sizes-radio towers in their
neighborhoods but sell-out the Northeastern quadrant of their constituency to a
devastating, costly, and unnecessary political sham. And how could I forget those
politicians, government hacks, newspaper editorialists, and poor businesspeople
(none of whom live anywhere near the airport) who call us obstructionists for
opposing the destruction of our communities!

The proposed O'Hare expansion will be too costly; too long in building; too polluting
and in the end will not solve the regional transportation needs of the greater Chicago
region. We residents of the area will not surrender our lives, homes, property,
neighborhoods, and communities to greed, incompetence, and corruption.

1 thank anyone who reads this plea.
Sincerely,

=
éZesF.DQW
Bensenville, Il 60106.
§02 w uoos
LBo- ?&’5'55}?
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Please see topical responses E-3 and K-2.

Please see topical response F-5.

Please see topical response L-1.

Please see topical responses B-2 and F-2.

Please see topical response B-2.
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Please see topical responses B-1, B-4, D-1 and E-2.
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IName; resiaence: Ross Ruthenberg, 433 N. Ash, Wood Dale, IL. 2/22/05

I. O’'Hare's expansion proposal will, upon approval, subject Wood Dale residents
to unprecedented noise levels, including levels just short of 65dB DNL in large
areas, such as those south of Irving Park Rd.

QUESTIONS:

1) Why does the FAA and EPA attempt to deceive Wood Dale residents by
publishing noise contours that only go as low as 65dB DNL, when it is well
known that levels substantially less than that are extremely noisy?

2) Why will the FAA and EPA not force O’Hare to provide noise-proofing
for all these residences, say down to 55 dB DNL?

3) Why do the FAA and EPA allow O'Hare to arbitrarily exclude multi-
family residences in their noise-proofing program? Wood Dale has substantial
multi-family facilities e.g. Georgetown area?

II. There appears to be large parallels between the current state of affairs of the
FAA and EPA, with those of the FDA (VIOXX, etc). The FDA supports their
client, the pharmaceutical companies, the EPA supports “big business” and the
FAA supports the airline/ airport industry, all proclaiming generally that their
“hands are tied” when it comes to protecting tl?e public.

QUESTIONS:

1) Why does the EPA, the Environmental Protection Agency, not have the
prime responsibility for this Environmental Impact Statement, instead of the air-
industry-biased FAA?

2) Will the FAA and EPA protect Wood Dale from Chicago/O'Hare
operational expansions beyond those levels used to create the future projected
noise contours presented in the DEIS?

3) If the FAA and EPA stipulate that they do not have the authority to so
protect us, then how can they have the authority to approve such an unlimited
proposal and resulting assault on Wood Dale and other communities?

4) If the authority to approve exists, but not to protect, then why is there no
independent Public Protection Oversight Board in place for this proceeding, as
will soon be the case for the FDA?

I demand that such Board be officially put into place before any ROD, with
membership and powers appropriate to protect Wood Dale and other citizens.
Thank You

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses D-1, D-2, D-3 and D-5.
2 Please see topical responses A-1 and D-3.

The FAA notes the opinions of the commenter with regard
to the responsibilities of the FAA and EPA.

The FAA also notes that both the USEPA and IEPA served
as cooperating agencies on this EIS. The FAA worked with
both agencies to ensure that their issues were addressed to
their satisfaction in the EIS. The FAA refers the commenter
to the USEPA’s and IEPA’s comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, see page U.2-11 and page
U.3-5 of this appendix.
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S C | t U B Inc. 6033 North Milwaukee Ave Chicago, IL 60646 773/631 0400 fax 631 0803

February 22, 2005

Re: FAA Hearing O'Hare modernization

As a representative of SCRUB, INC., we strongly support the O'Hare modernization
plan.

As a service provider to the City of Chicago and most of the airlines including United
Airlines at O’Hare, we by the nature of our services would see a dramatic impact
specifically on lower income families living in Chicago and the Chicago metropolitan
region.

Custodial as well as aircraft cabin cleaning pay scales are traditionally towards the low
end. Most often these positions are more atiractive to low skilled and/or non English
speaking workers because there is a limited need for both skills and communication in
these functi Skills required to perform these services can be acquired through [ ]
relatively simple means, much of which is on-the-job training.

These same families are most often utilizing public transportation instead of cars. This is
mainly because:

* public transportation is cheaper
» they can not afford their own car and insurance
* they have not had the ability to learn how to drive

Changes in O'Hare will impact these families the most. Reduced services because of
reduced traffic through this airport will cause the job market to shrink. For SCRUB, INC,
it would not only impact our presence at O’Hare but also in the hospitality arena, since
much of our services are tied to the local hotel industry, as well.

hat O’Hare’s modernization plan move forward. Not doing so would be
for many lower income families in Chicago as well as the entire region.

T VI

Director Business Development & Airport Sales

SCRUB, INC. AIRCHECK, INC. SCRUB LAUNDRY SERVICES, INC.
773-908-0193

PROFESSIONAL BUILDING SERVICES
hospitals / hotels / motels |/ banks [ airports [ office buildings | industrial plants [
commercial faciities / janitor service / office cleaning / window cleaning |
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TESTIMONY OF
JOSE D. PADILLA
DIRECTOR OF FEDERAL GOVERNMENT RELATIONS
ILLINOIS INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
IN SUPPORT OF O’HARE MODERNIZATION PROGRAM

February 22, 2005
Dear Mr. Hearing Officer:

I am Jose Padilla and am the Director of Federal Government Relations at Illinois
Institute of Technology (“IIT”). 1 greatly appreciate this opportunity to express IIT’s
strong support for the O’Hare Modernization Program.

IIT is a private research and Ph.D.- granting university over one-hundred years old. It
has five campuses in Chicago-land. Our main campus is located in the Bronzeville area
of Chicago, along South State Street. It downtown campus is located in the heart of
downtown Chicago and houses our nationally recognized schools of law, business and
public administration. IIT offers thirty-eight (38) different undergraduate programs and
fifty (50) different graduate programs. IIT has 6,378 students, most of whom are at IIT’s

main campus.

IIT’s mission is to educate people from all countries for complex roles in a changing
technological world. And IIT puts “its money where its mouth is,” in implementing this
mission. Twenty-one percent (21%) of IIT’s student body is from outside Illinois.
Thirty-one percent (31%) of the student body is from outside the United States. The
American students come from all fifty (50) states. The international students are from
over one-hundred different countries. More than one-thousand are from India and
Pakistan. Almost five hundred are from China, South Korea and Taiwan combined.

Response to Comments U.10-205 July 2005
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2 Please see topical response M-2.

For most of these out-of-state and international students, O’Hare Airport is their first real
contact with Chicago or the United States. At O'Hare, the immigration, customs and
City of Chicago employees are often the first faces our international students associate
with America. The movement of thousands of fliers a day is often their first impression
of how advanced and efficient American transportation and commerce can be. And for
all of our students from outside Illinois, O’Hare is their gateway home during semester
breaks and after they’ve completed their studies.

IIT therefore depends on a modern and efficiently functioning O’Hare Airport to continue
its mission of educating students from all over the United States and the world. An
airport with delays, congestion and decaying infrastructure would only serve as a
disincentive to foreign and out of state students who wish to come to Chicago and attend
IIT. And it would only prolong and complicate the arduous journeys many of these
students undertake to come to the United States and study at our university.

X

For that reason, IIT and its community of students, faculty and staff express their strong

support for the modernization of O’Hare Airport.

Thank you Mr. Hearing Officer. Without objection, I would like to submit my written

statement into the record as if given.

Jose D. Padilla

Director of Federal Government Relations
Illinois Institute of Technology.

(0) 312-567-8821

(E-mail) padilla@iit.edu
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: 2 Please see topical responses C-1 and M-2.

O’Hare Impact Hearing — February 22, 2005

Linda Liles Ballantine
Executive Director
Rolling Meadows Chamber of Ci ce

The Rolling Meadows Chamber of Commerce continues to support the modemization of O'Hare
International Airport for the following reasons:

1. Close proximity to O’Hare

* Many businesses choose to relocate to our community located nine miles from
O’Hare.

e Having O’Hare so close is a great benefit to our businesses — not only for their
customers/clients and employees but for shipping and receiving purposes as well.

2. Fosters Regional and State Economic Development
* Through job creations and business attraction, expansion and retention for Illinois
and the region.

* Increased world trade opportunities for businesses. Our community is home to
the IBC (International Business Center) that promotes expansion of International 1
Trade.

Summary

Our concerns remain that O’Hare, in it’s current state, continues to experience long delays
resulting in flight cancellations, lost work and leisure time, missed connections, late cargo/freight
shipments, unexpected out-of-pocket costs/expenses and stressed out passengers (employees,
customers and residents alike). O’Hare is no longer conducive to the growing demands of our
region.
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Surre 3950 ease see topical response G-1.
1 Bank O Praza, MC 0518 3 Please see topical response C-1.
CHicaco, ILLiNois 60670 f
o 4 Please see topical response M-2.
February 22, 2005 5 Please see topical response A-2.
Mr. Michael W. MacMullen
Airports Envi I Program M
Federal Aviation Administration
Chicago Airports District Office
2300 Devon Avenue
Des Plaines, IL 60018
Dear Mr. MacMullen:
1 am writing in support of the O"Hare Modemization Program, which is being reviewed by the Federal
Aviation Admini ion. Asa ber and former Chairman of the Civic Committee of The Commercial
Club of Chicago, which represents the senior executives of leading corporations, businesses, and
professional firms in the Chicago region, we have long advocated expanding and modemizing O'Hare.

O’Hare Airport is the world's busiest airport and a crucial hub in the nation’s aviation system. The

airport is also the economic engine for the Chicago region, generating over $38 billion in economic

activity and over 450,000 jobs. O’'Hare’s breadth and depth of service and its economic impact are

beneficial to businesses and the general public alike. The airport is a major factor in why my former

company (Bank One) is located in the Chicago region. E|

However, 0'Hare and the people who use it have become increasing burdened by congestion, and the
flight delays are only projected to worsen in the future. The time for action to remedy the problems at
O’Hare is long overdue, and the entire national aviation system is suffering the consequences as a result. EI

The O"Hare Modernization Program submitted by the City of Chicago would dramatically reduce

congestion and increase safety at the airport. It also would provide needed capacity for additional flights

around the country and the world. Given these benefits, 0’Hare modernization enjoys overwhelming

support from the Illinois business community and the general public throughout the Chicago region. Itis

supported by Governor Blagojevich, a bi-partisan majority of the lllinois legislature, 130 suburban

mayors, and the DuPage County Board - a former opponent of the project. D

The FAA has released its Draft Environmental Impact Statement for 0'Hare modernization. The review
validates O"Hare's importance to the Chicago region and the nation and indicates that there are no major
envi | impacts ing from the modemization project. | respectfully request that the FAA |
pp the O'Hare Modernization Program as quickly as possible so that construction can begin on this E]
critical project.

Yours sincerely,

T T e

RLT/jh
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Ilinois Tool Works Inc.

3600 West Lake Avenue 1 Please see topical response M-2.
Chiaf Executive Officer Glenview, llinois 60026-1216 -
Telaphone B47,657.4035 2 Please see topical response G-1.
Facsimile 847 657,4392 "
3 Please see topical response G-4.
4 Please see topical response C-1.
CORRECTED VERSION 5 Please see topical response M-2.
February 22, 2005
Mr. Michael W, MacMullen o \
Airports Environmental Program Manager : 24 1083 \
Federal Aviation Administration Reer: =
Chicago Airports District Office ,/_/k

2300 Devon Ave. \py_——
Des Plaines, 1L 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

On behalf of Ilinois Tool Works Inc. (ITW), | am writing in support of the O'Hare
Modemization Program, which is being reviewed by the Federal Aviation Administration.
Glenview, Illinois is the home of ITW’s global headquarters and northern [llinois is home to
the largest concentration of our domestic operations. ITW operates over 600 manufacturing
facilities in some forty-five countries. During 2004, ITW’s North American employees
purchased nearly 88,000 airline tickets and traveled nearly 105 million miles, While many
Chicago residents may know ITW as the acronym for Illinois Tools Works, our internal
acronym is “I Travel Willingly.” Nearly all of this travel is impacted directly or indirectly
by O'Hare’s operations. Hence, we have long advocated the expansion and modemization
of O'Hare.

The airport is also the economic engine for the Chicago region, generating over $38 billion
in economic activity and over 450,000 direct and indirect jobs. O'Hare's breadth and depth of
service and its economic impact are beneficial to businesses and the general public alike.

The airport’s expansion will result in property taking, both from local residents and of
businesses. While no one wants to leave a home where they have raised a family or a
building, including ITW Medalist, where machinery has created a rhythm over the last
several decades, change is inevitable. The City’s purchase offers appear reasonable and
cognizant of the history tied to these buildings.

However, O'Hare and the people who use it have become increasing burdened by
congestion, and the flight delays are only projected to worsen in the future. Last year, for
example, I can count on one hand the number of times my flights from the east coast were
not delayed. The time for action to remedy the problems at O'Hare is long overdue, and the
entire national aviation system is suffering the consequences.

The O'Hare Modernization Program submitted by the City of Chicago would dramatically
reduce congestion and increase safety at the airport. It also would provide needed capacity
for additional flights around the country and the world. Given these benefits, O'Hare
modernization enjoys overwhelming support from business travelers and the general public
who have experienced ground stops and other delays leading to missed connections because
of congestion or weather delays at O"Hare.

O'Hare Airport is the world's busiest airport and a crucial hub in the nation's aviation system. I
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Mr. Michael W. MacMullen
February 22, 2005
Page two.

The FAA has released its Draft Environmental Impact Statement for O'Hare modernization.
The review validates O'Hare's importance to the Chicago region and the nation and
indicates that there are no major environmental impacts stemming from the modernization
project. I respectfully request that the FAA approve the O'Hare Modernization Program as
quickly as possible so that construction can begin on this critical project.

Sincerely,
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tip1314@comcast.net To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA

02/22/2005 07:57 AM cc

bee
Subject O'Hare Expansion

My family and 1 support the O'Hare Expansion. l |1_

T. Pery

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.
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"Del Preto, Joseph"
<JDelpreto@universalaccess.
net>

02/22/2005 09:18 AM

To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
cc
bee

Subject ©O'Hare Modernization Program

| support the 0'Hare Modernization Program. ||1 |

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.
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“Maria Wanamaker" To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<maria.wanamaker@cityofchi

cago.org> cc

02/22/2005 10:42 AM bee

Subject | support the O'Hare Modernization Program.

I support the O'Hare Modernization Program.l 1

This e-mail, and any attachments therete, ie intended only for use

by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally privileged
and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient
of this e-mail (or the person responsible for delivering this document
to the intended recipient), you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, printing or copying of this e-mail, and any
attachment thereto, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
e-mail in error, please respond to the individual sending the message,
and permanently delete the original and any copy of any e-mail

and printout thereof.
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Robert G. Dostal
326 Douglass St.

Iowa City, IA 52246
February 22, 2005

Mr. Mike MacMullen

Federal Avaition Administration
2300 E. Devon Ave.

Des Plaines, IL 60018

RE: 0'Hare modernizatfion, per enclosed

Dear Hr: MacMullen:

Over the last 40 years, Chicago's 0'Hare airport has grown from a traveler
friendly aviation facility to an intractable maze. Eight years ago, I said
enough is enough of cancelled and delayed flights, uncomfortable planes,
sprawling noisy airports, missed flights because of airport size, and
screaming metal detectors. I now depend on Amtrak for my long distance travel
needs. It would make more sense if 0'Hare were reserved for international
flights and the billions envisioned for its modernization spent on high speed
rail development, which would include an O'Hare connection. [:]

Very truly yours

/’,_z/‘/f_a 4
lo ./, ol L

Robert G. Dostal
encl. 1

cc: Sen. Grassley
Sen. Harkin
Rep. Leach
Ia. Assoc. of RR Pass.
Midwest HSR Assoc.
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Imagine Seamless connections between trains, planes and buses,
all under one roof,

.
o3 O »
Imagine
ter] * Imagine A strong and vibrant O"Hare, linking the entire Midwest
to international markets,

Mow Stop dreaming and help make it a reality,

Chicago is planning a multi-billion
dollar upgrade of the runways and

terminal facilities at O'Hare airport.

Trains and buses can be used to
strengthen O'Hare's role as an
international gateway -- If a well-
designed intermodal facility is
included in the plans,

You can influence the process by
commenting on the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement,

For more information go to:

www.oharedirect.org

Response to Comments U.10-217
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Action Alert

The Federal Aviation Administration is accepting comments on the
Draft Envi ntal Impact S [DEIS) for the O'Hare
Modernization Project,

MIDWEST
TG SPEED BAIL
ASSOCIATION

] Advacating for fast, frequent and dependable railroad service
Please attend one of the public hearings or submit written connecting the entire Midwest
comments. Ask that a true intermodal facility be included in the

Become a member at www.midwesthsr.org,
plans.

Public hearings will be held from 2:00 to :00 pm on:

Tuesday, February 22, Eik Grove Village, IL Midwest High Speed Rail Association FIRST CLASS
Wednesday, February 23, Elmhurst, IL P.0. Box 805877 us. ';E'SDHGE
Thursday, February 24, Niles, IL Chicago, IL 60680 CHICAGO, IL
.. > L PERMIT # 5612
Written comments can be sent by March 23 to: Fresorl
Mr. Mike MacMullen
Federal Aviation Administration
2300 E. Devon Ave.
DR Rotie: W ool L P P P YO 9 Y 1 PP PR T Y
o h | BLO***xsxxsxAUTOS*NIXED AADC bOB
email: ompeis@ faa.gov Robert Dastal
This is a project of national significance, Your comments are 326 Douglas St
relevant no matter where you live. lowa City 1A 52246-5408 5
6

Call 773-334-6758 or go to
www.oharedirect.org for more information,

Reminder: Our next meeting is on Saturday, March 19 in Chicago.
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2 Please see topical responsex C-1 and C-4.

TESTIMONY OF COMMISSIONER JOHN ROBERSON
CITY OF CHICAGO, DEPATMENT OF AVIATION
February 22, 2005

As the Commissioner of the City of Chicago's Department of Aviation, | have
responsibility for the management of O'Hare and Midway International Airports.
O'Hare remains the world's busiest airport, and Midway remains one of the
fastest growing airports in the country.

Chicago is at the center of our national aviation system, and O'Hare truly serves
the nation. The airport handled nearly 76 million passengers and more flights T
last year than at any other time in its history. (—

We strive to provide all of our passengers with a smooth and efficient travel
experience, but that is not possible when they experience overwhelming
frustration with delays. | am sorry to say that in 2004 O'Hare had the worst on-
time performance among our nation’s major airports. Furthermore, delays cost
money—$370 million each year for the airlines at O'Hare alone and an additional
$380 million for travelers across the nation.

Last year, US Department of Transportation Secretary Norman Mineta and FAA
Administrator Marion Blakey singled out O'Hare as a bottleneck for the national
aviation system. As we are all aware, they have obtained voluntary flight
reductions from the airlines to reduce delays and improve on-time performance
at O'Hare over the short-term.

The City is working with the airlines, the FAA and the Department of
Transportation in coming up with short-term measures to mitigate O'Hare delays.
The long-term solution for O'Hare is the O'Hare Modermization Program.
Modermnizing O'Hare’s airfield will dramatically reduce delays and add capacity,
making O'Hare a more reliable airport to the benefit of air travelers throughout B
the national aviation system. -

As stewards of O'Hare, it is incumbent upon us to grow and strengthen the
airport's role as the primary generator of jobs and economic development in the
region. O'Hare currently produces 450,000 jobs and $38 billion in economic
activity for the Chicago region and State of lllinois. Artificially constraining the
marketplace has an adverse impact on lobs and the local economy.

And, of course, reduced flights mean reduced revenue at the airport, from
concessions to Passenger Facility Charges.

It would be difficult to overstate the impact of O'Hare on other markets, as well.
Approximately 58% of the passengers at O'Hare are connecting. Each delayed
flight represents a portion of the $380 million dollars each year that is lost due to
delays. And while we may calculate the cost of meetings missed and business
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opportunities lost, there is no way to measure the impact of arriving late to the I
wedding of a loved one or a child turning in at night without a parent's kiss.

Thus, while the City supports near-term efforts, it is more encouraged by the
recognition of Congress, the U.S. DOT and the FAA that adding runway
infrastructure at O'Hare is the only way to really solve the delay problem. As
Administrator Blakely has noted, “The long-term solution is more capacity at
O'Hare—more pavement.” The City strongly shares this belief and further
believes that Mayor Daley’s O’'Hare Modernization Program (OMP) is the long-
term solution.

Although itis at the center of the national aviation system, O'Hare struggles with
an old-fashioned, inefficient airfield design. And the costs are borne by the
traveling public and the aviation industry alike. O’Hare’s runway geometry, while
modern in the propeller age, is out-of-date in the jet age. With parallel runways,
O'Hare will be far more efficient. The whole national air transportation system
will benefit.

The implementation of the OMP is progressing. In 2003, the FAA concluded that
the O'Hare Modernization Program would provide O'Hare and the Chicago region
with enough capacity to meet FAA-projected demand well into the future. In
addition, the FAA informed the City that it has determined the airspace to be safe
and efficient.

Last year the FAA released an analysis showing that in 2018—five years after
the Modernization Program is complete—delays at O'Hare will drop to around 6
minutes per flight from the current 20 while the airport accommodates 600
additional flights each day.

Finally, it is imperative that the O'Hare Modernization Program be approved to
provide a sustainable, long-term solution to address the capacity and delays.

Our efforts are underway to improve our national aviation system by solving the —
critical issues of delay and capacity at O'Hare with the OMP.

S
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Village of Carol Stream

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
500 N. Gary AvenuE » CaroL STREAM, [LLINOIS 60188-1890
(630) 871-6251 = FAX (630) 665-1064
TDD (630) 668-5785
EMAIL rlerraro®@carolstream.org

059

February 23, 2005

Mr. Michael V. MacMullen

Airports Environmental Program Mgr.
Federal Aviation Administration
Chicago Airports District Office

2300 Devon Ave.

Des Plaines, IL. 60018

RE: Support for the O'Hare International Airport Modernization Program
Dear Mr. MacMullen:

| am the Mayor of Carol Stream, lllinois, a western suburb of Chicago which is located 15 miles
southwest of Chicago's O'Hare International Airport. The economic profile of the Carol Stream
community is heavily depended on its proximity to O'Hare Airport for the efficient and timely transport
of manufactured products. The future success of our businesses and industries in this region is
intricately linked to the proposed O'Hare Modernization Program. The completion of the Elgin/O'Hare
Expressway almost a decade ago is an important transportation component for our business sector
as this highway network links our community as well as our neighboring communities and has served
to strengthen the economic viability of the region.

To this end, the Village Board of Trustees and | passed resolution #2062 (attached) in support of the
O'Hare Modernization Project. This resolution had the full faith and support of both our citizenry as
well as the business and industry leaders who have a large financial stake in the success of this
necessary project. The health and growth of the region's economy is contingent on the health and
growth of O'Hare Intemational Airport. It is critical that federal officials like yourself and others from
the FAA understand the importance of the O'Hare Mcdernization project as a key component.to the
health of the region's economic viability.

Please register our community's unwavering support for the O'Hare Airport Modernization program in
future agency discussions regarding this necessary project. 1

Sincerﬂzyours.
gLt

Ross Farraro-
Mayor
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Christopher B. Begley H« Please see topical response C-1.

~|lwN

Please see topical response A-2.

February 23, 2005

Mr. Michael W. MacMullen

Airports Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration

Chicago Airports District Office

2300 Devon Ave.

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

| am writing in support of the O'Hare Modernization Program, which is being reviewed by
the Federal Aviation Administration. The Civic Committee of The Commercial Club of Chicago,
which represents the senior executives of leading corporations, businesses, and professional
firms in the Chicago region, has long advocated expanding and modernizing O'Hare. As a El
member company, Hospira, Inc. fully supports this project.

O'Hare Airport is the world's busiest airport and a crucial hub in the nation’s aviation
system. The airport is also an economic engine for the Chicago region. O'Hare’s breadth and
depth of service and its economic impact are beneficial to businesses and the general public
alike. The airport is important to the success of Hospira as a global business in the Chicago
region. Our employees, whether they work in the Chicago area or in another part of the country, IZ]
frequently depend on and benefit from a viable and efficient O'Hare for work and leisure.

However, O'Hare and the people who use it have become increasing burdened by
congestion, and the flight delays are only projected to worsen in the future. The time for action
to remedy the problems at O'Hare is already overdue, and everyone connected with O'Hare El
Airport is suffering the consequences as a result.

The O'Hare Modernization Program submitted by the City of Chicago would dramatically
reduce congestion and increase safety at the airport. It also would provide needed capacity for
additional flights around the country and the world. Given these benefits, O'Hare modernization
enjoys overwhelming support from the lllinois business community.

| respectfully request that the FAA approve the O'Hare Modernization Program as
quickly as possible so that construction can begin on this critical project. It is vital to the D
continued success of business in the Chicago area.

Sincerely,
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 BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Barhara Gohr
mecmmy

*'Michael MacMullen

Federal Aviation Admmastrntson

| Thank s you fm’ your r:.onmderauon

WI jam J. Balurtis
Executive Director
TMA of Lake Cook

@@m

2300 E: Devon b
) m’m Des Plaines, IL 60018
Jumes Hall A Mr. Mac.Mullen
A B : Tlns letter is to provide supportive mmmny regardmg the Enwmnruemal
1 [ fal Servi Impact Statem recently issued on'the O’Hare Airport Expmsson and
e Pan Bisseh Modemmmon |
Dmmrmus«wm ; ¥ B :
S The TMA of Lak&Cook is & business association who:se mission is to 73
e improve and enhance transportations mobility Cook and Lake Counties. o
s aekfeted Our membership includes over 60 businesses represeMng over 30000 LI
it Agociator employees. : erh
mﬁ- Business such as our members depends upon a viable O” Ha.re Airport for g’ :
business travel and goods movement. A viable O’Hare airport is also an o
mnm e important economic component of ‘Northeastern Iilinois Regon and a B2 |
- Comersiod - critical part of the nation’s aviation system. AT
Robert R. Worobow _
Trustmark Insurance Comgany thht delays continue to plague operations at O’Hare, Last y&er 'O’Hare_ 1
Randy A Danirow: - - ranked last of all major US airponts in on time performance. If these delays :
Underwriters “.M.“‘:“i“ ‘problems continue, customers and businesses would seek alternate markets . 8
Chiarles K. Lamphere which would megauvcly impacts Northeastern Iilinois” § economy.
Van Viissingen & Company
s A modm:zed O’Hare airport as proposed in EIS will: aagmfica.nﬂy reduce -
W, Grainger, . dﬂﬂyﬂﬂswellpwudemmﬁwnmmcdevdopmfmmermby |
T : bringing in 200,000 jobs for the airport and people usmg the. all‘p{:lﬂ b
Edward Ik King 7 |
by _ For all these reasons d d del a;rponeﬂimlymd
m{“ﬂ h\:ﬂh -expanded economic developmcnt for the Northﬁaslem Illinois region, the
: Pava TMA urges the FAA 1o issue iis record of Decision to enable O’Hare to -
.. reach it’s full’ opemtmg capacity in ‘the US and untemaﬂonal aviation »
system.
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050223_124

HOW CAN ANYONE TRUST AND RESPECT DALEY WITH HIS

O’HARE PLANS, WHEN HE DESTROYED MEIGS FIELD AT

NIGHT??? There can’t be any dumber solution than his O’Hare.plan.
Check your mail in the next day or two for a new location and
design for O’Hare.

WHAT DALEY LEGACY?

We're asking the Feds to declare you a Homegrown Terrorist, and send you
direct to Guantanamo Bay with the rest of them.

Oh my, why?

You had options to prevent airplane-landings at Meigs. You chose the
terrorist one, in the middle of the night. Note: when you put plants on a
public roof building, you just added soil, not cut X's in the roof.

You could have just added 2 feet of soil on the runway, and then
when Chicago got an intelligent mayor, he would just remove it -
no harm to the airstrip.

2. The cheapest way would be to put removable chains 3 feet high
across at 200 feet, with vertical poles at each end. We wouldn’t
have lost any convention contracts!

3. You personally are responsible for destroying it. Somewhere
down the line, the public taxes paid for Meigs Field. You didn’t
pay a cent!

4, START PAYING FOR IT, as you said to Party-goers. “You must
be responsible.” But YOU weren’t responsible at your job. You
were criminally negligent, that killed a dozen party-goers. What
are you controlling if not the Building inspectors, the permit
department, etc. That is all YOUR responsibility.

THIS IS YOUR TRUE LEGACY. [1

Opinions and Satire by
Author: Andrew J. Zumer, Architect
Park Ridge, Illinois 847-318-0838
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Amir Alkahfaji To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGLFAA@FAA
<amir@bradley.edu>

02/23/2005 02:11 PM .

bee
Subject O'Hare Modernizalion

Mr. Michael MacMullen:

Thank you for this opportunity to testify on
behalf of the O'Hare Modernization
Program. My name is Dr. Amir Al-Khafaji,
and | am a resident of Peoria, lllinois. | am
the Executive Director of the Center for
Emerging Technologies in Infrastructure
and Chairman of the Department of Civil
Engineering and Construction at Bradley
University.

| fully support the O'Hare Modernization |
Program because: [

| am a frequent traveler and have
experienced the delays and congestion at
O'Hare. Each year, | along with hundreds
of Bradley students travel to England,
Denmark and Egypt through our study
abroad program. Furthermore, we hold an
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International Construction Innovations
Conference to which national and
international executives are hosted here in
Peoria, lllinois. | believe that a world-class
city needs a world-class airport and
Chicago qualifies on both fronts.

Furthermore, The goal of the O'Hare
Modernization Program is to significantly
reduce delays and increase capacity well
into the future.

O'Hare is the economic engine that drives
the region's economy.

Demand for service at O'Hare will continue
to grow, but the Airport has reached critical
capacity. The OMP will allow O'Hare to
meet that growth efficiently.

The sooner we begin construction, the
sooner the region can realize the
tremendous benefits of the OMP.

The OMP will create tens of thousands of
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jobs and add billions of dollars in economic
activity to our region's economy each year.

It will save air passengers and the airlines a
combined $750 million in reduced delays
each year.

Most importantly, it will ensure that the
region maintains its role as the aviation
crossroads of North America. | am
convinced that an expanded O'Hare will
help me do a better job attracting quality
executives and to hold conferences here in
Illinois rather than other major cities. Thank
you. |
Br. A“’.ir W. Al-Khafaji

Executive Director

Center for Emerging Technologies in Infrastructure

Chairman, Civil Engineering & Construction

Bradley University
Peoria, IL 61625

Ph. 309-677-2942
Fax: 309-677-2867

http://ecec.bradley.edu
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CEFult@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGL/IFAA@FAA
02/23/2005 07:47 PM -
bee

Subject ©O'Hare Modernization Program

To The Federal Aviation Administration,

The City of Chicago and many of the surrounding O'Hare International Airport communities prosper
because of the economic engine generated by O'Hare's aviation transportation. It is critical that the airport
serving the metropolitan Chicago area remain competitive with other international airports. It attracts
businesses. It attracts tourism. Accessibility to downtown Chicago, and satellite business districts along
the adjacent expressways remain convenient for both the work force and the visiting business and |1
vacationing public. This is Mayor Daley's vision and is the appropriate course of action. L

Those homes and businesses that are affected by the improvements are treated fairly in the purchase
process and there are both School and Residential Sound Insulation Programs initiated by the Mayor's
Office to substantially reduce the noise level in impacted homes in the area.

My own family was affected by an eminent domain process in Cambridge, Massachusetts — where my ) )
Dad's business and property was purchased for an extension of Boston's rapid transit system. The la |
settlement was very good and became one of the best things that ever happened to my family. L

Those that are affected here must look at the greater economic t that these imp nents will
generate, or the result will be a City with a waning economy and thousands of those same residents
complaining now will then be complaining that they do not have jobs.

C. Edward Fulton

545 West Aldine, #5F
Chicago, lllinois 60657
773 935-8887
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munawar hasan To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/IAGL/IFAA@FAA
<maliha27@sbcglobal.net>

02/23/2005 10:22 PM

cc

bee
Subject OHARE MODERNIZATION PROGRAM

1 AM IN FAVOUR OF OHARE EXPANSION . ' 1

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.
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|f)50223_128

PGMUCCI@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA

02/23/2005 07:01 PM o

bee
Subject AIRPORT

DEAR MICHAEL:

JUST A LINE TO LET YOU KNOW THAT THIS HOUSEHOLD SUPPORTS THE EXPANSION OF THE
AIRPORT. WE MOVED TO THIS AREA BECAUSE WE TRAVIL A LOT AND WANTED THE
CONVIENCE OF ACCESS TOIT.

ALSO, IT WILL BE GOOD FOR THE ECONOMY OF THE AREA.
IN MY OPINION, THE AIRPORT WAS HERE FIRST. THOSE WHO MOVED TO THESE SUBURBS AND
EXPECTED THE NOISE TO GO AWAY SOME DAY WERE AND STILL ARE DELUDING [
THEMSELVES. |1

GEORGE MUCCIANTI
ADDISON, IL.
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Angels19611962@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA

02/2372005 07:31 AM oc
bee

Subject Famlies

Does not matter if you live in a house or mobil home park we are all in same boat. The polition is the
same.Noise is always there and airlines going bankrupt so why do we need mare run ways.Daily want to
take all this land but airlines are saying they cannot keep up because of the way they are going broke. so
why make extra run ways if they are never going to be used. Mayor Daly need to come our way and see
how he would like smog and more noise and to be told oh you have to move you are in the way.Carol
Rivera

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses B-1, B-8, D-1, E-1 and G-1.
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"Kimberley Schulze® To S-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<studio1 894 @hotmail.com=
02123/2005 05:20 PM e
bee
Subject FAA | O'Hare Modemization Program / Paving Over Graves

of my relatives

Dear FAA:

I am very concerned about implending FAA approval of the OMP that would
alllow my relatives to be paved over, or moved from their graves, at the St.
John's cemetery.

Please consider engineering around the graves that were there. They were
there first. This is a holy ground. Our church used to be located there.
I know that a design could be completed that leaves the graves there.

Would you like it if I dug up your Grandparents and other ancestors? What
can be that important?

It is one thing to to have lous noises, pollution, etc. that many have
endured for

decades. That is an unfortunate but understandable trade-off. But it
is quite another that the FAA would consider allowing the City of
Chicago to desecrate the graves of my relatives at the St. John's
cemetery.

Please, I beg of you, consider the desires of us, the families of
those laid teo rest there, and if nothing else, the decency of leaving
those graves undisturbed.

Why does your 5,000 page study ignore these two pieces of property?

Please consider this plight while you are making these decisions.

Thanks in advance for your consideration and decency, .___I
Kim

Resident, Former member, St. John's UCC, blood relative of many at O'Hare /
St. John's Cemetery
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Steven Schulze To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
> cc
02/23/2005 01:25 PM bec
Subject Ci y on O'Hare ion and val of human

remains from St. John's cemetery

Dear Michael & the FAA:

I would like to take a moment to register my concerns with the O'Hare
expansion / modernization program.

It is one thing to fuel the engine of economic strength in the region
by suffering loud noises, pollution, etec. that many have endured for
decades. That is an unfortunate but understandable trade-off. But it
is quite another that the FAA would consider allowing the City of
Chicago to desecrate the graves of my relatives at the St. John's
cemetery.

I respect and understand the need for increased operations. I would
submit to you, however, that necessity is the mother of invention.
With all of the engineering and technical expertise available to the
City and the FAA, I am strongly convinced that these two TINY
cemeteries can be left where they are. These are not mutually
exclusive needs.

I am so tired of hearing people say about how the airport was there
before everycne else. That is not true. Relatives of mine owned
property around the former Orchard Field long before the jet age.

Over time, property is acquired and redeveloped. Our family farm was
acquired and displaced far west. Even our family church, St. John's
{originally St. Johanne's) was put up on wheels and moved several miles
to be out of the way of "progress".

But please, I beg of you, consider the desires of us, the families of
those laid to rest there, and if nothing else, the decency of leaving
those graves undisturbed.

We do not complain about the noise at the cemetery, we do not complain
about jumbo jets being a mere couple of hundred of feet away as they
taxi by the cemetery. We just want the cemetery to stay where it is.
Would you not want the same things for your relatives?

Why is it that in 5,000 pages of reports and documentation, these two
"critical" pieces of property were not mentioned, or if mentioned, only
in passing? Where is the diligence? Where is the consideration, the
respect? Respect and posterity demands reconsideration. Please work
the runways and buildings around these sacred grounds.

Please consider this plight while you are making these decisions. 1
Regards,

Steven J. Schulze

Former member, St. John's UCC
Former resident, Bensenville IL

Response to Comments U.10-233 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

*AND* ...Forever relative of many relatives including my Great
Grandparents, Great Uncles and Aunts, etc. Too many to list
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1 Please see topical response I-1.

JEML1844@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
02/2372005 11:04 PM o
bee

Subject Comments on O'Hare expansion and removal of cemeteries

Dear Michael & the FAA,
My comments will be short and to the point.

My biggest concern is not the expansion of O°Hare, but how they're going to
do it. Removing cemeteries?? These are sacred grounds.

when I was young, our church, St. John s was moved on wheels to it™s present
location so O Hare could be built. We were told the cemetery would ALWAYS be
left there undisturbed.

I have many, many relatives buried there including all 4 of my grandparents
2 great-grandparents and 2 great-great grandparents. They all were farmers in
that area of Bensenville.

How would you feel if it was your family cemetery?

Please consider not letting the City of Chicago remove and destroy these q
cemeteries. Let them stay where they are.

Thank you,

Joyce Landmeier
Big Reck, IL
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1 Please see topical response I-1.

050223 133

"Dolores Heinrich" To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/IAGLIFAA@FAA
<DAH1932@tampabay.ir.co

m> cc

02/23/2005 05:52 PM bee

Subject StJohn's UCC cemetery

February 23, 2005
Dear Michael & the FAA:
I would like to take a few moments to register my concerns with the O'Hare expansion program.

It seems that in the 5,000 pages of reports and documentation compiled there was no mention of the
pieces of property (two burial grounds) that seem to be so critical in your planning.

Our church and cemetery are being unjustly treated with disrespect of our forefathers buried there. This
property which you wish to have moved was there long before airplanes came along in the area. People
buried there traveled by horse and buggy. | can remember when O'Hare was just built and | saw the first
planes take off. THAT was after it had been used by the air force during the war. Then came the idea for
Chicago to have it's own airport. Lands of our family were condemned and prices paid for it was
mandatory and you could not argue, All rights were removed, Now you want to take our forefathers
remains and move them. Where is your respect for sacred grounds? Where is your consideration of our
lands that were there before you came along and confiscated them?

Runways and buildings can certainly be placed where they will not bother our gravesites. You have
engineers and technicians that can handle this | am sure. | beg you to reconsider your idea of desecrating I
our cemetery. Please have the decency of allowing our gravesites to be undisturbed. i

Yours truly,

Martin E. Heinrich, former resident of Bensenville
Still a member of St. John's United Church of Christ
10118 Yacht Club Drive

Treasure Island FL 33706-3127
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050223 _134 1 Please see topical response I-1.
i : 2 Please see topical responses D-1 and E-1.
Terrypigs123@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA The FAA notes the suggestion regarding “planting an
GurzlEOms Tz RN E additional 1,000 trees.” The FAA refers the commenter to
bee s .
Subject Public Hearings - Proposed OHare Expansion Draft EIS Cl.lé.lpte.l‘ 7 of the E.IS which mCthes the. potentlal .

mitigation for the impacts associated with the alternatives
evaluated by the FAA.

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

It was very disappointing to learn that the FAA issued a 5,000 page report and refused to comment on the
two cemeteries that are surrounded by the airport, and that would be desecrated by this proposal. You are
an independent government agency and | would have expected more professional treatment. Fortunately,
itis not too late for you to remedy this situation and | urge you to address this matter immediately.

Of course the cemeteries can not be moved, as the government shall not interfere with ones freedom of
religion. Once our loved ones are buried and the pastor sanctifies the burial, we would not unbury them
as they prepare to be redeemed and assend to their eternal reward. We bury them with the prayer "Rest
in PEACE". | see the burials of my relatives who have passed on, including my father who died in 1965,
as our fragile link between earth and heaven. We are their caretakers as many of them were our
caretakers on earth.

| believe construction lines can easily be moved prior to start dates and if the Project truly still holds merit, 1
then this issue would be resolved. And the suggestion made at the EGV hearing on planting an additional
1,000 trees would be very welcome, including a buffer zone to help lessen the noise at both cemeteries. I

Thank you for the opportunity to make these comments.

Sincerely,

Susan J. Schulze
42W770 Plato Road
Elgin, IL 60123-8202
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1 Please see topical response I-1.

050223 135

"Dolores Heinrich® To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGL/FAA@FAA
<DAH1932@tampabay.m.co

m> cc

02/2372005 03:49 PM bee

Acquisition and removal of human being remains in St John's

Subject Cometery

Date: Wed. February 23, 2005

I'wish to register my concerns with the O'Hare expansion/modernization program that would require the
exhuming and removal of my ancestors from St. John's Cemetery. | have over 50 family members buried
there! Our church, our family farm--all were taken over by O'Hare by condemnation of our properties for
the sake of progress. That progress has now going to continue at the cost of removing our cemetery?
Too bad some of you don't have family buried in there—-it would be a much different story | am sure if the
City and FAA members had family buried there. Surely you people have the expertise to leave our
cemetery where it is. With all the property in O'Hare's system you certainlly ought to be able to engineer
around the cemeteries.

Please consider the desires of the families of those buried in St. John's cemetery to allow their remains to
be left in the peace of the Lord. | am sure they don't mind the noises of the jets. Allow the cemetery to
live in the tranquility it once had.

Oh, yes--how come the 5,000 pages of reports and documentation did not mention our cemeteries? |
think WE the people of ancestors in these hallowed grounds should get the respect and consideration
given to Indian rights of their hallowed ground. This is also sacred land. Please consider building your
buildings and runways AROUND our cemetery.

]

Dolores A. Heinrich

Former Bensenville resident,

Still member of St. John's United Church

10118 Yacht Club Drive, Treasure Island, FL 33706
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Comment
1
[050223_136
"Camille Anzelmo" To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<CAnzelmo@randallmetals.c
om=> [+
02/23/2005 12:51 PM bce

Subject Ohare Expansion

Hello: | am against the expansion of O'Hare. There is enough air & noise pollution in the air right now

around Ohare.. | live west of 200 and have had the entire side of my house splashed with a blue liquid

which may have been fuel or * something else. “ It was just recently sided and | was really upset. | got up

on a ladder and cleaned it. Next time, I'll call O'hare and let them pay for it. . My next door neighbor had

the same thing happen to his house. Don't give Mayor Daley any more power and money for his cronies. -
Enough is enough. The airlines can't afford it either, Wheo's going to end up paying for this monstrosity. 1

Us of course. Us taxpayers pay for everything. Respectfully yours, Camille M. Anzelmo, 1146 Grissom | —
Trail, Elk Grove Village, Il. 60007.
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Feb-25-2005 12:36pm From-C C T B 312 56T eBeT T-821 P.001/003 F-887

The mission of the

Chicago Convention and
Tourism Bureau is to
promote Chicago as a
premier destinalion for
all types of customers,
leveraging the assets of
Chicage and generating
revenue for its visitor
industry.

This is accomplished
through the sales and
marketing of McCormick
Plece and Navy Pier as
venues for major events.

The CCTB also promotes
Chicago as an exceptional
destination to the tourist,
corporate and meetings
markets, serving all
Chicago venues.

The CCTB works in
partnership with the
Metropolitan Pier and
Exposition Authority, the
Chicago Office of
Tourism, the City of
Chicage, and the Illinois
Department of Commerce
and Economic
Opportunity’s Bureau of
Tourism, as well as many
other related associations
in Chicago.

DATE: f-ll-d TIME: IMPORTANT
NUMBER OF PAGES, F A X
including cover sheet. .3

TO: ':?:%

Phone: Fax: R‘-]‘-'-?'- 29’4-‘ -?O-;‘(a

e-mail:

FROM: Meghan Risch

Phone: 312-567-8540

e-mail: i Faoe: 312-567-8597

]:|I.n.fcrmtion you requested
E For your review

Dl’-‘]e&se respond
Comments:

2301 South Lake Shore Drive - Chicago, IL 60616-1490
Phone: 312.567.8500 - Fax: 312.567-8533 - www.choosechicago.com
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2301 South Loke Shore Drive
Chlcago, IL 60616-1490
Phune: 312-5667-8500
Fax:312 567-8533

choosechicago.com

FromCCTEB 312 567 @5eT T-821 P.002/003

O'Hare Modernization Draft Environmental Impact Statement
February 24, 2005

Please accept the following comments on behalf of the Chicago Convention
and Tourism Bureau.

Chicago’s future relies on the progression and success of the O'Hare
Modernization Program.

Faor more than 150 years, Chicago has leveraged its investments in
public infrastructure into profits and jobs. As a result, Chicagoisa
revitalized city, a leading business destination, and the nation’s
premier convention destination.

The mission of the Chicago Convention and Tourism Bureau is to
promote Chicago as a premier destination for all types of visitors,
leveraging the assets of Chicago and generating revenue for our
visitor industry.

Chicago’s convention and tourism industry consistently generates
measurable results. In 2008, this industry generated $500 million in
tax revenue and more than $8.7 billion in total direct spending for
the city and state.

Recently, the Travel Industry Association of America, the National
Business Travel Association and the Institute of Business Travel
Management ranked Chicago #1 for business and convention travel
in 2003 - surpassing the likes of Atlanta, Las Vegas, Los Angeles,
New York, Orlando and Washington, D.C,, just to name a few.

Generations before us built and paid for critical infrastructure,
including railroads, highways, airports and mass transit laying the
foundation for today’s strong, diverse economy.

In today’s world of doing more with less, millions of business
travelers to Chicago annually rely on efficient air travel. We owe it
to ourselves, our customers, and future generations to improve
O'Hare Intexnational Airport.

=more -

F-B87

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.
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FremCCTB 312 B6T 8507 T-821  P.003/003

Recent and significant infrastructure investments, including the
MeCormick Place West Building expansion, Millennium Park, and
Soldier Field, and future economic development strategies such as
the O"Hare Modernization Program, reflect Daniel Burnham’s
vision -- “make no little plans.”

Business AND infrastructure has a real impact on how the world
views our city and how people make the decision to come here.

The Chicago Convention & Tourism Bureau urges the FAA to
approve the draft Environmental Impact Statement. With such
positive, potential results, including strengthening Chicago’s local
and regional economy, increasing efficiencies, and saving billions of
dollars in reduced delays and cancellations - it's the right thing to
do.

Thank You.

Christopher D. Bowers
CEO, Chicago Convention & Tourism Bureau

F-887

Comment

Response

2

Please see topical responses G-1 and M-2.
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COMMENTS:

Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization 1

Please see topical responses E-3, F-5 and M-1.

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

2/a4/05

Name: V', crvenbecke,

Last{Apellido) First{Nombre) Mi
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1 Please see topical responses D-1, D-3 and M-1.

FEBRUARY 24,2005

MICHAEL W. MACMULLEN

AIRPORTS ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM MANAGER
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

CHICAGO AIRPORTS DISTRICT OFFICE

2300 DEVON AVE,

DES PLAINES, IL 60018

DEAR MR. MACMULLEN,

I AM WRITING TO YOU AS A LAST RESORT. | LIVE IN ELK GROVE VILLAGE ON
Q?gik\é()()h TRAIL. MANY OF MY NEIGHBORS AND I HAVE LIVED HERE FOR OVER 40

IN THE DAILY HERALD, APRIL 1, 1999, OUR STREET WAS LISTED WITH OTHERS TO BE

ELIGIBLE FOR SOUNDPROOFING ...SINCE THEN EVERY HOME SURROUNDING OUR

EEIGI!BO%'IOOD HAS BEEN SOUNDPROOFED. BY SOME OVERSIGHT OUR BLOCK WAS
EVER DONE.

WE HAVE WRITTEN TO EVERYONE WE CAN THINK OF, THE MAYOR OF CHICAGO, THE
MAYOR OF ELK GROVE, SENATORS, REPRESENTATIVES, O'HARE NOISE COMMISSION,
ETC, ETC. TO NO AVAIL...THEY NOW TELL US WE ARE IN A LOWER DNL THAN
BEFORE... BULL HOCKEY!!! IF THAT IS THE CASE WHY DIDN'T THEY JUST WAIT UNTIL
ggﬁ}\"FFéRE ALL IN THE LOWER DNL BEFORE THEY SOUNDPROOFED ALL THE OTHER

NOW WITH THE POSSIBILITY OF THE EXPANSION OF THE AIRPORT AND THE INCREASE
OF FLIGHTS, WE KNOW WE ARE REALLY GOING TO BE IN FOR AN INCREASE IN THE
DISRUPTIVE NOISE AND CONTAMINATION.

PLEASE LOOK AT THE MAP CONCERNING THE RESIDENTIAL SOUND INSULATION

PROGRAM FOR ELK GROVE VILLAGE. MY ADDRESS 556 DOGWOOD FALLS DIRECTLY

EAST OF THAT DNL LINE... .MANY OF THE RESIDENTS OF OUR STREET, THAT IS ONLY

ONE BLOCK LONG ,HAVE ALREADY REPLACED THEIR WINDOWS,

THERE ARE ONLY 10 HOMES LEFT TO BE DONE. 1 MYSELF AND MANY OTHER

EEII({."HBORS ARE RETIRED AND DO NOT HAVE THE FINANCES TO ACCOMPLISH THIS ON
OWN.

1 WAS UNABLE TO ATTEND THE MEETING SEVERAL DAYS AGO, DUE TO THE BIRTH OF A

GRANDCHILD, OTHERWISE | WOULD HAVE ATTENDED.

‘IVR}!(EN 1 SAW THE ARTICLE WITH YOUR ADDRESS IN THE HERALD I THOUGHT 1 WOULD
AGAIN.

1 WOULD APPRECIATE YOUR INPUT AND ANY COMMENTS CONCERNING THIS PROBLEM. E]

SINCERELY,

ANNE MARIE JACKSON

556 DOGWOOD TRAIL

ELK GROVE VILLAGE, IL. 60007
847-437-1785

AMIS56/@AOL.COM

DONALD E. TOOMAN

542 DOGWOOD TRAIL

ELK GROVE VILLAGE, IL 60007
847-439-4176
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|050224_142 :
o G-1 and M-2.
Subj: Support for O'Hare Modemnization Program 1 Please see topical responses
From gM4 i 2 Please see topical responses D-3, D-4 and G-4.
From: Fult .
o S 3 Please see topical response G-1.

To Whom It May Concern,

The City of Chicago and many of the surrounding O'Hare i Airport ities prosper of the: ic engine
generated by O'Hare's aviation transportation. It is critical that the airport serving the metropolitan Chicage area remain competitive
with other international airports. 1t attracts businesses, It attracts tourism, Accessibility to downtown Chicago, and satellite business
districts along the adj; P yS remain lent for both the work force and the visiting business and vacationing |
public. This is Mayor Daley's vision and is the appropriate course of action.

Those homes and busi that are aff by the imp ts are treated fairly in the purchase process and there are both
School and R ial Sound Insulation Prog initiated by the Mayor's Office to substantially reduce the noise level in impacted
homes in the area,

My own family was affected by an eminent domain process in Cambridge, Massachusetts — where my Dad's business and property |
was purchased for an extension of Boston's rapid transit system. The settlement was very good and bacame one of the best things 2
that ever happened to my family,

These that are affected here must ook at the greater economic benefits that these improvements will generate, or the result will be a
City with a waning economy and thousands of those same residents compiaining now will then be complaining that they do not have |3
jobs.

C. Edward Fulton

545 West Aldine, #5F

Chicage, lllincis 60657

773 935-8887

Thursday, February 24, 2005 America Online: CEFult

July 2005
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1 This was submitted for the record at the Public Hearings
held in February 2005.

Don’t Take the OMP for Granted
Show Your Support

Anti O'Hare groups are busing people to the Environmental Impact Statement Hearings
to assure there is a lot of testimony against the O'Hare Modernization Program. We
owe our jobs to O'Hare and the least we can do is support the OMP in some way.
Hearings (2:00 P.M. - 9:00 P.M.)

State your support in the following ways:

The second Y2 of each hour is for oral testimony on a walk-in basis or

There are small meeting rooms with court reporters who will take your
statement.

Tuesday, February 22, 2005: Avalon Banquets
1905 East Higgins Road
Elk Grove Village, IL

Wednesday, February 23, 2005: Waterford Conference Center
933 South Riverside Drive
Elmhurst, IL

Thursday, February 24, 2005:  White Eagle Banquet Hall
6839 N. Milwaukee
Niles, IL

E-mail

ompeis@faa.gov

Phone:

847-294-8339

Note: Any support you give should be on your own time — not time that is billed to the
client.
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"Andrew Ariens"
<AndrewA@illinoisrestaurant
s.o0rg>

02/24/2005 11:34 AM

Mr. Mike MacMullen:

To
cc

bee
Subject

9-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
“Colleen McShane” <ColleenM@illinoi org>,
D Pepper” p@illino org

Statment Re: OMP

Attached below is a statement from the lllinois Restaurant Association's President Colleen McShane
supporting the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the O'Hare Modernization Program. Please
accept this as testimony on behalf of the lllinois Restaurant Association, Please call below if you have any
other questions or problems. | would also be happy to fax you copy.

Thank you,

Andrew Ariens

Communications Director
lllinois Restaurant Association
200 N. LaSalle Street, Suite 880
Chicago, IL 60601

ph: (800) 572-1086, ext. 125

f. (312) 787-4792

B

<<Colleen McShane's Written Testimony.doc>> Colleen McShane's Wiitten Testimony. doc
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1 Please see topical response M-2.

2 Please see topical responses A-2 and C-1.

Written Statement from the Hlinois Restaurant Association Supporting the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement on O'Hare Modernization Program

Ms. Colleen McShane

President, Illinois R ant Association

February 24, 2005

My name is Colleen McShane and [ am President of the Illinois Restaurant Association (IRA)—the
largest foodservice trade association in the state of [llinois.

On behalf of the 6,000 members we represent, the [RA supports the O'Hare Modernization
Program (OMP) mainly because it will encourage restaurant growth in the Chicagoland area. If
more traffic is driven to Illinois” restaurants—through an airport that can handle its capacity—then
restaurant owners are able to create more jobs in our restaurants.

We have over 30,000 foodservice establishments in Illinois with 370,000 workers in them.
Travelers and tourists rely on meals prepared in these restaurants and these restaurants most
assuredly rely on the travelers and tourists that patronize these restaurants.

The goal of the OMP is to significantly reduce airport delays and increase capacity well into the
future. We believe the modernization project will increase foot-traffic into our restaurants because
of higher gains in efficiency.

Restaurant owners would like to see more traffic driven to their restaurants. However, more
importantly, they would like to see this traffic coming through an airport that can handle the
multitude of passengers that O’Hare currently sees everyday.

The issue at hand is whether or not O’Hare is meeting its current capacity demands. The IRA
believes the airport has reached a critical mass and the OMP will allow O’Hare to meet its growth
efficiently.

The sooner we begin modernization, the sooner the region can realize the tremendous economic
benefits of the OMP. It will save air passengers and the airlines $750 million in reduced delays
each year; this is money that can be used instead to re-energize the local economy.

This modemization project is a win-win for the business community and those who work in it. On
behalf of the Illinois Restaurant Association, we urge the FAA to approve the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement and issue a positive record of decision as soon as possible.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

i
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050224_144 1 Please see topical response M-2.
: : 2 Please see topical response G-1.
“terse node" To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<terse_node@hotmail.com>
02/24/2005 02:15 PM ©
bee

Subject Support for O'Hare International's Expansion

My name is Richard Inoccencie and I am a resident of Chicago.

I fully support the O'Hare Modernization Program because:

I am a frequent traveler and have experienced the delays and congestion at .
O'Hare. The goal of the O'Hare Modernization Program is to significantly 1
reduce delays and increase capacity well into the future.

O’Hare is the economic engine that drives the region‘s economy.

Demand for service at O‘Hare will continue to grow, but the Airport has
reached critical capacity. The OMP will allow O'Hare to meet that growth
efficiently.

The sconer we begin construction, the socner the region can realize the
tremendous benefits of the OMP.

The OMP will create tens of thousands of jobs and add billions of dollars in
economic activity to our region’s economy each year.

It will save air passengers and the airlines a combined $750 millien in
reduced delays each year.

Most importantly, it will ensure that the region maintains its role as the
aviation crossroads of North America.

Sincerely,

- Richard Ineccencio
2211 W Leland
Chicago IL 60625
773-271-5055%
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050224_145 |

"Michael Nudo"
<MichaelN@howardbrown.or

oy

o

g> cc
02/24/2005 02:16 PM bee
Subject

9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA

‘O'Hare Expansion - Letter of Support

My name is Michael Nudo and | am a resident of Chicago.

| fully support the O'Hare Modernization Program because:

| am a frequent traveler and have experienced the delays and congestion at O'Hare.

The goal of the O'Hare Modernization Program is to significantly reduce delays and

increase capacity well into the future.

O'Hare is the economic engine that drives the region's economy.

Demand for service at O'Hare will continue to grow, but the Airport has reached critical

capacity. The OMP will allow O'Hare to meet that growth efficiently.

The sooner we begin construction, the sooner the region can realize the tremendous

benefits of the OMP,

The OMP will create tens of thousands of jobs and add billions of dollars in economic

activity to our region's economy each year.

It will save air passengers and the airlines a combined $750 million in reduced delays

each year.

Most importantly, it will ensure that the region maintains its role as the aviation

crossroads of North America.
Sincerely,

- Michael Nudo

N
‘aVl
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Please see topical response M-2.

2

Please see topical response G-1.

Michael Nudo Howard
Database Brown Health
Administrator Center
4025 N
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Chicago IL,
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773-57

. 2-6982

el 773-38

MichaelN@howardbro ' 8-8887
wn.org

Signature powered by Plaxo Want a signature like this?

Add me to your address book...
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Comment
1
"Carl Doane” To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<AV07035@cityofchicago.org
> cc
02/24/2005 12:29 PM bee

Subject Support for OMP

To whom it may concern,

I am in total support of the O'Hare Medernization Program. This program
will not only ease the congestion at the O'Hare Airport but will bring

many more jobs to the Chicago Area, which we all know will benefit all

concerned., Mayor Daley's OMP program must continue.

I totally support the program |1_|
Carl Doane

This e-mail, and any attachments thereto, is intended only for use

by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally privileged
and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient
of this e-mail (or the person responsible for delivering this document
to the intended recipient), you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, printing or copying of this e-mail, and any
attachment thereto, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
e-mail in error, please respond to the individual sending the message,
and permanently delete the original and any copy of any e-mail

and printout thereof.

Response to Comments U.10-252
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Please see topical response M-2.

050224_148

MICHELLE GIUS To S-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAAGFAA
<michellegius@sbcglobal.net
> cc

02/24/2005 08:32 PM bee

Subject O'Hare Modemization Program
Attention: Mike MacMullen
I support the extension of the O'Hare Modemizational ngrum.l D
Sincerely,
Gail Anderson

500 Lake Plumleigh Way
Algonquin, IL 60102

Response to Comments U.10-253
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Please see topical response M-2.

050224_148

A Ujala33@aol.com To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
> W 02/24/2005 08:05 PM s
\ bee

Subject O’hare expantion plan

We are in favor of O'hare expantion|] D

Response to Comments U.10-254

July 2005
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1 Please see topical responses D-1, E-1, E-2 and M-1.
[653224:150 1
MaryJI5400@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
02124/2005 12:17 PM ce
bee

Subject AIRPORT EXPANSION

Although | travel frequently for business and pleasure, | am totally against any airport expansion. The
convenience it may offer is not worth the high price ticket of environmental-bath health and noise-pollution.

Please make sure you tally my vote AGAINST the expansion. 1
Mary Insprucker

262 S. Hale
Palatine, IL 60067

Response to Comments U.10-255 July 2005
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[050224_151

tom.ii p @
-electric.com
02/24/2005 02:21 PM o
bee
Subject

I am against airport expansion under any circumstance. I travel frequently,

but do net want the
trade off of noise and environmental impact.

Tom Insprucker

Vice President of Marketing

Schneider Electric/Square D

1415 5. Roselle Rd

Palatine, IL 60067

(847) 925-3303 (0ffice)

(847) 340-9149 (Cell)

tom. insprucker@us.schneider-electric.com
www . sgquared.com

ker@us.schneid To 9-AGL-GD0-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA

I 1

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses D-1, E-1, E-2 and M-1.
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COMMENTS:  Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization 1 Please see topical responses M-2 and M-5.
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see topical response G-1and M-2.

050225_01 Por favor envie por correc sus comentarios para el Borrador de

Estudio de Impacto al Maedio Ambiente, antes del 23 ce marzd del 2005. Y|

1] *EB 25 2005
| {
Name: Theodore David L == |
Last(Apellido) First{Nombre) MI -
Address: 1123Sharon Ln Schaumburg 11, 60193
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

Thank you for this opportunity to testify on behalf of the O’'Hare
Moedernization Program.

My nameis p,,e and|am a resident of Schaumburg
| fully support the O’'Hare Modernization Program because:

| am a frequent traveler and have experienced the delays and
congestion at O'Hare. The goal of the O’'Hare Modernization

Program is to significantly reduce delays and increase capacity E’
well into the future.

O’Hare is the economic engine that drives the region's economy.
Demand for service at O'Hare will continue to grow, but the
Airport has reached critical capacity. The OMP will aliow O'Hare
to meet that growth efficiently.

The sooner we begin construction, the soconer the region can
realize the tremendous benefits of the OMP.

The OMP will create tens of thousands of jobs and add billions of
dollars in econemic activity to our region’s economy each year.

It will save air passengers and the airlines a combined $750
million in reduced delays each year.

Most impcriantly, it will ensurs that the regicn maintains its role El
&s the aviaticn crossroads of North America

Thank vou. ] (IR L
e THeeOser

Response to Comments U.10-257 July 2005
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_m 1 Please see topical responses M-1 and M-7.
2 Please see topical responses B-4 and C-1.

3 Please see topical response C-7.
Michael W. Mac Mullen
Airports Enviornmental Program Manager
February 25 2005
Dear Mr. Mac Mullen ;
| am writing in opposition to the City of Chicago plans to add additional runways at
O Hare airport.
Why would the FAA even think of allowing the City of Chicago to destroy so many
homes and peoples lives.
O Hare ranks last in on time performance. Last . So how can they improve on being last
by adding more flights . The FAA should consider something besides politics and
pleasing the money grabbers.
| want you to cease giving the City the approval to destroy our quality of life in the 2
Chicago area.
The FAA should take over the scheduling of flights until the City comes up with a plan
that is not so destructive to our lives. E]
Sincerely , -
77222 I,"/ i
$ L 3, o, , .
Mrs. P . Brinkmeier
July 2005
Response to Comments U.10-258 ly
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Please see topical response M-2.

*Tammera Holmes" To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<flygirl030@hotmail.com>

02/25/2005 10:54 AM o

bee
Subject DEIS Testimony

To whom it may concern,

My name is Tammera Holmes and I live at 18270 Anthony Avenue in Country Club Hills, IL,

and I am in favor of the O'Hare Modernization Program. Ibelieve that it is a proactive course of

action that will allow the worlds busiest airport to remain at the forefront of the aviation industry

for years to come. [ also believe that it will add numerous employment opportunities as well as

contribute to a substantial amount of economic growth in the Chicagoland area. Thank you for E
your time.

Tammera L. Holmes

Response to Comments U.10-259
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Please see topical responses B-7 and F-2.

050225_D4

TSchroa730@aol.com To S-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAAGFAA
k. 02/25/2005 09:14 AM o
bee

Subject Intermodal Facility

We must look at transportation in the U.S. as one system, not as three or four separate systems. If this is

done, all modes will survive. Studies, experts, have shown that short distances, e.g. less than 300miles,

can be more efficiently, effectively handled by rail or auto with tie ins to air. | totally support the intermodal 1
approach to transportation. Tom Schroeder, Anderson, IN

Response to Comments U.10-260
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1 Please see topical responses B-7 and F-2.

242 Ferson AVe. J S~
Towa City,Iowa 52246 y 7
Feb. 21,2005 y

Mr. Mike Macmullen
Federal Aviation Admin.
2300 E Devon Ave.

Des Plaines, I11.60018 ~f

Dear Mr.MacMullen:

I am writing to you in regard to the O'Hare Modernization Pro-
ject. I travel both by air and rail. Going West from O'Hare

to Towa is almost always a boondoggle--no matter when your flight
is scheduled after about 4 PM, they seem to just wail and let

the passengers collect ,taking them out on the last flght.

I know rail is not under your juridiction but it should play

an important part in allowing elimination of these short re-
gional flights which saturate the skies and slots. I t rust
that you are aware of the Midwest Regional Rail System proposal
which provides regional rail service to outlying cities such as
Cedar Rapids,Quad Cities,Des Moines,and dozens more from the
Chicago hub.

This is the logical way to go foom a myriad of reasons i.e.
pollution,cost, efficiency in time,land use., It is just lunacy

and bad planning for these reasons and others to renovate

O'Hare to accomodate this OUTMODED SYSTEM because when we run

out of oil to support this extravagant use and the airlines

run out of money it will be. [1 |

Sincerely, )

L e r Sl G o
Bthcring Jognsonvhyc >

Response to Comments U.10-261 July 2005
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1 Please see topical response M-2.
2 Please see topical responses C-1 and G-1.

William J. Brodsky
Chaiman and
Chief Executive Officer

2 Phone: 312-786-7001
Fax:  312-786-7407
brodsky @ cboe.com

SEAGE AN GFTONS EXOHUNGE

February 25, 2005

Mr. Michael W. MacMullen, Airports Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration

Chicago Airports District Office

2300 Devon Ave.

Des Plaines, iL 60018
Dear Mr. MacMullen:

I am writing to express my support for the O'Hare Modernization Program, which is
being reviewed by the Federal Aviation Administration. The Chicago Board Options Exchange
is a member company of the Civic Committee of The Commercial Club of Chicago, which has
long advocated expanding and modemizing O’ Hare.

CBOE employees frequently depend on and benefit from a viable and efficient O"Hare
for both work and leisure. However, travelers have become increasing burdened by congestion,
and flight delays. Given that we are a part of an increasingly global economy, business travel is
eritical to the bottom line for many industries. We must take action now to eliminate the domino
effect the backlog at O"Hare has caused for the entire aviation system.,

The O"Hare Modernization Program submitted by the City of Chicago would
dramatically reduce congestion and increase safety at the airport. It also would provide needed
capacity for additional flights around the country and the world. Given these benefits, O'Hare
modernization enjoys overwhelming support from Governor Blagojevich, a bi-partisan majority
of the Ilinois legislature, 130 suburban mayors, and the DuPage County Board - a former
opponent of the project.

As a frequent traveler, and Chairman and CEO of a business dependent on a global
economy, | respectfully request that the FAA approve the O"Hare Modemization Program as
quickly as possible so that construction can begin on this critical project. E

w%@w/ﬁ

400 South LaSalle Street Chicago, lllinois 0605 www.cboe.com

Response to Comments U.10-262 July 2005
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Please see topical response G-4.
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Comment Response
5 Please see topical responses M-2 and M-7.
6 Please see topical response M-2.
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1 Please see topical response I-1.
2 Please see topical responses B-2 and B-5.
Karen Umlauf To 9-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
G« <daclassroomqueen@yahoo.
com=> cc
02/26/2005 08:39 PM bee

Subject O'Hare Expansion and St. John's cemetery

I am sure you have heard pleas and arguments ad nauseum on this issue--many of them based on

religious grounds (fervently held core doctrinal beliefs--NOT just emotional feelings), and I

support them. Furthermore though, what about the issue of the "contract” between the first

Mayor Daley and the church? They agreed to move the church; HE agreed to NEVER move the

cemetery. Does his word and the power of his office behind it mean nothing upon HIS demise?

I wonder how eager "Richy," the current mayor of Chicago, would be to move HIS ancestors and

violate a core concept in the Catholic religion? Shame on him for asking of others what he

SHOULD NOT be willing to do himself--and undoubtedly isn't. I:

In this on-going David and Goliath-like struggle, perhaps you could show the wisdom of

Solomon (think of former Sen. Peter Fitzgerald) and head for the Promised Land of Peotone.

WE really don't want more noise and polution here, and we surely don't want you desecrating E
hallowed ground and destroying our history and our heritage. ]

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Mail - 250MB free storage. Do more. Manage less.

Response to Comments U.10-266 July 2005
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1 Please see topical responses B-7 and F-2.
050226_02
Jon Strand To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
G <jstrand@sehinc.com>
02/26/2005 05:26 PM "
bee

Subject Ohare DEIS

. Mike MacMullin
Federal Aviation Administr
Des Plaines, IL

Dear Mr. MacMullin:

I am writing to you out of concern for the up coming Ohare project. I want
to voice my concern that the plans need to incorporate an intermodal
station that will offer access not only between planes and commuter trains
but more importantly between planes and high speed intercity passenger
trains.

Trains can provide fast and rapid transportation between cities near the
airport, including Milwaukee and Madison. It is important to have a
intermodal station that can provide this convenient access.

Sincerely,

Jon Strand

472 Glenwood Court
Chippewa Falls, WI 54729

715.723.0796

Response to Comments U.10-267 July 2005
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050226 03 1 Please see topical response F-1.
2 Please see topical responses M-1 and M-7.
3 Please see topical response D-3.

NAME: Schumacher, Mardell B.
ADDRESS: 1255 Aspen Lane, Elk Grove Vil., IL 60007

February 26, 2005

I recently attended the hearings and testimony on the proposed expansion of
O'Hare Airport. I looked at all your posters and exhibits. Although I learned a
few new things, I was disappointed and surprised that the FAA representatives
could not answer questions about the proposed ring road. They knew nothing
about it or any other highway improvements which will obviously be needed if the
airport expands. Irving Park Road is the only road to which they referred because
it will need to be moved in order to further expand the airport boundary into
Bensenville.

This project is not just an airport expansion. It encompasses proposed changes for
surrounding communities effecting roads, highways, businesses, changing traffic

patterns, schools, parks, cemeteries, etc. And yet, your FAA reps knew nothing of lﬂ
any of this.

I have lived in Elk Grove Village since 1960. I have learned to live with the noise

in exchange for the convenience of a nearby airport, but there were no surprises

when I bought my house. The boundaries of the airport were already set. I had no

choice but to accept them. But, I do NOT accept the proposed changes to expand

the airport and take land away from our village. 1 grew up in Chicago. I love the

city, but I do not appreciate the power the city is wielding over our village. Why

not move the eastern boundary of the airport into Rosemont? Now there’s an idea E]
that certainly wouldn’t fly.

In recent years the city of Chicago has been insulating homes and schools against

noise pollution. My house was plotted in the housing DNL pattern for noise

proofing. The homes on the two blocks leading up to my street have already been

done, but not mine. In fact, the DNL loop has been pulled back leaving me outside

the loop. Still, the airplanes continue to fly directly over my house actually casting

a shadow over my home. In the summer all phone conversations are delayed while

a plane goes over my house. If we are outside visiting with neighbors and a plane

goes overhead, we have to stop talking because we can’t hear each other. When |

was having my roof redone, the roofers were aghast when the planes flew over E]
them.

2y

Response to Comments U.10-268 July 2005
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4 Please see topical responses C-3, K-2 and M-1.

The FAA believes that this comment involving potential
terrorist attacks presents issues outside of NEPA’s
environmental focus. The FAA notes that the
Transportation Security Administration (TSA) whose
mission is the protection of the nation’s transportation

Besides the noise there is other pollution with which to deal. I've taken all this
into consideration while rejecting the O’Hare Airport expansion. However, the
main reason I do not want the airport to double in size is because it would make the
area a bigger target for terrorists. I am not paranoid about terrorists and I am not
changing my lifestyle significantly because of terrorism. But, I am realistic
enough to accept the possibilities, causes, and chances of being a victim, and I service, is part of the review of the Airport Layout Plan
won't gamble with that possibility. There has already been a deadly plane crash submitted by the City of Chicago for FAA review.
adjacent to the mobile home park on Touhy Ave. in Des Plaines near the airport.
As devastating as that crash was, it is a microcosm of the possibilities of an airport
doubled in size.

Life is full of changes. Change is inevitable. However, all changes are not good.

Doubling the size of O'Hare Airport brings too many unwanted changes to the

lives of the residents in the surrounding communities. This project is not what it

is portrayed to be. Please, consider carefully the real costs of O’Hare expansion,

not just exorbitant financial costs, but the related costs to human lives. :"—‘

Response to Comments U.10-269 July 2005
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1 Please see topical response M-1.
2 Please see topical responses B-5, B-7 and F-2.
<mark_dryschi@agilent.com> To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLFAA@FAA
02/27/2005 07:47 PM cc <mark_drysch@agilent.com>
bee

Subject Ohare expansion

I am opposed to expansion of O'Hare Airport. I grew up in Des Plaines, have

lived the past fourteen years in Elmhurst and have lived in the Chicago area
virtually all of my fifty years. This region is not best served by an

expanded O'Hare. Nor would the region be best served by a third airport in [::]
Peotone. I would not wish the noise, air pollution and urban congestion such

an airport would certainly bring on this rural community. But this region

does need improvements to its air travel needs. Here is the plan the FAA

should be implementing:

Link (Chicago) O'Hare Airport with General Mitchell Airport (Milwaukee,Wi.),
Gary Airport (Gary, In.) and Rockford Airport (Rockford, Il.) by high speed
rail to create a multi-airport system. High speed rail would link each of
these airports to O'Hare by a 30 minute trip or less.

This plan has a number of benefits:

1) It would spread the number of flights destined for Chicago over a greater
geographic area thereby reducing congestion.

2) Airlines could schedule a large number of take-off and landings during
prime times without compromising safety or incurring delays.

3) Air and noise pollution would not be concentrated or increased at a single
airport as with the current O'Hare expansion plan.

4) The need for a third airport in Peotone would be eliminated thus sparing
that rural community from obliteration.

5) The economic boon would be shared over a larger area thus strengthening the
region, not just Chicago.

6) This approach would be less costly, quicker to implement and better utilize
existing airport facilities.

7) This would provide the foundation for the option of developing a high speed
regional rail system as a supplement to air travel or to meet the
increase of future travel demands.

Thank you for the cpportunity to provide input on this very important matter.

The Multi-Airport Plan (MAP) protects the quality of life in this region,

provides for the transportation needs of the region and takes a step towards [::]
the future needs of travelers.

Sincerely,
Mark Drysch

179 Fellows Ct.
Elmhurst, Il. 60126

Response to Comments U.10-270 July 2005
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Comment Response

2 Please see topical response D-1.

3 Please see topical response G-4.

4 Please see topical response K-2.

5 Please see topical response G-1.

6 Please see topical responses M-2 and M-7.
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050228 ™1

28 February 2005

Mike MacMullen

Federal Aviation Administration
ast Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Re: O"Hare Modemization Project

Dear Mr. MacMullen

Please include a true intermodal facility with high speed rail service to downtown
Chicago, and northeast Indiana. Just think of the reduction of auto pollution and

congestion at the airport, not to mention passenger convenience.

Sincerely,
N, S

Richard R Ruble

PO Box 11723
Ft. Wayne, IN 46860-1723

=
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1

Please see topical responses B-7 and F-2.
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1 Please see topical response M-2.
W RoBERT W. RUSSELL 2 Please see topical responses B-7 and F-2.
B Em?\];r?)?): .If:f:;xl:ogfszw R U3 2005 3 Please see topical response M-2.
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COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization 1

Please see topical response M-2.

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2

Please see topical responses D-1 and G-1.

. Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Eowzza‘m | Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name: _A AL D,uf{bci
Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi

Address:  /px0 (). Rpacvett Rd.  (hat C)u,caurg_o Sl oS
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

9 ‘,{:uﬁ_ﬂ-vj Dugpect the 6 hars Modonpption Proeyan.

A It

[l
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Please see topical responses D-1 and K-2.

"DeMaine, Karen® To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGUFAA@FAA
Vi <kdemaine@wm.com>
02/28/2005 03:23 PM o
bece

Subject O'Hare Expansion

| was not able to attend the meeting in Elmhurst. | want to express that | live under the Southwest
Runway. My address is 351 Shady Lane. Planes go over my backyard every 45 seconds. When that
happens we cannot talk, due to the noise. We have to wait for the planes to pass. And then we only have
45 seconds, before another plane is coming. | have no idea if the planes are dropping any fuel at this
time. Therefore this may be harmful to our neighborhood.

Also the bigger the plane the lower it is overhead. Soon we will be able to wave to the people in the plane. E]
This was never like this when | first moved in 30 years ago.

Karen DeMaine
351 Shady Lane
Elmhurst, Il 60126
ighborhood.
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Please see topical responses D-1, E-1 and E-3.

Comment
1
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2

Please see topical response M-1.

050228_05

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Im al Medio Ambi antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name: ralace P.
First(Nombre) Mi

Last(Apellido)

Address: 646 Country Club Lane fasia I1. 60143

City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

Street Address(Calle/Apartamento)

The FAA has the unique opportunity at this time to consider overall

the plight of us who have been living and working with the exacerbation

of airport noise for all these years. I have worked in an area where

planes have a consistent pathway over our plant and offices, and,

with the fuel odor emanating from this constant traffic, one can't

enjoy a rleasureable lunch in the outside area. This is now!

What will it be like if approval is granted for the expansion. D

Perhaps, all the propopents in Chicago. including the mavor, should

have the runways directed Eastwardly over their homes and business

districts. IT IS THEIR TURN to enjoy all the amenities that I have

listed above that we have had to endure for so long. E

Response to Comments

U.10-277
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical response I-1.

"Nancy Johnson" To S-AGL-B00-CMPEIS/AGLFAAEFAA
j 1959@ net

> cc

02/28/2005 10:54 PM bee

__ Please respond to Subject O'Hare Modemization Plan OMP
njohnson1959@comcast.net

To whom it may concern:

This is to veoice my concern over the following viclations of the religious
freedoms of St. John's United Church of Christ in Bensenville, to freely
practice its religious faith - a First Amendment Right under the United
States Constitution; also, the indecent disinterment of our loved cnes
buried at either St. Johannes Cemetery; the negative impact upon the
historical value of these sacred grounds; the permanent loss of information
and a place to connect with our ancestors in our genealogical research and
pursuits, of which our cemeteries are a most valuable part; and most
importantly, the devastating precedence this will set for future public
projects in generations to come, and the resulting loss of individual and
community freedoms and rights, and our history, as presently guaranteed
under law.

Please do not tear up the sacred burial grounds of our ancestors that came [::]
here so long ago.

Sincerely,

Nancy Johnson

Lombard, IL

630-889-9023

nancy.johnson@ptk.org

!

wanmad dat

Response to Comments U.10-278 July 2005
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COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Pur favof envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de

de | to al Medio Ambi antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
o4 _Zf;_]!_ifl
Name: 47 .7zKe Lune o
Last(Apellido) First{Nombre) Ml
Address: %f&rﬂ;m# ol ELK bfwe . TL  booO 7
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical response M-1.
2 Please see topical response M-7.
3 Please see topical response M-6.
4 Please see topical response M-1.

Response to Comments U.10-279
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Final EIS

COMMENTS:

Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

FR

Name: [ AR X i Son) 8 /;‘.'k'-_' v/ o
Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi

D 6E AN O
City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

Address: 305
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento)
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses I-1 and M-1.
2 Please see topical response F-5.

3 Please see topical responses K-1 and K-2.
4 Please see topical response G-3.

Response to Comments U.10-280
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Final EIS

Please mail _ sur comments on the O’Hare Modernization
Draft Envirom: =ntal Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de

COMMENTS:

de Imp al Medio A antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
7 ' =) / tH 28 2005
Name: _/[,’q;/,,c, e L) N = “
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical response D-1.

2 Please see topical responses B-2 and B-5.

3 Please see topical response G-1.

4 Please see topical responses G-3 and L-1. Comment about

holding a Public Referendum is noted.
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Response to Comments U.10-281 July 2005
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses E-1 and E-3.

COMMENTSZ Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization

Please see topical responses C-1 and G-1.

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Please see topical response G-3.

2
Par favor envie por correo sus comenmrlns para el Borrador de 3
4

050228_10 | de Img al Medio Amik antes del 23 de marzo del ZIM:I.':
e

Please see topical response B-2.

Name: KVECK GERES M

Lasl[Apel{il:N:lfr First(Nombre) Mi

Address: 7 //}N('/l § 716’/‘ {{'?.{[J/;‘L‘LZ: VA€ 2 A /(“(}("’ Z

Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)
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— Comment Response
“m—— 1 Please see topical responses L-1 and M-1.
COMMENTS Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization p. 1 P E-1 E-2 and E-3
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see topical responses E-1, .
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de 3 Please see topical response F-5.
Estudio de Imp al Medio Ambi antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name: FPalace H.
Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi
Address: 646 Country Club Lane Itasca 1. 60143
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

With many of the airlines in a tenuous position of not generating

substantial monies to keep afloat, and many citing Chapter 11

bankruptey, it seems there really isn't a growing need for
I b B

additional runways.

Many environmental factors including air pollution contribute to

most of our major diseases today, namely, Emphysema, adult asthma,

heart disease and cancer. We don't need to contribute substantially

by adding more runways that will promote more pollution that will

decrease our chances for a cleaner environment and healthier
lifestyle. E’

Also, with more runways, will we than need to reconstruct the

expressways to accommodate the additional traffic?

WHERE DOES THIS STOP!

Response to Comments U.10-283 July 2005
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O’Hare International Airport

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses G-1, G-3 and M-1.

COMMENTS Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see topical response B-2.
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de 3 Please see topical response L-1.
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005. 2 Ploase seo topical responses E-l, E-Z, E-3 and MG,
2005
Name: POLTORAK D.
Last{Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi
Address: 644 Country Club Lane Itasca I1. 60143
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

It is truly an unfortunate event when the taxpayer who picks up the cost of

all of the politicians numerous spending ventures is being "strong armed"

into submission by a mayor who pompously and indignantly states the expansion

will happen and the taxpayer must yield - NEVER! As in all of his other

endeavors, the mayor has exaggerated the need, underplays the cost and touts

joebs - for his cronies, of course. If the airport needs space, let's shift

U1

all of the cargo to Midway or the new proposed Peotone airports.

Adrlines are cutting back on flights, increasing charges and dispensing with

"perks" In order to keep afloat - surely they will not pay for this new

Venture™INd ©Ofnce again It falls on the taxpayer. Our tolerance with f‘{ighr:s;,la
approximately every 3 minutes has been exhausted. We encounter dapgergus

fumes daily which are emitted with every flight, endangering our health in

addition to destroying our residences with unsightly oil blotehes from the

residue of the exhaust, not mentioning the dumping of their toilet facilities

onto our—fages. Tet's reconfigurate and situate flight patterns to the east

in order to give everyone in the city an opportunity to experience the daily
dilemma we encounter in Bensenville, Wood Dale, Itasca and Elk Grove. Let's

route tWE airlines coming in directly over the residence of the Mayor so that
Maggie can appreciate our inconvenience. However, this time the Mayor will not

be able to tear up the turf as he did to Meigs. If he wants to expand, let's

expand the direction to the city and leave the suburbs alone . D

July 2005
Response to Comments U.10-284 ly
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response I-1.

<carol.edwards@hklaw.com> To 9-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGLFAABFAA
A
-
cc
02/28/2005 03:26 PM
bee
Subject St. John's Cemetery and Rest Haven Cemetery
It is the practlice of our faith that the burial of our dead in consecrated ground should remain intact. To
disturb someone's “final resting place® would be a desecration of holy ground. Please do not relocate the

two Bensenville cemeteries of St. Johannes and Rest Haven. | have ancestors buried there and the
historical loss would be devastating. There must be another way.

Carol Edwards

Holland & Knight

One Midamerica Plaza

Oakbrook Terrace, Illinois 60181

Response to Comments U.10-285

July 2005
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response I-1.
050228_14
“Erika Winkelhake" To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAAGFAA
<emwinkelhake@earthlink.ne
> cc
02/28/2005 06:29 AM bee
Subject O'Hare Modernization Plan
Erika Winkelhake
1400 Gross Dam Road
Golden, CO 80403
28 February, 2005
Gentlemen:
| strongly object to the O'Hare Modernization Plan.
It is wrong to so callously force upon us the indecent disinterment of family member in St. Johannes and
Rest Haven cemeteries. What an unr y and ur d heartbreak to remaining family
members.
The permanent loss of these cemeteries also results in the loss of irreplaceable historical and
genealogical information. But, even more importantly, it also seems to me to be a direct violation of the
right to practice one's religion in peace and safety. The respect of remains of those who have passed has
been a part of our religious and ethical heritage for thousands of years. This freedom and right should not
be the victim of thoughtless development.
Cordially,
Erika Winkelhake
Response to Comments U.10-286 July 2005
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Comment

Response

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’'Hare Modernization 1

Please see topical response M-2.

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

050302_01

Name: /7 )enraneis /A’( )(D

Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi

. ) = - o ose
Address: 0729 KB Pnex  fUlo UegaTs 12 Lo
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)
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Response to Comments U.10-287

July 2005
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Final EIS

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

050302 Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
02 Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name: 3pycisp) DANIEL =
Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi

Address: g3ys S. TR AV gV PL. /L. 80805

Street Addr (Calle/Apa ) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

UPDATING  ONARE |S NECCESSARY D  Con/T-
INUING  FeEpinG CRICACO A NMUB OF CoMMERCE
N THIS  GREAT NATIoA

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

Response to Comments U.10-288

July 2005
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Final EIS

Response

Please see topical response M-2.

Comment
1
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
m Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
E io de Impacto al Medio A antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name: (,4%//’5‘_— u/ 1 %

Last{Apellido) First{Nombre) Mi
Address: 179 Fwm  Lodkyper T Lot/
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudadl State(Estato) Zip(Zona)
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Response to Comments U.10-289
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

OMMEN . Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
050302_04 Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Imp al Medio Ambi antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name: £ 'u\ /Jc g C {m’l /e U_/

LaSJl[Apellido} First{Nombre)
Address: /n(5 3 S 5_,,@) :\/ﬂ;w C_{fc’ L//(,;)C\,)
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) Siate(emto; Zip(Zona)
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Response to Comments U.10-290

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

COMMENTS:

050302_05

Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus tarios para el B dor de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

=y S
Name: 6’%/ =/ 5Y] //~ Du /2D o),

Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Ml

wsies: 1) i

wWAvco ok 1L LS

Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(éstato) Zip(Zona)

Response to Comments

U.10-291

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de

Estudio de | al Medio Ambi antes del 23 de marzo del 2005,

5 3
Name: ,_/,,éz/ y Yy c_éf&??f y £

Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi

. CRE 7. & T .
Address: 7 35— S s Ave /ff/»fri}ﬁb 17 o/
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)
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Response to Comments U.10-292
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response M-2.
COM MENTSI Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization 5 Pl t p. 1 P G4 and M2
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. £ase see topical responses L>-2 an dld
o7 Por favor envie por correo sus ios parael B dor de

= de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name: / ﬁ?@zﬂcﬁf’_ Jlﬂfr,?z:'j 2%
Last{Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi

Address: /3pp S peviciier  [heos Hetpars (- bo¥e s
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)
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Response to Comments U.10-293 July 2005
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Comment Response

COMMENTS: Piease mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization 1 Please see topical response M-2.
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

050302_08
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Imp al Medio Ambi antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
Name: | _
Last{Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi
Address:
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

Response to Comments U.10-294 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

COMM ENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
050302_08 Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name: "o é‘?ﬁ Ry D

I
Last{Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi

ndaross: 3995/ N). O gaeliiew Do Joliocly T Lo

Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) Stale(Estxlo} Zip(Zona)
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Response to Comments U.10-295
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Comment Response

1 Th P o .
COMMENTSI Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization € commenter’s opinion is noted

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

o | e e 2 s o 208
Name:  [OAUIES, DERN) WS
Last(Apellido) First{Nombre) Mi
Address: | REESE EAST DUNDEE 1LL éoud
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Esfato) Zip(Zona)
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Response to Comments U.10-296 July 2005
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Comment Response

COMMENTS Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization 1 Please see topical responses K-1and K-2.
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see topical responses B-2 and B-5.

050302_11

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name:  KRYCH , S7eved L.
Last(apellido) <’ First(Nombre) i

Address: 2/5" L& Alock ). weoppaie SLL éorsy

Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)
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Please see topical response B-4.

Please see topical responses B-4 and L-1.

Please see topical responses K-1 and K-2.

Please see topical response I-1.

Please see topical response L-1.
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Please see topical response F-4.
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american

HOTEL REGISTER COMPANY s
ECETVE]
March 3, 2005 |
MAR 14 2005 h f
e |
AGL-7r*1 |

Mr. Michael W. MacMullen -
Federal Aviation Administration

2300 E. Devon

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen,

American Hotel Register Company depends upon a viable O'Hare Airport for business

travel and goods movement. A viable O'Hare airport is also an important economic

component of Northeastern Illinois Region and a critical part of the nation’s aviation D
system.

Flight delays continue to plague operations at O'Hare. Last year O’Hare ranked last of
all major US airports in on time performance. If these delay problems continue,
customers and businesses would seek alternate markets, which would negatively impact
Northeastern Illinois’s economy.

A modernized O'Hare airport as proposed in EIS will significantly reduce delays as well
provide significant economic development for the region by bringing in 200,000 jobs for
the airport and people using the airport. IZ\

For all these reasons, decreased delays, improved airport efficiency and expanded

economic development for the Northeastern llinois region, American Hotel Register

urges the FAA to issue its record of Decision to enable O'Hare to reach it's full operating El
capacity in the US and international aviation system.

Thank you for your consideration.
Best regards,

~ 7 7
Mr. Thomas F. Leahy

Executive Vice President
American Hotel Register Co.

Comment Response

1 Please see topical response M-2.
2 Please see topical response D-1.
3 Please see topical response A-2.

100 South Milwaukee Avenue « Vernon Hills, lllinols 60061-4305 « Toll Free: 1-800
Order online at www.americanhotel.com
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
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*John Englert" To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAABFAA
<john_englert@earthlink.net>
cc

03/03/2005 09:00 PM bee
Subject C Regarding O'Hare E

1} Since freight carriers such as UPS, Flying Tigers, etc., are not subject to the same rules as passenger carriers, and
since they are louder and hug the ground more, would it be possible to "exile” them to a third airport location? Or
ban them from flying 11PM to 6AM? The planes that wake me from a sound sleep tend to be these freight carriers.

2) Ifa school in d Elmhurst has noisep g paid for by the city of Chicago, wouldn't it stand to reason

that the kids who attend there are affected just as much by nightly noise in their homes? Or is the city saying that

daylight planes are always noisier than nighttime planes? So, if it's necessary for soundproofing to allow them to

study, wouldn't it be just as necessary for the same (or even better) levels of silence for them to get a good night's D

sleep? Or is the city of Chicago just paying for a quiet daytime nap place for kids to catch up on the sleep they didn't
get the night before?

3) We're involved in a costly war with no apparent end, that our great will probably still be paying
for, The government is telling alarming stories about Social Security’s inability to cover the expenses of retirees.
The airlines who are SUPPOSED to be financing the expansion are bailing out of their CURRENT financial
obligations; there's absolutely no reason at all to think the burden of paying for all this wun"t he dumped on

taxpayers. Wouldn't the resultant stress levels directly attributible to this be considered an en p

4) My nephew would like a Ferrari, but I doubt his parents would allow him to conmt toa payrncnt schedule, as he's
only 19 and has no real financial buffer. Why then will the FAA allow teetering; e kruptcy airlines El
to decide what's best for the area?

5) Isuppose you could upgrade a Model T with airbags, ABS, radial tires, tinted windows, etc., but in the end it
would still be a Model T, not a competitive means of transportation. You COULD upgrade an '80's computer with
new internals (at about 10 times the cost of just getting a new PC), but it would suffer from the fact that none of the
replacement parts were actually designed to work WITH each other. Why put ALL our eggs in one basket?

6) It seems a shame that Amtrak, which gets NONE of the hidden subsidies available to airlines, is being allowed 1o
go under. This is despite the fact that trains were the ONLY form of mass transportation running directly after 9/11,
and the fact that trains are not only more efficient at distances of 300 miles or less, they also deliver you directly

| instead of place a of 45 minutes away from downtown. It is particularly irksome coming
at this time, when Amtrak has just begun delivering Chicago suburbanites DIRECTLY to Mitchell Field in EI
Milwaukee, where lines are shorter, delays are less, and the planes have big leather seats!

7) How much weight do you consider for the STRESS of smelling aviation fuel dumped on your neighborhood,

knowing you're breathing it in? How about the necessity of parsing your conversation into bits that can fit btlwccn a

series of overhead landings? How about the corrosive effects of the crud that covers your car if you leave it outside

overnight? Why does my car get DIRTIER when it rains, even if it hasn't left the driveway? D

8) Mayor Daley shut down Meigs Field, the airport in HIS backyard. What does he know about stress? Since
O'Hare is officially part of the city of Chicago, can he be made to move his residence to O'Hare, so HE can share the E|
wealth of experiences we have?

Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses B-1, D-1 and D-3.
2 Please see topical response L-1.

3 Please see topical responses B-7 and F-2.

4 Please see topical responses E-1 and E-3.

5 Please see topical response M-1.
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Response

Please see topical responses E-1 and E-3.

Please see topical response D-1.

Please see topical response F-5.

Please see topical response G-2.

Please see topical response F-5.

Please see topical response H-2.

Please see topical response K-2.

Please see topical responses B-4 and M-1.
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Comment Response

LaSalle Bank 1 Please see topical response M-2.

LaSalle Bank Carporation

ABN AMRD Please see topical response G-1.

Please see topical responses C-1 and D-1.

050304_02

~|lwN

Please see topical response A-2.

Norman R. Bobins

March 4, 2005

Mr. Michael W. MacMullén
Airports Envirc | Program M
Federal Aviation Administration
Chicago Airports District Office
2300 Devon Ave.

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

I am writing in support of the O"Hare Modernization Program, which is being reviewed by the Federal

Aviation Administration. As a b ipany of the Civic Committee of The Commercial Club of
Chicago, which represents the senior executives of leading corporations, busi and professional
firms in the Chicago region, we have long advocated expanding and modernizing O'Hare.

O'Hare Airport is the world's busiest airport and a crucial hub in the nation’s aviation system. The
airport is also the economic engine for the Chicago region, generating over $38 billion in economic
activity and over 450,000 jobs. O'Hare’s breadth and depth of service and its economic impact are
beneficial to businesses and the general public alike. The airport is a major factor in why our company
is located in the Chicago region. Our employees, whether they work in the Chicago area or in another
part of the country, frequently depend on and benefit from a viable and efficient O"Hare for work and
leisure.

However, O'Hare and the people who use it have become increasing burdened by congestion, and the
flight delays are only projected to worsen in the future. The time for action to remedy the problems at
O'Hare is long overdue, and the entire national aviation system is suffering the consequences as a
result,

The O'Hare Modernization Program submitted by the City of Chicago would dramatically reduce
congestion and increase safety at the airport. It also would provide needed capacity for additional
flights around the country and the world. Given these benefits, O'Hare modernization enjoys
overwhelming support from the Illinois business community and the general public throughout the
Chicago region. It is supported by Governor Blagojevich, a bi-partisan majority of the Illinois
legislature, 130 suburban mayors, and the DuPage County Board—a former opponent of the project.

b1

The FAA has released its Draft Environmental Impact Statement for O'Hare modernization. The review
validates O'Hare’s importance to the Chicago region and the nation and indicates that there are no
major environmental impacts stemming from the modernization project. 1 respectfully request that the
FAA approve the O"Hare Modernization Program as quickly as possible so that construction can begin
on this critical project.

]

Sincerely,

s « -.:? F
7\\ BN Ao DY 7 I
NRB/Imd
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COMMENTS? Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
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al Medio Ambi , antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

2

Please see topical response G-1.

3

Please see topical response D-1.
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Comment Response

050305_01 1 Please see topical response M-1.

Please see topical responses G-1, G-3, G-4, E-1, E-2 and E-3.
Please see topical response B-2.

Please see topical responses K-1 and K-2.

March 5, 2005

~|lwN

Michael W. MacMullen, Airports Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration

Chicago Airports District Office

2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen:
After reviewing the O'Hare Modernization Draft Environmental Impact Statement packet,

Supplemental U.S. Army Corps of Engineers application for permit sent to me, related documents
and attending a public hearing on February 22, 2005 of prime concern are the following issues:

. Safety
. Noise Impact
. Emissions
. Land Use Impacts
. Wetlands
As a homeowner and taxpayer in Elk Grove Village, I urge you to please consider the tremendous
negative impact O’Hare expansion would have environmentally and financially on surrounding II1 |
communities. )
A huge hospital campus, assisted living and rehabilitation facility lies in the path of the new
proposed runways.
The OMP will devastate the environment and local communities by creating far more air and noise |
pollution, destroying homes and businesses, cutting into tax bases and clogging highways. £ |
A regional airport concept should be implemented with the third airport built at Peotone. |3—|
Improve O'Hare? - certainly, Expand O'Hare? - only if the City of Chicago is able to expand the
sky to safely accommodate the added air traffic.

o |

Now go do the right thing and sleep well.

Sincerely,
- ﬁ(wﬂﬁg/m C}«&.MLL/
Mary Ann Andrews

805 Leicester Rd. #314
Elk Grove Village, 1L 60007
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COMMENTSJ Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
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050306_01
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de

de Impacto al Medio Ambi antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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Please see topical response G-4.
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COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization

@ Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
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1 Please see topical response M-1.
2 Please see topical responses E-1, E-2 and E-3.
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: 4 e 1 Please see topical response G-4.
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization -
A——— Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see topical responses G-2 and G-4.
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COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
e Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
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Please see topical response M-5.
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Please see topical response M-2.
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COMMENTS: Piease mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
= Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses E-1 through E-3, H-2 and M-1.
2 Please see topical response M-7.

3 Please see topical response B-5.
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Please see topical response B-4.

Please see topical responses C-1 and C-2.

Please see topical response B-5.

Please see topical response M-7.
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical response M-2.

2 Please see topical response M-5.

WASTE MANAGRMENT ! [ A WASTE MANAGEMENT
! Suite 400
Wlineds 60515

February 25, 2005 L x (630) 241-1597 Fax

Mr. Mike MacMullen

Federal Aviation Administration
2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

RE: O'Hare International Airport Expansion Hearings
Dear Mr, MacMullen:

The Federal Aviation Administration recently hosted hearings this week regarding the proposed
expansion of the O'Hare International Airport. At this time Waste Management Inc. is submitting our
comments on the expansion.

Waste Management Inc. is the leading provider of comprehensive waste and environmental services

in North America. Waste Management provides solid waste collection and recycling services to

approximately one million residential, commercial and industrial customers through out the City of
Chicago and surrounding suburbs.

The Chicago Region is facing many challenges as the FAA reviews the environmental impact of an
expansion at O'Hare International Airport. Waste Management recognizes the potential job growth
to the region and the positive economic drivers the proposed expansion would result. At the same
time, Waste Management understands the surrounding communities concern with potential
environmental impacts to their neighborhoods. We believe the FAA will be able to balance the
concerns of those impacted entities expressed at the public hearings and reflect its findings in your
final report.

We welcome the FAA's public hearings as an opportunity for all interested parties to be able to E
participate in the discussion and voice their comments,

Sinccr;:lsy 7 -
o
“‘-a'-:_‘f__\_y/

Dean H. Vandet Baan
Area Vice President
Waste Management - lllinois
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COMMENTS: Piease mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernjzation ! Please see topical responses F-1 and F-5.
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Please see topical responses C-1 and C-4.

Please see topical response B-2.
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Please see topical response D-1.

2

Please see topical response E-3.

3

Please see topical response C-1.
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Comment Response

4 Please see topical response B-4.

5 Please see topical response M-1.

6 Please see topical responses B-2 and B-5.
7 Please see topical response A-1.
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Please see topical response B-4.
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical response M-1.

2 Please see topical responses C-1, D-1 and K-2.

3 The commenter’s opinions are noted. Please see topical

response D-1.
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4 Please see topical response D-1 and D-2.
5 Please see topical response M-1.

6 Please see topical response D-1.
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8 Please see topical response D-1.
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1 Please see topical responses K-1 and K-2.

Tallyvasquez@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA

4 03/07/2005 07:04 PM oc

Subject regarding O'Hare Expansion

Michael W. MacMullen

Airports Envi tal Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration

Chicago Airports District Office

2300 Devon Avenue

Des Plaines IL 60018

To the FAA:

Please put aside the pressures being put on you and ider the safety asp of
expanding the number of flights in and out of 0'Hare. Just talk to the pilots and the
air traffic controllers. Use your good common sense and vision when making this
all-important decision about O'Hare. We have lived in Elk Grove Village for over 40
years and are not stodgy lainers and people who are opp d to change at all
costs. The safety of the sur di burt hould be p t in your decisi

We attended one of the local FAA public hearings and | testified at that time
garding the safety of our ity and those others which border on O'Hare.
Please don't let Mayor Daley’s political clout color your vision regarding the decision
which will make an environmental impact on O'Hare for years to come. E’

Sincerely,

Natalie and Albin Vasquez
212 Clearmont Drive
Elk Grove Vig. IL 60007-4006

Response to Comments U.10-333 July 2005
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Comment Response
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization 1 Please see topical response M-1.
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see topical responses G-3 and L-2
- F'ar fa\rnr snvin por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de 3 Please see topical responses C-7 and K-2.
al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
4 Please see topical responses A-1 and B-2.
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1 Please see topical response B-4.
& | 2 Please see topical responses C-3 and M-1.

|0s0308_02 [
March 8 2005

Dear Mr. Mac Mullen;

Why would the FAA even consider allowing Ohare to add more
runways ?

Isnt it your agency that says Ohares arrivals and departures are

never on fime ? Why then would you make the airport bigger. 1
Would that not make the airplanes even later ?

What about the impact on the air traffic controllers . Don’t you
even consider your own employees ?

Please stop this expansion project now. 2

Thank you

.J’ -{;’; 0 \
I /U1y o
S. Brinkmeier

Response to Comments U.10-335 July 2005
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COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

050308_03
Por favor envie por correo sus tarios para el B jor de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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Please see topical response M-2.
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March 8, 2005

Deaxr FAA:

As a resident of the far Northwest side of Chicago,
I have a concern about the proposed expansion at
O'Hare Airport. My two concerns center around
noise pollution and air pollution. When the planes
are flying in from the east, the noise is very
distracting and irritating. Those same planes

also spew a lot of pollution into the air. With
the proposal for increased traffic at O'Hare the
noise and air pollution can only get worse unless
action is taken to make the airplanes more fuel and
noise efficient. Mandates must be imposed on the
airlines to produce aircrafts that are more fuel
efficient and more quiet. The airlines can do
this. They will probably complain about the cost
involved but it will pay off for them long term.

Thank you for providing a public forum on this
issue. As a lifetime Chicago resident, I have a
concern about the environment in which I and my
fellow Chicagoans live.

Sincerely,
Chris Devine

Board Member, Foster-Harlem Property Owners
Association

NU 144n  F

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses D-1 and E-1.
2 Please see topical response M-5.
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050308_05

"Paul O'Connor”

ic;w.mm:
03/08/2005 04:21 PM

Please accept for the record the attached written testimony, submitted in Word

format.

To
cc

Subject

<<OMP to FAA fm POC WBC 3.8.05.doc>>

Paul O'Connor
Executive Director
World Business Chicago
312-553-0500

poconnor@worldbusinesschicago.com

www.worldbusinesschicago.com

OMP to FAA fm POC WBC 3.8.05.doc

9-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA

Approve OMP as per EIS

Response to Comments

U.10-338

July 2005
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WORLD
BUSINESS

CHICAGO R

March 8, 2005

Mike MacMullen
Federal Aviation Administration
2300 E. Devon Ave.
Des Plaines, IL 60018
Via e-mail

Re O'Hare Modernization EIS
Dear Mr. McMullen:

Two weeks ago in Austin, Texas, | met with the CEO of a global technology firm
with operations throughout the United States and around the world. O'Hare
International Airport is a fundamental part of his business, and he said that
weather-related flight delays and cancellations "really hurt us.”

In addition to lost time in an ever-accelerating world marketplace — and the
financial losses that goes with lost time - he said that O'Hare delays and
cancellations were impacting his ability to compete wordwide against foreign
competitors. And, he said, Dallas was not an adeguate alternative, especially
internationally. Commercial air travel is a fundamental "tool” in his business. He
said even the first new runway detailed in the EIS would make a significant
difference for his multi-billion-dollar business.

| can repeat this story with dozens of similar examples, from a $50-billion-plus
company to scrappy entrepreneurial start-ups. World Business Chicago is a
public-private economic development not for profit corporation. Our mission is
to grow the private sector that provides new jobs. growth, and the tax base for
hundreds of municipalities. O'Hare is our biggest asset — when we attract
companies like Boeing, or world headquarters of BP's new $é-billion
petrochemical spin-off, or indeed the Austin technology company.

But O'Hare weather-related delays and cancellations are also our biggest
liability. | am not only referring here only to the legitimate concems of
metropolitan Chicage companies — who lose hundreds of millions annually at
O'Hare because of weather. There are at least é6é million other business

Response to Comments U.10-339 July 2005
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses C-1, G-1, M-3 and M-4.

2 Please see topical responses A-1, B-1 and M-2.

travelers transiting O'Hare each year for whom Chicago is not a destination

but a connecting point. From the birth of commercial aviation to the present,

Chicago's geographic centrality and airport infrastructure have made it a

leader in air fravel for business. Making, in turn, Chicago America's leading

convention and business-fravel desfination. My point here is that just the

Chicago-based losses to the US economy wamrant the OMP as detailed in the

EIS. But | submit that our national economy and its ability to compete

effectively in a globalizing economy are increasingly put at risk with every D
delay in solving the clear and well-documented problems at O'Hare.

Indeed, | respectfully submit that the FAA, having exhaustively examined the
matter of O'Hare Modermization, has a responsibility to our national interests to
proceed with this plan as quickly as practicable. While opposition to OMP has
generated its own tiny cottage industry — with precious few benefiting -
Chicago’s $344-bilion economy (providing jobs for more than 4,000,000
Americans) is held hostage under color of due process.

| write to concur with FAA's finding to-date re O'Hare Modernization, and to
urge you to follow the facts of the EIS to a speedy start for relief runway E’
construction as quickly as the FAA can act.

Respectfully submitted,

5.

Paul O'Connor
Executive Director

Response to Comments U.10-340 July 2005
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050308_06 1 Please see topical responses B-2, B-4, B-7 and M-8.

<mark_drysch@agilent.com> To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/IAGLFAA@FAA
03/08/2005 11:19 PM cc <mark_drysch@agilent.com=>
bec

Subject O'Hare Expansion

The following is an excerpt from a letter titled, "Pectone Is Not Solution To
Airport Problems", sent to the "Your Opinion" section of our local paper,
Press Publications, for Wednesday, December 15, 2004. I am sharing this with
you because I agree with many of the ideas expressed by the author, George
Ochsenfeld of Monee, Illincis and President of Shut This Airport Nightmare
Down.

"The proposed Peotone airport is about money and power, not transportation.
The solution to aviation congestion is as follows: expansion and full
utilization of O'Hare and the Gary, Rockford and Milwaukee airports;
state-of-the-art air traffic technology; pricing away from peak flying times;
increased teleconferencing; fast trains connecting Midwestern cities; and , if
all else fails, having some connecting flights take place in other cities."

I want to emphasize that neither adding a third airport in Pectone, nor

expanding O'Hare airport will solve the current or future problem(s). A
regional approach which better utilizes the existing regional airport capacity
and the addition of high speed trains to connect these airports is a more cost
effective and longer term solution to the needs of the region.

Sincerely,

Mark Drysch
179 Fellows Ct.
Elmhurst, TIl. 60126

Response to Comments U.10-341 July 2005
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses M-1 and C-7.
:050303“0? 2 Please see topical responses B-2, L-1 and L-2.

3 Please see topical response E-1.

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov 12 P

Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2005 6:35 AM

To: Jim Karwowski

Subject: Re: Emphatically against the proposed C'Hare expansion

Message Recieved, Tha

Response to Comments U.10-342 July 2005
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March 9, 2005

Mr. Mike MacMullen

Federal Aviation Administration
2300 E. Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

ompeis@faa.gov
RE: Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for O’Hare Modernization Project

It is a shame that our environment is a “small player™ in this game of airport “chess” in

the Chicago region. Expanding the Gary, Indiana Airport is a viable solution to air traffic
congestion, if the will to do it existed. It makes the most sense economically and E’
environmentally, but the jobs, power and money are on the wrong side of the state line.

Be that as it may, incorporating a true intermodal facility must be part of the O'Hare
expansion plan, if we truly expect to address pressing ground transportation issues in the EI
Northeastern Illinois, Northern Indiana and Southern Wisconsin area as well,

/—> lr." ~
) (o l'-a ‘_’_Cw.._____
Robert O. Burns
Public Works Director

Roselle, [linois
Rbums(@roselle.il.us

C: Senator Durbin
Senator Obama
Representative Hyde

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses B-2, E-1 and L-2.
2 Please see topical response F-2.
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1

Please see topical responses B-2 and M-5.

2

Please see topical response B-8.
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Final EIS
/ Comment Response
'___T; 1 1 Commenter has raised a number of issues which are
OMMIENTS. ! rlease mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization : . . s
ﬂ Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. addressed in Slaectlon U.5, Topical Responses, specifically
please see topical responses B-2, B-7, D-1, E-1, E-3, and F-2.
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005. 2 Please see topical responses D-1 and D-2
- : 3 Please see topical response G-2.
-“’”’FF:? ? 4 The commenter’s opinion is noted.
) b 5 : G o
name: | 2L/ 0BEET
" Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) mi
" |
Address: S Y3 JUILL I Ape (A BIVED //: 60025
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

/T wevbp Be B, 7£p T Boreo Neew
Ak Bra o SovTHER Part

brcaver o F

e vrron (T Swgee Tit Toke RORI Trinks A7l /)

Nevsi, Conwgrparrorn (whEI+ 19 A TERIeD o F &

/e, VEARLS 'THF\?’ el AT T s ExPrsoD A& tee
o) B :

LOHEN JEOTONE //-a.f Aet brwbs oF Kooss . GARY

AIRPORT SeTs DPorwe NetHive . THEy Covtod

P

Koo A TRAnSys7E)0 /e jwprasha TRose Loof

Te GARy AiRPoRT.

| Lk  APPox Smiy FRew. NFE. To S.ov.

Ko way WWren Tanis o ovrp | Cevg ©

SMaRE THE Toreris Harp THE Newsiz /S |EI
Deatmme yoo cars Tace . Ay PReprry mw:l

T L
[as Faccgn fo ceo To ssovo.w BEcsOSL OF AR
Portr  Noiss

[ MHopr Tetk Expars,e.. OF OyARA Freed I
peoomis quz/y';, OWITE HORS D
Response to Comments U.10-346

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

I8 TRANSWESTERN

Response

Please see topical response G-1.

Please see topical responses B-1, C-1 and M-4.

Comment
1

@359 West Higgns Road 2

Suite 1050 3

Rosemont, IL B0018

03/10/2005

Michael MacMullen

Federal Aviation Administration
2300 E. Devon

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Mr. MacMullen,

Transwestern Commercial Services depends upon a viable O'Hare Airport
for business travel and goods movement. A viable O'Hare airport is also an
important economic component of Northeastern Illinois Region and a
critical part of the nation’s aviation system.

Flight delays continue to plague operations at O'Hare, Last year O"Hare
ranked last of all major US airports in on time performance, If these delays
problems continue, customers and businesses would seck alternate markets
which would negatively impacts Northeastern [llinois's economy.

A modernized O’Hare airport as proposed in EIS will significantly reduce
delays as well provide significant economic development for the region by
bringing in 200,000 jobs for the airport and people using the airport. .

For all these reasons decreased delays, improved airport efficiently and
expanded economic development for the Northeastern Illinois region,
Transwestern Commercial Services urges the FAA to issue its record of
Decision to enable O’Hare to reach it’s full operating capacity in the US
and international aviation system.

Thank you for your consideration

</
6:/ __,}’z—--( i

Senior Vice President
Transwestern Commercial Services

Your Partner of Choice.

Please see topical responses A-2.

Phone: B47.292.1250
“r] Faux: BAT 262 1462
. W transwestorm.nel

]
|

Response to Comments U.10-347

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

50310
i 02 Por favw envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
E de al Medio antes del 23 de marzo del 2005 -rf\(\['\

ARG

/TAR Y g

First(Nombre) Mi

Name: J—EN_D

Last(Apellido)

Address: ///3 )RD )¢ ST, RENSENVILLE FL. b0/0¢
City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

Street Address(Calle/Apartamento)

/ﬁc/nm(w}u p-er Y5y a’/y{cmwm KZLMW«AQ

. dt— T 4 dodintas ottt j4 Al oo tp fo
- 0 R 4 .'
4 A2 AL Al dtr€ 4 F ) "

/ 7

vy MU g amah oy : 4/ WM/ MW
Y 7 L./
/ : 1 4 1£ i g ¥
e =] Al L A L 41..-!.-.! i

A. 271 4u 4_4 '4_‘,.’.;. ll:/-' 4 Loy Ay

Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses B-2 and G-4.
2 Please see topical response I-1.

3 Please see topical response B-2.
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€l DUS)’ :l_ll_u_l_l.b._llll_ls_ S Comment | Response
e i o iy ¢ Newspaper clipping submitted with previous comment.
access to O’'Hare | I
- Gov.Rod Blagojevich should |
 do something to improvethe |
~ problems in Illinois and maybe
earnhiskeepandbeado-
_ something governorinstead =~
of the opposite. If the English |
~ and the French can tunnel un-
der the English Channel, we
. can tunnel under the O'Hare |
__Field and connect the Kennedy
 Expresswaywith the Elgin- |
 O’Hare Expressway. -
. That fixes a traffic problem in
- that area that should have been
. done years ago. Fix the airport
_ problems by building two long ¢
runways at DuPage Airport
going south from North Avenu¢
~ Who needs a golf course in th'
~ area? That would fix the pro’
lem of building a new airpo
Getbusy, governor.
'- | ~ George
g0 by

Response to Comments U.10-349
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Susan Poll-Klaessy To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLFAA@FAA

alie <susan_poll@yahoo.com>

03/10/2005 10:01 AM b

bee

Subject O'Hare Modernization Program

I support the O'Hare Modernization Program. I |!

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Small Business - Try our new resources site!

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.

Response to Comments

U.10-350

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

COMMENTS:

050311_01

Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus jos para el B dor de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response G-1.
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O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization 1 Please see topical responses D-1, D-2 and M-1.

e Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see topical responses E-1 and K-2.

= Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador d i -4 1I- - -
oravarer D D o SOTTM Y i 3 Please see topical responses G-4, I-1, M-6 and M-7.
4 Please see topical responses B-2 and M-8.
) 5 Please see topical responses L-1 and G-3.
Napie: Gardner Lillian H.
Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi

Address: 17W131 wWoodland Ave., Bensenville, IL 60106
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

I am tctally against the expansion of O'Hare airpert, I am an B3 vr,
old widow who has lived in Bensenville for over 50 vears. Even

though T wen't be around to hear the extra noise wnicn 1s bad enough
now when vou can't converse with anvone when vou're on the patio, but

vou alsc nave a NAId Time NAavIng 8 rtelgnmone corwersItior wiem you 're
in the house with the windows onen and a plane flies over. The safety
and pollution are svanm mre mortam— The Tirport—witt—=stitT—ot be .

large encugh and I'm afraid Mayor Daley will decide he needs more land
for the airporft and get rid ol Nomes ang DUSImeEsses sootir to-orand Ave,
You saw what he did to Meigs Field. Another thing is the two cemetaries.
How could anyone think ol rfemoving Lhe graves and neadstones of loved
ones? It's bad encugh to remowve the homes and businesses.

The most practical thing would be to buid a new airpeort in Peotone.

It's a lot cheaper to build from scratch. Then we can see whatl has

to be done to modernize O'Hare. In this way there will be work in E’
two areas instead of the Mayor being in charge of Jjust one. With

all the recent controvercy surrounding Chicago's mayor, do we really
wamt '""the fox guarding the hen house"? I have heard of no compensa-
tion to the surrounding suburbs who are making the only sacrifice,
minly Bensenville and Elk Growve Village, Richard Daley, ,on the

other hand, is being rewarded for msmanaging the current O'Hare

land mass Dv making Sure any air Irfeignt And relatcd Duilaings were
built under his domain. If he would hawve allowed the new post office
and air freight businesses to he built in Bensenville or EIk Growve
Village, there would he plenty of room for a new runway. There

would also be plentv of room to park the airplanes which 1 THhink

is the real problem. Although some O'Hare mmdermization is

necessary, let's not have a 3]‘5{0'10,(!-“(1,0"‘0.”('- bocndoggle. IThis El

ssive lapnd grab that punishes those of us who already
suffer all the fallout from the "world's busiest airport.”

Response to Comments U.10-352 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization 1 Please see topical response G-1.
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
it Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
2 D\
Name: [H(a -"1,5;1 ] [e Jrc &
Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi
| ETY, o e ) i - s L U =
Address: {05 tarx ) Crete ol e C(J v/
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

4wl helg  Unea CaPenters  Joep wereins

f I
Tor Y layy, Y er s,

Response to Comments U.10-353 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Comment

Response

Please see topical response G-1.

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization 1
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 5

Please see topical response M-2.

Por fwur envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de

050311_04 - de Impacto al Medio Ambient anusdelzademarzodeu?%. '3

Name:  KAPLo/ DAV v
Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi

Address: /0 7 /L/MO/S  SHAUM gURG IL  bol7Y

Street Add :“ ity(Ciudad) State(Estato] Zip{Zona]
/o ﬂ/mn({,{yy L&Lu@ df ém( fczggnuvy centér.

:/')n fﬂf‘b’[&!lé{w C/Pnuﬂlk L An 4-‘5—'2!{&/-}(2/15 VZL(_!
calionet Cearnoe . Vi /z’/ nl Jf .—;/oszpé/(‘c,/"-r
57(/"/{’ /Z‘ za:!cl%mvf Z‘f’ ﬂém&“"&‘fb j{.f,/’w.)z V(
“waidd poroale sngie e /fen Aty
L&Wm?fw amzl Czt/*:ne/f" fnwzf/!:'zq. Llrace D
/w;»{f' oy Andapad em  fa Mvwﬁm’z&*’»
of a_mibw aipel and hpancier of
M?Q . ,Zzlwe./ A /ﬂZC/taéAV ﬂ{"‘z{f /fé_f/é'
My bpcal econsiny wnd Locol unipno. k]

L coely
Vo Kgolon

7

Response to Comments U.10-354
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O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization 1 Please see topical responses B-1, M-2 and M-4.
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
050311_05 Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de

Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005,

£

Na.r.ne:.:‘ _,éEC;LLE 4 Sco 7L/l A.

3 (// Last(Apellido) First{Nombre) Mi
StamweoD

Addigss: ]/ KRAUSE gvE 7)) 7 (poloT]

Street Address(Calle/Ap: ) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

To_The oHawe Bypmnsi Conuthee
My NAmE 1S Scott 4. CEUE T fve o Sttemwosd, TU
Dlease oxpand o Aipaet. WE feed fese new |orsthat
FL will Ceente . T hae ok Ldie N, prd Hfie PoRolation) (ncReASE
Sems Jo Lictate Hat w"ﬂmd moke )Qunmq_f. And
Less feareic /N CeebAl) freps . O Hane Skt e
e expand o _keep Connected ELghts And ke JJe-tud—{.gl %wﬁ
fo teatel 4o 4 mm:MQ wex] woart 4o Fly 4o chicago
pethe waid s fo bmqﬁ %0 1 ﬂ;riutc;-r“:i , We aced Hhe Busimvess
So (bes e €Coneny in du'qdjo_ Se Dlease eglﬂwiom D

<':f(éﬂ t:?
S att-4. (Gulls

Response to Comments U.10-355 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Response

Please see topical responses G-1 and M-4.

Please see topical responses M-2 and M-4.

Comment
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization 1
o Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2
sk Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
Name: TACSoNS Richpdl Scott

Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Ml

Address: 2047 Skphen st AurorA  TL 60504
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

Benny A non Carpenter | T cxly on the

work p4 Ohave Ted' | Wwport o suprort
My S:ﬁ—m‘-.l\f,
Wchiout the 0'here gXpmsior pro ject

e ou reglon lOS{nj fens  of YhouspndS A€ bs
tn_the  construction Sield, D
wWihhout  Yhe  econfiauration of fhe now

dﬁntix,fws TUNnwhYSs  we Stand  the chmce of [osing

Imecican Piclines m:d United Burlines as A mayor hub,

Which  would resultt in et Jops and  evenue ia

the  privRte  sector.

B ]

T AwereSore sqpport die  Ohnre  imedernization ijrﬁm.

Response to Comments U.10-356
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O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Comment

Response

050311_07 |

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS@faa.gov

Wednesday, March 16, 2005 6:59 AM

Daniel J Stoneberg

Re: O'Hare: Routing of Air Traffic For Departures from MNew Morth Runway

1

Please see topical responses D-1, D-2, D-3 and D-4.

The proposed new north runway although used primarily
as an arrival runway, would have departure operations in
both east and west directions. The FAA supports the
continuation of the Fly Quiet Program managed by the
O’Hare Noise Compatibility Commission in developing
departure routes and procedures to route aircraft over
compatible land use.

The FAA also refers the commenter to the O’Hare Noise
Compatibility Comission’s April 6, 2005 comments on the
Draft EIS, beginning on page U.4-353. This letter and its
responses deal primarily with noise mitigation and other
information that may further inform the commenter.

Response to Comments U.10-357

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses B-2, C-3, C-7 and K-2.
2 Please see topical responses B-2 and G-1.
3 Please see topical responses A-1, C-7 and K-2.
Lois & Eric Tomaskovic To S-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<erlotom@famvid.com>
(=4

03M13/2005 01:07 PM
bee

Subject O'Hare Expansion Project

Our comments about O'Hare expansion:

It's common knowledge that the skies over O'Hare are already overly

crowded, and the air traffic control system is already maxed out. How

can you safely add even more flights into this limited airspace? A

third airport, whether at Peotone, Rockford, or another site, would

seem to be the most obvious solution to this problem. All other O'Hare Jj—
expansion issues pale in comparison, yet no one seems to focus on this h
safety issue in the press.

At your recent public hearings, several union carpenters, electricians,
etc. made comments about how the proposed O'Hare expansion would
provide jobs. Wouldn't building a third airport provide at least as

many jobs (preobably more in the leng run)? The only difference is,
these jobs would not help Mayor Daley politically if not located at
O'Hare!

We both grew up near major airports (Eric in Chicago near Midway, and
Lois in Mt. Prospect near O'Hare) so airplane noise doesn't bother us.
We currently live on the south side of Elmhurst, where the noise isn't
too bad. We are mainly concerned about the safety gquestion.

PLEASE, when you make your final decision, remember to consider safety
first, and all other issues, such as jobs for Mayor Daley's
constituents, second.

Thanks for this opportunity for us to voice our concerns. [::]

Eric J. Tomaskovie
Lois Tomaskovic
957 Hillside Ave.
Elmhurst, IL 60126

Response to Comments U.10-358 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

ECEIVE

R MAR 14 2005 m

Eososm_m

7906 S. 10" St.
AGL-1CM Kalamazoo, M1 49009
— March 10, 2005

Federal Aviation Administration
2300 E. Devon Ave...

Chicago, IL 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen,

The media has been reporting that President Bush’s transportation proposals
would effectively eliminate Amtrak passenger rail services. We also read that major
modernization is proposed for O*Hare airport. Regardless of your support or interest in
Amtrak in the past, [ would urge you to recognize that rail must be included in any
modemn transportation system, and continuation and expansion of rail service throughout
the country can improve access to O"Hare airport, and also help reduce ‘feeder” airlines
creating congestion at your already overcrowded facilities.

It is almost impossible to believe any government official would fail to see the
urgency of maintaining and expanding rail service at this point in history. Not only is it
the most fuel efficient form of transportation at a time when the gasoline age is probably
nearing the end, it can help ease overcrowded highways and airports. A perfect example
of such an opportunity is right here in southwest Michigan. We have both air and rail
service available, but many of our flights just make a 45 minute hop into Detroit or
Chicago. But since that 45 minute flight requires almost 2 hours of time checking in and
out of the airports and loading and unloading, the trip to the hub airports could be just as
conveniently made by rail, except for one thing--—-

The train does not stop at the airports.  Although Amtrak passes within a few
miles of Detroit Metro, there is no convenient stop there to make a connection. Likewise,
in downtown Chicago, one must transfer to local surface transportation a few blocks
away in order to reach O"Hare. Long range government planning should include feeder
railroad terminals at every major airport via Amtrak, or other rail service, for a truly
integrated transportation system.

Looking at our huge national debt it would appear obvious that we cannot build
our way out of airport and highway congestion. It appears we can hardly afford to
maintain the infrastructure we have. More and more cities are developing light rail lines
to provide economical transportation. As the gasoline era draws to it’s end, we need
more and more mass transit to serve the growing population. This must include both
commuter and long distance services to provide energy conservation and travel options.

I hope you will study the long range needs of our transportation network, and
work to insure that passenger rail will be an effective part of the future O"Hare airport

rather than just more overcrowded flights and congested access highways. g / /

Very truly yours, / ° Dale K. Wells

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses B-7 and F-2.

.
[ ]

Response to Comments U.10-359

July 2005



Final EIS
O’Hare International Airport

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses A-2, G-1, and M-5.

COMMENTS! Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005,

050314_02 Por favor envie por correo sus tarios para el B lor d

S e Iy al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
{ ¥ 7] =
CCU'PL’ whker  L.Ov 4 Dg S ]:;!:q@,r
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July 2005
Response to Comments U.10-360 ly



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

050314_03 Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005,

Name: HH(@(C{ _fem*czmzé

Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi

. (7 . ;
Address: 3504 -89l Chiago I1 goc29
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) VSta:el[xsstata] Zip(Zona)
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses C-1, G-1, and M-2.

Response to Comments U.10-361

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Response

Please see topical responses B-4, B-8 and L-1.

Please see topical response B-2.

Please see topical responses E-1 and L-1.

Please see topical responses C-1, C-4 and M-4.

Comment
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’'Hare Modernization 1
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2
— Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de 3
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005. 2
NECELVE D
Name: L ES7/V7 sen [\l MAR 142005 (
LT | =
L llid First(Nomb: T
ast(Apellido) rst(Nombre) _Ag'_ 1o .
Address: /|2 w - NOFRP)C ABevsewviiec T L Lo/ol
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

L HHAVE LIVED [N THE RFIRPORT R4
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THE L SHOVLD DeTerm e 1/~
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far/
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Response

Please see topical responses B-8, F-4, and M-1.

Please see topical response K-2.

Response to Comments U.10-363

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Response

Please see topical responses C-1 and G-1.

Comment
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization 1
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
Pur favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
de al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005,
Name:  /iGE j;/%\/ /Qqﬂz;
! Last(Apellido)

First(Nombre) M

Address: ZO‘/D Nemz7z D¢ ‘i>5‘5- f%mf@- ﬂ (_/‘QCOIB

Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)
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U.10-364
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O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses D-1 and F-5.

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see topical responses M-1 and B-2.
= Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de 3 Please see topical response C-3.
de Imp » al Medio Ambi antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
; e r
Name: /7] facleden Mary /.
Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) ]

Address: /20 forest Drive  Reselle  Th.  foiln

Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

Ly husband and = moved 4o the Bleomingdale - Jaselle
areq 22 years qgo, 10 raise a0r chldven auway from
noise (He iwas origihally Frop fhe C‘f'?‘j) (:E was Trom
Schitler Tark areg) Lle quw’our ey frem I'q high ‘ﬁ"dﬂs
Watér ete pver +he o(tf’as"S Fo -S‘fdw c‘wcrq ‘me ne:‘-rSd
f‘&;m&shm Now the city tries fo move (Nto svbura.

The pass ten years peise pas incregsed exiremely.

Aur windows rattle and are awakepd [vhat sponds _—
Like missks Comiag thre _aor bedroom. : l
The impact on +he O'Hare expansion will be fon greect. I
Al Major cities have 3 majsr Qirports. =2
A3 we Qﬂ Know +his plan _is for Magnr -Dgi}g

and for #he city of Chicagn not for +he gaod of

all pesple Thece are many Small Gicpocts what qbout [
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ﬁf/@ﬁ %dz'ﬁj.r m(j@{am ¥)

Response to Comments U.10-365 July 2005
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Final EIS

Comment

Response

1

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization

Please see topical response B-7.

T Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
:?050314_09

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name: Eumngd MeE A

Last{Apellido) First{Nombre) Mi

Address: Uloo O LakEIood F 121 clicAe TL  Gotyo
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)
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Response to Comments U.10-366
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Great LakesMortheast HSR

Response to Comments U.10-367 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response

2 Please see topical responses B-7 and F-2.

3 Please see topical responses D-1, E-1 and F-5.
THE st TRUE HIGH SPEED RAIL SYSTEM/“BULLET TRAIN” FOR THE USA 4 Please see topical responses B-7 and F-2.

Please distribute this concept with attachments to your HSR contacts and transportation
legislators, I'm trying to receive feedback and economic and political support, thanks(to:
mikelehman(@lycos.com). Advanced countries are implementing “true”” High Speed
Rail/HSR systems and the US is earnestly trying to also; the Great Lakes HSR/GLHSR
system should be the one of the many HSR concepts proposed. Many millions of people
would be able to use the system and even more benefit from it’s numerous advantages.

I've received positive reviews relative to this concept from academics, consultants, the
rail industry and others. This is not the Midwest HSR initiative, rather, another
transportation choice/mode, a separate dedicated “true” HSR / “bullet train” system. The
Great Lakes to North East US regions=25% of all US inter-city travel by road and air.

The benefits of the outstanding safety records(no deaths on similar decades old

Shinkansen or TGV HSR systems), non-reliance on oil(electric powered), less

pollution(air and noise), and less road congestion the GLHSR system offers out way the 2_]
initial startup costs and land expropriations necessary for this new HSR system.

Commercial jets expel thousands of gallons of petroleum exhaust into the atmosphere and
create dreadful amounts of noise(HSR uses domestic coal and other alternative electric
power and is much quieter). Ohare airport generates thousands of additional traffic
congesting and polluting vehicles daily-not a concern with the Great Lakes/GLHSR
central business district/CBD or current Northeast HSR corridor/NEC CBD destinations.

Astoundingly!, estimates of life expectancy of humans that live within several miles of a

major airport is reduced by 6 or more years due to toxic airplane emissions. In Illinois,

it’s also reported that the air pollution created by Ohare airport alone is greater than all 3_’
electric power plants in the state combined! HSR is a good alternative to more airplanes.

The GLHSR. system would displace over 2 billion gallons of fuel a year(500,000 flights),
relying on alternative energies. In addition, a new airport consumes double the land

that the entire GLHSR system concept would, 15,000 vs. 7,000 acres. Lastly, discount
airlines with multiple airplane/airport transfers per route have comparable travel times in
the Northeast quarter of the US with most GL/NEC HSR route travel times.

The Great Lakes HSR. corridor would connect 45 major US city pairs and hence, many
intercity passengers while other proposed HSR. systems/concepts connect only about a

dozen or so major city pairs. In the Northeast and Great Lakes corridors there are about
1-2 billion individual intercity trips annually, consequently, the 40 million trips a year

estimated for the GLHSR system seems very attainable. There is existing infrastructure
throughout Pennsylvania to facilitate HSR travel amid the mountains there-the major 4_‘
concem in adaptation of this HSR concept. The time is now to build true HSR. -

Regards,
Mike Lehman
mikelehman@lycos.com, 773-334-6080
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Justification of a dedicated TGV High Speed
Rail line between Chicago and Philadelphia
Great Lakes(GLHSR) on to DC/NYC

This is a concept for an exciting, strategic and practical HSR. “bullet train”/TGV type

project. The TGV is the HSR. design-system in France that uses both “dedicated”, and

also existing(in major cities) infrastructures and track/ROW. The economic, security,

and transportation/health reasons for this new dedicated HSR line is partly national in ] |
scope but would be mostly for servicing the states of Illinois through to New

Jersey(population total of 60 million); connecting the cities of Chicago, Gary, Cleveland,

Pittsburgh, Harrisburg, and Philadelphia, however other states and cities would benefit

and link/connect to it also. Detroit and Cincinnati(Ohio) are also individual HSR/TGY

line termination-start points(all connected US HSR city populations total over 90 million).

The Great Lakes(GLHSR) mode could carry in excess of 40 million passengers a year,
drawing travelers from air and bus but mostly automobile modes in addition to acquiring
induced new travelers. Over the future hundred year or more life of the GLHSR line the
large initial capital investments would prove to be very productive. In contrast, present
value costs and subsidies of the above mentioned cities air transport, interstates and
highways were far more expensive than what this new HSR route’s cost would be.

40 million GLHSR. passengers a year is equivalent to about 1/3 of commercial aviation
enplanements in the Great Lakes/Northeast corridor cities of the over 600 million a year
domestic enplanements in the US. In Japan(pop. 120 million) HSR usage is over 130
million trips/year; in France(pop. 55 million) HSR usage is over 20 million trips/year.

Extra states and cities would benefit by their link to Acela/Northeast corridor/(NEC)
service or by other modes to the city stations mentioned above, including ones connected
radially to Chicago by conventional trains. The overall population reach serviced by both
the GL and NEC HSR systems combined is well over 120 million people in 18 states- 3
times the TGY population sum! Philadelphia would be the logistic hub where Great
Lakes HSR corridor trains would meet the Northeast HSR corridor and either terminate
there or continue on, alternating either northbound to NY C/Boston or southbound to
Baltimore/Washington DC, or, even perhaps east to Atlantic City/the Atlantic Ocean.

This proposal will apt to be very unpopular with air and road transportation related
industries/lobbies (9 of the 10 largest companies worldwide either produce autos or
petroleum products); nevertheless, it shouldn’t be since additional railroad capacity
alleviates some of their modes’ problems also. Hopefully progress and rationale will
prevail and this new transportation mode can develop and thrive despite other interests.
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ECONOMIC REASONS FOR HSR (also, alternative jet fuels are questionable,
TGV/HSR is all electric using domestic coal and other domestic energy sources)

1. The new GLHSR system linking to the Northeast corridor/NEC interconnects more
than 20 culture rich cities; 7 of the 10 largest and most important in the US. The new line
would travel from Great Lakes cities through the Alleghany Mountains on to Philadelphia,
New York City, Washington DC and the rest of the Northeast HSR(NEC/Acela) cities.

2. There would be new job creation generated by construction and then for continual
operation and maintenance of the GLHSR route(also, new jobs in CBDs). Rider ship
levels should reach and exceed the levels of the French TGV ultimately. The French
TGV has over 20 million trips a year with revenues amounting to over $2 billion a year.

3. With possible revenues of $4 billion or more a year, the large investment in this line’s
infrastructure and trainsets would be paid for realistically within several years time,
similar to the French TGV experience with their revenue streams financing and funding.

4. This new HSR route would augment and strengthen AMTRAK abilities and potential
elsewhere on complementary routes and that of the Northeast corridor/Acela. Acela/NEC
HSR utilization continues to grow and is AMTRAK'S most profitable and busiest route.

5. HSR travel mode would enhance cities” CBDs and integrated rail developments there.
Proposed connected cities; Chicago, Cleveland, Pittsburg, and Philadelphia have and are
expanding upon their own internal rail transit systems-cities not entirely reliant on autos!

SECURITY REASONS (HSR trains could evacuate an entire large city in 1-2 days)

1. The airline transportation mode is more favored for future terrorist attacks(hijackings,
bombings, sabotage, poisonings etc.) Assaults are not as likely nor as catastrophic with
the HSR transportation mode, insurance companies and the public would welcome this.

2. In the advent of an airspace shutdown again or bad weather the HSR corridors would
serve as another travel alternative to air/road travel in the northeast US and Great Lakes.

3. New HSR mode of transport wouldn’t call for the necessary extreme expense and
problems of security systems and additional equipment like the airline mode requires.

MOBILITY/HEALTH REASONS (HSR<10% the energy use of like air travel)

1. Every year in the US, tragically, about 50,000 people die and many thousands more are
permanently disabled from roadway related accidents(less driving=less deaths); in France
and Japan, HSR hasn’t had a fatality in over 60 years total. Hundreds of more people are
killed and severely injured yearly in aircraft crashes also. Scores of people and millions
of dollars would be saved using alternative HSR in lieu of personal vehicles and airplanes.
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2. Most HSR. right of way could be built adjacent to existing highways and rail lines for
environmental considerations and land use purposes(aircraft and road vehicles create
much more noise or air pollutions); HSR land expropriations will likely be inevitable.

3. Over 1/3 of all Americans don’t like to fly, therefore leaving long, congesting, costly
and hazardous auto/bus modes or difficult AMTRAK schedules as their only alternatives.

4. Airport traffic creates more pollutions/congestions around large population centers.
There are potentially a total of 8 congestion adding auto trips to and from an airport to
pickup and drop-off a flyer at both destinations. Combination rail to walking travel
modes are always better and healthier to alternative airplane to automobile modes.

5. The new dedicated TGV HSR line would travel the 750 mile Chicago to Philadelphia
length in 4-5 hours at the 186+ mph speeds capable (which approaches short jet plane trip
speeds), with only 3 stops in between (Cleveland, Pittsburg, and Harrisburg). Continuing
on to DC, NYC or Atlantic City would add another 1-2 hours to the total overall length
departing the Chicago/Gary station eastbound. Airport alternative analyses are needed.

6. This new mode of travel would be especially relaxing and enjoyable. The ability to
personally move about, enjoy views (especially in Pennsylvania), complete work, talk,
eat and rest in a hassle-free, safe vehicle like HSR is unsurpassed. Indeed, elderly and
ADA citizens would probably prefer a HSR. option to auto, bus and airplane travel too.

BENEFITS TO INDIVIDUAL STATES (GLHSR reduces airports’ congestions also)
(connected cities CBDs will add significant tourist, business, and personal trip activity)
Illinois

The western end point of the GLHSR corridor linking downtown Chicago by HSR to

over 100 million people and 13 states. Chicago and Gary are positioned to reach another
30 million connecting travelers by all modes from adjoining states to the GLHSR system.
GLHSR helps solve the problem of airport expansions and eases roadway congestions too!
Indiana

Gary, IN; the US geographic/transportation pinch point that filters most traffic east and
west. Gary/Chicago airport/region development and increased usage of the South Shore
Railroad infrastructure. The suburban Gary/Chicago HSR station would have multi-
maodal connections; airlines, commuter and HSR rail and major interstate highways.
Ohio/Michigan (trains have a dual purpose as transit trains in Cincinnati and Detroit) -
The midpoint of the GLHSR corridor between Chicago and Philadelphia with additional
connections originating from Detroit, Columbus and Cincinnati into Cleveland.
Pennsylvania

Economic development of Pittsburgh and Philadelphia CBDs and the connection to the
Pennsylvania capitol of Harrisburg which is also positioned in the state’s mountain resort
areas along with many other tourist attractions. The advantages of two US HSR systems.

*GLHSR system would be a prudent, comfortable and safe railway of essential mobility
that half the US could access, utilize and appreciate-a vital investment. The US should
embrace developing and engineering this efficient, alternative transportation technology.
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AP 1t will relieve the immediate

&Y City of Thimgn. Link 7 to
(j'ﬁam. Midway and the Gary

Standing up for their homes |

pro-0'Ha \
torial states that EJ
loge. Elmburst snd Be
oppose 0'Hare expansion hecanze
of noise and cost factors. Hog-
wish! These towns nppaose expan-
gion hecause thousands of homes
and husinesses will be bulldozed it
the FAA grants Mayor Daley the
carte blanche eminent domain
powers he so cavets. Apart from
he suffering that will entail for
their residents, the towns stand to
lose a huge chunk of their tax
bases

Bulld o new state-of-the-art
afrport in Peotone — or some-
- whers heyond the control of the

and Rockiord airports with o
modern high-speed rail system. It
ean be dane sooner and for a frac-
tion of the cost to expand O'Hare,

flight traffic problems and have |
plenty of room to expand when
the need arises.

. Sometimes “the greater good of
2 || all” does not justify the pain in-
flicted upon 5 defenseless few.

Dan McGuire, Bensenville

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses D-1, G-3, G-4 and L-1.
2 Please see topical responses B-2 and B-7.
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e bl 1 Comment Response
g dinliohing 1 Please see topical responses A-1 and M-6.
2 Please see topical responses B-4 and L-1.
3 Please see topical response C-3.
4 Please see topical responses F-4, G-1, G-3, G-4 and L-1.

William L

A
Fiyde Park
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses H-1 and I-1.
2 Please see topical response B-2.

3 Please see topical responses A-1 and A-3.
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TopNav@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA

4
R 03/14/2005 01:30 PM cc TopNav@aal.com

bec
Subject O'Hare Expansion Plans

To Whom It May Concern

Before your Impact Statement proceeds, | ask the following questions, some of which may highlight
affects to surrounding airspace:

1. Based upon Airports Division plans for the revised runways, has the restructuring taken into account a
FAR Part 77 andlor a Federal Aviation Act review of both proposed and existing obstructions (Woodale
Water Tank, building and signage situated along Interstate 294, etc.)?

2. The construction of the remote United Terminal several years ago and the consequent taxiway
realignments caused additional taxiway lighting to be installed in the vicinity of United ramps because
wingtip-to-obstruction clearance requirements were not met. Has the proposed plan taken these and
possible similar problems into account?

3. Have studies been done to assure visibility sight lines from the ATCT are not obscured? Can all
movement areas be fully seen by ATC?

4. What internal coordination has taken place to ensure that requests for future off-airport construction do
not adversely impact future minimums?

5. Has Airway Facilities determined that the realignment of ILS’s and other navigation aids will not have an
adverse electromagnetic impact on FAA and other off-airport facilities?

If these questions do not come under the purview of the current study, | respectfully request that they be
made part of any other pertinent airspace review.

Sincerely,
Roger Ferguson

1754 Hillcrest Park
Sleepy Hollow, IL 60118

Comment

Response

1

As part of FAA’s comprehensive review of the proposed
Airport Layout Plan (ALP) a Part 77 analysis is being
conducted for all proposed and existing runways.

Also part of the FAA’s comprehensive review of the
proposed Airport Layout Plan (ALP), the FAA is reviewing
all design standards in FAA Advisory Circular 150/5300-13
Change 8 — Airport Design as they apply to the draft ALP.
Any modifications to those standards would have to be
applied for by the City of Chicago and reviewed and
approved by the FAA, consistent with the provisions of its
regulations.

The FAA has conducted a line-of-sight study for the
proposed North Air Traffic Control Tower. All movement
areas requiring two-way radio communication between the
proposed Tower and airciraft in movement areas would be
visible.

Through the ongoing ALP review process, an analysis of
potential Part 77 impacts has been conducted. All potential
impacts for each runway will be identified and a
determination will be made as to lighting the obstruction
or lowering/removing it. Off-airport proposals are
evaluated witihin the proposed ALP review.

Airway Facilities, as part of the Airport Layout Plan review
is performing a spectrum analysis for the proposed ILS's.
Based upon the future locations of the ILS's, new
frequencies will be assigned which account for ILS's at
satellite airports.
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Comment Response
1 Commenter has raised a number of issues which are
addressed in Section U.5, Topical Responses, specifically
please see topical responses C-7, D-1, D-5, E-1, H-1, K-1,
and K-2.
March 15, 2005 -
2 Please see topical responses D-1, E-1, F-5, G-3 and G-4.
Michael W. MacMullen, Airports Environmental Program Manager ' 3 Please see topical responses B-2 and B-4.

Federal Aviation Administration
Chicago Airports District Office
2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

After reviewing the O'Hare Modernization Draft Environmental Impact Statements, Supplemental
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers application for permit, related documents and attending a public
hearing on February 22, 2005 of prime concern are the following issues:

. Safety
. Noise Impact
. Emissions

. Land Use Impacts
. Wetlands

A huge hospital campus, assisted living and rehabilitation facility lies in the path of the new
proposed runways.

The OMP will devastate the environment and local communities by creating far more air and noise
pollution, destroying homes and businesses, cutting into tax bases and clogging highways E|

A regional airport concept should be implemented with the third airport built at Peotone.
Improve O'Hare? - yes - . Expand O'Hare? - not at the expense of it's neighbors. IE'
Sincerely,
The Undersigned
Signature Address City, State Zip
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COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response G-1.
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses D-1, L-1 and M-1.
2 Please see topical responses B-2 and M-4.

I DO NOT SUPPORT THE O'HARE MODERNIZATION PROGRAM BECAUSE
IT WILL BE AN ENDLESS WASTE OF BILLIONS OF TAXPAYER'S DOLLARS.

MAYOR DALEY HAS PROVEN HE CAN WASTE THAT AMOUNT OF MONEY ON

MILLENIUM PARK. MAYOR DALEY'S ADMINISTRATION HAS ALLOWED

CORRUPTION, BRIBERY, DECEPTION, AND COVERT METHODS OF OPERATION TO

RULE HIS ADMINISTRATION, VALUABLE MONEY AND RESOURCES HAVE BEEN

THROWN TO HIS POLITICAL SUPPORTERS FOR HIS COSMETIC FIXTURES LIKE THE

PLANT BOXES AND IRON GATES INSTEAD OF INFRASTUCTURE MAINTENANCE,

CORRUPTION AND BRIBERY WILL BE THE METHOD OF OPERATION AND

SWEETHEART CONTRACTS WILL BE SPENT ON THE O’'HARE MODERNIZATION.

THE O'HARE MODERIZATION WILL ROB THE SURROUNDING MUNICIPALITIES OF

THEIR RIGHT TO LIVE WITH PEACE OF MIND. NOT ONE CENT SHOULD BE SPENT
ON THE O’'HARE MODERNIZATION. THE TIME, EFFORT, AND RESOURCES MUST BE
DEDICATED TO THE PEOTONE AIRPORT. THE CITY OF CHICAGO WILL BE THE

GREATEST BENEFICIARY OF THE PEOTONE AIRPORT, YET SAVE A TREMENDOUS

AMOUNT OF WASTED SPENDING. THE ONLY DELAY WE HAVE IS THE MAYOR

DALEY DELAY OF THE PEOTONE AIRPORT. KEEP IN MIND THAT MILWAUKEE'S

MITCHELL AIRPORT IS TAKING ADVANTAGE OF MAYOR DALEY'S STUBBORNESS

BY MARKETING ITSELF AS THE EFFICIENT ALTERNATIVE TO O'HARE. BETWEEN

KEEPING THE ECONOMY GOING BETWEEN ILLINOIS AND WISCONSIN, THE BEST

CHOICE IS TO GIVE THE BUSINESS TO THE PEOTONE AIRPORT WHERE THE

PEOPLE OF ILLINOIS AND CHICAGO WILL BENEFIT, OR RISK LOSING ECONOMIC

GROWTH TO WISCONSIN AND MILWAUKEE'S MITCHELL AIRPORT BECAUSE OF

THE O'HARE MODERNIZATION DEADLOCK. [ZI

GEORGE DEE
P.EL.
123 W. MADISON ST., 20" FLOOR
CHICAGO, IL 60602
) 2 - o7 = 2
\‘(\ I‘, C N i il,? > (, ¢ > -~
Jd

> s - g
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3 \%. Comment Response
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization 1 Please see topical responses A-1, D-1, E-1 and M-1.
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see topical response L-1.
* i e
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de 3 Please see topical responses B-7 and M-8.
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005. X
4 Please see topical response C-3.

NAME: MULHOLLAND LAWRENCE .

ADRESSS: 1065 CYPRESS LANE ELK GROVE VILLAGE
IL. 60007

My house that my family and I have lived in for 43 years is
located in the approximate center of Elk Grove Village. It
is unbelievable to me that an agency of the Federal
government established to protect its citizens from
pollution would allow the expansion of O’Hara airport.
The increase in air and noise pollutants due to the proposed

increase in vehicle and air traffic will seriously affect our
quality of life.
In addition the plan is seriously flawed financially as IE

shown by unbiased experts.

In my opinion the solution would be to form a regional

authority similar to the Port Authority of New York and

New Jersey and take this approximately 20 billion dollars

to facilatate the building the Lincoln National airport and )
high speed rail service to destinations within 500 miles of E]
Chicago.

Please do not allow Mayor Daley to get his hands on 20-25

billion dollars and try to cram additional air traffic into an

already crowded air space. D
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses C-7, D-1, E-1 and L-1.

LARRY MICHALSKI To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLFAA@FAA
aly <biglar@netscape.com>
03/15/2005 05:59 PM =
Please respond o bec
biglarr@nelscape.com Subject

ohare expansion you must be kidding more noise pollution and back up of planes who will pay for
this not me or my friends let DALEY PAY FOR HIS INFLATED PLANS LARRY MICHALSKI 954 D
MISSISSIPPI LN ELK GROVE VILLAGE IL 60007

LJMm

Switch to Netscape Internet Service.
As low as $9.95 a month -- Sign up today at http://isp.netscape.com/emreg

Netscape. Just the Net You Need.
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses G-1 and M-2.

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

050316_01 . :
Por favor envie por correo sus ios para el B dor de

Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name:  Mgooe  fbed £

Lasfppeliido) First(Nombre) mi
) . e .
Address: |(,09  Tor\uhowk Rly New ey |/ (0457
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) Clty{(:iudad} State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

Wﬁ Nﬂﬁg The  Ohace Ef{m\\‘-ca\ o myre :SEJDK
"ﬂﬁﬂ T]“\c_ Cl\\f#d&{d 7Jrft'\- T]'\" (J\.fc.)(? /‘ll‘&k Wt’ﬁp [re
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Comment Response
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization 1 Please see topical responses G-1 and M-2.
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
Name: Greese am el <
Last(Apellido) First{Nombre) Mi
Address: 3716 w2137 Pl preprsons Zit  Loddz
Street Address(Calle/Apartamenta) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)
G lm  ermD T A o I 1
Response to Comments U.10-382 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

|050315_03 | Comment

Response

COMMENTS Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization 1

Please see topical responses B-1 and M-2.

Yo micrdet v mac mote Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

A Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de

p T ves, fLe Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
« T o n |
@w ‘;“"“- )
Name: LgcviTh  prbi /= M
r
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1 Please see topical responses G-1, M-2 and M-4.

March 15, 2005

Michael W. MacMullen,

Airports Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration

Chicago Airports District Office

Great Lakes Region

2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

As a Union Carpenter the work at O'Hare International Airport will help me to support
my family.

If the airport does not expand and modernize, the future of O’Hare is shaky at best. It
will most assuredly lose many commuter passengers as well as cargo shipments if
expansion does not occur to keep up with the demands of business and society as a
whole. Thousands of current jobs (or more?) are at stake if area businesses close do to air
traffic routing to other airports.

United and American are certainly major airline hubs at O’Hare. Without the O"Hare
Modernization Program, including the reconfiguration, expansion, and improvements to
the runways, it's easy to see that these major airlines and others might be forced to
relocate to safer sites, adding to the loss of jobs and economic activity so vital to the
region.

I support the O'Hare Modemization Program. D
Sincerely,

l_-/‘.John Drozdek
Union Carpenter
Carpenters Local 1889

OHarcSupport
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1 Please see topical response G-1.

COMMENTS Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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COMMENTS: Piease mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization 1 Please see topical response M-4.
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization

050316_07
—_— Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de

Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

1

Please see topical responses G-1 and M-2.

l Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
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COMMENTS:

|050315_na |
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Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de

1

Please see topical responses M-2 and M-4.
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Please see topical responses G-1 and M-2.

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

050316_09
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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050316_11 |

<emn719@yahoo.com=>
03M16/2005 11:24 AM

cc

bee

Hi, my name is Eric and I live in Chicago. I am for the expansion of O'Hare. I

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Small Business - Try our new resources site!

Erich Neumann To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLFAA@FAA

Subject O'Hare Expansion

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response M-2.
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MOTOROLA
050316_12 |
March 16, 2005

VIA FACSIMILE (847/294-7046)
Mr. Michael W. MacMullen
Federal Aviation Administration
2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

Thank you for the opportunity for Motorola, Inc. to provide comments on behalf of
the O'Hare Modernization Program. As an lllinois headquartered Company with
significant global operations, we must be able to depend on O'Hare Airport as the
primary transportation hub to bring goods, services and investment opportunities
into Chicago and lllinois. Additionally, we need to rely on O'Hare Airport to get
our employees, totaling more than 15,000 in lllinois, where they need to go. We
have vendors, suppliers, customers, clients, prospects and employees not only
across the United States, but also around the world.

To remain competitive in the rapidly changing global marketplzce, businesses
are required to not only meet, but to exceed the demands of international
commerce. International businesses need efficient operations at O'Hare. That
means on-time direct flights and connections that we can count on to all
international destinations. Delays are costly, causing missed appointments and
missed opportunities.

Chicago is a world-class city that should have a world-class airport. We want to
ensure that this region and the City of Chicage maintain its role as the aviation
crossroads of North America to best meet the high demands of the 21 century.
Consequently, we strongly recommend that the FAA move forward and approve
this plan as soon as possible,

Thank you again for the opportunity to provide you with Motorola's comments
supporting the O'Hare Modernization Program.

Qoerely.

Edwa ..Qﬁhder

Chairmay and CEQ

Motarala, Inc., Corporate Offices
1303 E. Algonquin Road, Schaumburg, [L 60196 U.S.A. Tel: +] 847 576 5000

F-a42

Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses G-1 and M-2.
2 Please see topical response C-1.

3 Please see topical responses A-2 and M-4.
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COMMENTSZ Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de

|05031 701
' Estudio de Img al Medfo bi » antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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!050317_02 1 Please see topical response I-1.

2 Please see topical responses B-2 and B-8.
"Victor M. Frohne" To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
<vmfrohne@csinet.net>
03/17/2005 09:35 AM -
bee

Subject St. John's Cemetery

I'am a former pastor of St. John's United Church of Christ, Bensenville, lll., having retired in 1995, We
have been following the efforts of Chicago to acquire our cemetery and Resthaven Cemetery, | believe
that the efforts of Mayor Daley and others to acquire the properties are based on political maneuvering
that would be considered illlegal in any other instance. Cemeleries are to be considered inviolable. It is
indeed a cemetery still in use, and with gravesites intended to be used by persons now living, While pastor
of St. John's | conducted burials there. Negotiations were entered into for access to the cemetery, the
grass was faithfully mowed by a caretaker, and members of the congregation performed a spring clean-up
and did other maintenance chores at least annually. It is indeed a place of lllinois history and should not
be disturbed.

Thre are always other options, assuming O'Hare still needs expansion in the light of declining flights
and some air carriers being in bankruptcy.,

Rev. Victor M. Frohne
LaPorte, Indiana
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1 Please see topical response I-1.

los0317_04

“Weathers, Craig - CO 6th" To 9-AGL-800-OMPEISIAGLIFAAG@FAA
<WeatherC@idhw.state.id.us
> cc

03/17/2005 03:35 PM bee
Subject Cemetery relocation at O'Hare field in Chicago

Dear Sir/Madam:

I'would like to protest the removal and relocation of the graves at O'Hare International Airport. My

understanding was that those cemeteries were to remain as part of the original agreement to allow

construction of the airport. Many of my relatives (Aunts, Uncles, and Great Grandparents- Bleich family

and Rhode family) are buried there, and | request that their graves not be disturbed. In addition, the I
cemeteries represent a piece of history related to the German settlers of the area, and as such, should be |1
protected. ;

Thank you.

Craig E. Weathers, OBA, CLA
Legislative Audit

The information contained in this email may be privileged, confidential or otherwise protected
from disclosure. All persons are advised that they may face penalties under state and federal law
for sharing this information with unauthorized individuals. If you received this email in error,
please reply to the sender that you have received this information in error. Also, please delete
this email after replying to the sender.
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Please see topical responses G-1 and G-4.

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
|05031a_14 ‘ Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005,
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COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

|050318_25
Por favor envie por correo sus ios para el B dor de

Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses C-1 and M-2.
2 Please see topical response G-1.
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response I-1.
2 Please see topical response I-1.
050318_26
|1'—‘ 3 Please see topical responses A-1, B-2, I-1 and M-1.
JSCHULZE78@ucl.com To 8-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGUFAA@FAA 4 Please see topical responses A-1 and B-5.
03/18/2005 02:46 PM o -
5 Please see topical response A-1.
bee

Subject Comment on O'Hare Modernization Plan

My objection to the O'Hare Modernization Plan and the FAA Study is the plan for St. Johannes Cemetery
and Rest Haven Cemetery. | have | relatives who are buried at St. Johannes, including my
grandparents, and numerous ancestors before them. | also have several great aunts and great uncles, a
cousin and four uncles buried there.

For the people who are buried there, St. Johannes was their home church and the most important facet of
their life. The only thing more important to them than their family was God. For most, this was the church
they were baptized in, confirmed in, married in , and buried from. And they were comforted that they
would be forever at peace in the church's cemetery. This is blessed ground, this is consecrated ground,
this is holy ground. They were also comforted in that they were buried with their brothers and sisters, with
their parents, and with their children.

| too share the belief that this is sacred ground. This is a place that has been blessed.

And it troubles me that there is so much disregard and disrespect for the people buried here and for their
loved ones.

places include Arlington National Cemetery and Gettysburg. | have the same feelings at these places as |
do al St. Johannes Cemetery, and that is that these are special, holy places, and the ground has been
consecrated. In sormne of these places, it is consecrated by a Christian act and in others, it has been
consecrated in biood. Butin all of these cases, it is sacred ground.

| am also troubled that a new precedent is being set that commercial interest outweigh the religious beliefs
of people. The next time a Wal-Mart needs a religious cemelery condemned to put in a parking lot, they
can look to this project.

iN:

A very galling aspect of the O'Hare Modernization Plan is my question that this is even a necessary and
viable economic alternative. | look at this and see it as a billion dollar jobs program to the political friends
and donors to the mayor of Chicago and the leadership of the State of lllinois. Do these individuals
respect the rights of the families of the people buried at St. Johannes?

My concern s that the FAA is rubberstamping this project. If there is an O'Hare problem, have
alternatives like the airports in Rockford, IL, Gary, IN, and Milwaukee, WI been fully evaluated, Not to
mention Peotone.

| have been fortunate in my life and have been able to travel to several places in our country, These ‘
My other galling aspect is that if the O'Hare expansion is necessary, an alternative which does not destroy

the cemetery has not been presented. There are enough well-paid minds involved that a solution could be
found, if one were sought. But when the people behind this project have the power unchecked, there is no
reason for them to respect these rights, other than their own conscience. | had hoped the FAA could

provide some check on this power.

| know that you have probably already made your decision and that my thoughts and beliefs are

meaningless to you, but | hope and pray that | am wrong and that you do care about the rights and

religious beliefs of your fellow citizens, and not just about the financial and political interests of certain F|
powerful politicians.

Thank You,
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Gerald L. Schulze
27W203 Chartwell Drive
Winfield, IL 60190
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response I-1.
r 2 Please see topical responses B-2 and B-4.
los0318_27
LODELLB98@aol.com To 9-AGL-800-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
03/18/2005 01:19 PM at
bee

Subject O'Hare Airport Expansion

Dear FAA Voting Members:

This is to voice my strong objection to the O'Hare Airport Expansion.

The cemetery known as St. Johannes has many of my Landmeier family members buried there
(brother, grandparents, and more ). My grandparents, parents, myself & husband, and son and
daughter-in-law have all been married at St. John's United Church of Christ which is still active
and uses this cemetery. The moving of this y in my opini a t be justified in anyway.
This is sacred ground and now has a very historical value to us

as to many others. Permanent information will be lost to future generations

which is very valuable. Itis a place where one can go to t with s and
another time. Other cemeteries have been by 1
passed when expansion has occurred as | think St. Johannes should be.

O'Hare is currently a very busy and working airport. The changes planned

will in the long run NOT solve any problem. It will only delay the issue. The public is being served
well as it exists today. If there is a need for more air transportation in the future another airport
can be built to help this problem in another part of the state. Chicago is not the only city in this 2
great state. )

Thank you,
Lois Malone
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses B-8, L-1 and L-3.
‘W‘ ; Iljiease see top%cal responses B-4 and C-4.
: March 19,2005 ease see topical response B-2.
4 Please see topical responses D-1, D-2 and D-4.
Mr. Mike McMullen 5 Please see topical response F-5.

Federal Aviation Administration
2300 East Devon Avenue
Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr, McMullen:

1 attended the public hearing on February 22, 2005 but did not testify. The following are my
comments on the O'Hare Modernization Draft Envirc al Impact St (DEIS).

One of my primary concerns is the lack of funding for the project. The DEIS states that it is
reasonable to assume that based on the impact O'Hare has on the national air space and benefits
to the regional economy, sufficient funds will exist to complete the proposal if approved. This
appears to be a very poor assumption. United Airlines, one of the two major carriers at O'Hare,
remains in bankruptcy. The recent extremely high increase in oil prices will also have an impact
on the economic viability of other carriers. The DEIS estimates costs in billions of dollars for the
for the 3-year period of years 2002 through 2004 at §41.8 billion. This cost estimate does not
coincide with the 7-year implementation schedule of 2007 through 2013, Clearly the costs will
be much higher than the original estimates. As a taxpayer, [ strongly oppose the use of federal
funds to support this plan.

O’Hare, given the fact that theses delays have a direct impact on the entire national air space.
However, the FAA has addressed these delays in the past by limiting operations when the
airlines have overscheduled flights during peak periods, and should continue to monitor the
situation and limit operations as required.

The DEIS also states that the FAA has not rejected the use of other airports as an alternative
based on the failure to provide adequate terminal facilities at O"Hare. The FAA should continue
to study these alternatives, such as the use of the Gary Chicago Airport, the Rockford Airport,
and the proposal for a southwest suburban airport.

]

I am also concerned about the noise impact on schools, residential housing, hospitais, ete. There
will be a dramatic increase on these noise sensitive facilities. It is not uncommon to have a
difficult time hearing telephone conversations now in the summer months when the windows are
open. This problem will only get worse with more planes flying overhead.

—

Traffic congestion is already present in the area and is expected to become worse. Assumptions
are made regarding surface transportation improvements that would be in place, however, the
actual improvements and their impact are unknown.

The stated intent of the O’Hare Modernization Plan is to address the historically high delays at |

4
5

Response to Comments U.10-400 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Air quality is yet another concern. The report states that testing was completed at the intersection
of Mannheim and Zemke, and at the intersection of Mannheim and Irving Park Road. However,
there is a need for testing on the west side of the airport as well, in the area where people work
and live.

The DEIS also states that the influence of proposed airport development on the health of those

living in the vicinity cannot currently be quantified in a meaningful way. It is difficult to -
conclude that the combination of increased aircraft emissions and motor vehicle traffic could s
possibly have a beneficial effect. L

The analysis on social impacts tends to focus on land acquisition and relocation of affected
parties. However, there should be further analysis on the impact of those who continue to reside
in the area. The loss of tax revenue from the Elk Grove industrial park will severely impact the
funds available for education. The expansion will also eliminate recreational sites in the form of
two parks in Bensenville and 9.3 acres of Forest Preserve. There appears to be no consideration
to the reduced quality of life for the residents who remain in the area. The airport expansion
could result in the creation of a blighted area adjacent to the airport instead of the functional area
that currently exists.

There will be a disproportionate number of minorities and low income residents affected by the
forced relocation due to the airport expansion. Holding meetings is not a sufficient response to

taking away these people’s homes, people who will undoubtedly have a difficult time finding ['r"
affordable housing elsewhere.

The airport expansion will also destroy two cemeteries. The City of Chicago should by bound by I a
the contractual obligations to retain this consecrated ground. |

The DEIS states that the FAA regards community involvement as an essential element in the
development of programs and decisions that affect the public. Given the overwhelming public
opposition to the plan, it appears inconceivable that the plan could be approved in its present
form. It is unclear, when looking at the City of Chicago webpage, that the City appears to be
going ahead, when the final EIS has not been prepared and authorization to proceed has not been
granted.

Thank you for your consideration of my objections to the proposed plan.

Sincerely,

% //
nn Kuffel

15 Essex Road
Elk Grove Village, IL 60007

Comment Response

6 Please see topical response E-1.

7 Please see topical responses A-3, G-3 and G-4.
8 Please see topical response I-1.

9 Please see topical responses A-1, M-1 and M-7.
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses B-8 and L-1.
‘W‘ ; Iljiease see top%cal responses B-4 and C-4.
— March 19, 2005 ease see topical response B-2.
4 Please see topical responses D-1, D-2 and D-4.
Mr. Mike McMullen 5 Please see topical response F-5.

Federal Aviation Administration
2300 East Devon Avenue
Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. MecMullen:

I attended the public hearing on February 22, 2005 but did not testify. The following are my
comments on the O"Hare Modernization Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS).

One of my primary concerns is the lack of funding for the project. The DEIS states that it is
reasonable to assume that based on the impact O’Hare has on the national air space and benefits
to the regional economy, sufficient funds will exist to complete the proposal if approved. This
appears to be a very poor assumption. United Airlines, one of the two major carriers at O'Hare,
remains in bankruptey. The recent extremely high increase in oil prices will also have an impact
on the economic viability of other carriers. The DEIS estimates costs in billions of dollars for the
for the 3-year period of years 2002 through 2004 at $41.8 billion. This cost estimate does not
coingide with the 7-year implementation schedule of 2007 through 2013, Clearly the costs will
be much higher than the original estimates. As a taxpayer, | strongly oppose the use of federal
funds to support this plan.

O’Hare, given the fact that theses delays have a direct impact on the entire national air space.
However, the FAA has addressed these delays in the past by limiting operations when the
airlines have overscheduled flights during peak periods, and should continue to monitor the
situation and limit operations as required.

The DEIS also states that the FAA has not rejected the use of other airports as an alternative
based on the failure to provide adequate terminal facilities at O’Hare. The FAA should continue
to study these alternatives, such as the use of the Gary Chicago Airport, the Rockford Airport,
and the proposal for a southwest suburban airport.

I am also concerned about the noise impact on schools, residential housing, hospitals, etc. There
will be a dramatic increase on these noise sensitive facilities. [t is not uncommon to have a
difficult time hearing telephone conversations now in the summer months when the windows are
open. This problem will only get worse with more planes flying overhead.

Traffic congestion is already present in the area and is expected to become worse, Assumptions
are made regarding surface transportation improvements that would be in place, however, the
actual improvements and their impact are unknown.

The stated intent of the O"Hare Modernization Plan is to address the historically high delays at I

e ]
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Comment Response

6 Please see topical response E-1.

7 Please see topical responses A-3, G-3 and G-4.
Air quality is yet another concern. The report states that testing was completed at the intersection 8 Please see top%cal response I1.
of Mannheim and Zemke, and at the intersection of Mannheim and Irving Park Road. However, 9 Please see topical responses A-1, M-1 and M-7.

there is a need for testing on the west side of the airport as well, in the area where people work
and live.

The DEIS also states that the influence of proposed airport development on the health of those

living in the vicinity cannot currently be quantified in a meaningful way. It is difficult to o
conclude that the combination of increased aircraft emissions and motor vehicle traffic could H
possibly have a beneficial effect.

The analysis on social impacts tends to focus on land acquisition and relocation of affected
parties, However, there should be further analysis on the impact of those who continue to reside
in the area. The loss of tax revenue from the Elk Grove industrial park will severely impact the
funds available for education. The expansion will also eliminate recreational sites in the form of
two parks in Bensenville and 9.3 acres of Forest Preserve. There appears to be no consideration
to the reduced quality of life for the residents who remain in the area. The airport expansion
could result in the creation of a blighted area adjacent to the airport instead of the functional area
that currently exists.

There will be a disproportionate number of minorities and low income residents affected by the

forced relocation due to the airport expansion. Holding meetings is not a sufficient response to

taking away these people’s homes, people who will undoubtedly have a difficult time finding ’?_
affordable housing elsewhere.

The airport expansion will also destroy two cemeteries. The City of Chicago should by bound by
the contractual obligations to retain this consecrated ground. b 1

The DEIS states that the FAA regards community involvement as an essential element in the
development of programs and decisions that affect the public. Given the overwhelming public
opposition to the plan, it appears inconceivable that the plan could be approved in its present
form. It is unclear, when looking at the City of Chicago webpage, that the City appears to be
going ahead, when the final EIS has not been prepared and authorization to proceed has not been
granted.

Thank you for your consideration of my objections to the proposed plan. {

Sincerely,

Alcaan Lhufget
Susan Kuffel

15 Essex Road

Elk Grove Village, IL 60007
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical response M-1.

2 Please see topical responses D-1 and E-1.
3 Please see topical response E-3.

4 Please see topical response M-6.

5 Please see topical response I-1.
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Comment Response
W 1 Please see topical responses G-3 and L-1.
= 2 Please see topical responses D-1, D-3 and G-2.
3 Please see topical responses E-1 and E-3.

Q320705

Stan Malinowaki

1605 Oakton

Park Ridge Il 60068 1946
847 825 3006

0‘Hare Espansion Conundrums

1. Who would inveat in & venture that proposes & 15+ billion dollar
expanaion program managed by a group that could not control a

10 year 100 million dollar acandalized trucking cperation and a

garbage recycling program? Only inveatoras who are assured there would k I
be backup collateral (AKA bailout taxpayers’ dollars). S
2. How will property valuea be affected by the expansion f£rom

0O’Hare’a present 4 sasterly runwaye and current 950,000 yearly flighta
to the proposed & easterly runways and contemplated 1.6 million yearly
flighta? The answer can be gleaned from the O’Hare Noise Compatability
Commisasion eatimate that an average of S30,000 per home has been

apent for acund-proofing againat overhead flight noise. Home-aownersa
located within the flight patterns of the & proposed runways can each
expect a lose of $30,000 (at current consatruction cost) since potential
buyers can view thia amount as monies they have to apend for home
improvement. Those who gain from the 0’Hare expansion muat (as a cost
of doing businesa) ante up to the fact that the 0O‘Hare reaidents
impacted by overhead flight noise deserve to be compensated for this
830,000 losa--similar to other environmental pollution coata imposed I[::
on buasineas.

Aircraft diesel fuel pollutante have yet to conaidecred as human health
hazards even though aome O’Hare communities are concerned about
school-bus dieael fuel pollutants affecting childrens’ health.
Environmental and governmental groups should agree on measurement
procedurea for aircraft pollution to avoid the appearance of biasness.
For many years cigarette conpanies, chemical companies and asbestos
companies denied that their productse were pollutants by denying and

delaying monitored measurement techniques. E_J
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O'Hare Noise Commission
lowers floor on insulation

The O'Hare Noise Compatibility Commission
has voted to extend its sound insulation program
to more homes around the airport. For the first
time, homes located in areas with noise levels
lower than 70 DNL, as defined by the 2000 Noise
Contour Map, will be systematically insulated.

“The fact that we are now able to move the
program to other areas means that we have been
successful in insulating all the homes inside the
70 DNL in accordance with our ‘worst first’ pol-
icy,” said Commission Chair, Arlington Heights
Mayor Arlene J. Mulder. “This is the most ag-
gressive residential sound insulation program in
the nation thanks to the commitment by the City
of Chicago to identify funding for the program,
even in the midst of an economic downturn for
the airline industry.”

The O'Hare Residential Sound Insulation
Program is funded by the Passenger Facility
Charges, which are paid by airline passengers
when they purchase tickets. With fewer people
traveling by air, the funding has been reduced.
However, in June the City of Chicago announced
that it would be able to fund the Residential
Sound Insulation Program at the significant
level of $16.6 million.

Under the guidelines approved by the Com-
mission this month, the 2002 O'Hare Residential
Sound Insulation Program will operate in three
priorities and with some new modifications to
extend the funding to more homes.

The first priority will be given to eligible
homes in areas covered by the 2000 Noise Con-
tour Map, but not included in the earlier years of
the program because the owners at the time de-
clined to participate. New owners of those homes
may now request reconsideration for sound in-
sulation work. The next priority will go to re-

maining homes in the 63 and greater DNL as
defined by the 2000 Neise Contour Map. The
Commission's goal is to round off the blocks that
were only partly covered by previous phases of
the program. The final priority for the 2003
(O'Hare Residential Sound Insulation Program is
to begin sound insulating homes within the 68
DNL as defined by the 2000 Noise Contour Map,

In addition, homeowners will now be given
some options for sound insulating their homes.
In previous years, many homecwners said they
would have preferred replacement of just win-

dows and doors instead of the full sound insula-
tion construction work that was usually required
to achieve the desired noise reductions. Others
preferred the installation of central air condi-
tioning and wanted to leave their doors and win-
dows in place. The program will now allow
homeowners to make those choices, A savings to
the program is expected, allowing more homes
to be included in the pro

gram. -
Initial estimates indicate that the 2003 Resi-
dential Sound Insulation Program will cover I

about 600 homes in 10 communities, plus unin-
corporated Cook and DuPage Counties, With the
completion of the 2003 Residential Sound Insu-
lation Program, more than 5,200 homes will have
been sound insulated at a total cost of nearly

$173 million. —

The O'Hare Noise Compatibility Commission
began working in 1996 to bring together the par-
ties that are most able to reduce aircraft noise
with tatives of ities affected by
am:mﬂnmsemapaﬂ.rmrsl‘uploaddms&]el
noise at its impact and sources, The
sion's current membership includes the villages
of Arlington Heights, Bartlett, Bellwood,
Franklin Park,

Mount Prospect, Niles, Norridge, Pa!atlm River
Grove, River Forest, Rosemont, Schaumburg,
SlonePa:kandEimwwiPﬂrk‘ﬂledhesofDa
Plaines, Northlake, Oak Park, Rolling Meadows
and Chicago; unincorporated Cook County; and
school districts 59 (Elk Grove Village, Des
Plaines, Arlington Heights, Mount Prospect), 63
(Des Plaines, Niles, Morton Grove, Park Ridge
and Glenview), 80 (Norridge), 81 (Schiller Park),
84 (Franklin Park), 84 and one-half (River Grove),
86 (Harwood Heights), 87 (Berkeley, Northlake,
Bellwood), 89 (Maywood, Melrose Park and
Broadview), 214 (Elk Grove Village, Des Plaines,
Arlington Heights, Mount Prospect, Rolling
Meadows, Prospect Heights, Wheeling, Buffalo
Grove), 234 (Norridge, Harwood Heights), 299
iParChlcagOk Public Schools) and 401 (Elmwood
)
The commission holds a public meeting on

+ the first Friday of every month, except July. Most

meetings are held at the Donald E. Stephens
Convention Center, 5555 N. River Road in Rose-
mont.
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Bxhiolt v

tab soars to
514.8 billion

Cost estimate

for new runways,’terminaj:
and other facilities _ta.egtp}‘_!aﬁ

0

that an expanded ' O'Hare
could serve.

“The city's $14.8 billion estl-

mate doesn't Include a west-

ilts. op . pla,”
U'Hare ln;arnalqu;AWl%@?ﬁh_;;Brgiﬁ'_e;\fﬁfe

s $14.8 billion—more{hap

twice the $6.6 billion:citad byr

the Daley administzationh

cut flight delays and conges

tion. i
The new figures.

igre con-
tained in three thick volumes
of O'Hare master plans sub-

mitted Friday tothe Federal thei
Adrin

Elk, Grove Village:' The
wo suburbs are leading appo-

O’HARE:
Report lowers
Gateway cost

by $1.2 billion

CONTINUED FROM BAGE 1

to two other essential—and
expensive—categories.
A project to build two new

terminals and modernize an
existing terminal will cost an
additional $2.6 billion, based
on 1999 dollars, the new city
master plan report said, low-
ering the figure from a former
price tag of $3.8 billion.

Called World Gateway, the
terminal project will provide
many of the extra aircraft
parking gates necessary for
O'Hare to accommodate up to
16 million flights a year
O'Hare  handled 831,422
flights in 2003,

” But the city was forced to
put World Gateway on hold
indefinitely In 2002 after
American Alrlines and Unit-
ed Alrlines pulled out, citing
financlal troubles.

Ramon Ricondo, city chief

‘alrport “consultant, main-

tained the proposed new run-
ways will solve O'Hare's grid-
lock and the new World Gate-
way terminals could wait, if

onto O'Hare

e

ty's Ngures for the airfield
expansion alone are on the

Jow side,” Del Balzo said, ,

City aviation officials and

Aviation ration,
The FAA will use the.new in-
formation to-decld
the project merit
lunding,

City officials said)
wect to receive FAXjapy

hope to complete. by 2013

But critics sald Chicago)
revised numbers 1
theirbeliefthatth
workable becaus
1ng costs ag we.
ber of aircrall aj

Lalat-

. A

i

i)

LI isted the
cornerstone of the expansion
program—new. and reconfig-

o ured runways geared toward -

Increasing - flight capacity
d!:.aﬂqcins congestion, es-

in poor weather—

emained unchanged

éld plap in 2001,
They.sdy the cost of the run-
ays alone Is still estimated

confirmed:t a1 56,6 billion, based on 2001
lanisii-iadollars, but they acknowl

edged the runways are linked
PLEASE SEE O'HARE, PAGE 3

{10

.’li\(arbr Richard Daley -

Jwiveiled the $6.6 billion air- -

ry,. until
conditions improve.
Other major pieces related
large capital expenses at
'Have include $4.1billion for
repairs over 20 years; $1 bil-

lion in debt service and $1 bil-
lion In operating and mainte-
nance expenses, bringing the
total to $15.3 billion. Projected
non-airline revenues offset
costs by $537 million, result-
ing in a total expense of $14.8
billion, according to the city
report sent to the FAA.

FAA officlals said they are
at the beginning stage of de-
veloping an environmental
impact study on the O'Hare
expansion proposal. The
study must be completed, and
alternatives to the proposed
O'Hare expansion analyzed,
before the FAA issues a decl-
sion.

Chicago Aviation Commis-
sloner Thomas Walker said
the airlines and financial
markets would ultimately de-
cide the pace of the project.
He expressed confidence in
the plan because it is flexible
to serve O'Hare's short-term
needs—the city hopes to open
& new runway on the north
end of the airfleld in 2007—
and  long-term  growth
through at least 2030.

Rosemarie Andolino, exec-
utive director of the O'Hare
expansion project, sald capi-
tal development costs for the
project are “reasonable”
compared to other large hub
airports undertaking expan-
sion.

But Joseph Karaganis, an
attorney representing the
Suburban O'Hare Commis-
sion, said, “It's clear the Feds
and the airlines cannot afford
this plan. The dollar figures
the city now acknowledges
are What we thought they
were going to be,"

-~
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School bus [

becomes

new filthy
air target

By Michael Hawthorne
Tribune staff reporter

By the time kids burst out of
Roosevelt Junior High in Bell-

wood every weekday after- .
noon, the air outside reeks of

noxious diesel exhaust from
the fleet of school buses wait-
ing to take them home,

The fumes are more than an
oily nuisance that can leave
students feeling light-headed,
Diesel exhaust is full of tiny
soot particles that can cause
cancer, damage the lungs and
aggravate maladies such as
asthma and bronchitis, It also
is a major source of pollution
responsible for smog, acid
rain and global warming,

Research has found the air

inside a school bus can con-
tain more diesel exhaust than
children breathe outside.

To make matters worse, one
study found that soot concen-
trations inside a bus more
than double when windows
areciosed—a necessity during

long Chicago winters.
Bellwood School District 88,
about 15 miles west of the
Loop, is one of the first dis-
tricts in IMlinois to do some-
thing about its contribution to
the problem. With a $20,800
grant from the US. Environ-

Tlbure photo by Antonlo Perez
Bellwood School District 88 officials are installing devices on school buses to reduce diesel
pollution. Studies have shown that children are especially vulnerable to air pollution.

mental

all butone of their 15 buses, en-
abling kids to breathe easier

PLEASE SEE BUSES, PAGE
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BUSES:
Officials hope

Bellwood will
set example

CONTINUED  FROM PAGE 1

until the aging fleet is replaced
with cleaner models,

“It’s exciting to be among the
ploneers,” said Ed Brownlee,
the district’s transportation di.
rector, as he waved to the last
bus pulling away during a re-
cent afterncon. “Cleaning up
our buses could make a real dif-
ference in the lives of our stu-
dents and our stafr.”

While school buses account
for a small percentage of diesel
engines on the road, cleaning
l{:ern up is a priority because

lungs of children

SECTION 4

school buses nationwide, up
{rom $5 million this year. Three
Downstate districts have been
enlisted so far in Gov. Rod Blago-
Jevich's version of the anti-pol-
lution effort, financed by a legal
settlement with Archer Daniels
Midland, the Decatur-based
grain processor, over the compa-
ny's alleged violations of clean.
air regulations,

Federal and state officials
hope the improvements at Bell-
weod and a handful of other
school districts will encourage
others to upgrade their school.
bus fleets, They chose Bellwood
for a demonstration project be-
cause the district is in a low-in-
come area surrounded by facto-

—Rachelle Tafolla, American Lung Association of Metropolitan Chicago

pollution problems,

Children in Connecticut car-
ried devices around their necks
that measured air pollutants. In
California, school buses were
outfitted with elaborate moni-
tors that traced diesel exhanst
seeping  through floorboards
and swirling Inside the cabins
during daily routes.

One study by the California
Air Resources Board found that

ries, rail lines, highways and
other sources of pollution.

Like the rest of the Chicago
area, the village of nearly 21,000
violates federal standards for
sootand other harmful particles
that are so tiny that thousands
can fiton the perfod at the end of
a

to air

are especially vul
pollution. About 1 million of the
24 milllon kids nationwide who
ride school buses live in Minois,
Politicians are embracing the
kid-friendly efforts. President
Bush is asking Congress for 365
million next year to upgrade

Transportation officials
stress that the familiar yellow
buses still are the safest way for
children to travel back and forth
to school. But during the last
five years, researchers have
been trying to gauge how school
buses contribute to the nation 's

achildh s worth of exposure
to school-bus exhaust can in-
crease the risk of getting cancer
later in life. The study also
found that when bus windows
are closed, the air inside can be
dirtier than the air outside,
even when the bus is moving
through heavy traffic,

Concentrations of fine parti-
cles on buses tested by Yale Uni-
versity researchers were be-
tween five and 15 times higher
than the average levels detected
at monitoring sites in Connecti-
cut, another state with chronic
air pollution.

— __METRO s
1¢’s a no-brainer: You turn off the engine and kids
breathe cleaner air.’

“We started out thinking kids
might be exposed to dirty air
whileat school,” said John Wat-
&0, lead author of the study, “Tt
turned out the dirtiest time of
their day was on their way to
and from school on the bus.”

Links between diesel exhaust

diesel fuel and soybean ofl
called biodiesel.

s

Persuading school districts to |

turn off buses while waiting to
drop off or pick up children is
proving to be a tougher sell,
Reducing the amount of time
abus idles is another way to |im-
it the amount of diesel exhanst
children breathe. But Bell-
wood's schoal buses were run-
ning for more than 20 minutes
before the final bell rang on a re.
cent afternoon. “We need to
work on that," Brownlee said.
Manufacturers say there is a
m

and health problems have been
well-known by sclentists for
years, but government regula-
tions are just now catching up.

Refiners will be required to

reduce the sulfur content of die- only need

sel fuel by 7 percent between
2006 and 2009, Starting with the
2007 model year, soot from diesel
truck and bus engines will be re-
duced by 95 percent. Emissions
of smog-producing nitrogen ox-
ides will drop 95 Ppercent by the
2010 model year.
Luw-auhurdieselmelnlmady
is being pumped into Chicago
Transit Authority buses, open-
ing the market for other bus
fleets in the region. But many
school districts don't have
enough money to replace their
buses with cleaner models,
Fillers known as oxidation ca-
talysts will be installed on Bell-
wood's buses. The devices act as
:j::n of catalytic converter for
ol exh .

ption among
bus drivers—reinforced by the
rumble of semi trucks at rest
stops—that diesel engines need
to idle to avoid stalling. Most
three to five minutes
to warm up in the morning, said
Allen Schaeffer, executive diree-
tor of the Diese] Technology Fo-
rum, an industry trade group,
California, New York and
New are among a hand-
ful of states that prohibit school
buses from idling for more than
Sminutes while parked, with ex-
ceptions for extreme cold
weather. Similar legislation was
introduced this year in the I11j-
nois House, but the measure
was shelved last month after
school lobbyists argued that
idling policies should be decid-
ed by local officials,

t, 1 harm-
ful soot by 20 percent and hydro-
carbons by 50 percent,

DBuses that run on low-sulfur
diesel can be upgraded with

| more effective soot filters, Some

ac.hm]disu'lmmmam -
h)gtoacleaner-hm'nh_m mjx_q(

[ ——
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|ososzo_o3 1 Please see topical responses I-1.

ORION195@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/IAGLIFAAGFAA
03/20/2005 07:31 PM o
bec

Subject Fwd: cemeteries

----- Message from ORION195@aol.com on Sun, 20 Mar 2005 20:29:50 EST =
To: ompeis@faa.gov<mailto:ompeis@faa.gov=
Subject: cemeteries
To whom it may concemn,

The removal of the two cemeteries near O'Hare would have a negative impact on not only my own
personal family history but the history of the community. This is very important, please think about this.
Lately | have come to realize how the foundations of the communities of the area are mostly a result of
courageous, hard working German immigrants. They were buried there believing that this place was their
final resting place. Are we all so ungrateful to these people, that we show our respect by digging up their
remains?

I have been lucky enough to find many ancestors in the cemeteries. | have seen their original graves
and headstones. | was able to maybe experience a litlle of what my great, great, great grandmother was
experiencing when she buried her father, her husband, her grandchildren, her daughters in those
cemeteries. But what about family members who are researching their roots 50 years from now? They
will not be able to see the spot where their ancestors buried their loved ones. They may not even be able
to find them if they are moved. | have been unsuccessful trying to find two ancestors that were moved for
an access road for O'Hare years ago.

Please do not dig up these historical cemeteries! Sincerely, Jill Biermann Lawson

1655 W. Honeysuckle Ln.
Chandler, AZ 85248-3683
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses B-4, F-5 and M-6.
’—‘ 2 Please see topical response B-7.
e 3 Please see topical response B-2.
?ngr;qFR?Jf;i’fzj 4 Please see top%cal response E-1.
Chicago, IL 60634-3726 5 Please see topical response D-1.

Ph 773-283-5401
March 20, 2005

Michael W. MacMullen

Airports Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration

Chicago Airports District Office

Great Lakes Region

2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Mr. MacMullen:
Re: O’Hare Modernization Statement.

I believe that Chicago does need greater airport capacity. 1 do, however, question that the
expansion of O"Hare will satisfy the problem due to the:
1) General mismanagement of the airport:
2) The destruction of Meigs Airport. This reduced the capabilities of Chicago traffic.
This destruction is unjustified and brings into question the expansion of O’Hare.
3) Although runway capacity will(?) be increased, aircraft handling does not seem to
addressed.
4) “Rush hour” traffic will still present a problem. Efforts are being made, but won’t |] |
this also relieve the general situation?

I am wondering if high-speed rail would not be a satisfactory solution for “commuter”
service. Rail is more efficient, economical, less polluting and, in some cases quicker. [
guess the greatest problem with this idea is the anti-rail lobby: Government (Local, Stat (—
and Federal), Unions (internal and external) Management and competition (airlines).

Alternative sights: Mitchell Field and Gary Airport, as compared to the proposed Peotone
Airport appear to be the same distance, time wise, would appear to relieve some of these I )

problems. I think alternate sights should be explored. Yes, I know, Chicago may not get
taxes from these places.

Increased pollution would be another concern:
1) Air! The tragedy of 9-11 showed that pollution of the O"Hare area was reduced
considerably during the aircraft stand-down. Although considerable efforts have
been made to reduce pollution, air pollution will increase and be blamed on |4_|
ground transportation. (—
2) Noise! Although the City, the airlines and the airport have made efforts to reduce -
noise, the situation has not satisfied many people on the outskirts of the airport. l |5_‘
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Comment Response

6 Please see topical response F-2.
7 Please see topical responses C-1 and C-2.
8 The commenter’s opinion is noted. Also, see Section 5.5 of
Th f the airport will depend on traffic i d F the airport the EIS.
€ SUCCESS O amrport wi epend on IC INZress and egress o € amrport. N
Presently, the Kennedy and Blue Line Train are really the only means of transport. Frank 9 Please see topical responses B-8, G-3 and L-1.

(Gloom and Doom) Kruesi is correct that some sort of rail transport to O’Hare from the 10 Please see topical response I-1.
western suburbs is a necessity, probably and perhaps, necessarily the extension of the
Blue Line. This expense should be included with the cost of O’Hare expansion. People
are already using the various C.T.A. parking lots at Cumberland and River Road as cheap
alternative to O"Hare parking.

11 Please see topical response A-1.

Frank Kruesi has indicated that unless money is forthcoming, the Blue Line will curtail
services. This will hamper flight crews, ground personnel and gers doing b

at OHare. This is both a near and long term problem, i.e. the parking lots ain’t big N—
enough nor can the passenger ramps handle the traffic, both public and private. ‘s_

Are the terminals big enough to handle the influx of the increased load? The new and
larger aircrafl (the A-3807) will cause the reconfiguration of the gates, much as the 747

did years ago. How about weather problems? How will the terminals handle stranded | —
passengers? I? ]
Although the expansion may generate more business, much of it will go to the suburbs.

They, in general, are more business friendly. The eastern side of O'Hare is fairly limited

as far as business expansion is concerned. The panic in building may create problems, All a_l
plans should be reviewed. .

How will the expansion be financed? The two major airlines that are to contribute large

amounts of funds are in bankruptcy and may be years before they are solvent. Will the

local taxpayers be stuck with the bill? Passenger taxes can only do so much before lg |
alternative routes are used. N

great believer, I do empathize with the people experiencing this major disruption in their

There are two old Family Cemeteries within the scope of this project. Although I'm not a
—
lives. T don’t think enough has been done about this problem. I o]

Lastly, although I believe that expansion of O’Hare appears a forgone conclusion, full
accountability must be done. With all the scandals reported in the last few months, this
project MUST be open and have the Public Trust.

—
I apologize for the “jerky™ letter, but I wanted to limit the letter to two pages. m

fully.

Res, A 7
" =
"fvf//'" 7%,
A n-.Opn’;,/%f &
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Comment Response
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the 0’Hare Modernization 1 Please see topical responses B-2 and L.-2.
’ml Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see topical response G-4.
L Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de 3 Please see topical responses C-2 and C-3.
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005. N
4 Please see topical response B-4.
B 5 Please see topical response B-2.
¥ ) ' : _ 6 Please see topical responses L-1 and M-1.
Name: N /(L Creoce  J.
Last(Apellido) First{Nombre) M
Address: 00/ £ MonNTROSE U000 DALE, TZ
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona) @/ 7/

WY SPEND 30 RLLlon) JOLARS TO LXMW THARE.
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Please see topical response G-1.

l Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

|050321_15 Por faver envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
' Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
l Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
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050321_25 1 Please see topical response F-2.
— A Andrew Peralta

5120 East Michigan Street
e Indianapolis, IN 46219

Mr. Mike MacMullen

Federal Aviation Administration
2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

March 21, 2005

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

Some exciting planning efforts for O'Hare International Airport (O’Hare) are being suggested to
address the airport’s ongoing capacity issues. Airspace over O’Hare is now congested with a
mixed-bag of long distance air routes (Tokyo, JP / Caracas, VZ / Paris, FR) and short feeder air
routes (Moline, IL / Madison, WI / Ft. Wayne, IN). O’Hare's main access road, [-90, is also
above capacity. Proposing new runways and additional highway lanes is an obvious solution.
However, these will not sustain as long-range fixes to the problem. As a member of the Midwest
High Speed Rail Association, I strongly encourage your planning team to include an inter-modal
transportation facility in those discussions.

A growing trend in using this important airport is that air carriers flying to smaller Midwestern
destinations are being forced to eliminate service to O'Hare because of restrictions on take-offs
and landings (these passengers no longer generate revenue for the airport). Including an inter-
modal transportation facility in O-Hare’s upgrade would allow the airport to regain — even
increase — its customer base, by offering other forms of transportation that “feed” in and out of
these small cities The airspace is then freed-up to service more destinations outside the feeder-
network radius.

FRAPORT; Frankfort, Germany’s airport and train station operator has implemented a
suceessful use of this inter-modal feeder-network idea to resolve their air traffic problem. Please
consider trains and busses in a well designed inter-modal facility as critical components helping

to strengthen O’hare’s role as a vibrant portal linking the entire Midwest to international I:
markets. Thank you for your considerations. '

Sincerely,

Hdoloullr

Andrew Peralta

Response to Comments U.10-422 July 2005
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050322_01 ‘ 1 Please see topical responses I-1 and M-1.
2 Please see topical response B-4.
3 Please see topical responses D-1, E-1, G-4 and K-1.
GScott113@aol.com To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
03/22/2005 10:43 PM -
bee

Subject O'Hare Airport

Since the first announcement that Chicago wanted to expand O'Hare Airport, | have followed the story with
horror, incredulity and puzziement, It seems absolutely impossible that the idea has even been
considered in the first place. As someone who is related to almost every person buried in both of the
threatened « ies, | am compelled to make comments on two specific points.

The first point is that St. Johannes and Rest Haven cemeteries are sacred ground, and have been so for
over 150 years. To allow Chicago to run roughshod over the religious beliefs of the persons buried there,
and those of their families who hold the land so dear is simply unconscionable. When O'Hare Airport was
built it was understood that the cemeteries would remain inviolate in perpetuity. That agreement should
not be broken. Not now. Not ever,

Interred in the cemeteries are people who are the backbone of this country. Farmers, clergy,
businessmen, laborers, veterans of our nation's conflicts from the Civil War onwards and descendants of
a member of the First Continental Congress. To even think of moving them from their final resting place
is sacrilegious, indecent and completely disrespectiul.

The second point is that the expansion itself makes no sense. Chicago says that the reason behind it is to
reduce delays, then they follow that with a statement that more flights will be added. This flies in the face
of logic. If there are delays now, adding more flights after an expansion will do nothing to reduce delays 2
and would most likely cause even more of them. L

The plan is seriously flawed in many ways. Ittramples on the rights of homeowners, businesses and
municipalities. The proposed layout of new runways has been called unsafe by the air traffic controllers.
The increased noise would adversely affect everyone living and working in the area. Increased flights
would mean increased pollution and the health problems associated with it. The list goes on.

{
It is my sincerest hope that you take into consideration the extremely detrimental effect of the expansion i3
plan and rule against it.

Thank you for your time.
Gloria Scot
Ludlow, lllincis

Response to Comments U.10-423 July 2005
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050322_02

pat_johnsen@baxter.com To 89-AGL-B00-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
03/22/2005 02:55 PM cc
bee
Subject Letter regarding O'Hare M ization Project

(See attached file: OHare Modernization Letter 3-22-05.doc

Pat Johnsen

Baxter International
Office of the CEO
Robert L. Parkinsen, Jr.
B47-948-4319

Fax: B47-948-4305
pat_johnsengbaxter.com

The information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity to

which

it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or privileged material.
Any

review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any
action

in reliance upon, this information by persons or entities other than the
intended recipient is prohibited. If you received this in error, please

contact the sender and delete the material from any computer.

The information transmitted is intended only for the person(s)or entity
to which it is addressed and may contain confidential and/or legally
privileged material. Delivery of this message to any person other than
the intended recipient(s) is not intended in any way to waive privilege
or confidentiality. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other
use of , or taking of any action in reliance upon, this information by
entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you
receive this in error, please contact the sender and delete the
material from any computer.

For Translation:

http://www.baxter.com/email_disclaimer

OHare Modemization Letter 3-2205.doc

Response to Comments U.10-424 July 2005
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses G-1, M-2 and M-4.
Rebert L. Parkinson, Jr. Baxter Intemational Inc. Tel: 847-948-4320 2 Please see topical responses A-2 and C-1.
Chairman and One Baxter Parkway Fax: 847-948-4305
Chief Executive Officer Deerfield, IL 60015 bob_parkinson@baxter.com
www.baxter.com
Baxter
March 22, 2005

Mr. Michael W. MacMullen
Airports Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration
Chicago Airports District Office
2300 Devon Ave.
Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

I'am writing this letter to express Baxter’s support of the O’Hare Modemization
Program, which is being reviewed by the Federal Aviation Administration. Baxter
Healthcare is an integral part of the community and is an advocate for this modernization
program.

As a global healthcare company, operating in more than 100 countries worldwide, our
headquarters location in suburban Chicago is key to effectively meeting the needs of our
customers and patients who rely on our products. In addition to our 4,500 employees based
in Northern Illinois, several hundred more from other Baxter facilities throughout the world
fly in and out of O"Hare in the course of conducting business. Because O’Hare is such a
major transportation center, offering direct flights to virtually all parts of the globe, it offers
us tremendous competitive advantage and productivity over companies based in other parts
of the country. Accordingly, we are very interested in ensuring that O’Hare airport remains l4
both a viable and efficient transportation hub. L

It is our anticipation that the O’Hare Modernization Program would reduce congestion,
increase capacity and increase safety at the airport. Given these benefits, we believe that
O’Hare modernization would be an added asset to Baxter and its employees.

I respectfully request that the FAA approve the O’Hare Modernization Program as 2
quickly as possible so that construction can begin on this critical project.

Sincerely,

Robert L. Parkinson, Jr.
Chairman & CEO

Response to Comments U.10-425 July 2005
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Robert L. Parkinson, Jr. Baxter International Inc, B4T.0948.4320

Chairman and One Baxter Parkway Fax: B47.948.4305

Chief Executive Officer Deerfield, Ilinols 60015-4633 bob_parkinson@baxter.com
— www.baxter.com
{0s0322_03 N

Baxter N
e? 3
March 22, 2005

Mr. Michael W. MacMullen
Airports Envi 1 Program M

Federal Aviation Administration

Chicago Airports District Office

2300 Devon Ave.

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

I'am writing this letter to express Baxter's support of the O'Hare Modernization Program, which
15 being reviewed by the Federal Aviation Administration. Baxter Healtheare is an integral part of the
e ity and is an advocate for this modernization program.

As a global healthcare company, operating in more than 100 countries worldwide, our
headquarters location in suburban Chicago is key to effectively meeting the needs of our customers and
patients who rely on our products. In addition to our 4,500 employees based in Northern Illinois, several
hundred more from other Baxter facilities throughout the world fly in and out of O'Hare in the course of
conducting business. Because O'Hare is such a major transportation center, offering direct flights to
virtually all parts of the globe, it offers us tremendous competitive advantage and productivity over
companies based in other parts of the country. Accordingly, we are very interested in ensuring that i1 |
O"Hare airport remains both a viable and efficient transportation hub. !

It is our anticipation that the O'Hare Modernization Program would reduce congestion, increase
capacity and increase safety at the airport. Given these benefits, we believe that O’Hare modernization
would be an added asset to Baxter and its employees.

I respectfully request that the FAA approve the O"Hare Modernization Program as quickly as :
possible so that construction can begin on this critical project. |2

Sincerely,

loarlo ).

Robert L. Parkinson, Jr.
Chairman and Chief Executive Officer

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses G-1, M-2 and M-4.
2 Please see topical responses A-2 and C-1.
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Comment Response
Tuesday, March 22, 2005 01:47:44 AM Page 1 0f 1 © € P

1 Please see topical responses D-1 and E-1.

[ 2 Please see topical response K-2.
lososzz_m 3

Please see topical response M-1.

Jack Becgue
930 Carswell Court
Elk Grove Village, Illinois 60007
847-956-0294

March 22, 2005

Mr. Michael W. MacMullen

Airports Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration
Chicago Airports District office

2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, Illinois 60016

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

According to an article in the Daily Herald you admitted in your
O'Hare Modernization Environmental Impact Statement that O’Hare
expansion will increase air pollution and noise pollution. My
neighbors and I do not need and do not want an increase in ’
pollution. We cherish our guality of life and do not want it |1
destroyed. L

danger of air mishaps. Mr. MacMullen, this will impact even

Also, an increase in air traffic at O'Hare will increase the S—
|
these who do not live in the contiguous area surrounding O'Hare. (2

Please revert to logic. Do not approve the O’Hare Modernization (.
Plan. Do not approve any part of the O’Hare Modernization Plan. Ii

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gkl

Response to Comments U.10-427 July 2005
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Please see topical response M-6.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de

Please see topical response B-2.

Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. ;
4

Please see topical responses G-4 and L-1.
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The commenter’s opinion is noted.

Reginald Arkell
12846 S. 82™ Court
Palos Park, IL 60464
(708) 361-5805

jarkell28 @ msn.com
March 18, 2005

Michael W. MacMullen,

Airport Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration
Chicago Airports District Office

2300 East Devon Avenue

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Re:  Comments on the O'Hare Modernization Draft Environmental Impact Statement,

Dear Mr. MacMullen:

1 am in receipt of your correspondence, dated January 14, 2005, seeking input for the
O’Hare Modernization Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). My comments are in the
attached paper. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or would like to discuss
this matter further. Thank you for your consideration. |1 |

Sincerely,

“Reginald Arkell

Response to Comments U.10-429
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Rational Alternatives to Meeting Demand for Air Transport at O"Hare

INTRODUCTION

The United States, including the Chicago region, face a crisis with mounting congestion
in our skyways and on our roadways due to the escalating demand for transportation. The
primary cause of this dilemma has been overinvestment in the airway and highway systems for
more than 50 years through government subsidies and undercharged “user fees.” Such
investments appeared to be logical methods of enhancing and modernizing the transportation
system while creating economic growth and development. While they have provided some
benefits for Chicago, hindsight shows that they have increased congestion, air pollution, and
inefficient urban sprawl while diminishing quality of life. Any attempt to meet expected
transport demand puts too much emphasis on unsustainable transportation projects in the
regional economy given these externalities and the diminishing availability of fossil fuels. The
proposed expansion for O'Hare International Airport (O'Hare) is ill-advised given more rational
and efficient alternatives such as: aviation transportation demand management (TDM);
redistribution of traffic to other hubs and regional airports; and a Midwestern high-speed rail
(HSR) system for trips of up to 500 miles.

SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORTATION

As outlined in the DEIS for the proposed expansion at O'Hare, the National
Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) requires that development proposals “shall briefly specify
the underlying purpose and need to which the agency is responding in proposing the alternatives
including the proposed action.” The DEIS states the purpose and need as follows: “To address
the projected needs of the Chicago region by reducing delays at O'Hare, thereby enhancing
capacity of the NAS, and ensuring that future terminal facilities and supporting infrastructure
can efficiently accommodate users. ! The fundamental flaw in the DEIS analysis is the
assumption that projected purpose and need is synonymous to meeting air transport demand and
that such demand must be met in Chicago. These suppositions are false and do not meet
standards for sustainability.

“A sustainable transportation system is one that: allows the basic access needs of
individuals and societies to be met safely and in a matter consistent with human and ecosystem
health, and with equity within and between generations; is affordable, operates efficiently, offers
choice of transport mode, and supports a vibrant economy; limits emissions and waste within the
planet’s ability to absorb them, minimizes consumption of non-renewable TESOUICEs, reuses and
recycles its components, and minimizes the use of land and production of noise. *? Despite more
rational and efficient alternatives, the quest for regional economic growth and development has

! Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). “O'Hare Modernization Draft Envi | Impact § " Viewed
via the Internet Web Site http://'www.agl.faa, gov/OMP/DEIS htm, on March 8, 2005.

* Centre for § nable T ber 1997, ition and Vision of Sustainable Transportation.”

Viewed on March 31, 2004, \rlﬂ. Internet Web Site, hup: F{www‘gj_g!_g org/CSThomepage. htm.
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The EIS considers a range of alternatives. The FAA examined
a number of alternatives to meet the EIS purpose and need,
including congestion management, the use of other airports,
and high-speed rail. These alternatives were determined to
not meet the purpose and need on their own. See Chapter 3 of
the EIS for further information.
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Comment Response

3 The commenter offers several criteria for evaluating a
sustainable transportation system. These are generally
consistent with the criteria utilized by FAA in the EIS,

2

clouded the vision of the powerful political and business interests behind the movement for I including: operational efficiency, feasibility, and
O’Hare expansion. | ‘ environmental impact. Chapter 3 of the EIS presents the
TRANSPORTATION DEMAND MANAGEMENT evaluation criteria and the analysis of alternatives.

The population is traveling by air more now than ever before. The desire for air transport
has been induced by many years of subsidies for airport construction/infrastructure and excessive
fuel price controls in addition to the more recent bailouts for airlines. O'Hare expansion will " "
induce further demand and actually contribute to congestion. The DEIS does not consider the 4 The FAA has considered the use of Congest‘lon management
benefits of aviation TDM in reducing demand. TDM can promote efficiency of the air transport (or, as the commenter refers to, transportation demand
system and limit excessive air travel through the following: congestion pricing and other price management) in evaluating alternatives in the EIS. This
reforms; increased tax rates on airports and fuels; development of HSR for medium distance lvsis i ted in Chapter 3 of the EIS
trips; and implementation of sustainability objectives. Estimated air transport levels are not analysis 1s presented in Chapter 5 ot the Elo.
sustainable over the long-term and do not take into account the projected oil peak which will
eventually cause higher fuel prices, reduced travel, and a decrease in market size.”

HISTORY OF GOVERNMENT SUBSIDIES

By the 1930’s, it was evident that transporting passengers in the American economy
without financial loss was not possible without public funding. This generalization includes the
modes of water, highway and air, which continually have been heavily subsidized by federal,
state and municipal governments through construction of canals, locks, roads, and airports.*
Unsubsidized passenger rail service was profitable through 1935 and during most of the World

War II years.” Profitability siopped soon after when auto and air mtcrcm began extracting

billions of dollars from the public sector in the post World War II period.” These excessive
subsidies have created an unbalanced transportation system that is difficult, if not impossible, to
maintain due to its enormous size. The synopsis below shows how over-subsidization of

? Joan Lowy. April 7, 2004. Scripps Howa.td News Service. “The end of the age of 0il? opinions vary.” Received
by e-mail from http:/fwww.shns.com/ fm?: ctail&pk=NOMOREOI via the
Midwest High-Speed Rail Coalition on Apnl 14, 2004. Analysis by the U.S. Department of Energy has shown that
petroleum demand will exceed supply by the year 2037, The International Energy Agency estimates that the oil
production peak will occur between 2010 and 2020, Most analysts and experts agree that this peak will occur when
about the halfway point is reached in extracting oil from known reserves. More than 40 studies have shown that
total world oil production is about 1.8 to 2.4 trillion barrels. Almost | trillion barrels of this amount has been
recovered to date with about 28 billion barrels unmumcd per year. The demand for oil has been i mcr:.nmg by about

3 percent annually while the amount of new oil reserve d ies has been dy €0 ly over about the
past 25 years, The oil peak will result when oil production cannot keep up with demand. Prices will then increase
Iy until di i d

* Carl W. Condit. “Chicago, 1930-1970." University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 1974. 245.

* Donald M, Ttzkoff. “Off the Track, The Decline of the Intercity Passenger Train in the United States.” Greenwood
Press, Westport, Conn., 1985, 14-15. Original source: Interstate Commerce Commission, “*Statistics of Railways in
the United States;” “Transport Statistics in the United States;” James C. Nelson, “Railroad Transportation and Public
Policy” (Washington, D.C.: Brookings Institution, 1959).

“Ibid. 58, 126-127.

O'Hare Modernization DEIS C by Reginald Arkell March 18, 2005

(-

Response to Comments U.10-431 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

highways and air transport has led to the present day dilemma of transport demand and the
irrational pressure to increase capacity at O'Hare.

Highways
From 1921 to 1976, federal funding for road construction totaled more than $100 billion,

with more than $10 billion per year during the peak of the intercity highway program. The
National System of Interstate and Defense Highways were constructed pursuant to the Federal-
Aid Highway Act of 1956. The result was 41,000 highway miles, of which 90 percent was
funded by the federal government.” Some urban planners believed that urban renewal, including
highway construction through cities, could relieve blight and congestion. Many believed that a
large part of the answer was more parking lots. Rail and road-related businesses had a traditional
rivalry for years but the latter had prevailed through the powerful highway lobby.® The result
was that highways accelerated inner-city decline and segregation with “white-flight” and the
migration of businesses to outlying areas.

Improved roads encouraged Americans to purchase more vehicles which reduced mass
transit patronage, profitability and availability. More than 170 transit companies went out of
business in the U.S. between the late 1950°s and early 1970°s. In the 1940’s, the percentage of
people within the region traveling to inner Chicago dropped below 50 percent. Chicago
eventually implemented a plan conceived in 1940 of a radial system of five expressways that
would meet in downtown. The idea was to stop the movement of people and investments from
downtown while accommodating the increasing use of the automobile. A total of 250 buildings
were destroyed in the Loop and 6,000 Chicago families lost their homes from 1948 to 1956 for
the construction of the Congress Street Exp v at a cost of $6.2 million dollars a mile.”
Chicago’s massive expressway system was built over a period of 18 years at a cost of about $1.1
billion. The result was rush-hour traffic that was slower on the expressways than traffic had
been on the boulevards."” Clearly, public subsidies for road building increased the demand for
travel by automobiles and decreased passenger rail demand. The government essentially
replaced a more efficient mode of travel with the convenience and luxury of automobile transport
while increasing congestion.

Airports and Airlines
From the early 1920’s to the mid 1970’s, about $20 billion in federal government

expenditures supported the construction, operation and maintenance of a nationwide airport
network and air traffic control system. In addition, from 1938 to 1954, the airline industry was
the recipient of $440 million in direct subsidies. Consequently, it was unnecessary for the

7 Janet F. Davidson and Michael F. Sweeney. “On the Move, Transportation and the American Story.” National
Geographic, Washington, D.C., 2002. 264-265.

* Ibid. 246-252.
? Thid.
' Condit. 235.
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4
airlines to invest in fixed plant capital items."" Air passenger travel demand skyrocketed after
World War I In 1940, about 1.2 billion U.S. domestic and international passenger route miles
were flown. That number increased to 10.6 billion miles by 1950 and one-half trillion miles by
1990. By the 21* century, 80 percent of all passenger flights utilized only 50 of the country’s
thousands of airports. O'Hare accommodated 185,000 passengers daily and employed 50,000
people by this time. The OPEC oil embargo of 1973 to 1974 against the U.S. severely hurt the
airlines and the automobile industry but they eventually recovered.' Spikes in the price of oil
and gas reduced the demand for travel resulting in long-term recession, thereby exposing the
precarious nature of an economy so heavily dependent upon them.

Intercity Railroads

Railroads accommodated 47.8 billion passenger miles in 1920, which was 80 percent of
total travel. Overall travel increased to 269.3 billion miles by 1940, however, railroads
accounted for only about 30 billion of these miles or about 11 percent. Intercity buses
ransported 10 billion while the remainder was accounted for by the automobile. Irrefutably, the
increased demand for travel occurred due to the convenience and affordability of personal
vehicles. Passenger train travel experienced a significant rebirth during World War 1T with
rationing curtailing both auto and air travel. In 1944, passenger miles by train reached almost
100 billion." This demonstrated that passenger trains are far more efficient and sustainable,
especially in times of crisis. U.S. railroads transported 913 million intercity rail passengers in
1944. This number would drop to 352 million passengers by 1960."*

After the government land grant program during the nineteenth century, railroads
received zero subsidies until the advent of Amtrak and Conrail in the 1970s. For decades,
railroads had to invest in their own terminals, tracks, stations, and yards while paying billions of
dollars in federal, state, and local taxes. As an example, in 1958, $700 million in federal, state
and local funding was spent on the aviation industry; $10.3 billion was spent on highways; and
$561 million was spent on waterway and canal projects. Alternately, the railroad industry did
not receive any federal subsidies; it allocated about $1 billion for maintenance and $232 million
for new construction; and paid federal, state and local taxes totaling $180 million."® The
combination of long-term governmental capital expenditures for aviation and highways with the
lack of public investments in railroads led to the demise of intercity rail.

Intercity passenger rail proliferated in other industrial countries in the post-World War II
period as their systems were nationalized for the public benefit. The lack of transport
alternatives in those nations made spending for an intercity rail network a priority. Many foreign

" ltzkoff. 126-127.

'* Davidson and Sweeney. 278-284.
" Izkoff, 22-28.

' Davidson and Sweeney. 264-265.

" lizkoff. 117-127.
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5
economies had been decimated by war, therefore rebuilding of industry was a priority.'® Quite
simply, most of the developed world could not afford the extravagances of investing in highway
and air transport at levels similar to the U.S.

Summation of Subsidies

In summary, railroads were forced to pay for purchases and upkeep of their right of way
while other modes used brand-new facilities almost for free.'” In 1966, one estimate of the
funding necessary to overhaul the nation’s rail infrastructure with continuous welded rail, grade
crossing reduction, and curve casements was pegged at $15 billion.'® Instead, the government
chose to squander its original investment in the rail system by allowing it to decay to the point
where it could no longer compete effectively. A more balanced federal funding transportation
program with allocations for rail and reduced financing for competing modes would have been
more cost effective and beneficial to the public. The influence of the powerful highway and air
transport lobbies on politicians promoted economic development that has been centered on
inefficient exploitation of finite fossil fuels both nationally and in the Chicago region. The
challenge is whether the region has the courage to promote rationality over power by using
O’Hare as an example to put a stop to the perpetual cycle of attempting to meet the artificial
demand for aviation and highway travel.

Defenders of these subsidies argue that, at least a portion, are actually “user fees” that are
paid through taxes by the traveling public. Further, they cite present day statistics showing that,
from 1990 to 2002, commercial aviation received only $6 in federal subsidies per thousand
passenger miles and highway users did not receive any, while Amtrak averaged $186."
However, this does not include the untold quantities in state and local subsidies that support
aviation and other roadways from general revenues. More importantly, this argument neglects to
take into account that “user fees” are essentially under-priced luxury taxes. These taxes do not
cover the resource consumption external costs incurred by those who choose not to use the most
efficient mode of travel. The external costs not paid for by users of highway and air
transportation systems include the follcuwirlg:20

"® Thid. 117.
"7 1bid. 49-50.
1% Ibid, 129. From A.O. Mobray, Road to Ruin (New York: I.B. Lippincott, 1969), 197,

" Chicago Tribune. “Editorials: Last stop for Amtrak?" February 16, 2005. Referencing Bureau of Transportation
Statistics reports.

* Victoria Transport Policy Institute. “Transportation Cost and Benefit Analysis.” June 2003. Ch. 5.12. Viewed
on March 12, 2005, via Internet Web Site, http://www. vtpi.orgltcaltca0512.pdf. Includes reference: Bureau of

T P ion istics, /997 i Transp ion Staristics, USDOT (www bis gov), 167-179; Transporiation
Statistics Annual Report 1997 USDOT (www.bts. gov), 86.
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» Expenditures on oil imports, estimated to be $16 per barrel above competitive market
price, are an economic cost that transfers wealth out of the U.S. to oil producing regions
while providing minimal employment per dollar spent on gasoline purchases.

v

The estimated costs for energy security associated with the Middle East are between $6
and $60 billion annually.”

» The U.S. is economically vulnerable to oil price shocks and the looming oil supply peak.
It is estimated that oil market disruptions during about 1970 to 2000 cost the U.S.
economy $7 trillion (net present value) in decreased output.”™

> It is estimated that annual subsidies to U.S. oil include $4.1 billion in petroleum product
undenaxig%, $1.8-4.6 billion in industry undertaxing, and $1.4-2.0 in various production
subsidies.

» There are hidden costs such as those paid through higher property taxes to compensate
for the thousands upon thousands of acres that have been taken off local tax rolls by the
highway system.

It can be concluded that the various external costs imposed from resource consumption and not
covered by “user fees” range from $25 to $150 billion per annum with an average of 0.5-3 cents
per mile. To ensure coverage of all external costs, middle to higher range is justified resulting in
an estimated average of 2.5 cents per passenger mile that is not charged to users.

According to a 2001 Monthly Oil Market Report by the International Energy Agency,
wvehicle fuel retail prices in most European countries and Japan range from two to three times that
of the U.S. In addition, fuel taxes in these other countries range from four times to more than
eight times that of the U.S. “Educating policy makers, planners, and the public about problems
created by underpricing is a key challenge to developing an efficient and equitable transportation
system.”™ The disparity in tax rates is a prime reason that the U.S. consumption of fossil fuels

* Ibid. Reference to: Joseph Romm and Charles Curtis, “Mideast Oil Forever?” Atlantic Monthly, April 1996, 57-
74.

2 Ibid, R to: Harold Hubbard, “The Real Cost of Energy,” Scientific American, Vol. 264, No. 4, April
1991; David Greene and N.I. Tishchishyna, The Costs of Oil Dependence: A 2000 Update, ORNL/TM-200/152,
Oak Ridge National Laboratory, U.S. Department of Energy (www.cta.ornl.gov/publications), 2001.

B Ibid. Reference to: David Greene and K.G. Duleep, “Costs and Benefits of Automotive Fuel Economy
Improvement: A Partial Analysis,” Transportation Research A, Vol. 2TA, No. 3, 217-235, 1993,

* Ibid. Reference to Roland Hwang, Money Down the Pipeline: Uncovering the Hidden Subsidies to the il
Industry, Union of Concerned Scientists (Berkeley; www.ucs.org), 1995,

* Ibid. 5.12.
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5 The commenter offers opinions regarding historical
national priorities for transportation system development.

; For purposes of this EIS, FAA cannot validate or refute the
accounts for more than 25 percent of world usage despite the fact that only about 4.5 percent of historical evidence offered by the commenter. However,
the population resides here. FAA does not believe that the comment is relevant to

Beneficial tax, regulatory, and industrial policies for aviation related development is evaluating the specific sponsor’s request for improvements

contradictory to market principles and can often be economically harmful due to the limitations at O'Hare.
on transportation choice.”® An equitable and efficient transport network maximizes travel
choices and incentives by allowing each mode to excel at what it does best. It is essential that
prices for automobile and aviation transport be increased to both fully reflect the costs incurred
and to reduce wasteful and unnecessary travel. Due to economies of scale, this approach will
reduce the need for subsidies to transit and intercity rail over the long term. However, it may be
necessary to increase rail subsidies to overcome decades of under investment.”” ’il

CHICAGO’S GLUTTONY OF AIR TRANSPORT

The population of the six-county Chicago metropolitan area (Cook, DuPage, Will, Kane,
McHenry, and Lake) in the year 2000 was about 8.1 million people or 2.88 percent of the entire
U.S. population of about 281.4 million.”* During the same year, O'Hare accommodated 382,631
enplanements or departures, which was 4.83 percent of all aircraft departures in the U.S. The
Chicago metropolitan area as a whole handled 471,571 enplanements, which accounted for 5.93
percent of all aircraft departures in the U.S. * Therefore, O"Hare accommodated roughly 67
percent more departures and the Chicago region handled more than twice as many departures
than its share in population as compared to the entire country.

By the 1970s, any delays at O'Hare had significant impacts on the efficiency of the U.S.
commercial air system. For example, on June 30, 1977, severe thunderstorms at O'Hare were
responsible for grounding 300 aircraft which was about one-quarter of the nation’s commercial
air fleet. In fact, Atlanta’s Hartsfield International Airport surpassed O"Hare as the nation’s
busiest airport in 1999 and 2000 due to Chicago area thunderstorms. A $1 billion expansion and
modernization of O’Hare was initiated in 1982.*> O’Hare has reached its limit in rational
capacity. Further expansion will only foster more delays and inefficient operations of the
National Airspace System (NAS) when problems occur in the Chicago area. The region must

™ Victoria Transport Policy Institute. “Aviation TDM, Air Transportation Demand Management.” Ch. 2-5.
December 17, 2003. Viewed on March 31, 2004, via Internet Web Site, http:ffwww. vitpi.orgftdm/tdm77.htm,

 Ibid. Ch. 11.
* 11.5. Census Bureau. Statistics obtained via Internet Web Site www.census.gov on February 23, 2005,

¥ 11.5. Department of Transportation, Bureau of Transportation Statistics. Statistics obtained via Internet Web Site

www.bts gov/publications/airport_activity statistics of certificated air_carriers/2000/tablesftable03, on February
23, 2005.

" David M. Young. “Chicago Aviation, An Tlustrated History,” Northern Illinois University Press, DeKalb, IL,
2003, 191-194,
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6 Chicago O’'Hare and the other airports serving the Chicago
region accommodate a share of national passenger traffic
that is larger than the Chicago region’s share of national
population because O’Hare serves as a national connecting
hub and international gateway.

8
face the reality that it cannot i to vdate demand and a disproportionate share of I | ‘

the nation’s air traffic.

Unfavorable Cost/Benefit Ratio

As of February 2005, the FAA has still been unable to receive a response from the City of
Chicago that includes a listing of the financial and economic data showing how the O’Hare
modernization project (OMP) and the World Gateway Project (WGF) would create a more
beneficial and efficient airport. Rather, the City of Chicago submitted its final airport
development plan before even the most basic information was provided: whether the proposed
expansion is justified, rational and cost effective. Projected costs for the OMP are $6.6 billion to
reconstruct the airfield with new runways and taxiways in addition to other facilities. The WGP
will expand O'Hare's terminals at a cost of $3.6 billion, although, funding is questionable as the
airlines profess that they cannot afford to build it.

The City of Chicago has attempted to present these two projects separately as
development phases in order to obtain easier approval. However, by adding other costs for
related projects such as a bypass road and we&.tern access, the total bill for O"Hare

“improvements” could exceed $15 billion.”" The FAA confounds all rationality by also
promoting construction of a third airport in the southern suburb of Peotone in addition to O'Hare
expansion. Clearly, the FAA has succumbed to the parochial and egocentric political interests of
both the City of Chicago and the State of Illinois in their attempts to increase employment for the
region.

According to an independent analysis of the FAA's DEIS by Campbell-Hill in 2005, it is
impossible to fund the costs for O'Hare expansion at a low-ball estimate of §14.1 billion. True
costs are likely greater than $23 billion without funding for surface access roadways. The
analysis also points out that the FAA assumes this funding will be made available if the project is
approved due to the impact it will have on the NAS and regional economy. This assumption is
made without any realistic discussion of where the funding will come from. Perhaps most telling
of the irrationality of the project is the finding that, once the proposed upgrades have been
completed,gelays at O'Hare will immediately exceed delays that occurred during 2001-2003 at
the airport.”

The Campbell-Hill report also states that the FAA has not given adequate consideration
to a blend of alternatives that can effectively reduce delays. These include aviation TDM;
moving non-local transfer passengers to other connecting hubs; and utilizing other regional
airports such as Gary-Chicago International Airport, Greater Rockford Airport, and Milwaukee's
Mitchell International Airport. Analysis of other hubs comparable to O'Hare, in terms of feed

3 Suburban O'Hare Commission. “FAA to Chicago: Tell us why O'Hare expansion is worth the cost.” February
12, 2004. Viewed February 23, 2005, on Internet Web Site www.suburban-ohare.org/detail.asp?OBIECT [D=815.

2 Brian Hill, Campbell-Hill. “Preliminary C ions As To Flaws in FAA's Draft EIS on Chicago’s OMP
proposal,” February 14, 2005. Viewed vn Internet Web Site www._suburban-ohare org on Febroary 23, 2005.
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potential, shows that they have adequate capacil;/ to accommaodate a substantial amount of
connecting flights, as shown in Table I below. ™

Comment

Response

7

The commenter offers several of the same assertions
contained in Campbell-Hill’s April 6, 2005 comments on the
Draft EIS, document number 050406_36, which has
separately been responded to. The FAA responses to the
Campbell-Hill’s April 6, 2005 comments on the Draft EIS can
be found beginning on page U.4-500 of this appendix.

Contrary to the commenter’s assertions, FAA did consider
the potential use of other airports and demand
management in the EIS, as presented in Chapter 3 of the
EIS.

Table 1 - Unused Capacity at Other Hub Airports
Airport Avg. Annual Capacity Actual Operations Capacity Utilization
Charlotte 700,691 467,676 67%
Cincinnati 663,433 515,851 V8%
Denver 1,153,856 566,525 40%
Dallas/Fort Worth 1,451,477 813,542 56%
Detroit 981,887 522,641 53%
Washington Dulles 715473 502,519 T0%
Pittsburgh 840,905 336,346 40%
Salt Lake City 700,608 413,246 59%
St. Louis 564,171 289,707 51%

The DEIS readily acknowledges that Gary/Chicago International Airport and Greater
Rockford Airport will have unused capacities totaling almost 338,000 aircraft operations to
accommodate demand through 2018. These represent about one-third the numbers predicted for
O'Hare. The DEIS abandons this rationality and basically concludes that regional demand
cannot be accommodated because the airlines prefer to focus a disproportionate amount of their
operations at O'Hare.™ This skewed analysis insures that expansion at O'Hare will occur. The
FAA by law is empowered to regulate the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace through
traffic management and controls.®® Therefore, the agency can easily limit the amount of air
traffic at O'Hare.

Environmental Degradation and Health Consequences

The entire domestic and international facilities at O'Hare were completed in 1963 at a
total cost of $155 million to the City of Chicago. The growing vehicular traffic generated by the
airport produces intolerable levels of psychological damage and physical hardship from the
concentration of noise, congestion, air pollution, and surface dirt for those living in close
proximity. The Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission (NIPC) stated that the entire area
within a five-mile radius of the airport or an area of 130 square miles would not be fit for
residential uses.*® Despite this proclamation, this is precisely where tens of thousands of people
have made their homes for decades.

* Thid.
M FAA. EIS, C-6-C-24.

¥ FAA. “What we do, Summary of Activities,” Viewed on March 12, 2005, via the Internet Web Site,
httpafiwww, faa goviabout/mission/factivities/.

* Condit, 260,
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8 The FAA has considered the environmental impacts of the
proposed alternatives, see Chapter 5 of the EIS.

O'Hare is by far the leading source of hazardous air pollutants or rccu%nimd
carcinogens in the state of Illinois according to data reported to the U.S. EPA."" In the year
2000, Mostardi-Platt collected air quality data along the fenceline of O’Hare which was then
analyzed by Environ International Corporation for the City of Park Ridge, Illinois. Preliminary
conclusions of the analysis found that the theoretical lifetime incremental risk of cancer with
levels gauged at O'Hare is about five times higher than that compared to “background” levels in
Naperville, Illinois. Chemicals commonly found in aircraft emissions (i.e., benzene, aldehydes,
naphthalene) and documented in the data accumulated at the O"Hare fenceline pose a significant
health risk according to U.S. EPA. The noncancer Hazard Index (HI) values computed for
residential situations range up to about a level of 23 based on measurements at the O’Hare

fenceline. Any HI level calculated to be more than 1 is potential health concern.™®

There is a one-to-one relationship between the amount of energy used by a particular
mode of transportation and the level of emissions. According to the Union of Concerned
Scientists, intercity rail/HSR uses about one-seventh the energy and emits one-seventh the air
pollution than the automobile per passenger mile. Intercity rail/HSR uses about one-quarter the
energy and produces one-quarter the air pollution than aviation per passenger mile.””

HIGH SPEED RAIL ALTERNATIVE

Appendix E. Alternatives, of the DEIS provides an inadequate analysis of the potential
that HSR has to accommodate a significant portion of passenger trips. Table E-1 in that section,
Air and Rail Passenger Service to Cities Within 4 Hours Rail Travel Time of Chicago, presents
the potential of present Amtrak trains to divert O"Hare traffic in 12 short-haul markets for
distances up to 212 miles in length. The DEIS concludes that, since rail accounted for only
124,530 passengers between Chicago and these cities, which is representative of only 0.8 pércent
of total originating traffic at O’ Hare, intercity rail is not a feasible alternative,*” However, this
analysis neglects to consider the potential of HSR to provide comparable travel times for trips up
to 500 miles and capture major travel markets between Chicago and cities such as Minneapolis-
St. Paul; St. Louis; Cincinnati; Cleveland; and Detroit. About 16 percent of O'Hare passengers
are traveling to these cities and could be transported in comparable times by a Midwestern HSR

7 Environmental Defense Scorecard Pollution Ranking Database. “Comparison of Hazardous Air Pollutants from
O'Hare International Airport with Largest Reported Sources of Recognized Carcinogens to Airin [llinois,” Levels
are as reported by entities in their annual Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) reports, as required by Section 313 of the
Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA), 42 U.S.C. § 11023, and retained in the U.S.
EPA TRI database. Viewed on the Internet Web Site www.scorecard.org on February 23, 2005,

* Environ | ional Corporation. “Preliminary Risk Evaluation of M di-Platt Park Ridge Project Data
Monitoring Adjacent to O"Hare Airport,” Project No. 02-8733A, August 2000. Viewed via the Internet Web Site,
www.suburban-ohare.org on February 23, 2005,

* Ohio Passenger Rail News. “Clearing the air on rail's benefits,” Ohio Hub Issue, Issue 154, 2004,
“FAA. EIS,E-6-E3.
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system according 1o a 1995 study by L.A. Scott & Company.”' This represents 6.4 million of
the 40 million passengers predicted for O'Hare in 2010

Appendix E, Alternatives, of the DEIS also erroneously concludes that HSR is not a
legitimate alternative because there are currently no plans to implement such a system in the
Chicago area that would reduce total passenger demand at O'Hare. “In the absence of such
plans, it is not reasonable to assume that high-speed rail development would satisfy purpose and
need.”* On the contrary, there are extensive plans and substantial headway has been made in
implementing HSR in several areas of the country. One of these corridors is the Midwest
Regional Rail Initiative (MWRRI) created by the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA),
Amtrak, and nine Midwestern states. The goal of the MWRRI is to improve the existing
passenger rail transportation in accordance with the Midwest Regional Rail System (MWRRS)
plan. The purpose of the MWRRS is to accommodate future regional intercity travel demand by:
using existing rights-of-way shared by other rail services; operating trains at up to 110 mph; and
increasing multimodal connections. Pursuant to a 2002 study by the Wallace Floyd Design
Group, forecasts have predicted annual ridership of 9.6 million passengers by 2010 over the
MWRRS. This would be at least four times that predicted if present service continued
unchanged and would account for almost 25 percent of the 40 million forecasted enplanements at
O'Hare in that year.*” The MWRRS will consist of a hub and spoke system between Chicago
and major cities with several daily trains to each destination.

The proposed MWRRS could provide fast and efficient service and economic benefits to
nine Midwestern States with Chicago as the hub at much lower cost than O'Hare expansion. The
proposal for O'Hare focuses economic development only on the Chicago region. The MWRRS
would create an estimated 2,000 new rail service jobs and 4,000 temporary construction jobs
throughout a nine-state region. This project would further stimulate $2.6 billion in public and
private investment and will be self-supporting when fully implcmented"“ Updated cost
estimates are now $7.7 billion with projected revenues of $632 million, well above expected
maintenance and operating costs of $466 million for the year 2025.*° Investments in downtown

' L.A. Scott and Company. June 1995, Environmental Law & Policy Center. “High Speed Rail Financial
Alternatives Analysis.” Viewed April 1, 2004, on Internet Web Site,
hitp/ffwww.elpe.orgftrans/rail/financingstudy.htm.

“ FAA. EIS, E-6-E-8.

I wallace Floyd Design Group. “Normal Multimodal Transportation Center Siting and Feasibility Study,”

September 2002, Viewed on Internet Web Site,hup://www.normal.org/formsandpdffiles/reportlayoutall. pdf
on April 1, 2004,

* American Passenger Rail Coalition. “A Strong Amtrak For A Strong America.” Accessed via the Internet Web
Site www.aprc.org on February 15, 2005,

“ Mike Ramsey, Copley News Service. *“Consultant: High-speed rail wouldn't drain taxes,” January 27, 2005,
Presentation by Alexander Metcalf, Transportation Economics & Management Systems, Inc. Received by e-mail
from the Midwest High-Speed Rail Association on January 27, 2005, from

http:/fwww pistar.com/stories/012705/REG BSDPIGAA 050.shtml.
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railroad stations will create more efficient transit-oriented development (TOD) and bolster
economic activity in decaying urban centers for numerous Midwestern cities on these routes. |g |

CONCLUSION

The FAA DEIS is fundamentally flawed due to two incorrect presumptions: 1) that the
country’s demand for air transport must be met and; 2) that capacity must be increased
specifically at O'Hare. This statement of purpose and need is contradictory to the spirit of
NEPA which requires a thorough analysis of the alternatives and their impacts so that the most
rational, cost-effective and least environmentally harmful option is selected. Increasing capacity
will only exacerbate congestion at the airport and in the region’s airways, resulting in additional
ecological degradation and diminished quality of life for those residing near O'Hare. Further,
increased dependency on passenger aviation in general and O"Hare in particular, will only hurt
the reliability and efficiency of the overall transportation system and the NAS when problems are
incurred locally. TDM is an important component that must be implemented to overcome the
artificial demand for both air and highway transport that was created through excessive
government support for these modes. Direct and indirect government subsidies, even if termed
“user fees”, do not reflect the true costs that these modes incur and have only encouraged
exorbitant and wasteful travel patterns. The FAA’s demand projections are based upon
extrapolated passenger enplanements and aircraft operations that cannot realistically continue
given the pending oil supply peak. Consequently, the proposed O’Hare expansion does not meet
standards for sustainable transportation that would justify approval.

There are several alternatives to O"Hare expansion that, either individually or through
coordinated efforts, can provide more favorable cost to benefit ratios. By 2010, O'Hare is
projected to enplane about 40 million passengers and accommodate more than 1 million aircraft
operations per year at a total estimated cost ranging from $15 billion to $23 billion for airport
expansion. A Midwest HSR network could transport a significant portion of these passengers for
a cost of about $7.7 billion and numerous benefits to the entire Midwestern economy. The
predicted number of O'Hare enplanements that could be diverted to HSR range from up to 16
percent or 6.4 million passengers to 25 percent or as many as 9.6 million passengers. Projected
unused capacities at Gary/Chicago International Airport and Greater Rockford Airport total
almost 338,000 aircraft operations or about one-third the numbers predicted for O’Hare. Unused
capacities of selected hubs outside of the region total more than 3.3 million aircraft operations
per year, well above that predicted for O'Hare. Amazingly, the FAA denies its mandated
responsibility to regulate the safe and efficient operation of the airways by reasoning that the
airlines prefer to use O'Hare, therefore, they must be accommodated. Rationality dictates that a
balanced transportation system with maximum travel alternatives, including a Midwestern HSR
system, is most efficient in terms of cost effectiveness, widespread economic development, Ill
environmental protection, and reduction of reliance on fossil fuels.

O'Hare Modernization DEIS Cc by Reginald Arkell March 18, 2005

Comment Response
9 Please see response to comment 2 on page U.10-429.
10 The FAA disagrees with the commenter’s characterization

of the DEIS. The FAA refers the commenter to the EIS’s
extensive evaluation of alternatives to the City’s proposal
contained in Chapter 3 and Appendix E of the EIS.

In addition, the FAA refers the commenter to the new
Section 3.6 of the EIS. This new section evaluates
derivatives of alternatives considered in the DEIS that have
been suggested by commenters involving the use of
congestion management, use of other airports and limited
airfield development.
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Please see topical response I-1.

i050323_01

Edward Kaloustian To S-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<fastedd@juno.com>

03/23/2005 06:24 PM s

bee
Subject Relocation of St. Johannes Cemetery

As a Granddaughter and Great Granddaughter of the Bleich and Rhode family
members interred in St. Johannes, I strongly object to the City of

Chicago's plan to disinter and relocate our cherished heritage on moral

and religious grounds. Our family reluctantly witnessed the relocation

of the St. John's church in 1951 but was given a pledge that the

cemeteries would not be affected until at least 100 years had elapsed

after the last internment. St. Johannes is an active cemetery and the

date of the last internment is undetermined. I strongly feel that the &
disinterment and relocation of St. Jchannes cemetery is a viclation our 1
First Amendment Rights under the United States Constitutien. |

Respectfully Submitted,
ELLEN V. (HEYWARD) KALOUSTIAN

225 SOUTH CEDAR STREET
WOOD DALE, ILLINOIS 60191
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Comment Response
[os0223_02 | 1 Please see topical response I-1.
J 2 Please see topical responses B-2 and B-4.
SHieber@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
03/23/2006 03:27 PM o
bee

Subject St. Johannes Cemetery

| am writing to ask you to NOT move St. Johannes Cemetery and the other cemetery
that is currently on O'Hare Airport Property. | enjoy seeing the cemeteries when | make
a landing from the north.

My sister's in laws have ancestors buried in that cemetery. They were pioneers in the
area. | am aware that relatives and their children have gone back to the cemetery to lay
flowers on their graves for years. When their children grow up, they will remember
coming to THIS SPOT for their ancestors. Moving the graves (if that is REALLY
POSSIBLE BASE ON THE AGES) will not mean anything to these people when they
are older. They will only remember coming to the cemetery and hearing the airplanes.

O'Hare is busy enough. What needs to be done is enlarge a southern airport so
people can get there easily. Shuttle buses could bring people to the different airports.
For those in the southern part of the Chicago area, those people need that service.
NOT A BIGGER O'HARE.

Thank you for listening.

Susanne Hieber
shieber@aol.com
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Please see topical responses F-2 and M-5.

5050323_03
L

ajsre@aol.com To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
03/23/2005 11:13 PM cc
bee

Subject O'Hare Modernization

3-23-05

Dear Mr. MacMullen,

I know there is a good plan for the continued improvement of O'Hare. I am writing to
recommend that a well designed intermodal facility be included in the plans so we can have
an integrated transportation center like those that are working so well in Europe. Locally, it
will make sure that we keep pace with Milwaukee where there is now a direct connection
between intercity rail service and air travel. It certainly makes sense for buses to be
accommodated in this type of facility as well.

Thank you for all the time and effort that you and your staff put toward improving our
transportation facilities.

Sincerely,
Alan 1. Schmitt

5217 W. Berteau Av.
Chgo, IL 60641

Response to Comments U.10-446
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Comment Response
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization 1 Please see top%cal response B-4.
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see topical response F-3.
- Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de 3 The commenter’s opinion is noted.

de | al Medio Ambis , antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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1 Please see topical response G-1.

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

050323_05 Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Amt , antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name: Ffd od k_}\_)&\-\rﬂ.\ IT
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Kurt Prinz
P.O. Box 671
Park Ridge, IL 60068
847-650-8407

March 23, 2005

Mr. Michael W. MacMullen

FAA — Chicago Airports District Office
2300 Devon Ave.

Des Plaines, IL 60018

Sent; Via Federal Express

RE: O’'Hare Modernization Plan
Dear Mr. MacMullen,

I am against the magnitude of the proposed O’Hare expansion plan by the city of Chicago. I
agree improvements and modernization of the airport are necessary, and appropriate, but only to
the extent they can be accomplished within the confines of the existing boundaries of the airport.
I am vehemently opposed to acquiring land from neighboring communities that is developed
with businesses, homes and cemeteries — the precedent alone is very alarming. The damage to
these communities is certain and the overall project benefits are not.

If T understand correctly, the environmental impact study recently completed by the FAA
pertaining to the above-listed, noted increased air pollution, noise pollution, but did not raise any
major concerns.

1 have attached a study completed by R.E. Ruthenberg in 2002. While I do not know the
authenticity, nor validity of the attached, it certainly raises questions as to the health
consenquences of the airport’s operations. What objectively based scientific studies have been
performed or commissioned by the FAA to evaluate and analyze the short and long term health
risks to those living/working in the communities surrounding O'Hare (assume a 10+ mile radius)
based on current operations? And then to the proposed improvements? If none? Why? I do not
accept the argument that you can’t measure same due to complicating factors such as the
pollution generated from the vehicular traffic of adjoining expressways — undoubtedly, there are
ways to account for those factors. And if in the end you can’t measure the health risks, how is it
possible to conclude there is none?

I find it impossible to believe that emissions from the existing 1 million and the proposed 1.5
million (as noted by FAA likely to be 1.2 million) aircraft in and out of O'Hare do not pose a
health risk (arguably significant) to those individuals living/working around O"Hare.

As a mitigant to the concentration of flights arriving/departing in the proposed parallel east-west
fashion, has the FAA considered altering the flight paths and/or altitudes of arriving and
departing aircraft — ie., the flight path for the proposed new north runway could be along 294 (to
the north) and the flight path for the proposed new south runway could be along 294 (to the
south). These approaches could diffuse the concentration of emissions and noise over a broader
area. Also, could a higher altitude approach for take-offs and landings result in diffusing these

-

-

-

Comment

Response

1

The commenter’s opposition to the acquisition of land is
noted. The FAA did examine alternatives that would not
require land acquisition, however, none of these alternatives
satisfied the FAA’s statement of purpose and need. An
evaluation of the alternatives is presented in Chapter 3. The
impacts associated with the land acquisition are disclosed in
Chapter 5, Section 5.4, Social Impacts.

Also, please see topical response G-2 and G-4.

The FAA’s assessment of noise and air quality impacts can
be found in Section 5.1, Noise and Section 5.6, Air Quality,
respectively. No significant air quality impacts are
anticipated. However, significant noise impacts are
disclosed and the mitigation for those impacts is presented in
Chapter 7, Mitigation.

Also, please see topical response M-1.

FAA regulations do not require the preparation of a health
human risk assessment. A review of literature available on
the health impacts to the surrounding communities is
presented in Appendix K. The FAA has conducted this EIS
to disclose significant impacts associated with the project.
The FAA did take into account surface traffic effects on air
quality in Section 5.6, Air Quality.

Also, please see topical response E-1 and E-3.

Please see topical response E-1.
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emissions? Certainly, a higher altitude would help the noise levels. If such alterations could
prove beneficial to the health and well-being of the hundreds of thousands of people
living/working around O'Hare they must be given paramount consideration even at the cost of
efficiency (delays).

cither the enience air_travele 1e_financial prospe economy, j |
prime the overarching duty of the government to protect the health and well-being of those living
around O’Hare, You have ligation to protect us, it is one of your fundamental charters.

Separately, how does the FAA account for the lack of efficiency of the airlines operating out of
O’Hare? For example, Hartsfield had fewer flights but flew more passengers than O’Hare in
2004 (and prior years). Isn’t passenger volume the end game for the airport? How do you know
the airlines aren't simply “fattening up the calf” at O'Hare to synthetically exacerbate delay
problems, pushing the cry for expansion? Don’t put it past the major airlines for doing
something illogical — the majors have proven for decades they don’t know how to run their
businesses successfully. In the airline business, bigger has yet to be proven better.

In closing, I have no doubt the proposed expansion will reduce delays for existing number of
flights, but are we conclusively getting any more benefit beyond that? The taxpayers and flying
public will be paying $16+ billion for this project which might result in 200,000+ more flights
(and not clear delays won’t return), 50,000 jobs (how many are permanent?), and more noise and
air pollution (guaranteed!) over a heavily populated area. To suggest this project has merits
based upon the broad support from the business community, labor leaders and communities
through out the state is a hollow pillar — none of these supporters bears any cost of the expansion,
yet all have something to gain, so it’s easy for them to support. Which of them is an expert in
aviation? Where’s their credibility? The public is being sold a bill of goods by the city of
Chicago, and I simply don’t see how the magnitude of this project adds up. Wouldn't we get
more bang for our buck by improvements to Gary, Rockford, and/or Milwaukee airports;
building a south suburban airport; combined with a much tempered expansion of O’"Hare? Use
incentives to motivate the airlines to maintain gates at the various airports? How about
establishing/requiring a regional transportation authority in connection with any airport
improvements to give the communities neighboring the airports a say in how they are operated?

Very truly your?
v/

Kurt Prinz

Ce: Mr. Tony Molinaro

1 [

-
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The FAA supports the continuation of the Fly Quiet Program
managed by the O'Hare Noise Compatibility Commission in
developing departure routes and procedures to route aircraft
over compatible land use.

The FAA also refers the commenter to the O’Hare Noise
Compatibility Commission’s April 6, 2005 comments on the
Draft EIS, beginning on page U.4-353. This letter and its
responses deal primarily with noise mitigation and other
information that may further inform the commenter.

Also, please see topical response E-1 and E-3.

The EIS purpose and need is:

To address the projected needs of the Chicago region by
reducing delays at O'Hare, thereby enhancing capacity of the
National Airspace System, and ensuring that future terminal
facilities and supporting infrastructure can efficiently
accommodate airport users.

The economic benefits and job creation were not a
consideration in the development of the EIS purpose and
need. Also, please see topical response M-1 and M-4.

The FAA has outlined the problems facing O’Hare, including
delays, in Chapter 2 of the EIS. The FAA has examined the
scheduling activities of the airlines serving O’Hare very
closely. The FAA has, as an interim measure, placed a limit
on the hourly scheduled operations to reduce delays. For
more information on the FAA initiatives at O’'Hare,
including the Order Limiting Scheduled Operations, see
Chapter 2, Section 2.2.4.

The fleet mix of aircraft utilizing Atlanta’s airport can
account for the fact that Atlanta had fewer operations, while
serving more passengers. The FAA did consider the use of
congestion management as an alternative to the City’s
proposal, but this alternative was found to not meet the
purpose and need. The use of congestion management did
include an assessment of potential aircraft “up-gauging” or
using larger aircraft.

Please see the response to this comment on the following
page.

Response to Comments
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8 Commenter has raised a number of issues which are
addressed in Section U.5, Topical Responses, specifically
please see topical responses B-2, G-1, L-1, L-2, M-1, and M-8.

INVESTIGATION OF THE CANCER INCIDENCE RATES IN THE VICINITY OF
By ! 0'HARE AIRPORT

. . _R. E. RUTHENBERG, B.S.E.E. 3/13/02
Principal Sta ngineer {ret.), Motorola, Inc.
[linois cancer incidence statistics from the [llinois State Cancer Registry were examined for all zip
code areas within a 10 mile radius of O'Hare airport, to attempt to determine whether there appear to
be any zip code based “hot spots” with significantly higher than average area incidence rates, that

might be related to O"Hare emissions. Source data can be obtained at;
hrepefww weidph.stare.ilus aboutepi/eancer.itm

Zip code area identification resulted in 69 arcas, after deleting zero-population areas (e.g. major
corporate sites). Year 2000 population for each area was obtained and combined with the sorted
cancer incidence statistics to create the final comparison figures.

All figures in this report summarize the 5-vear period 1994-1998. The state overall rates for this
period were: LCI=1.981%, Mean: 1.998%, UCL: 2.015%. That is, a mean 1.998% of the state
population experienced cancer incidence during this period, with a 95% confidence level range of
1.981-2.015%. [“LCIUCI"=Lower/Upper Confidence Interval, here for 95% probability.]

A word on statistical methods is in order here. A “Normal Distribution” is often experienced in nature
or in statistics involving large quantities that are randomly distributed around some mean level, The
data set for the entire state is large enough (some 280,000 incidences) that a normally distributed result
would be expected. However, a normal distribution cannot be assumed for the results of this analysis
because (a) the number of zip code areas (69) is small and (b) the actual variation across the zip code
set is presumed to have a high probability of a decidedly non-random variation.

Thus, median levels are used here instead (half of the points greater than and half less than) and
“standard deviations” and confidence intervals based on a “normal” distribution assumption are not
established.

The median cancer incidence rate for the 69 zip codes within 10 miles of O'Hare is determined to be
2.57% for the S-year period [see Appendix for specific data]. This is about 29% greater than the 2%

Hlinois state average and as such would already be considered high. Further, since these large
population areas make up a part of the state average, it would be expected that areas outside of the
Chicagoland urban pollution influence might be experiencing substantially lower rates than that
average (perhaps around 1.5%).

Though this (high) median incidence level and its relativity to the state average is of interest, the
primary objective here is to look for geographical variation patterns within the 10 mile radius area and
to determine if there appears to be any O’Hare proximity correlation.

The first ination is ct ized in figure 1, which plots the overall incidence rate (again, the
reader is reminded that this is a 5 year rate) for each of the 69 zip code areas, generally comprising a 1-
4% range. The Harwood Heights 60706 zip code area shows an extreme incidence of 7.43%, well
beyond the range of the other areas and, after rechecking source data, the reason for this anomaly
remains unknown. Figure | generally demonstrates a middle range of incidence rate data points
between 2-3%, a low range of <2% and a high range of >3%.
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Another broad scale data examination for potential O"Hare correlation is shown in figure 2, where
cancer incidence rates are plotted versus the zip code area’s distance from the airport. No clear
correlation appears. This might be expected, as distance by itself is not the only key variable to
pollutant travel; direction relative to prevailing winds as well as pollutant distribution in and near the
airport confines will affect results. Thus two areas of equal distance but on opposite sides of the
airport could experience significantly different pollution levels with correspondingly different
pollution-caused cancer rates. Any such trends are hidden in figure 2 by the congestion of all the data

points.

The figure 3 area map brings direction as well as distance into the data examination. Zip code based
incidence rates (rounded to one decimal place) were classified into the three previous categories i.e.
Middle=2-3% (median=2.57%), Low=<2% and High=>3%. Though somewhat arbitrary, it is felt that
reasonable people would consider a range of 33% - 50% (4%/3% range upper limits and 3%/4% lower
limits) increase in incidence rates versus the middle range to be very “high” relative to that rangeand
rates less than the state average of 2% to be “low". [ds compared to the 2% state average level, the
"High" rates would be considered "Very High" (50-100% greater).]

The 12 High incidence rate areas are plotted on the map, as these are the areas of interest. The 9 Low
and 47 Middle range areas are not plotted, as they can generally be visualized as “everything else”.

The mapped results clearly show a preponderance of cancer incidence “hotspots” to the northeast of
the airport. This airport correlation may not be surprising considering that the prevailing winds here,
especially in the summer when people are outdoors more, tend to blow toward the northeast., Alsa,
inversion kyers occurring over the lake or breezes off the lake (land/water temperature difference)
may tend to create “walls” that traps pollutants in the area between the airport and the lakefront.

There also are some hotspot areas directly south of the airport and these would tend to correlate with
the relatively heavy flight traffic 1o the south. A good way to see where the average airport traffic
flows are is to look at the figure 4 noise contour map, as the contours tend to follow the flight pattern
intersity. Further, the contours inherently factor in aircraft altitudes, as higher aircraft create less noise
and considering that ground level pollution is the primary concemn, higher altitude aircraft will result in
longer “drift” distances before their emission by-products reach the ground (with correspondingly
greater dispersion). It would be expected that the greatest emission concentrations would be at or near
“ground zero" i.c. the airport confines and perhaps a few mile radius (departing aircraft will generate
greater net emissions. including from ground idling/run-up, but will reach greater altitudes at a given
distance than arriving aircraft).

CONCLUSIONS

Mapping of the cancer incidence data for the 5-year period of 1994- 1998 appears to show a clear
tendency for the incidence rates to be significantly higher in and correlated to the O'Hare airport
“downwind” areas to the northeast. Those living in the northeast areas are experiencing between 50-
100% greater cancer incidence rates than the state average and 33-50% greater than the local area
median.

There seems on the surface to be no other logical reason for this incidence concentration: automobile
traffic distributions are fairly even throughout the general area and the “hotspot” areas are relatively
dispersed such as to mitigate any extreme local conditions e.g. a nearby manufacturing facility.
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Though not studied, uge and life style distributions would seem to be fairly uniforn throughout these
similar neighborhoods,

The cancer incidence rates studied here are reported from the 1994-1998 period, which is about 6 years
ago already. Cancer due to pollution exposure is generally not an instantaneous function. That is, there
is some latency exposure period, with the time frame generally measured in years and latency an
inverse function of the pollution concentration. Thus, the cancer incidences of 1994- 1998 were a
result of pollution exposure years or even decades prior to that time. [t can be safely stated that the
levels of airport pollution are much higher today than decades ago and if airport traffic continues to
expand, will be substantially higher in the future.

Thus, the high cancer (hotspot) incidence rates summarized here are probably precursors of much
worse times to come, if nothing changes, since children and the middle-aged are already exposed to
increasingly higher pollution levels than years/decades ago (the elderly's fate is pretty much already
determined).

The odds are not good, remembering that the incidence rates here are not cumulative i.e. they are for
one S-year “window". Thus if the High rate is nominally 3.5% per 5 years, today’s 5 year old child
can look forward to a cancer probability of 14% at age 25, 28% by age 45 and 42% upon retirement at
age 65! But the situation is actually worse, because the pollution levels are already much higher than
during the exposure period related to the 3.5% rate,

It seems clear that O'Hare airpont pollution 1on must be sut ially reduced (50:17) in the

near future in order to avoid future medical crises.
Ll
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“High" cancer incidence zip code areas (rates of 3-4%) are marked as red “explosions”.
All other areas (rates <3%) within the 10-mile O’Hare radius circle are unmarked.
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Statistics Summary by Zip Code Area
TOTAL % TOTAL
ZIp cITY MILES | POF # CANCERS | CANCERS/POP
60004 | Arlington Heighis 9.1 52,963 1343 2.54
60005 | Aringion Heights T 31.504 872 277
60007 | Elk Grove Village 56 36,390 800 2.20 |
60008 | Rolling Meadows 9 12859 486 213
60016 Des Plaines 3.8 59,046 1654 2.80
60018 | Des Plaines 1.5 28814 729 153
U025 Gilenview 7 48,580 1453 299
S0026 Glenvigw Nas 1.3 1476 1] [0]
60029 | Golf 7 0 12 [17.14]
60053 | Morton Grove 6.5 33,032 779 3.38
60056 Mount Prospect 5.6 33,508 1420 2.56
[ 60062 | Norhbrook 0 41,363 1383 334
[ 60068 | Park Ridec 31 37.274 1319 3.54
July 2005
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0070 Prospeet Heights 8 0,156 383 a7
ao0Te Skokie 9 3.874 1104 .26
60077 Skokic 7.7 4.507 941 B4
52 Techny 88 1,385 25 81
GUI01 Addison ) 37.583 685 82
0104 Bellwood 1. 20,492 421 05

| 60106 Bensenville 3. 23614 437 93
60126 Elmhurst 7. 44,761 1289 ]
60130 Forest Park 9. 5.446 366 23
60131 Franklin Park 4 9.874 536 2.7
60141 Hines 9.9 76 15 1.54
60143 Itasca 6. 0.248 243 237
60153 Maywood 8.4 17415 624 2.28
60154 Westchester 16,656 70 4.02
60157 Medinah 4 1321 | 349
60160 Melrose Park 22,823 36 2.35
60162 Hillside 7.971 36 296
60163 Berkeley . 5.195 157 3.02
GOLE4 Melrose Park A 21.545 613 2.85
60165 Stone Park .0 4.927 47 .95
60171 River Grove 2 .B96 320 94
60172 Roselle .2 849 433 68
60173 Schaumburg 3.8 AT 122 1.06
0176 Schiller Park 2.6 1,701 24 2.06
GOI81 Villa Park 8.8 31.046 68 2.20
60191 Woad Dale 4.8 14.394 36 252
60203 Evansten 0 4.540 126 278
60301 | Oak Park .6 1.944 30 2.57
6030 Oak Park 8.6 33.021 776 2.35
60304 | Oak Park 9.8 17,541 300 )|
60305 River Forest 7.8 11.665 353 03
60630 Chicago 7.1 53,732 468 13
G063 1 Chica, 4.3 29.179 051 B0

[60634 | Chicago 59 74513 186 93
H0639 Chicago B.7 96.666 282 133
60641 Chicago 8.2 74,270 45 196
60645 Chicago 10 45,174 0 2.88
60646 Chicayo 7.1 27.019 2. 3.78
60656 Chicago 4.1 33744 20 2.57
60659 Chicage 9.8 41.504 g 2.03
BOBEH Amf Ohare 1] 1,739 [o]
60706 Harwood Heights 4.6 12,277 743
50707 Elmwood Park .2 44,733 2 2.53
60712 Lincolnwood -2 12,321 3.77
60714 Niles 4.9 30.935 1252 4.05

TOTALS 1.549.529 40720

MEDIAN=  2.57%
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical responses F-2 and M-5.

050323 07 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS @faa.gov
Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2005 1.24 PM

To: ajsre@aol.com

Subject: Re: O'Hare Modernization
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical response I-1.
!050324_01
2bretired@comcast.net To 9-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGLFAA@FAA
03/24/2005 05:24 PM e
bee

Subject Moving Cemetary

Recently our relatives from Bensenville/Wood Dale area contacted our family and informed us
that there is a proposal to move the remains of all our family ancestors so that O'Hare
Modernization Plan OMP could proceed as desired.

How can this be accomplished without destorying a part of our nations history and for that matter
my family history. [ have always been proud of the fact that my family helped in the
development and advancement of the Chicago area. Their hard work and sweat helped create an
amazing part of America's foundation.

The proposal to move their graves is nothing more then a travisity. Descrecarting these graves by
even attempting to move the older wooden caskets amounts to downright vandalism. Years ago
an agreement was reached with the elected Mayor at the time that these graves would not be
moved until the youngest grave had been interned 100 years. What happend to this agreement?
Why is it not being honored? Does big business and the desire for a $$$ over rule the rights of
the interned and their ancestors.

Respectfully Yours,
Anne-M Becker (great grand daughter of Rhode and Bleich)
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Comment Response
050324_02 ‘ 1 Please see topical responses G-1 and M-1.

Please see topical responses B-8 and L-1.

Subject Say No to O'Hare Expansion!

2 Please see topical response B-2.

3 Please see topical response F-5.
Mol AHENE. s To S-AGL-800-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA 4 Please see topical responses C-1, G-1 and G-4.
I £8 5 Please see topical responses C-3, D-2 and K-2.
03/24/2005 03:55 PM bee p

7

The commenter’s opinion is noted.

Hello!
I believe in growth of the community but I strongly feel that O'Hare should
not be expanded. The reasons I believe so are as follows:

Pros:

More airplanes, more selections.
(If the airlines are still in business)

Cons:

Let's keep up with the times.

Other cities have more than 2 airports. Ie. Los Angeles has 4 airports - i
John Wayne, Ontarie, LAX, and Burbank. .2
Traffic/Accidents

What will this do to the traffic and congestion on 2947 The ramps are

terrible to begin with. There is accidents constantly at the exit off of

29 to get on I-90. B
Jobs Expansion

The expansion will displace people currently that have jobs in that area.

There are many businesses that will not rebuild. Why would they bother?

They state that it will bring more jobs? How ? Most pecple do not want to A—
go to O'Hare now unless they have to go through. O'Hare is not very well 4 l
perceived by business travelers.

Air collisieon's

Is there enough air space to even have more planes? They fly over my house
constantly and I can't even imagine a 35% increase to the airspace. 1Is e
that not dangerous to be in such a large metropolitan area? 5
Bankruptcy

All of the airlines are struggling with the exception on Southwest. So

what happens if they all go out? Will the FAA pay for that too? k |
Administration

Richard Daley will again have more control. Next thing you know the FAA f
will be reporting to Daley. i?

Thank you for your time!
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o Melissa Hahn
HSBC
Phone. B847.564.7947

EE R e e R T R R R R R eI
This E-mail is confidential. It may also be legally privileged. If you

are not the addressee you may not copy, forward, disclose or use any part
of it. If you have received this message in error, please delete it and
all copies from your system and notify the sender immediately by return
E-mail. Internet communications cannot be guaranteed to be timely,
secure, error or virus-free. The sender does not accept liability for any
errors or omissions.

R L e S T2 T 1 L ]
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050324_03

(xl
Vi'Hello:

My name is Bill Silagi and live 400 Yarmouth Rd. Elk Grove Villag IL. | attended the
Feb. 12/05 public hearing in Elk Grove Village and | would like to make my comments
pertaning to the technical aspect of this modernization plan (since | am an engineer). |
have pictures of O'Hare present an the proposed expansion plan and an outlay of
"Airport Characteristics” by Prof. A.R. Odoni from MIT (2004). | would like to refer to
these literatures plus what | gathered mostly from the Internet. First of all | would like to
say that the present layout of the airport is excelent considering the land size and
weather conditions the only problem is noise specially in Bensenville which will not be
solved in short time because the air lines are broke and will be more so in the future
because the rising fuel cost. Before going into details how bad is it to destroy a working
well thought out airport and the surroundig communities by an ignorant mayor | would
like to talk about Prof Odonis layouts. Airports argund the world have different number
of runways and directions. Let us look what makes one airport more efficient then other.
Atlanta was the busyest airport in the world in 2003 and has two pair (closely spaced) of
runways faceing east to west and the termiinal i in beween the two pair of ranways.
Chicago comes second with three pair (widely spaced so you can land and take off on
the same pare of runways simultaneouly the differnt pairs pointing northwest, northeast
and west) runways (one short strait north) and the terminal is located centrally to avoid
long taxi ways. The third is London Heathrow with two long (yes only two) paralell
runways with the terminal between them and a small one at an angle and the capacity
just a little below of Chicago. Looks like more concrete on the ground to elliminate
congestion just does not hold up. So what is the problem ? He has a chart showing how
the everage seats per departure going down since 2001 and on international flights the
number start out almost double. This indicates to me that lot of departures with half
empty planes and the rapid decline since 2001 related to the terrorist threats (and we
still overloaded with half full planes in the sky). In 2002 | was talking to a lady who
worked 30 years for Delta about the airpot expansion and her first reaction was change
the flight schedules so planes take off with full capacity. The international flights are
more full so maybe that explaines why London is so close to Chicago with only two
runways and Atlanta is ehead of Chicago with only two pair of runways compared to
Chicagos three pairs (plus considering milder weather conditions). Now | would like to
talk about runway directions. On the northern part of the country the runways point
northwest, northeast and west and at each airpor at least two directions ( Minneapolis,
Chicago, Detroit..). This is due to varying wind directions and strength ,rain , poor
visibility, fog and other weather related problems which is cosiderable milder in the
southemn states therfore in Atlanta runways can point in east/west direction and in
Huston in north/south one. Now | would like to talk about Mr. Daleys "brilliant" plan. It
could cost $30 billion easily instead of the projected $15 billion with all the hidden not
mentioned works but this is not your consern but your job is to keep the airport at full
capacity and safe during the construction. How will it effect the pilots, traffic controllers
and other personell during complet rebuilding of the airport and it has to be oprational
all the times?. Other airport are expanding also by adding facilities and not by completly
rebuilding all their runways. In the first phase they supposed to build an east/west
runway on the far noth side of the airport grabing land from Elk Grove and Des Plaines
blasting specially Elk Grove tax base. Now my first question is how the planes get up
there since the terminal is south of the center of the airport and and the gates are
pointing south and south east (yes long taxi way wasting time and fuel) ?. No problem
we just have to rebuild the termial (one not mentioned hidden cost and the terminal is
still to far) people just have to be patient because we are building Richard Daley
Chicago International airport (hell with that O'Hare name). In the next phase they
supposed to add three parallel east/west runways south of the treminal (which is more

Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses B-8, D-1 and G-4.
2 Please see topical responses B-3 and B-4.

3 The commenter’s opinion is noted.

4 Please see topical response K-1.
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Comment Response

5 Please see topical responses B-8, C-6, C-7, D-1 and L-1.

6 Please see topical responses B-3 and K-1.

7 The FAA did consider the use of other modes of travel and
close to the gates) blasting Bensenville by moving the ends of runways closer to the 1 . I tive to the City’ 1
city. Now we do not have northwest runways any more. Next they supposed to put down telecommunication as an alternative to the City’s proposal.
two east/west runways north of the terminal blasting Elk Grove village. Looks like every However, the alternative was found to not meet the

square foot of the airport have to be reworked moving buildings lights and other things

all this during the full oparation of the world second busyest airport. Now this plan tells purpose and need.

me the mayor thinks he has better idea then the original designer of the airport which | |5

do not buy. Since every thing have to be rebuilt (the Daley way)even the terminal (— .

eventually so why not leave alone this "bad " airport and he can start a brand new one Also, please see topical responses B-4, B-8 and L-1.
some place in the city and put his name on it. First of all puting every runways in 8 Please see topical responses A-1 and B-2.

east/west direction is a hair brain idea considering the weather conditions here and the
shape of the airport. They could build north/south ranways on both side of the terminal (
the tollway maybe in the way one side) still have runway to the west and grab less land
and serve better given mostly northern wind condjtions. The closely placed dual runways
are not dual for simutanious take of and landing. Looks to me we will have maybe four’
operational runways at a given time if we have them at all and two of them far far away
north and south from the terminal (fuel and taxi time waste and just makes controllers
job "easyer") What | do not uderstand how can you have only east/west runways in this
area. | lived 32 years straint north of the airport in Des Plaines (Lee street) and know
about those winter blasts strait from the north. You know planes supposed to take off
and land into the wind if am | right. To me considering an alternatives to this costly and
dangerous plan to go but you have to decide. The preset airport serves well and the
problems can be solved by far safer way by rescheduling flights and building an other
airport which our governor is supporting also. Yes he signed the modernisation plan but s
not complet rebuilding of the airport (reconfiguring every runways). He supports it |
because it is in the state interest not only mayor Daleys. Now we have to consider who
will pay for this since the air lines are broke and will be even more since the fuel prices
will not come down even will increase because the world wide demand. Who are the
main customers 7 | think the business people keep the air lines mostly in business but
what happens in the near future when flying is costly and takes lot of time ?. Those big
flat screens what you see in the stores (and they will be even bigger if demand is there)
will be in companies board rooms with internet connection ( you know those connections
can be absolutely secure without anybody breaking in) and meeting will be from "home"
base without flying, renting cars or motel rooms and wasting hours on trevel (and this
will be world wide). Those picture phones did not take off because the cost and limited :
use but the internet is a different ball game it is fast, safe and inexpensive. So you have 7
to consider the future technological and economical changes also very much. Naturally
| do want to stress the need for an other (south side) airport since lot of people have to
go through four (maybe five) toll gates and trevel one and a half hour to get to O'Hare
one way (| know this because | worked on the south side in the eighties ). | hope you
consider all what | said before give go ahead to destroy a perfectly working airport and 8
its surroundig communities.

BilSidg £ o™
billdevip@aol.com
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COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de | al Medio Ambi antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name: Silagi B

Lasi-g\pellido) First(Nombre) Mi
Address: /0, Savmadth kd Flle Grove jL o7

Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona) #

altach these ﬁxoyﬁwfxﬁcﬁ

—— a1 N
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response G-1.
; COMMENTS - Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization > Please see topical responses C-1, C-5 and E-1.
[—— '~ | Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. -
[, ] . . 3 Please see topical responses B-1, M-2 and M-4.
= Por favor envie por carreo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
\ & 2 4 1%{35 Estudio de Img al Medio antes del 23 de marzo del 2005,
Name: LANDRE | CLINT ) o2
Last{Apellido) First(Nombre) Ml
Address: /4p & I3 22 s Ainosna W, &£35)40
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

As A ot ﬁmam&, /u»/&,#z?ﬂ.z‘r}’
2E  Ulogd & A4 /JAVTar Facree /M) THE
Apre1rr For Me To Frovise oz Mr
F«;ﬁmr.

Aoveessszine- 0 'faxe  LigporT— dlste
CacaTe THousansos ¢F Ts8s Awp JNSure
borkt  For MNE _Avo Y  (Lo-wircrse s ’
Somecrrme 7o (ome ., Mo  Ta ”/&UWA»‘,'
liE_Neco Moee e Zrasrie  dvo  Ltluron. ||

Zoo.sm/é- /”A-du 441&’400!5.“ W;u.

Kesorr v Loss pe  Tops  Awpe  Cwcare
Mical [Dirriadiy ~ Zabii i Emplo ilen T
[N THeE Forea.

/
Z= Suxpoer O Hars /}?aaeﬁmrﬂwau
Pko seeT— AN THe  ncscecase i A

Lollurion, Fecavse My Famer Depewos oas Me

Response to Comments U.10-465 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses A-1 and G-1.

MMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
050324_05 Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

v Meechr  Bapl T
Last(Apellido) First{Nombre)
paarss: 1|15 S, Maptzin) Chiondp T / /ZJ/ 55
Street Addrsss[(:allehlpartamentu} City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

Al A UNEPLoYE] UNIN (BARERAER
T Rery o) she woRk A+ pHRAE WRIDBT
T2 _SuPPORT mM BN £amily AL TAHERMENATE
Eamity. UNFouBTNATELY . hings theY ABE The
WAt TheEY ABE  AN) EcmlomY f/dg,)\ uth pot-
his worRK_marly ZEDPIE (MEN £ WomeEn)) Unilon)
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’ﬂMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
050324_06

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name: @f |I f Cym 4

Last{Apellido) Flrst(Nombre} M
Address: [0)ULafryito [ A0 [ayns TL boSh|
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1

Please see topical responses G-1 and M-4.
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Comment Response
VENTS 1 Please see topical response G-1.
. Please mail your comments on the O’'Hare Modernization .
050324_07 Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see top?cal responses D-1 and E-1.
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de 3 Please see toplcal response B-2.

Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Name:  [Su cfett William E
Last{Apellido) First(Nombre) mi
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response G-1.

__COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
'050324_05 Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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Final EIS

OMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
050324_10 Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response G-1.
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Final EIS

ENTS Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
050324_11 Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005,
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Please see topical response G-1.
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Comment

Response

COM MENTSJ Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization 1

Please see topical response G-1.

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Pnr favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
> de | al Medio Ambi. antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

050324_12
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MMENTS: Piease mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
050324_13 Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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Please see topical response G-1.
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O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response

1 The FAA refers th ter to Chapter 5, Section 5.6 of
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization ¢ reters the Comme‘n er toLhapter ¢ ection ©
s Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. the EIS, as well as Appendix I, Hazardous Air Pollutant
= Por favor envie por correo sus ios parael B lor de Discussion.
Estudio de Impacto al Medio A antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Also, please see topical response E-1.
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O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Response

Please see topical response G-1.

N TN A P I T e TSNS T Comment
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization 1
—_— Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
;wl Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses A-1, G-1 and M-4.
(I ENTS Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus para el B jor de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005
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O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response
1 Please see topical response G-1.

’—CCﬁMMENTSZ Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
050324_17

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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|050324_18

2bretired@comcast.net To
03/24/2005 04:55 PM cc
bee

Subject

9-AGL-600-OMPE|ISIAGLIFAA@FAA

Maoval of Cemetary I 1

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response I-1.
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O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

P11 Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses D-1, E-1 and E-2.

MAR-25-2885 @9:57 From: To:B4T 294 TRdE

050324_19

FAA 3-24-05
RLE: O'Hare Expansion

As people who have lived in the northwest suburbs our cntire lives, we are AGATNST
the proposcd O'Hare cxpansion. We lived in Des Plaines for 5 years hefore moving
turther west to Schaumburg. During the time we lived in Des Plaines, when we would
have a summer cook out we conld hardly hear each other due to the tremendous noise
from the airplanes. The air qus 1lny wis also terrible cspeeially on a lypical summer day.
We don’t want that environment in Schaumburg, We moved this far away Lo improve
our quality of life.

We can already tell that since 9-11, the Mlight paths have chunged & now circle over our
home. They are lower Lo the ground now & are creating more noise than ever hefore.
We've also noticed the low flying cargo planes that awaken us at 4:00 am on a regular
basis. Do we have (0 move to Marengo now 1o get away from O"Hare? O’Hare is part of
the city of Chicago, & it's time the people that live in Chicago arc impacted by the airport [y
rather than the people in the suburbs, L

Christine Hickey
Robert Weiss
Schaumburg, TL ’f/f'}jf
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O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

MAR-26-2085 18:27 AM ST JOHHS uUCC

GEIBTEEIIE1
) Ot B B

Comment Response
1 Please see topical response I-1.
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O’Hare International Airport

¢

OMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
Por fn\mr envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
E de Impacto al Medio Ambi antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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Final EIS
Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses L-1 and L-2.
2

Please see topical responses D-1 and K-2.
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O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response

| 1 Please see topical responses B-4 and F-5.

i 2 Please see topical response K-2.
: 3 Please see topical response B-2.
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Final EIS

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response I-1.

2

Please see topical response M-1.

3

Please see topical response I-1.
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O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Comment

Response

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization

Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
iososza_os

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
de Img al Medio Ambi antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

1

Please see topical responses G-1 and M-4.

Name:  MAgin I;ﬂ’\J

Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi

Address: —23, ML-\EﬁEWhﬂ) QU0 cotzS

Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)
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Comment

Response

050329 01 1

Please see topical response I-1.

"Pat Fortier" To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLFAA@FAA
<pkfortierd9@hotmail.com=> b
03/29/2005 03:32 PM £e

bee

Subject O'Hare Expansion Objection

Dear Sirs;

The impact on my family is devastating. Each and every one of my ancestors is part of me and [

owe it to them to do my very best to prevent the violation of their resting place. I have not been

able to bury my Father(Harold Runge) or my mother(Florence Siegrist/Runge) with their

ancestors because I do not want to have to disturb their final rest. My Aunt is upset since it will

involve moving her husband and baby son. I would always use the cemetery as history lesson for

my children-a chance to connect with those who loved and built the area before them. Now it is

just a battle ground for a frightening precedence My great grandparents, my grandparents, my )

Uncles, my Aunts, my many cousins that are buried there thank you for listening and beg that you 1
do not do this. .
Sincerely, Patricia Fortier

MSN Premium helps protect against viruses, hackers, junk e-mail & pop-ups,

Response to Comments U.10-487

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

| COMMENTS:

Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.
Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de

[050329—02 de to al Medio Ambi antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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Comment

Response

1

The FAA notes that the comment form was torn prior to
the FAA's receipt.

Please see topical response G-1.

Response to Comments U.10-488

July 2005



Final EIS

O’Hare International Airport

Em o> : m US Postal Service-

DEAR VALUED POSTAL CUSTOMER:

1 want 1o extend my sincere apology as your Plant Manager for the enclosed document that was inadvertently damaged in

handling by your Postal Service.

\We are aware how important your mail is to you. With that in mind, we are forwarding it to you in an expeditious fashion.

The United States Postal Service handles over 202 billion pieces of mail each year, While each employee makes a concerled
efforl to process, withoul damage each piece of mail, an occasional mishap does happen.

We are constantly working to improve our processing methods so that these incidents will be eliminated. You can help us

greatly in our efforts if you will continue {o properly prepare and address each lefter or parcel that you enler inlo mail-siream.

We appreciate your cooperation and understanding and sincerely regret any inconvenience that you have experienced.

PLANT MANAGER

July 2005

U.10-489

Response to Comments



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses D-1 and M-1.

050331_01

"George Stegmaier” To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAAGFAA
<stege@comcast.net>
03/31/2005 10:11 PM il
beo
Subject

I would be exposed to increased noise as

result of FAA’s order approving construction at O,Hare Airport, also by using the Airport I must
pay to Chicago extra Fees approved by FAA.This is an extra Burden on me, since my only 1
Income is Social Security.

Response to Comments U.10-490 July 2005
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Comment

Response

050331_02 | 1

Please see topical responses B-2, D-1, E-1 and M-1.

"George Stegmaier” To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAAG@FAA
<stege@comcast.net>
03/31/2005 10:24 PM "
bee
Subject

There should be no expansion at O,Here.

A new Airport away from the heavily populated Areas would make more sense.

The Air is bad now and would be worse if O,Hare is enlarged.Chicago claims the Noise is down, i live here

for 43 years and can tell you it is getting worse every year. What Chicago claims is bunck. The Noise

Recorders are placed to favor Chicago to make things look god. 1

Response to Comments U.10-491

July 2005
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APR-1-2005 18:56 FROM:GRAHAM ELEMENTARY SC 638-429-6901 TO: #918472947046

[os0401_o1 |

Michael W. MacMullen

Airports Environmental Program Manger
Federal Aviation Administration,
Chicago Airports District Office

2300 Devon Ave. Des Plaines, 11l 60018

Dear Sir:

This is a note in reference to the movement of St. Johannes and Rest Haven Cemeteries
in Bensenville, Illinois. Simply said, I object to the O’Hare Modemnization Plan. St,
Johannes Cemetery is the sight where my family rests. My grandparents, father, brother
are laid to rest at St. John's, as well as most of my ancestors, and sadly the history of the
early Illinois settlers.

Back in 1954 when my family moved from the farm, which is now a north south runway,
it was said the cemetery would not be touched. It appears that was a lie. What happened
to the respect of ones religious faith? Or is that held only for certain faiths?

Respect and responsibility should be top priority.

Donna Runge Wiktor
21362 W. Basswood
Plainfield, [llinois 60544

P.

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response I-1.

Response to Comments U.10-492

July 2005
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical response F-2.

“Doyle, Bill* To 9-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGLIFAAG@FAA
<bill.doyle@ppmamerica.com

> cc

04/02/2005 07:31 AM bec

Subject gllizsr: include an intermodel facility in all future plans for I 4 |

Bill Doyle
1829 Maple
Northbreok, IL
60082

This message is for the named person(s) use only. It may
contain confidential proprietary or legally privileged
information. No confidentiality or privilege is waived or
lost by any mistransmission. If you receive this message in
error, please immediately delete it and all copies of it from
your system, destroy any hard copies of it and notify the
sender. You must not, directly or indirectly use, disclose,
distribute, print, or copy any part of this message if you are
not the intended recipient. PPM America, Inc. and its
subsidiaries and affiliates each reserve the right to monitor
all e-mail communications through its networks. Any views
expressed in this message are those of the individual

sender, except where the message states otherwise and

the sender is authorized to state them to be the views of

any such entity.

Response to Comments U.10-493 July 2005
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Comment Response

050402_02 1 Please see topical response I-1.

Judy Hesterman To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAAGFAA
<jlhesterman@yahoo.com>
04/02/2005 02:53 PM b

beo

Subject O'Hare

I would like to express my concerns on the removal of
the 5t. Johanna's Cemetery. I attend the church when
it as located next to the cemetery, where we visited
most of my for fathers. We now enjoy taking our
grandchildren to visit so many of their ancestors in
one spot. As far as I am concerned, the dead have not
say in this matter, but it is important for the
families to fight for their rights to rest in peace.

Thank you,
Judy Landmeier Hesterman

Yahoo! Messenger
Show us what our next emoticon should lock like. Join the fun.
htep://www.advision.webevents.yahoo.com/emoticontest

Response to Comments U.10-494 July 2005
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response I-1.

050402_03

“Shirley Ackley” To S-AGL-B00-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
<sjamdb@pld.com>
04/02/2005 03:36 PM ce

bee

Subject Re StJohannas Church Cemetery
| have never seen this cemetery except through pictures and it is a beautiful cemetery.
Please leave the cemetery alone. Let my ancestral family lay in peace!

Shirley Ackley
Dodge City, KS

Response to Comments U.10-495 July 2005
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Comment

Response

050403_01 1

Please see topical response I-1.

"PAUL BROOKS" To 9-AGL-800-OMPEISIAGLIFAAG@FAA
<PRBKSB@msn.com>
04/03/2005 08:25 PM i
bee
Subject St. Johannes Cematery (Bensenville, IL) versus O'Hare

Airport

Hello -

We would strongly like to see St. Johannes Cemetery in Bensenville, IL remain as it is. We lived across

the street from it and the church until 1950 when O'Hare purchased the farm and we had to move. Many
many of our ancestors and friends our buried there including our great-grandparents and it has so much 1
meaning to us to be left as is. Please help in saving this precious ground.

Thank you,

Paul & Karen (Schoppe) Brooks
Ron & Darlene (Schoppe) Schmidt
Florence (Landmeier) Schoppe

Response to Comments U.10-496

July 2005
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@4/83/2005 @9:22 8478247503 WL HARDWOOD PAGE Bl Comment Response
050403_02 1 Please see topical responses D-1 and M-1.
i ) 2 Please see topical responses A-1 and G-4.
3 Please see topical responses A-1 and B-2.
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Comment

Response

4

Please see topical responses A-1 and D-1.

5

The commenter’s opinion is noted.

Response to Comments U.10-498

July 2005
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050404_01

“George Stegmaier”

<stege@comcast.net>
04/04/2005 09:36 PM

To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
cc

bce
Subject AGL Inemet (OMP Page)

O'Hare Modernization Environmental Impact Statement I A |

is not working , can not see or download |

Would like to see "Seperation of Church and State” if the City of Chicago can destroy religios Cemetaries

and if it is constitutional.Other sites say it is unconstitutional.
Congressman Henry Hayde |, a constitutional Lawyer thinks so too.

Comment Response
1 Please see topical responses A-1 and A-3.
2 Please see topical response I-1.

Response to Comments

U.10-499

July 2005
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Comment

Response

050404_02 1

Please see topical response I-1.

Nhkazmer@aol.com To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEISIAGLIFAAGFAA
04/04/2005 12:29 PM oc
bec

Subject O'Hare Expansion

I'was informed that | could write to this e-mail address to let someone know how afraid | am that O'Hare
will be expanded through St. Johannes Cemetary where many of my ancestors are buried. No, | did not
personally know these people, they lived over 100 years ago, but we do visit with my grandmother and my
children. We talk about our family history and when they came over from Germany, how they were hard
working farmers and where they lived in the area.

Please do not disturb their resting place. Please do not move them. They worked hard their whole lives -
harder than many of us ever could imagine. This is their home. This is where they lived, died and were
buried. Please leave them be.

If it were your family - would you dig them up and move them?

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

MNancy Kazmer
(my mother was a Landmeier)

Response to Comments U.10-500

July 2005
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Comment

Response

050404_03 [ 1

Please see topical response I-1.

"Fred & Sherry Sieber” To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLFAA@FAA
<fi ecent.com=>
red@sp: e <JGeils@bensenville.il.us>,
04/04/2005 04:52 PM <michael ki ff global.net>
bee

Subject O'Hare Modernization Plan-OMP

| am writing this note to tell you of my personal objection of the OMP to disturb the cemetaries of
St.Johannes and RestHaven.

My Grandparents, Uncle, Cousin, as well as other relatives have been buried at St.Johannes Cemetary.

St. John's church had been moved to make way for O'Hare and at that time we were told that the

cemetary would not be touched. | have photos and an article documenting the move. 1
| wish to have my family members "Rest in Peace" and undisturbed.

Respectfully submitted,
Sharolyn (Runge) Sieber
Rogers, Arkansas

Response to Comments U.10-501

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response

050404_04 1 Please see topical response I-1.

FJHarbecke@aol.com To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEISIAGL/IFAA@FAA
04/04/2005 11:24 AM cc jih yahoo.com, michael.kirchoff@ net
bee

Subject St. Johannas Church Cemetery

| understand that the FAA is requesting contact from persons that have concerns regarding the removal of
the St. Johannas Cemetery graves.

My name is Frederick Joss Harbecke, date of birth May 2, 1922. | am hearing impaired but can receive
FAX at 630-837-1736. My mailing address is 29W660 Army Trail Road, Bartlett, lllinois 60103. My e-mail

address is fiharbecke@aol.

The following are my relatives that are buried in St. Johannas Cemetery:
Catharina Bernhardine (nee Elfring) Harbecke, my paternal grandmother.
Sophia (nee Harbecke) Bollman, my paternal aunt.

Henry D, Harbecke, my paternal grandfather.

Mary A. Harbecke, my paternal step-grandmother.

| am of course totally opposed to the removal of the cemetery. However, if and when it is to be removed |
would use all possible means -- subject to my other relatives desires - to ensure that my relatives
reburials would be at nearby Eden Cemetery, 9851 West Irving Park Road, Schiller Park, lllincis 60176.
My parents and my maternal grandparents are buried there and there are three unused sites on my
parents six grave Lot 323 in Section 3 that | control and other sites are also available.

| expect the FAA to keep me informed as to if and when certain actions are anticipated so | may act
accordingly to ensure my relatives are properly reburied.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. "

Response to Comments U.10-502 July 2005
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Comment Response
COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the 0'Hare Modernization 1 Please see topical response M-2.
F— Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005. 2 Please see topical response B-8.
H Sl \ Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de 3 Please see topical response G-3.
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005, X
4 Please see topical response I-1.
/ 5 The commenter has raised a number of issues which are
’ addressed in Section U.5, Topical Responses, specifically
._Name' E oep Vf RGjw, 8 . please see topical responses A-1, E-1, F-5, G-3, K-2, L-2, and
Last{Apellido) First{Nombre) Mi M-1.

Address: |0 Hastings Ave. Eix Glovele. TL  booo7
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

@&Aw @I‘A*QT"?%AM Ww 1F O~ Fhre ln, ;
5MWL«M cV-J' WM p&m&mﬁn{i %GW mffébﬂ

meﬂ HSMM@WW W/E’“’

Response to Comments U.10-503 July 2005
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Comment Response

050404_06 1 The commenter’s opinion is noted.

Please see topical responses B-3, D-1, D-2, E-1 and E-3.

COMMENTS:

2
3 Please see topical responses K-2 and M-1.
4 Please see topical response D-3.

Name: HOREJS, SCOTT J.
Address: 209 E. MURRAY DRIVE; WOOD DALE, IL 60191

Page 1

12 years ago, I made a choice to live in the town of Wood Dale. My property is located
in a peaceful, quite section of town — South of Irving Park Road, East of Wood Dale

Road. This location is close to the Wood Dale Metra Train Station, O’hare International 11
Airport, and easy access to the City of Chicago — straight down Irving Park Road,

My property will be in the direct flight path of Runway 10R/28L. It is one of the 2000
additional homes the EIS states will be impacted by more pollution. What the EIS omits
from this statement is that my property will be forced to be exposed to a higher than
average risk to my family’s health, safety and well being that was once enjoyed.

I agree with FAA Administrator, Marion Blakey’s statement that we have the safest Air
Transportation system in the world — there is no disputing this fact. But, with that being
said, my house will be in the direct path of a runway. With regular aircraft flights
overhead, my family will be exposed to a higher level of noise pollution on a regular
basis, at or just below the 65 db noise level as defined in the EIS. Additionally, there will
be the risk of an aircraft fuel dump, when an aircraft is in emergency condition. Any
decrease in my family’s safety levels and increased health risks are unacceptable.

The City of Chicago, FAA, Dupage County Board, IDOT, Illinois State Governor,
Illinois Senators and Illinois Congressmen want to deny my family the freedom of choice
granted to me by the United State Constitution and force upon my family an unacceptable
risk. The EIS would like me to believe these are acceptable risks. The FAA defines
acceptable risk as “an identified risk, a risk that has been identified through various
analysis techniques, that is allowed to persist without further action. The decision to
accept a risk is made with full knowledge of who is exposed to this risk.” I choose not to
accept this risk.

I never intended to live in a home that will be exposed to these risks — that was my
freedom of choice not to live in a flight path. Why should I be forced to accept these
risks — added health and safety concerns. [®

In addition to the health and safety concerns:

Sound Proofing Mitigation:

The City of Chicago states that residential sound proofing can mitigate the noise

pollution but, will not pay for sound proofing homes below the 65db noise levels. If the

City of Chicago wants the O’hare International Airport expansion, they should pay for all _|
homes at the 60db noise level and above prior to the expansion. |L.

Response to Comments U.10-504 July 2005
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Comment

Response

5

Please see topical response G-2.

Please see topical response B-2.

Please see topical response F-1.

COMMENTS:

6
7
8

Please see topical responses B-4, B-5, D-3 and F-1.

Name: HOREJS, SCOTT J.
Address: 209 E, MURRAY DRIVE; WOOD DALE, IL 60191

Continued Page 2

Property Value Protection:

The Governor of Illinois, Illinois Congressmen and Senators, have not stated any opinion
on what protection will be provided to the home owners property values. Once my home
is forced to tolerate a decrease in safety levels and increased health risks, (noise pollution,
air pollution, regular aircraft flights overhead), who will guarantee that my property value
will not fall or rise at a slower rate, thus causing me a financial hardship. =~ B[/
Use of other regional airports: .

There are other airports that can be utilized to supplement O’hare International Airport
without the 10R/28L runway. Gary / Chicago International Airport were granted FAA
approval for airport expansion. Rockford Airport is under utilized and could be better
served with addition of rail service linked to the Metra Train system. Midway Airport
should be used for more connecting flights as is O"hare International Airport.

Ring Road:

Where will the proposed O’hare Ring Road connect 1-90 to 1-294 ? The IDOT map for
Evacuation Plan for O’hare International Airport indicates this road will cut through the
River Forest Country Club. What is the plan? The Ring Road should be located on
airport property only.

Conclusion:

O’hare International Airport needs to be modernized.

This must be accomplished without the Southern Runway 10R/28L.

All home at the 60db noise level and above must be sound proofed prior to O’hare
expansion.

The O’hare Ring Road must be kept on Airport Property.

ILam Against the Southern Runway 10R/28L.

I I I
-“‘I

Response to Comments U.10-505

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
Pr——— Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.
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Final EIS
Comment Response
1 Please see topical response M-4.
2

Please see topical response G-1.

Response to Comments U.10-506
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical response I-1.

|usn4m_og

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS@faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2005 12:29 PM

To: Sue Speciale

Subject: Re: O'Hare International Airport Expansion
Attachments: specialejr@elknet.net vef

speaalajrielknst n
ot vef

Message Received, Thank-You

"Sue Speciale”
<specialejr@elkne

t.net> To

9-AGL-S00-OMPELS/AGL/FARBFAL
04/04/2005 10:16 ce
M

Subject
O'Hare International ARirport
F&I[J.-ill'.: rLon

Many of my family are buried at the St Johannas Chutch Cemetory that is in
jepordy due to the proposed expansion. My Grandmothers land (Lida Runge
nee Landmeier) was condemned and a small payment made to her when O'Hare
built their airport. She waz =crewed then and now when she i= dead you
want to screw her again by taking the amall burial plot of land. What is
wrong with you people. Both my Grandparents are buried there. My Grandma
Clara Kueking died just 4 years ago was buried there. This iz a cemetary
that =still has many living relatives that care about there family though at
present we can't be with them.

D3 NOT ALLOW THIS PROPOSAL TO GO THROU
specialejr@elknet.net.vof)

 attached file: h J

Response to Comments U.10-507 July 2005
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to design prototypes,

At this point, | would like to step across the [ine and bri
t ng up House BIll - AR 2107 - which
m:;dtxlfn In great detail on Www.areco.org. If you sean for solutions - you will find a 13
+ “Airports and Clties: Can they Co-exist?", wiitten by The World Watch Institute,

dollars; it also doubled the city alr quality problems. Dr Jerold Rappe at (.

34,000 acres of wheat land, which accom plished three things:

increased the cak fare to an B0-dollars per cab ride,
flights of any airport in the nation.

Intemational Alrport.

a video that Denver International would lead aviation In the United States. makes
even though the new alrport was four times over budget, had no approp : H:round _'thls

Lycoming 0435 and it had tLl:Icydol landing geer, A grester excitement was when Cesna put out the
0435 ycoming and all this occurred by the time | was 20, Then | entered the'
,;lr Forca and became a professional n radar training on the F84 fighter plane, After leaving the Alr
orce, | began working for Martin Marietta bullding the titan missile. | was given a gold citation for
;x;;uifanea as a result of elevating tha titan missile to ift off status. | worked in Martin Marletta for
3% years while sttending Cemell College. While at Comell, it became obvlous to me that designs

b ﬂ? were not going to create a real future In US aviation. My father was a straight four point
@ University. He was a teacher, who taught me from the age of 12, to think as well as how |

ww.wworldwatch.org, July-August 2001 (ssue. It will demonstrate many years of investigating the
FAA and EPA. The FAA recently blilt a 2 biilion dellar alrport In Denver with a final cu: of ngﬂllon

ﬁ;:lmnmuntal Services) will add credibility to the statement, In referenca to the city alr |(:|uamy, and
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Cleaning up Danver's air by measuring only five percent of the total air pollution. Then, the federal
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based on Federico Pena's PM10 system. Stapleton, which was the original airport for Denver, was
profitatle for United Alriines and had one of the best on time arrival statistics in the nation. S
alrport was replaced by Denver [ntemational, 32 miles away from downtown Denver, consuming

1) It created 30 million miles of additonal driving distance per day In the Denver area and
2) The new airport was featured on the front page of the Denver Post with the fewest on time
3) 1.4 million Denver passengers drove to Colorado Springs to avold using Denver
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canbe |
page article

Stapleton

The government's response to thesa flaws was to divert planes from stoppl
| Coloradi
;ge:uvar to make it appear that Denver International wn‘: deing more buﬂn:?dﬂn'g:m ﬂ:r:gaou
tt stomers $22.50 per inplanement while the old cost at Stapleton was only §7.50. The point |
attenpling to make hers Is that Fredric Isaac, Director of the Federal Aviation Administration, stated on

statement|

handling system did not werk properly for nearly thres years,

only ane road accass through 52 square miles of alrport, and Is capable of the fewest on time flights
of any alrport in the nation. That does not syan Include the fact that the 418 million dg?wﬁ?:qum i

Comment | Response
1 The commenter’s opinion is noted.
2 These comments are in reference to the Denver airport and

are outside the scope of the EIS. The FAA notes that the air
quality analysis is contained within Section 5.6 of the FEIS.

Additionally, the USEPA was a cooperating agency on this
EIS. The FAA has responded to USEPA’s April 6, 2005
comments on the DEIS, document 050406_01, beginning on

page U.4-11.

Response to Comments U.10-508
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APR-G5-2% 8% :5%& PM

WHAT DENVER INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT COULD HAVE BEEN HAD IT USED THE
STARRFPORT DESIGN

SAYAaNNA PUBLIC LIEBRARY 215 273 464

It couid have been an alrport that saved three hundred million gallons of diesel |
fuel per year, while cutting the existing Denver air poliution problams In half,
|

It would have decreased the asthma level in children under three years of age |

by 40%. |
. It could have eliminated the four hundred ninetesn million dollar baggage j
handling system, 1
. It could have put the passengers on and off the plane in four to eight minutes, [

utilizing a far advanced security system.

. It couid have been built on one-third tha land at half the cost while creating I
four times the commarcial income. |

. It could have eliminated 88% of the cument 70,000 miles per day walked by
passangers to reach their gate.

THIS COULD HAVE KEPT UNITED AIRLINES OUT OF CHAPTER 11

Ba with me for a moment on an ap 1in an eight k and fifty thousand pound 747
traveling at 130 knots. The Stanport rumway Is concave at a 1.5 percent Incline, a thousand
foot wide runway, utilizing a preexisting FAA approved 1 % parcent incline,(FAA regulatian

states 1.58 percant Incline for any aircraft exceeding 12,500 Ibs.). Your plana makes a flat

level approach and the runway rises to meet the alrcraft, which makes landing much easler
for pilots, and simplifies I.F.R. approaches. Have you noticed that thers are no flat runwelys
In the US or anywhere else in the world? Stapleton had many risas and dips In the rurways,
Aspen has a 112 ft. dip, St. Louis has a 8 percant Inciine, and Nepal has a greater incline’
than that. The FAA Is inclinad to not notice thelr own regulations, and makes statements
about my design, including a statement that you cannat have converging runwaysl This
Indicates that they have not looked at their own FAA maps of US airports that show the

Ineline, decline and obvious converging runway pattems. “One reglonal FAA official, (who

claims to have heard from ma at least 7 million times ) gropes deep In his bag of govemment
approved adjectives before saying, “the rumways-on-a-hill plan Is net practical®, He continues,

“The main problem; Picture, if you haven't alraady, 200 tons of steel camying human carge
converging at hundreds cf miles an hour on another 200 tons of steel landing from the cther
side. It brings new significance to the words 'missed approach™

No. 1: The plane does not welgh 200 tons, It weighs over 400 tans,

No. 2; There has never been & steel alrplane manufactured anywhere In the worid,
No. 3 There Is nothing in my design indicating converging runways.

No. 4 Stall speed Is just over 100 miles per hour, and never ‘hundreds of miles per hour'.

&ll of the FAA regulations for runway separations and divides large commercial alrines frg
small commuter landings. The arched terminal has two continuous non-converging runws
tht exceed current separation requirements.

The Starrport has two parallel terminals separated by a commuter aircraft runway that exdeeds
m
s

Jim Bort and Jack Gram, director of LA X stated: "This is tha only new airport deeign that we
ely.”

have seen in 30 years that would dramatically Increasa saf

2

-az

III

Comment | Response
2 See response on previous page.
3 The FAA notes the comments regarding the “Starrport”

design. The FAA evaluated numerous airfield and non-
airfield alternatives within the EIS, as documented in
Chapter 3 of the EIS. The FAA identified four alternatives
for full environmental consequence consideration,
Alternatives C, D and G, as well as Alternative A (No
Action). The FAA believes that Alternatives C, D and G
include airfield configurations that are appropriate.

Response to Comments
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Response

Please see the response to comment 3 on the previous page.

The commenter’s opinion is noted.

The commenter’s opinion is noted.

APR-0S-8% @%:56 PM  SAYANNA PUBLIC LIEBRARY 2815 2TE 4634 P.03 Comment
i 3
i
! 4
THE STARRPORT DESIGN CONCISELY DEMONSTRATES A FACILITY THAT !
ACCOMPLISHES 4 THINGS: | 5
I
1) It builds on 1/3 the land, 2) at half the cost, 3) creates four timee the commercial | 3
4) while saving a thousand gallans of fuel per flight. That adds up to a yaarly saving of 6
300,000,000 gallons of fusl per yaar. i

The commenter’s opinion is noted.

Recently | spent a year demonstrating prototypes for the Port Authority In Oakland, CA. They
currently taxi 2.2 miles, 178,000 times per year, to reach the runway. When thay are taxiing,
they are dumping 51,200.000 gallons of diesel fuel in a partially bumed manner, making the
asthma in young people the highest In the natlon. The Stamport design eliminates taxi fusl
waste. In addition, they plan to double the number of Oailand fiights in the near futurs wi

# 1.6 billion dollar sxpansion. This design dysfunction wili be replicated under House BIll
AR2107 in2000 U.S. locations, The result will be tha doubling of U.S. oll dependeancy, while at
the same time doubling U.S. Air pollution. My statement to you: *Global warming and T
economics in the U.S. will be totally dysfunctional by cument FAA officials connected to a i
non-responsive EPA". Tha following quote: “FAA Indicates a 800% Increasa In aviation by
2050, and the EPA response Is (no particular concem for tha Increasa In alr pollution caumP
by aviation). |

| coined a tarm to cover the above. It is called ‘unconscious denial®. The FAA and EPA ar$

In unconscious denial about what they are creating for the economic and environmental future of
avlation by their design. Thay are denying their unconsclousnass and they are unwnsduu#
about their denial. These people are impossible to reach with a perfect solution. They are
under the impression that aircrafts are made out of steel; don't even know the weight of a

T47, nor understand the conservation of the momentum, nor the effects of parasitic fusilage
drag. The STARRPORT design saves 153 million joules of snargy from landings and take
which is enough fusi to drive your car around the world. If we do this at 2000 alrporis with | |
1000 flights a day, it will save approximatety 2 billion gallons In dally fuel, which will dramatically
reduce the current U.S. alr poliution, and would show U.S. Aviation as a world leader agaln, -

Or, we can build another Denver Intemational on 28 thousand acres of com land In Pectona,
llinols o replace O'Hare. It |s Important to understand the magnitude of this - 34 thousand
acres of wheat land in Denver and 28 thousand acres in lllinois! If this is done 2000 times, we
will take a billion acres of farm land and tum them into pollution factories. Jack Shaporito |
demonstrates at www.Areco.org, “O'Hare puts out more alr pollution than ail 75-100 power |
generation plants in the State of lllinols”, .

The STARRPORT design is a time distance fusl equation multiplied by the number of i
passengers using the airport. You save 300 gallons of thrust reversal, four hundred gallons of
taxi fusl, and approximately 300 of reaccaleration fuel per flight. This reduces air poiiution, :
noise and fual waste by 58 parcant for a thousand mile flight.

-

-

|
|
THIS I8 A DESIGN THAT WILL FUNCTION IF THE EPA AND THE FAA ARE MADE ‘
AGCOUNTABLE i

In my early education, ane of my Instiuctors was anFAA official, Mr. Wiles, He dessrved g

respect. | have not found this capability or understanding In the current 25,000 United

FAA personnel, This is a request In writing for a clear and full hearing bafore the FAA and i

EPA. Left to their own devises they Wil destroy U.S economics by doubling our depsnde

on foreign ofl while doubling U.S., alr poliution, and increasing the curment 84 thousand ylz'lci ;
:ﬂswwmmymmmﬂrpdlmm.ulhwncnméﬁ'mtpugobflmumluul

|
|
)
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Response

APFR-B5-a% a5:57 PM  SAVAHNHA PUBLIC LIBRARY 215 ZTE 464 [ -

-4

7

The commenter’s opinion is noted.

Current Federal Law states that you can not transport toxic waste across stats line. Denver
I8 currently releasing 640,000 tons. What if 2000 airport axpansions do as well for you,
There will ba no envirenment! The separation batween state to state and Indlividual s
what Is allowing this to happen. The | will us all je.

-

Sincaraly,

Jim Starry,
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT thru ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGN

Po Bux#l Savora. TU[ 6107 F

~Time has real uitimatums! 5518 Kileurn Ave., Rockford, I, 81101

8l. B+5-082-7876- E-M: Jiv
81547?.‘2‘7

4)

Response to Comments U.10-511
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050405_02 1 Please see topical response I-1.

"James Landmeier" To 9-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGLIFAAGFAA
<jimlandmeier@msn.com>

04/05/2005 10:57 PM o

bee
Subject O'Hare expansion

I would like to express my concerns regarding any effects to the St. John's Cemetery. My
name is James Landmeier. Landmeier being probably the most common name found on
headstones in this cemetery. These ancestors of mine certainly never intended to be in the
way of progress, in fact, they were the progressives of their time.

I only ask for their respect.

If it is at all possible, I would hope that the cemetery could remain even if access were
limited.

I personally have four great grand parents, two great great grandparents and my father's
two stillborn brothers buried there.
This is of course a very small list of my relatives interred there.

The original building of the airport disrupted an entire family and community almost all of
whom came from Schale Germany. Now again we will disrupt this family, this time the
voices from beyond have been muted by death. T

Thank you for your consideration,
James W. Landmeier

Response to Comments U.10-512 July 2005
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Response

|050405_03 | 1

Please see topical response I-1.

"padges?” To 9-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGL/FAA@FAA
e <padges7@comcast.net>
™ 04/05/2005 09:29 PM e
bee

Subject St. Jehannes and Rest Haven Cemetery

Please reconsider the destruction of the cemeteries. There is no way that

they can all be relocated. At the time those cemeteries were built not

everyone use funeral homes. There are not records of each burial. »
Please do not destroy the history of our ancestors. !

S. Brown
Plainfield, IL

Response to Comments U.10-513

July 2005
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Comment Response
los0405_04 1 Please see topical responses I-1, K-1 and K-2.
L .
2 Please see topical response I-1.
3 Please see topical responses B-2 and L-2.
bhschulze@aol.com To 9-AGL-800-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
04/05/2005 10:02 PM i
bec

Subject O'Hare Expansion Plan

To Members of the FAA:

I'm writing this to provide my input on the expansion of O'Hare International Airport, which I|.|_
in my opinion is the least desirable alternative when considering the safety issues raised, | |
the effect on the neighboring villages, and the negative impact on the cemeteries of St.
Johannes and Rest Haven which would be desecrated when souls buried in these sacred
grounds are disinterred.

Many of my ancestors, from both my mother's and father's families, are buried in St.
Johannes. My family routinely visit St. Johannes to pay respect to my paternal
grandparents, as well as uncles, aunts, and cousins on both sides of the family, and many
friends. I feel a sense of history in these visits as the "openness" of the area enables me to,
in a small way, spiritually relive the past when our church was also on these hallowed
grounds and many of my uncles farmed the land which is now O'Hare Field. So, in a sense,
this area still reflects the spirit of the agricultural history which was so important to the
development of this geographic area. The desecration of these cemeteries will have a
negative impact on me, family, and friends who return here to pay our respects. A very real |7|
source of history would also be lost if these cemeteries were destroyed. -

I believe the proposed airport in Peotone or expansion of the Rockford Airport are more cost
effective and safer alternatives than the O'Hare expansion.

]
Thank you for your consideration of my thoughts and concerns. I

Mr. and Mrs. William H. Schulze

Response to Comments U.10-514 July 2005
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Matt Hucke
<hucke@cynico.net>

04/05/2005 10:20 PM

The proposed expansion of Chicago O'Hare Airport will destroy two
irreplacable historical resources - St.
Cemeteries. Please reject this proposal and preserve the integrity

To
o

bee

Subject

of these historic and hallowed sites.

Matt Hucke

Photographer and Co-Author,

7446 N Damen #2585, Chicago IL 60645

S-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGL/FAA@FAA

O'Hare Airport Expansion Project - endangered cemeteries -

public comment

"Graveyards of Chicago".

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response I-1.

Johannes and Rest Haven

Response to Comments

U.10-515

July 2005
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical response I-1.

|os0405_06

Terrypigs123@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
04/05/2005 10:23 PM cc Terrypigs123@aol.com
bee

Subject Re: St. Johannes cemeteries

This is in reply to the my concerns of the disrespect of the St. Johannes and the Rest Haven Cemeteries.
The violation of our religious freedom -- a First Amendment Right under the United States Constitution to
me is unheard of. It is an indecent disinterment of the loved cnes of my family and others! My father,
sister, Grandparents on both my family sides, Aunts, Uncles, and cousins are all buried at the St.
Johannes's Cemetery. Our church was moved under the understanding our cemetery would not be
disturbed. This is hallowed ground just as the burial grounds of the Indians are and the are not to be
UPROOTED or trespassed on by anyone! | feel the FAA has NO concern for the historical value or the
sacred ground that they looking into for the O'Hare Modernization Plan. My family gave up their farm
ground to the airport and now the airport wants to take away the resting place of that same family and all
the rest of the church families -- they knew the church cemeteries were there when they started to develop
and now have NO concern for them now, except for their own concern of modern expansion - when they
were laid to rest it was to be REST IN PEACE!

Sherilyn (Schulze) Sorensen
47W725 Scolt Rd.
Big Rock, IL. 60511

Related to the Schulze, Schoppe, Runge, Siegrist, Finke, Nage! just to mention a few.

Response to Comments U.10-516 July 2005
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050405_07 1 Please see topical response I-1.

2 Please see topical responses A-1 and M-1.
3 Please see topical response B-5.
“Jean" To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<shadow0@bellsouth.net> o
0410512005 10:43 PM o
bee

Subject Respect

Dear FAA,

| realize that a vast majority of people are behind modernization and improvement, and | have a problem
with that when it shows a complete and utter lack of concern or disrespect for others - alive or dead.
Disrupting portions or whole cemeteries, graves, headstones, "the peaceful dead" if you will, is nothing
more than government acting through power (the "because we can" mentality). Itis a disgrace to you who
are in favor of this type of solution to the problem. You will die as we all will. Perhaps you will have
another means of "disposal” of you body - which would never come under a disrespectful attack on your
resting place. If so, you should not be a voting member as you would not have a vested interest. But, if
you should choose to have your body honored with a grave and headstone in your final resting place -
then you need to consider what it would be like to have your casket and headstone moved to a different —
location in the name of progress or "something else done with your coffin and headstone" like dig a big 1
hole, put everyone in it and erect a memorial It all sounds very close to Hitler and his mass graves...
doesn't it? Consider it carefully. Your decision is being watched by all young people, who will grow up
with a conscience of what is respectful, and what is disrespectful. The young learn by example. Your
actions will teach them what to care about, when to have compassion, when to be respectful - or when to
just do what ever they want - regardless of the cost, or more importantly, other peoples feelings and
beliefs. |do not believe that any American has given that much power to one group of people in any
section of government willingly. The government is not here to "take from the living and the dead”
whatever they want or feel they need. That is a perception on the part of government - which gives every
person a bad taste in their mouth.

| am a person who often will give in to the "majority rule”, but not when the majority is dead wrong.

However, consider this for a moment if you will - a mob is a majority of people moving in a way so as to
cause harm. Folks, you look like a "mob” to the general public. It may not be your intention to have s
yourself addressed in this manner, and it does not make me feel good to address you as such - but it is 3 |
your actions that bring about this undoing on yourselves. )

No one has thought about this hard enough to come up with a more amiable solution. Think about it.

There are alternatives to disrupting cemeteries and the families who still care about the ones buried there.

They contain not just John Q. Public, but decorated military personnel from across the wars. Where is

your honor? How grateful are you for your freedom? Great minds find ways to solve problems by not

disrespecting others. Put your collective minds together and come up with a different salution. There is

one - you need only work together to find it. I_
3

May your souls rest in peace when it is your turn,

Sincerely,
Jean Stenzel Kesinger

Response to Comments U.10-517 July 2005
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1

Please see topical response I-1.

“June Gengler To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLFAA@FAA
<junegengler@earthlink.net>
04/05/2005 12:12 PM £

Please respond to bec

lunegengler@earthl

et Subject O'Hare Expansion

Atz Michael W. MacMullen

I would like to express my opposition o the O'Hare Airport expansion. My specific concemn is moving the bodies buried in S Johannes
Cemetery. My father, brother, all four of my grandparents, and a goodly number of other relatives and ancestors are buried there. [ believe it
would be 2 desecration to move the badies, and contrary to the religious beliefs of the deccased.  The sad fact is that several of my relatives
including a grandmother and grandfather were forced to leave their homesteads with the construction of the airport in the 1950s. 1 would not
want 1o see them now driven from their graves.

Besides being sacred ground, the cemetery is an historic site, having been there for over 150 years, Many of those buried there were among the 1
early settbers in the Bensenville/Addison township Area. [ believe it is important to preserve such a place, | I—

Thank you for your consideration.

June Runge Gengler
4304 Shore Acres Rd.
Monona, Wl 33716
608-221-8304

June Gengler
iunegengler@earthlink.nes
Why Wait? Move to EarthLink,

Response to Comments U.10-518

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

Comment

Response

050405_09 1

Please see topical response I-1.

Bhlandmeier@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAAGFAA

04/0572005 02:49 PM e

bee
Subject St. Johonnes Kirche

To whom it may concern,

When my grandparents, aunts, uncle and my late husbands grandparents, great grandparents, and
brothers and more very close relatives were buried at the mentioned cemetery theytook for granted it
was their last resting place where their other friends were bured. | feel it should stay where it is and
always a road to go to visit.

They are not forgotten myself, children, grandchildren, and great grandchildren do go to the cemetery to
pay respect to our forebearers and | would not like to see them disturbed.

Sincerely, Bertha Harbecke Landmeier

Response to Comments U.10-519

July 2005
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050405_10 1

Please see topical response I-1.

“tpstrohm@juna.com" To 9-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
<ipstrohm@juno.com=>
04/05/2005 06:05 PM ce

bec

Subject St. Johannes Cemetary

Please let our ancestors rest in peace. It is a sad thought that this sacred I
land could be disturbed. Especially since we have had a recent burial of a I 1
family member there.

Ed Runge

Peggy Strohm (Runge)

Response to Comments U.10-520

July 2005
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050405_11 1

Please see topical response I-1.

Thomas DeVito To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGLFAA@FAA
<tomdcarson@sbeglobal.net>

(=
04/05/2005 08:53 PM bce

Subject Save the cemeteries

My grandparents are buried at St. Johannes cemetery.

When O'Hare was first being built, my grandmother was forced to move from the farm she had
lived on for forty years. (Eminent Domain) Now I find it quite ironic and pathetic that the plans
to modemize the airport are threatening to evict her from her final resting place. Or, at least we
thought it was her final resting place.

I urge you to please find another solution in your plans to modernize O'Hare, rather than to
destroy our cemeteries and displace our deceased families.

Carol DeVito
Carson City, Nevada

Response to Comments U.10-521

July 2005
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050405_12
"George Stegmaier” To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
i <stege@comcast.net>
04/05/2005 08:00 PM i
bee
Subject

chicago sun times has an article about the spin and cheating about o'hare by the mayor of chicago.the
feds will look into this!
faa should pay attention to this article.

1

Comment

Response

1

The commenter’s opinion is noted.

Response to Comments U.10-522
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Please see topical response D-2.

Please see topical response E-3.

Comment
[050405_13 1
z | 5
"George Stegmaier” To S-AGL-E00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<stege@comcast.net>
04/05/2005 07:55 PM L
bec

Subject direct overflights

iam not in the noise conture map but have contiuouse flights over my house and | mean straight up over

my house.

the conture maps chicago publishes are not real.i invaite anybody from the faa to stay at my house to
experiance the same thing | experiance every day. .
what chicago puts out is fabrication ! 1
i hope the the faa is not politicly motivated. 1

please replay.

ago here in wood dale,il.,a landing plane dumped fuel over wood dale,it made headlines in the

PS. i talked to someone at faa ( he said he was a former pilot) about an incident | witnessed several years
newspapers but the faa person said it is impossible ! leaning in favor of chicage 777 I & |

Response to Comments U.10-523

July 2005
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Please see topical response I-1.

050406_07 1

"Patti Scroggins” To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/IAGLIFAA@FAA
<patti@foxvalleyucc.org>
04/06/2005 08:43 AM 2

bee

Subject Re: OMP

I would like to state my perscnal cbjections to the proposed desecration of
the St Johannes and Rest Haven cemeteries as part of the O'Hare expansion
project. Even though I do not have an ancestor buried there, I cannot
imagine the pain that the families who do have loved cnes there will
experience having them disinterred.

The historical aspect is another reason for my objection. Please do not do
this.

Sincerely,

Patricia Scroggins

Response to Comments U.10-524

July 2005
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Jvossd@aol.com To
04/06/2005 0B:10 AM o
bee

Subject

My great grand parents and many aunts and uncles are at rest
that you would condone the destruction of this sacred ground.

9-AGL-600-OMPEISIAGL/IFAA@FAA

5t Johns Cemetery

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response I-1.

in St Johns Cemetery. It is inconcievably I '1 |

Response to Comments

U.10-525

July 2005
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050406_09 1 Please see topical response I-1.

<klisec@ren.com> To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
04/06/2005 07:54 AM oc
bee

Subject Johannes Cemetery

My name is Katherine Lisec, | am an ancestor of the Korthauers who are buried at Johannes Cemetery
located inside O'Hare Airport. My great grandfather and grandmother and his father and mother are
buried there and were charter members of St. Johannes Church, my great great grandfather built the
organ for the church that used to sit next to the cemetery, These people in this cemetery were
instrumental in creating Bensenville out of nothing, their names are commemorated on roads and
buildings in the area. They and countless others in countless other cemeteries across this country came
from foreign countries in the early 1800's and built this country for us and all who come after us. They
were pioneers in the true sense. To desecrate the place where they lie would be unthinkable. We give
too little thought to who we are, where we come from and what went on before us. | feel we need to start i
somewhere and take a stand, this is the most appropriate time to do that. | am opposed to the expansion 1
of O'Hare Airport that includes the obliteration of these two cemeteries.
Sincerely,

Katherine A. Lisec

1322 Wellington Ave.

Chicago, lllinois 60657

Response to Comments U.10-526 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS

Comment Response

[050406_10 1 Please see topical response I-1.

AJ To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<ancestorseeken@comcast.n

et> cc

04/06/2005 03:53 AM bee

Subject Destruction of Cemeteries - St. Johannes and Rest Haven

FAA Personnel:

I am against the destruction of the above named cemeteries. After loved cnes

have

been interred, it is against my belief that they may be disturbed. If land is

to be

saved, it must be before anyone is buried at the location OR only with the

express

written permission of ALL descendants of those already buried at the location.

As

this is an impossible task, leave them alone! 1

Regards,
Susan Murphy

Response to Comments U.10-527 July 2005
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[0504(36_.1 1 1

Please see topical response I-1.

d.bema@mchsi.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
04/06/2005 12:46 AM e
bee

Subject Rest Haven Cemetery - O'Hare Airport

Gentlemen:

I am writing to voice my objection to the expansion of O'Hare Airport and the
taking of land whereupon my ancestors are buried. This will alse have a
negative impact upon the historical wvalue of these sacred grounds and the
permanent loss of information and/or a place to connect with our ancesters in
our genealogical research and pursuits, of which our cemeteries are a most 1
valuable part.

I appreciate your kind consideration.

Sincerely,

Judith B. Berna

Big Rock, IL. 60511

Response to Comments U.10-528

July 2005
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050406_14 1 Please see topical response I-1.

2 Please see topical response D-1.
3 Please see topical responses B-2 and B-4.
CHeck2543@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA 4 Please see topical response I-1.
04/06/2005 09:33 PM o
bee

Subject Cemeteries

To Whom It May Concern:

It was with great dismay and disappointment that | learned of the possible destruction of St. Johannes

Cemetery and Rest Haven Cemetery. St. Johannes Cemetery is the resting place of several of my

relatives: the Schulze, Landmeier, Runge, and Schoppe families to name a few, and countless other old

friends. My grandparents and uncles were buried there because the church was a very big and important

part of their lives, and they wished to rest in its hallowed ground until Judgment Day. To have them

uprooted and moved would be heart-breaking to many of us, since we would feel that somehow we were .

not able to honor their wishes and protect their remains. To move those buried over a century ago, before 1
vaults were used, seems even more disturbing. —_

| grew up on a farm only two to three miles west of the westemn edge of the airport property. Living there

from 1947 until | was married in 1969, | felt that | somewhat "grew up” right along with O'Hare Airport.

When new neighbors would move into the area and then complain about the noise of the airplanes, we

would always defend the airport because it was there first," and they should have thought about the noise -
before they moved there. Now | sometimes feel betrayed--our cemetery was there before O'Hare Airport 2 J
moved into the neighborhood, but the current powers-that-be won't defend the fact that “it was there first.” -
We now avoid flying out of O'Hare Airport as much as possible--it is already too cong d. Adding more
runways, planes, and traffic would not make me feel any safer. Living near DeKalb, lllinois, | would much
rather fiy out of Rockford, when possible. Our neighbors fly more frequently than we do, and they find the
airport in Milwaukee more inviting and convenient because there is less congestion, and it is easier to get
to. | realize that Chicago has more influence than the western part of the state, but considering that the
population in the north central part of the state is now growing so quickly, wouldn't expanding an airport
further west (say in Rockford) make better sense than adding to the congestion we now have near
O'Hare?

St. Johannes Cemetery has always been a place of solitude to me, a chance to reconnect with my roots
and feel the peace of God. Even hearing the roar of the planes and watching with excitement their lift off
or landing on the other side of the fence, | have not lost that sense of peace there. Perhaps it is the
excitement of the future and the holy, solitude of the past existing in such close proximity that makes the
feeling even more intense and special.

Please consider those buried in St. Johannes Cemetery and Rest Haven Cemetery who can no longer
speak for themselves and also consider those of us still living who request that the cemeteries of our
ancestors remain on these sacred grounds.

Thank you for taking the time to hear our concerns.

Carol Heck
321 Erickson Gate
Lee, IL 60530
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Rdk413@aol.com
04/06/2005 09:19 PM

Do not touch the cemeterys at the airport.
Rich Kueking - rdk413@aol.com

To 9-AGL-B00-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
(=43
bee

Subject O'hare Airport

Let my Grandparents and everyone else there rest in peace. I 1

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response I-1.
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response I-1.
[050405_16
Amy and Jeif Riddell To S-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<riddellaj@yahoo.com>
0410612005 08:39 PM =
bee

Subject O'Hare International Airport expansion

This is in regards to the O'Hare Internaticnal Airport
expansion, where our St. Johannas Church Cemetery is
in the path of new runways. I have many of my
ancestors buried there; Landmeier, Runge, Schoppe, and
Schulze just to name a few.

Please let our ancestors rest in peace.

Amy Riddell

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Personals - Better first dates. More second dates.
http://perscnals.yahoo.com
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050406_17

“Baker, Don" To 9-AGL-G00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<Don.Baker@molex.com>
04/06/2005 04:54 PM b
bee
3 Ct g g FAA preliminary report on O'Hare
SHect Expansion - Environmental Impact

To whom it may concern ,

Thank you for your consideration.

<<FAA-testimony.doc>>

Don Baker

Resident, Elk Grove Village

pH 847-437-2519 home
630-527-2641 work

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message (including any attachments) may contain Molex
confidential information, protected by law. If this message is confidential, forwarding it to
individuals, other than those with a need to know, without the permission of the sender, is
prohibited.

This message is also intended for a specific individual. If you are not the intended recipient, you
should delete this message and are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, or distribution of
this message or taking of any action based upon it, is strictly prohibited.
Chinese Japanese

=
www.molex.com/confidentiality.htm] FAA-testimony.doc
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical response M-7.

2 Please see topical responses A-1, B-8, L-1 and M-1.

3 Please see topical responses B-4, F-5, G-3, G-4 and L-3.
To: The FAA N
Subject: Comments regarding FAA preliminary report regarding the O'Hare Modernization 4 Please see topical responses A-3, B-2, B-5 and L-1.

| am writing to testify before the FAA my feelings about the O'Hare Modermnization program and
The preliminary review (environmental impact) offered to the public

First | would like to point out this plan is years in the making. The lllinois congress passed
legislation to grant Chicago quick take authority over property of towns outside Chicago
boundaries with no repayment other than "fair market value". O'Hare modernization takes
precedence over all other state statutes as legislation is written and signed by our governor.
Questions regarding cost, air space feasibility, and safety have been asked and left largely
unanswered by Chicago. The suburbs affected by this plan only have two defenses:

(1) An honest review by the FAA to determine that this is a feasible, affordable, and
the best plan to increase air traffic capacity in the Chicagoland region

(2) The courts D

It seems apparent the FAA plans to approve a fragmented, fiscally iresponsible, and incomplete
plan. The Master Plan calls for 15 billion dollars for runway “improvements” and the necessary
support infrastructure and yet the FAA is considering approval for only the 6.8 billion dollar
portion, which is largely funded by airlines who cannot afford it. Additionally the constraints on
capacity are acknowledged by the FAA report and this additional capacity is to be allocated to
airlines who compete with United and American. In other words, United and American fund
additional capacity to be allocated to their competitors. I'm sure that will work!!

Let me ask some questions about what a "Master Plan" is. Is it defined as a "Maybe We Don't
Need It All" Plan, or a "Pie in the Sky" Plan or a "Dream Along With Me" Plan? | don't think so.
According to the American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language 3d edition, the phrase :
"Master Plan” means: "A plan giving comprehensive guidance or instruction.” The word "master” l2 ‘
in this context also means "principal”, "predominant” or "controlling.” L

Chicago and the FAA brag about the benefits of expansion but fail to justify or detail the costs

in any meaningful way. If you cannot understand the costs, as a purchasing professional | can tell

you there is no way you can determine the future benefits. The result will be that the village |

reside in and surrounding communities will bear the brunt of property tax reduction, constrained

traffic flow, and additional property “quick take * to allow for traffic flow (which no one is revealing 3
to the public except experts WE have to pay for). All this for a bandaid capacity increase.

The FAA review consists of 5000 pages. Two pages mention alternative capacity solutions and

how the expansion will be funded. This is unacceptable and violates what the FAA website states

is the responsibility!! | certainly hope the FAA plans in their next release to be open and honest

about all costs, and repercussions of putting this plan forward, the real benefits, and a real 4
assessment of alternatives. At this point | do not expect it. L

| appreciate your consideration of my comments.
Thank you and Regards,
Don Baker

Elk Grove Village
PH : 847-437-2519, work : 630-527-2641
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Comment Response

050406_18 1 Please see topical response I-1.

"Ronald E. Schultz" To Q-AGL-GUCFOMPEISFAGUFM@FM
<leutsch@earthlink.net>
04/06/2005 08:12 PM .

beo

Subject Cemeteries

Dear Sirs:

| am writing in behalf of St. Johannes Cemetery under review for Airport extension at O'Hare Airport or
OMP.

| was born and raised in California over 60 years ago. | have family still in the Bensenville area. From
there they have settled in Wisconsin, North Dakota, Washington State, Oregon, and California as well as
other state. We are well over 100 decedents of our first decedents who travel to the US from
Pommerania. They setlled there because previous family members had arrived starting in the 1860s. My
grandfather with his parents arrived in 1883 along with & other siblings — 7 more were born and baptized at
St. Johannes. Over the years the Low-German Church of St. Johannes was the center of German life for
my family. At their deaths, my Great-Grandparents, Johan & Fredericka Schultz, along with children Luisa
Dohe with her husband, and Meta Gedeke who died in childbirth with her child, were all buried there.
Johan & Fredericka lost three children in infancy, one — George — died three days after arriving in the US,
they are all buried there.

Johan had one brother, and six sisters who all came to the US — Schmidt, Stade, Kolwitz, two Kloth.
Bensenville was their first stop. They too have family buried at St. Johannes. Fredericka, nee
Schmuggerow, siblings also came. Many still live in the area.

Many of us look at St. Johannes Cemetery as the one location in the US that makes our family one — our
roots begin here. This one piece of grounds gives us the since that our family has celebrated many happy
and sad events in their lives at this one location. | have visited the Cemetery on three different occasions.
Every time | have deep emotional feels about where my family came from and who were are today.
Moving this entire community would be a complete abomination of what it means to be family, my family in
particular. —

Keep the Cemetery where it is located now please.

Ronald E. Schultz
3970 Joy Road
Occidental, CA 95465

TO7-874-3914
leutsch@earthlink.net
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050406_19 - 1 Please see topical response I-1.

2 Please see topical responses B-2 and B-4.
brigB08@aol.com To 9-AGL-00-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
04/06/2005 06:55 PM -
bee

Subject St. Johannas Church Cemetary

Dear Federal Aviation Administration,

Concerning the St. Johannas Cemetary, I would like to share my opinion of the unfortunate
situation that we are dealing with. I am an engineer at heart and understand the rapid flux
in transportion needs and demands. However during the time that my relatives were laid to
rest in that sacred cemetary they lived life away from the fast paced transportation of today
and deserve to reside in their comfort. This world thrives on less sleep and relaxation for
everyone and depends on more work, and faster paced demands of living. If we recieved —
more satisfaction from a faster lifestyle it would be considered worthwhile, but our life spans |1
stay the same and our stress levels continually grow. O'hare International Airport may be in '
need of expanding, but where are your limits? I think there should be more research done
in other central North American states that could be more condusive to the needs of
transportation and fit appropriately with areas to grow. Small towns get smaller and big
cities get bigger, you could inflate an area such as Grand Island Nebraska with jobs in the
flight industry. Land values could raise, new markets could be discovered and more
corporations could be formed in a new more rural atmosphere if a completely new airport
were built elsewhere. Airport designs could be exceeding expectations of travelers and
uncomfortable traffic for international flights could be deleted. I wish this country could
operate more as a country with larger goals in sight than a state or city with deep pockets.
Remember when life was here for us to live and benefit the future? Now its all to live the
plushest lifestyle in a lifetime, which gets everyone else nowhere. My ancestors worked
hard day in and day out, satisfied with their lifestyle and content with yours, it Is unfair to
be the dictator of where they resided first. I pose no threat on your decision but I hope my
support can! be unit ed with yours in a worthy cause elsewhere. You have the posibility to
effect my life or posetively effect others in the near future. Thankyou and may the lord be l2
with you and your decision. L

Sincerely,
1. Brigham Landmeier
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Comment Response

1 Please see topical responses A-1 and A-4.

'Bﬁ?l:'_l Gilligan® . To S9-AGL-B00-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
:hgl igan@cityofchicago.org “Jeanette Camacho” <jcamacho@cityofchicago.org>,

€ Richard Kula/AGLIEAA@FAA
04/06/2005 06:28 PM

O'Hare Noise Cc ibility Ci ission C
Regarding OMP DEIS

Subject

Mike:

For your information, someone from our office will be dropping off the Comments and
attachments from the O'Hare Noise Compatibility Commission (ONCC) for the OMP DEIS by
tomorrow morning, April 7, 2005.

Under separate cover, on Mayor Mulder's behalf, we will also forward you the Comments from
the Village of Arlington Heights.

If you have any questions once your receive our paperwork, please let me know., L

Thank you.

Regards,

Brian Gilligan

Executive Director

O'Hare Noise Compatibility Commission

P.O. Box 1126

Des Plaines, IL 60017-1126

Work Phone: (773) 686-3198

Cell Phone: (773) 732-9322

Fax: (773) 527-2757

E-mail: bgilligan@ohare.com

ONCC Website: www.oharenoise.org

Chicago Department of Aviation Website: www.flychicago.com
O'Hare Property Locator: www.flychicago.com

This e-mail, and any attachments
thereto, is intended only for use by the addressee(s) named herein and may contain legally
privileged and/or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail (or
the person responsible for delivering this document to the intended recipient), you are hereby
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050406_21 1 Please see topical responses I-1 and M-1.
'M[d'_lael_!ﬂrd‘d"lof:@ To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/IAGLIFAA@FAA
net= [+
04/06/2005 06:00 PM ) bee
_ Please respond to Subject St Johannes and Rest Haven Cemeteries - Objection to
<michael.kirchhoff@sbcglobal,|  Subject S
net>

In this FAA open comment period I am writing to express by extreme
disapproval to the O'Hare Modernization Plan (OMP), which includes plans to
desecrate S5t. Johannes and Rest Haven Cemeteries. These 150+ year old
cemeteries are the religious resting places for countless Illinois pioneers
who immigrated here and established the family communities and industries
that this ill-thought-out plan is set to destroy. Furthermore, as
consecrated, holy ground, the forced removable of either cemetery would also
be a direct viclation of our First Amendment rights to freely worship as a
faith community, which includes the burial of our faithful members. Unless I
have misunderstood the principles of cur nation's founding fathers, this is
the foundation upon which this country was established.

Be it recorded as public comment, that I am against any expansion efforts
that would destroy either cemetery, or deny access to either one; an access
that has been maintained for well over 150 years.

Thank you for your time in reviewing my personal objection to this h
destructive project.

Rev. Michael M. Kirchhoff, Sr.
Bensenville, Illinois

All ocutgoing e-mails from michael.kirchhoff@sbcglobal.net are scanned for
viruses.

No virus was detected in this outgoing e-mail message.

Checked by AVG Anti-Virus.

Version: 7.0.308 / Virus Database: 266.9.3 - Release Date: 4/5/2005
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050406_24 1 Please see topical response I-1.

2 Please see topical responses A-1 and I-1.
Debipm@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
04/06/2005 03:20 PM o
bee

Subject O'Hare expansion

My name is Debi (Behrens) Kurcab. | am ad dant of | families who are buried at St.
Johannes including the Behrenses, Winkelmann's, Kolze's and Finke's. | have been to the cemetery
countless times and find it not only a place to reflect on the lives that my ancestors had in order to make
my life better, but as a great source of history as well. | have been working on my family tree and have
gotten a lot of information from the headstones at St. Johannes.

My ancestors emigrated to the United States from Germany in order to better their

lives and that of their children. They came here and had to learn a new language,

find a job, food, shelter, and just try to survive. They not only survived, they r
thrived! They acquired land (where O'Hare now stands), built homes, had |1
families, and farmed for a living. They truly realized the American dream. ;

| feel that when someone dies and is buried, that should be their final resting
ground and they should rest in peace in the spot that their family chose for them,
To move these people to a new cemetery goes against not only my beliefs but that
of the bible as well.

I am asking you to consider all of this when you make your decision to expand the i
runways at O'Hare and to leave St. Johannes just as it is - sacred and hallowed. 2
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response I-1.
2 Please see topical responses B-4, B-8 and C-4.
3 Please see topical response I-1.
N o s T SAGLACOMPEISIAGLITAAGFAL 4 The commenter’s opinion is noted.
04/06/2005 04:36 PM n:: 5 Please see topical responses A-1 and B-2.

Subject O'Hare Modernization Plan

To whom it May Concern,

Pleage do not approve the expansion of O'Hare

Modernization Plan. By doing this you will be

destroying our family's histories and religious

beliefs. This country was built on religicus freedom

and I truly believe in separation of Church and State,

but at a time when the President himself says that the

Church must play a role in the American way of life I [::J
find it incredible that you would viclate St. Johannes

Cemetery a religious burial site for an expansion that
is unnecessary. Both Airlines that were to contribute
to this expansion have filed for Bankruptcy and you
have already provided O'Hare with a solution te the
traffic congestion by having less flights take off
from there.

The other very serious consideration is that the
graves are over 150 years old.

Our great-great-great-grandmother Anna Schmidt was
buried there June 26, 1853. There was no modern
technology, just simple wooden boxes so they simply
cannot just be moved intact for as it says in the
Bible they have been returned to the soil. The ground
itself has become consecrated ground and for that t::}
reason alone it should not be violated. L
And last but not least the history of that whole area
will be wiped clean by one swipe of a pen. That area
was where people yearning for freedom from oppression
came to live the American Dream and they succeeded.
They farmed the land and raised their families and
made America and most certainly Chicago what it is
today. This cemetery is written history the
tombstones say so much about the people and their —
struggles to erase that is take away something that 4 ‘
cannot be replaced.

8o I am imploring you do vote against the O'Hare
expansion in this form and use another alternative if
you must such as a third airport in the south suburbs
that desperately need the economic growth and not
destroy an area already ripe with and economic growth
that you in turn will destroy that thriving area by
changing it's landscape forever.

I hope you will listen to the people crying ocut to you
for help in saving our cemetery and the area that
these pioneers built around it.

Sincerely,

Alice and Robert Fluegge, 6336 Arlington Ave., Las
Vegas, NV 83107.

I am sending a copy to President Bush, Vice President
Cheney and both Senators from Illinois I hope someone

will listen.
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Comment Response
050406_26 1 Please see topical responses D-2, G-4, L-1 and M-1.
2 Please see topical response I-1.
3 The commenter’s opinion is noted.
Sesiomt Gt con To BASLIGOMREISARLUEAAGRAN 4 Please see topical responses A-1 and I-1.
04/06/2005 03:06 PM e
bec

Subject OHare expansion

I would like to express my viewpoint on the 0'Hare expansion, which I
am very much opposed to. I have MANY reasons for opposing the expansion
of O'Hare . . . increased air traffic over my home (where it is already
difficult to have a conversation outdoors in the summer!, the hundreds
of homes and businesses that are being forced out to make way for the
new runways. The cost "guess-timates" continue to grow as more 1
information is released. One of the main reasons I am against the
expansion is because of the inevitable loss of the cemeteries that have
occcupied those grounds LONG before O'Hare was built. I am speaking of
the Ravenswood and St. Johannes cemeteries which currently "stand in
the way" of the O'Hare expansion.

My parents tock me to visit those cemeteries when I was a child. My
dad worked as a mechanic for United Airlines and many of the airport
employees knew of them. I have many fond memories of walking around St.
Johannes with my parents, hearing about the history of our suburbs,
learning about the German families who settled in this area, lived and
died here, thinking they would "rest in peace". I have taken my own
children to St. Johannes where I have repeated those stories and shared
the history of our community with them. It saddens me to think that
they will not be able to share this special place with their own
children.

While many of the tombstones are (by today's standards) "ancient®,
there are are newer ones as well, which tells us that this cemetery is
still very much in use and respected by the communities and churches
affiliated with it. O'Hare has NOT had te care for or upkeep these
cemeteries in any way; they are under the watchful eye of a local
church community who see to it that the grounds are keep neat and
clean. There is even work being done to replace some of the older, worn
headstones. If anything, this area should be made a historical landmark =~
because of the Landmeier, Biesterfield, Rohlwing, Busse (and many more) 3 |
families who are buried there.

It is a crime how these two cemeteries had their protection "stripped
away". These are the only two cemeteries in Illinocis that no longer
fall under the protection of the law. With a ballpoint pen and no
regard for the families with loved ones buried there, the mayor and
governor have done their best to attempt to bulldoze these cemeteries,
hoping for the least amount of resistance. Their stand is that the
bodies can be moved elswhere. It is a matter of principal, however,
that the voices of the citizens of this community are not being heard.
This is more than a fight over cemeteries; it is a fight for the rights
of the community to care for their own private property without the
fear of it being taken away.

Please allow our ancestors to rest in peace; TAKE a stand AGAINST the
O'Hare expansion and MAKE a stand FOR the pecple of the surrounding
towns who are going to lose so much in this battle over two small plots
of land.

Thank you for your consideration, 4
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Tracey Partin
stormgeeker4l9@sbeglobal .net
stormseeker419@acl.com
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050408 27 1 Please see topical response I-1.
2 The commenter’s opinion is noted.
We335@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/IAGLIFAA@FAA
04/06/2005 01:08 PM &
bee

Subject St.Johannes Resthaven Cemetaries

I am writing to express my objection to the proposed moving of the two
cemeteries mentioned above.

I have several generations of ancestors buried at St.Johannes. Considering

that burial vaults were not used when many of them were interred, how can we
realistically state that they will be "relocated" intact? It seems much more

likely that their remains, instead of being forever in peace in Holy ground, 1
would simply be paved over by roadways/runways. )

My beloved father was killed in a car accident on September 14, 2003. His
wish was to be buried with his parents at St. Johannes. His cremains have
been

in my home since his death as I cannot psychologically nor morally fathom the
idea of a "temporary" committal. Furthermore, my maiden 83 year old Aunt, his
sister, has also lived her entire life knowing that she would be buried with
her parents at the cemetery. Her health is extremely fragile -- her ability
to survive the year is doubtful.

How would you suggest I tell her that she will cannot be at Bternal rest with
our ancestors?

My mother's second youngest sibling has been resting in the cemetery since
his passing as an infant. How can anyone seriously contend that his "final
resting place"

will be relocated to another sacred location?

Please, allow my relatives the dignity of remaining at Peace with God in

their consecrated resting places. And allow myself and my remaining family to
bury my father, and my Aunt when her time comes, in the location that has been
our legacy for generations.

Thanks you for your time. I will pray that you will never have to contend ﬁ
with a similar situation with your loved ones. Sincerely, Janice I
Horn
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Please see topical response G-1.

1 * Comment

COMMENTS: Please mail your comments on the O'Hare Modernization ! 1
| ———— ‘ Draft Environmenta] Impact Statement by March 23, 2005,
050406_32
= P fa nvie por rael B dor de

ol vo;: pact :mi:u: i .amnsl 23 de marzo del 2005,
: bs Fmish
Name: Lebsg _ tausthng S.
Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi

Address: 207 Knos CU%LML#L@__ as7
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) * State(Estato) Zip(Zona)
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|050406_33 [ 1
= J

Please see topical response I-1.

earlytorise@juno.com To 9-AGL-800-OMPEISIAGLIFAA@FAA
04/06/2005 10:27 AM e
bee

Subject St. Johannes & Rest Haven

Dear Sirs:

Even though modernization of O'Hare is important to
Illineis 's economy , I think all who have relatives buried , of which I
am one, at these cemetaries should know that the city and the
governmental bodies involoved will treat those remains with proper
dignity as they would have their loved ones treated. Transfering them
to another location is appropriate , but te do nothing is not .

Earl Nickelson
Rockville , IN 47872

Related directly to the Biermanns
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“Faith Bugel”
<FBugel@ELPC.org>

04/06/2005 10:03 AM

Please let me know if it is possible to get an extension or approval to submit a comment late after

6 deadline. Thank you.

Faith E. Bugel

Staff Attorney

Environmental Law & Policy Center
35 E. Wacker Drive, Suite 1300
Chicago, IL 60601

Ph: (312) 795-3708

Fax: (312) 795-3730

To S9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLFAA@FAA
cc

bee
Subject Extension to OMP DEIS Comment period

the April I1 .

Comment

Response

1

The ELPC’s comments on the DEIS, document number
050426_01, has been responded to by FAA, beginning on
page U.4-821 of this appendix.

Also, please see topical response A-4.
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1

Please see topical responses A-1 and A-4.

grace w gathman To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
<wallace26@juno.com>
04/06/2005 09:26 AM o

bee

Subject Resthaven Cemetery

I would like to add our names to the list of people who would like to
save Resthaven from destruction. My husband has at least 15 relatives who
are buried there. His grand parents, and great grand parents who were
some of the early settlers in Schaumburg. Heinrich and Mary Biermann
spent there whole lives in the area, gave a piece of land to build a
church on, and have lain in consecrated ground for over 100 years. Is
there really a bonefide reason to raze that cemetery--or is just greed
and corruption?

When his grand parents and aunts and uncles were buried there the
families thought that this was a place that would forever be a "rest
haven" for them. Will their remains be bulldozed during the night, and —
bits and pieces be given to the families? Where will they be reburied?

Thank you for reading this. Richard O Gathman and Grce W. Gathman
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Comment Response
1 Please see topical response M-4.

COMMENTS: Piease malil your comments on the O’Hare Modernization
Draft Environmental Impact Statement by March 23, 2005.

Por favor envie por correo sus comentarios para el Borrador de
Estudio de Impacto al Medio Ambiente, antes del 23 de marzo del 2005.

Nanler Pressler Alexander R
Last(Apellido) First(Nombre) Mi
Address: &5 AbLes, dr ,ﬁomeau, Ite Tt (oedE
Street Address(Calle/Apartamento) City(Ciudad) State(Estato) Zip(Zona)

\ aoree widh he exppuSon More_
Yobs  ball be el o, ud the Qgrowdh
‘pm‘ dhe [ Can e e I a b-@r‘\bf-cf —

T
I

P/a ce e b‘L

Response to Comments U.10-547 July 2005



O’Hare International Airport

Final EIS

050407_02

MFGardner@aol.com To 9-AGL-600-OMPEIS/AGLIFAA@FAA
04/07/2005 09:35 AM cc
bee

Subject Cemeteries should not be displaced by O'Hare expansion

The destruction of St. Johannes and Rest Haven Cemeteries by the plan proposed for modernization of
CO'Hare Field in Chicago is a violation of religious freedom for those with relatives buried there (such as
me). Some of the graves (including those of my ancestors) were made when coffins were made of wood
and these will have deteriorated and cannot be respectfully moved. Therefore they should be left in place.

In addition, the cemeteries, still in use today for burials, by the way, have an historic value as well as a
religious significance.

Allowing the desecration of these cemeteries will set a terrible environmental precedent and will add to the
disrespect of our time for anything older or religious.

PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW THE GRAVES TO BE MOVED.

Marilye Gardrer

Marilyn Gardner

1630 Madison Street
Evanston IL 60202-2036
847-866-9159

Comment

Response

1

Please see topical response I-1.

Response to Comments U.10-548

July 2005
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Final EIS

050408_01 I

From: Kevin Colbert@faa.gov on behalf of OMPEIS@faa.gov
Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2005 6:40 AM

To: geokline@comcast. net

Subject: Re: O'Hare Modernization Project

Message Received, Thank-You

Comment Response
1 Please see topical response A-4.
2 Please see Chapter 5, Sections 5.10 and 5.11 of the EIS for

FAA'’s assessment of impacts to biotic communities, as well
as threatened and endangered species.

In addition, detailed information on the species studied by
the FAA can be found in Appendix N of the EIS.

)'Hare Modernization Project

Response to Comments U.10-549

July 2005



O’Hare International Airport Final EIS
Comment Response
3 Please see topical responses D-1 and D-2.
4 Please see topical responses A-1 and M-1.
at onmental
1 be ha [ ]
2
Response to Comments U.10-550 July 2005
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