
Governor Kate Brown 
Office of the Governor 

East Columbia Neighborhood Association 
8105 N Brandon Avenue 

Portland, OR 97217 

900 Court Street NE, Suite 254 
Salem, OR 97301-4047 

CC: 
Speaker Tina Kotek 
Senator Lew Frederick 
Port of Portland 
POX Citizen Noise Advisory Committee c/o Chairman Mark Clark 

Dear Governor Brown, 17 June 2019 

Today we are writing to request your intervention and assistance. As community 
representatives we are requesting that you direct the Oregon Air National Guard to discontinue 
using the Overhead Continuous Descent Approach (OCDA) when landing at Portland 
International Airport (POX). 

Within this letter, we address (1) Entities and Special Terms involved, (2) Impacts of Noise 
Pollution, (3) Timeline of Pertinent Decisions and Actions, (4) Community Consent and Equity, 
(S) Alternative Solutions to the Current Situation, and (6) Conclusions. 

Entities and Special Terms relating to OCOA at POX: 

POX: Portland International Airport. POX is situated within a residential metropolitan area and 
has established commercial flight paths in line with airport runways. The North and South 
runways both run parallel with the Columbia River. 

ORANG: Oregon Air National Guard, the air component of the National Guard under control of 
the Governor of Oregon. The 142nd has a base at POX. The existence of a military base at a 
major civilian airport is unique to Portland, Oregon. 

OCOA: Overhead Continuous Descent Approach. The OCDA is an "overhead break," which is a 
landing procedure used by military pilots to expedite landings in potentially hostile areas. This 
maneuver has fighter jets circle over Portland residential neighborhoods twice in route to the 



runway(s) at POX. Also referred to as the OHCDA, CDOA, and CDA. Fighter jets executing the 
OCDA arrive in groups of 2 to 4 jets at speeds faster than civilian aircraft. When ORANG 
practices this maneuver at POX, fighter jets fly at low altitudes over civilian residential 
communities, thus creatingatleasttwo acts of noise pollut1on on the ground. The high speeds 
produce louder noise than conventional lower speed approaches. The OCDA establishes new 
flight paths and resultant noise levels over areas that historically had none. See Appendix "A" 
OCDA Flight Paths. 

Port of Portland: A State of Oregon entity that serves as the Portland International Airport's 
owner, operator, proprietor. The Port of Portland will be paid a total of $1.00 in rent by ORANG 
for leasing the land at POX for the next 50 years. 

POX Noise Management Office: The office within the Portland International Airport 
management hierarchy that manages the Noise Abatement Program, supervises the CNAC, and 
serves as the interface between the community and the airport. 

CNAC: Citizen Noise Advisory Committee. A Port of Portland advisory committee, comprised of 
community members from the Portland metro area, focused on aviation noise issues. CNAC's 
recommendations are non-binding. 

NoJetsPortland.com: Portland neighborhood activist group and petition with over 1,100 
Portlanders committed to stopping ORANG's use of the OCDA over Portland residential areas. 
NoJetsPortland.com is not opposed to military jets landing at POX or ORANG's mission and 
presence at PDX. 

ECNA: East Columbia Neighborhood Association. ECNA is a City of Portland recognized 
organizational entity. 

Woodlawn NA: Woodlawn Neighborhood Association. Woodlawn NA is a City of Portland 
recognized organizational entity. 

CAN: Cully Association of Neighbors. CAN is a City of Portland recognized organizational entity. 
Due to a combination of geography, meteorology, and classism, Cully is the neighborhood that 
has experienced the most negative effects of the OCDA. 

CNN: Central Northeast Neighbors. CNN is a City of Portland recognized association of 
Northeast Portland neighborhoods. 

NPNS: North Portland Neighborhood Services. NPNS is a City of Portland recognized association 
of North Portland neighborhoods. 



FAA: Federal Aviation Administration. FAA is charged with providing safe and efficient 
aerospace. 

NEPA, EIS, EA: The National Environmental Policy Act governs all actions taken by federal, state, 
and private entities working with federal facilities or funded by federal funds. EIS 
(Environmental Impact Statement) and EA (Environmental Assessment) refer to different levels 
of review and documentation. An EA or EIS is generally required when a federal agency 
proposes actions that result in significant impacts. 

WHO: World Health Organization. The WHO recognizes "noise'1 as a form of pollution. 

Impacts of Noise Pollution 

The World Health Organization recognizes noise pollution as a serious environmental issue that 
is responsible for a range of health effects, including sleep disturbance, stress-related mental 
health risks, and tinnitus. The WHO has observed that children living in areas with high aircraft 
noise have delayed reading ages, poor attention levels, and high stress levels. Conversely, the 
WHO has also observed that reduced noise exposures in neighborhoods can generate economic 
and social co-benefits such as higher property values and increased levels of pedestrian street 
activity and social interaction. 

Portlanders have testified on the record at CNAC that the noise-polluting OCDA landing 
maneuver causes physical, mental, and psychological health issues. It shakes houses and 
windows. It can trigger PTSD. Many have testified to losing sleep, to losing the ability to work 
from home (due to not being able to talk over/shout over the OCDA maneuver), and/or not 
being able to hear themselves think or even converse with a person standing in front of them 
for the duration of the OCDA(s). Many attest to flinching at non-OCDA sounds that were 
previously tolerable. This is likely a result of the increased use of the OCDA, which 
fundamentally alters the soundscape and psychological landscape of the city. 

Julia Olson, a child development specialist with a focus on early neuro-physiological and neuro-
psychological brain development, and who lives in the Kenton neighborhood of Portland, 
states: 

"Let us understand that this is not simply a recurring violation of a disturbing of the peace, but is 
also a molestation of the cognitive and emotional senses. It is a sabotage on the 
neurophysiology, the neuropsychology, of our central nervous systems, as human beings. It 
incites fear, deep fear also known as terror, it makes children cry, it triggers PTSD in our 
veterans and our homeless citizens, it creates an acoustic environment of war, and so much 
more. It truly "rapes" the senses. It is intolerable." 



Timeline of Decisions and Actions regarding OCDA at POX: 

• For decades, ORANG fighter jets landing at POX have used the straight-in approach used 
by commercial traffic. The noise created by this landing is comparable to a commercial 
aircraft landing. 

• During the 1980s, 1990s, and early 2000s, ORANG attempts to use the OCDA at POX, 
which would have necessitated the use of the spiral-down landing maneuver over 
civilian residential neighborhoods. These attempts are all rejected by the Port of 
Portland Noise Management office. 

• 2002: The OCDA maneuver is tested at the west end of the airport; after 10 days, it is 
rejected by the Port of Portland. The PDX Aviation Director states that "The data that 
was collected made it clear that the overhead approach increases noise in 
neighborhoods close to the airport." See Appendix 11 B11 letter from Port to ORANG, 
dated August 12, 2002, and supporting Noise Management Office report dated June 21, 
2002. 

• 2008-2009: Port of Portland approves use of OCDA at east end of PDX in spite of 
strenuous community objections. See Appendix "C", letter from Cully Association of 
Neighbors. 

• 2008-Present: The OCDA maneuver creates a flight path where previously there was 
none approved. This industrial practice extends noise, vibration, and pollution into the 
residential community where none had existed before, and likely violates NEPA and FAA 
protocols. 

• 2009: Portland City Council, State Representative Michael Dembrow, and State Senator 
Jackie Dingfelder send letters to ORANG in support of the community's position on 
public health, safety, and quality of life. See Appendix 11 0 11 letters from Portland City 
Council, Dembrow, and Dingfelder. 

• 2017: ORANG and Port of Portland propose testing OCDA at west end of POX and 
increasing frequency and hours of operation. 

• 2017, May through 2017, October: ORANG conducts a 6 month test period to massively 
increase use and frequency of OCDA at POX. Citizens in residential neighborhoods are 
outraged. Cully, Concordia, East Columbia, Roseway, Sumner, Woodlawn, Piedmont, 
and CNN are most affected and most opposed. 

• 2017, May through 2018, November: Neighborhoods, neighborhood coalitions, 
individuals, and businesses testify and submit letters and petitions objecting to the 
OCDA maneuver. See Appendix "E" Community letters 2017, 2018. 



• 2018, March: CNAC supports the residential community. The POX sponsored Citizen 
Noise Advisory Committee reviews the OCDA test, test data, community response, and 
other available testimony including that of Port of Portland staff and the ORANG. CNAC 
concludes that the maneuver is not compatible with the communities on west end of 
POX, and it should not be allowed. Considerable discussion also ensues over 
compatibility with the communities on east end of POX. 

• Though the CNAC recommendations do not preclude continued use of the east-end 
southern runway, the committee does recommend that the ORANG use the east and 
west-end northern runways. This recommended solution would route ORANG aircraft 
over the Columbia River, and away from residential neighborhoods for most of the 
landing maneuvers. 

• 2018, March 8: CNAC recommends against use of OCDA on West end South runway at 
POX and rejects other ORANG proposals to increase use and frequency of OCOA based 
on evidence that it is damaging and disruptive to people living in nearby neighborhoods. 

• 2018, Summer: Port of Portland management allows ORANG to disregard CNAC 
recommendations. ORANG implements OCOA landing maneuvers over neighborhoods 
at west end of POX. 

• 2018, Summer: ORANG leadership, after a year-long public process, rejects the 
recommendations of CNAC, rejects public feedback, and increases OCOA landing 
maneuvers above residential neighborhoods. ORANG establishes a flight path above 
west end residential neighborhoods that previously had none. ORANG's actions and the 
Port of Portland's (in)actions once again likely violate NEPA and FAA protocols. 

Community Consent and Equity 

• Moving or expanding the impacts of aviation noise without analysis is contrary to FAA 
policy. Chapter 17 of the FAA's Airport Desk Reference calls for, at minimum, "[an 
analysis of] new or revised flight procedures at less than 3000 feet AGL [Above Ground 
Level] ... over noise sensitive areas not previously overflown. 11 This precisely describes 
the implementation of the OCDA at POX. See Appendix "F, 11 FAA Airports Desk 
Reference, Noise. 

• Port of Portland, as the airport proprietor has the duty and authority to protect the 
community from new encroachments of this nature. See Appendix "F, 11 Federal Aviation 
Act 49 uses 1431. 

• ORANG's use of the OCOA moves noise, vibration, and air pollution into residential 
communities that previously had none, despite continuous objections. The health and 



livability impacts could last forever. 

• Communities most affected are diverse, predominantly lower income, and historically 
marginalized. Marginalized communities also deserve protection from the impacts of 
noise pollution. 

• Community members met with ORANG leadership to discuss and request written 
commitments. ORANG declined and reserved the right to change its mind. 

• Communities should not have to mount a public relations and political outreach 
campaign every time ORANG has a whim to renege on its verbal agreements. This 
burden is too great, and disproportionately affects lower income, migrant, and 
communities of color. 

• Future ORANG leadership, without institutional knowledge of the community opposition 
to the OCDA, may attempt to expand its use again. ORANG's long track record suggests 
this is possible, if not likely. 

• The notion that those who choose to live close to the airport shouldn't complain about 
airport noise belies the fact that the OCDA is distinct from regular airport noise and that 
homeowners and renters alike have a reasonable expectation that their property will 
not suddenly fall under a new military flight path when previously they weren't under 
ANY flight path. 

• Military maneuvers do not belong in, on, or above civilian residential neighborhoods. 

• The OCDA increases aircraft-crash exposure to community members. 

Alternative Solutions to Current Situation 

1. Minimize the impact of the OCDA landing maneuver by only allowing practice 
immediately prior to a squadron's deployment. 

2. Limit use of the OCDA landing maneuver to the POX northern runway. This moves 
ground level impact to the Columbia River. 

3. Discontinue the use of the OCDA at POX. ORANG can do what it did for several decades 
before: prepare to be mission-ready by practicing the OCDA elsewhere. To suggest that 
the ORANG can't be ready if it doesn't use the OCDA at POX is to suggest that ORANG 
was not combat ready for the duration of the Cold War. 



Conclusions 

We believe that you, as Governor of Oregon, and therefore as the Commander-in-Chief of 
ORANG, actually have the power to do something about this unfortunate situation. We have 
gone through the proper public process and channels, and sought to curtail ORANG's use of the 
OCDA landing maneuver, but to no avail. This is a public health issue because Noise Pollution 
and its consequences are real. The OCDA is a military practice that is incompatible with 
residential settings. 

ORANG's stated reasons for performing the OCDA landing maneuver at POX amount to the 
convenience of saving time and gas money. The Guard is sacrificing our peace and quality of 
life in the name of defending those very same things. It doesn't make sense. 

If the Oregon Department of Transportation built a bridge over our neighborhood without 
permission or proper mitigation and compensation, and with minimal public dialogue, ODOT 
would be sued. The OCDA is similar, because ORANG has established a permanent transit-way 
(low-altitude flight path) over our heads, yet has done so without permission, mitigation, and 
compensation. The Port of Portland, as ORANG's landlord and as an agency that is beholden to 
FAA and environmental rules, has failed in its duty to ensure that its tenant, even a military 
tenant, complies with federal environmental policy. 

This is a social equity issue, a private property value issue, a public health issue, and most 
obviously, it's a significant quality of life issue. The Oregon Air National Guard's disregard for 
public processes and civilian recommendations in residential areas are cause enough for you to 
intervene and wield your authority and not just because the next generation of fighter jets are 
objectively louder. There is an injustice here that can be corrected simply by following 
protocols. 

Imagine if Oregon Guard ground troops, tanks, and jeeps routinely drilled through the streets of 
your neighborhood. No one would tolerate that, because it would be considered to be an 
unacceptable industrial use for an area that is zoned residential. Though the technology of 
flight is seemingly miraculous, it is no less mundane. It's a failure of imagination to not see that 
the practice of these industrial maneuvers is unacceptable whether through, on, or above 
civilian residential neighborhoods. Just because the OCDA occurs hundreds or even thousands 
of feet above your head doesn't make it acceptable. 

It's also a failure of imagination on the part of previous administrations to not recognize that 
these significant changes to the character of multiple neighborhoods calls for, at minimum, an 
EIS process. You, however, have the opportunity to rectify this situation. Please order ORANG 
to discontinue the use of the OCDA at POX. If you are unwilling to take this action, please 
intervene to minimize the negative impacts of the OCDA by only allowing its use before 
deployment or limiting its use to the northern runway of POX. You have the power to improve 
the lives of many. 



We would welcome the opportunity to meet with you and your staff and answer any questions 
that you might have. Thank you again for your time and attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

)J;/, ~-
Gary M. ~, Chairman 7 
East Columbia Neighborhood Association 

Appendix of attached documents: 

A: OCDA Flight Paths 

Andrew E. Pritchard, Spokesperson 
N oJ ets Port I and. com 

B: Steve Schreiber, PDX Aviation Director, letter to ORANG 2002, and PDX Noise Office report 
C: Letter from Cully Association of Neighbors, 2008 
D: Portland City Council 2009, and State Representative Dembrow and Senator Dingfelder 2009 
E: Community letters 2017, 2018 
F: FAA Airports Desk Reference, Noise and Federal Aviation Act 49 uses 1431 
G: Pre-Test Period petition Spring 2017 
H: NoJetsPortland.com petition with over 1,100 signatures. https://www.nojetsportland.com 
I: Post-Test Period petition winter 2018 

Note: Additional pertinent documents are available upon request. 





OCDA Flight Paths 

Port of Portland document showing the OCDA flight paths. In practice, aircraft fly beyond these 
boundaries. The majority of OCDAs occur at the East end of the South runway, which clearly 
establishes a new military flight path over primarily residential areas. 





August 12. 2002 

Vice Commander Brad Applegate 
Oregon Air National Guard 
142FW/CC 
6801 NE Comfoot Road 
Portland~ Oregon 9721~2797 

Dear Vice Commander Applegate: 

After reviewing the discussion on the Oregon Air National Guard's proposed overhead 
approach procedure during the last Citizen Noise Advisory Committee (CNAC) meeting, 
reviewing the noise office's field data during the test periods and having a number of 
internal discussions,, the Port of Portland has recommended to the FAA that the Air 
National Guard F-15's. not be affowed to fly the overhead approach procedure. The data _ 
that was collected made it clear that the overhead approach increases noise in· 
neighborhoods dose to the airport.. 

· The idea of additional testing was also proposed at the CNAC meeting.. Based upon the 
data currently avaifabfe, it is our opinion that any new tests or modifications of the 
procedure ( changes in altitudes or speeds) would not significantly reduce the noise 
levels in neighborhoods adjacent to the airport ·. 

The ORANG is an important partner with POX as we work on aircraft noise issues. The 
dialog between the 1Port, the CNAC, and the Air National Guard was beneficial and 
mustrates the willingness of the Guard to address noise while at the same time 
maintaining readiness and providing for Homeland Defense. We appreciate your 
understanding of· the balance we must find between airport operations and community 
impacts. and look forward to continued cooperation"' · 

Sincerely, 

~~Q....·.L 
Steve Schreiber 
Aviation Director 

cc: Gary Thornton, Chair. Citizen Noise Advisory Committee 
Ray Ballantyne, Manager, Federal Aviation Administration. Portland Tower 
POX Airport Issues Roundtabfe ._ 
Chris Corich, General Managers OperatioAS-and..Mainteoance .. ...,, e ...... 0-Xu.-.. ______ _ 
Joe Walicki, Manager, Noise Office, POX 

Pon Of PoB.TtAND u.r NW EvsJUrrT Polm.AND OR 97209 • Box 3529 PolttUND OR 97208 • 503-944 .. 7000 



Ove~head Approach Monitoring 

Introduction: 

• From May 6 to May 16, 2002, the Noise Management Office conducted a series 

of attended noise monitoring sessions for the Oregon Air National Guard 

(ORANG) as they tested an overhead anival procedure. 

• The ORANG set forth several objectives in a letter to the Citizen Noise Advisory 

Committee (see attached). One objective was to reduce aircraft noise levels at 

PDX. They are ~, ... concerned about noise problems ... and want to help in any 

way possible ... " ORANG suggested that the overhead patterns will actually 

decrease noise levels. 

111 The purpose of the monitoring sessions was to determine if the procedures 

decreased or increased noise in the surrounding communities. 

How the test flights were recorded: 

• Data collection sites were located in residential neighborhoods that are in 

close proximately to the airport and under proposed overhead arrival routes. 

(See attached maps) 

• Data collected includes both runways 1 OR and 28L overhead and straight-in 

arrivals. 

• This study focused on ORANG F-15 arrival noise data only~ 

3 



Facts to consider:. 

• The attended monitoring sites are located on the sid~ streets of neighborhoods 

where automobile_ traffic noise and the ambient noise levels are m,gher than the 

ambient levels in homes and back yards. 

• Aircraft measurements were occasionally contaminated by community noise such 

as auto traffic. 

• Overhead aircraft arrived in pairs; however, only one radar track is recorded (see 

attached flight track maps). It is typical for the military to have only one aircraft 

with an ATC beacon· code "On,, while flying in close fonnation .. 

• The overhead procedure calls for weather conditions of a 3500' ceiling and 

visibility of 5 miles. Based on bistori~l-weather data, these conditions exist 28% 

oftheyear 

• ORANG typically has arrivals at PDX during weekdays at 10:00 and 14:00 hours. 

Findings: 

• The results of the monitoring in general show that the overhead procedure 

increased noise levels on the arrival portion of the overhead maneuver when 

compared to a straight-in arrival. Ambient levels ranged between 43-57 dBA .. 

Overhead Log Max levels ranged between 74.5-82.3 dBA. 



• There was added noise in communities that received little or no aircraft noise · 

activity at all when the straight-in approach is used. The noise was noticeable 01 

the ground in the vicinity of the overhead approach .. 

• Some of the actual overhead arrival routes were outside the poiposed ORANG 

routes. Some of the aircraft flew further into residential communities 

Conclusion: 

We were onl:y asked to look at the noise concern.. We did not consider any other factors 

such as national security concerns, tactical training, etc. In general this procedure 

added to the overall noise in neighborhoods adjacent to the airport. ·. 

Field work and report complied by: 

Bob Noble and Eric Petersen, noise technicians, and Matt Tjostolvson, noise intern. 

Noise Management Office 

June 21, 2002 





Cully Association of Neighbors 
4415 NE 87th · . 

Portland, OR 97220 

October 23, 2008 

Jason S·c.hw A V'f1-

PO Box 3529 
Portland, OR 97208 

RE: Cully Association of Neighbors (CAN) objects to the Overhead Approach over the 
Cully neighborhood by the Oregon Air National Guard (ORANG) F-15 jets. 

By unanimous vote on September 9, 2008, CAN passed the following resolution which is 
reflected in the meeting minutes: 

'"CAN strongly objects to proposed changed flight patterns designated "overhead 
approach/break" because of increased noise and public safety risk. We are very 
disappointed that this issue was not publicly raised by the PDX airport with the 
neighborhood. " 

CAN' s resolution was presented at the monthly Citizen Noise Advisory Committee 
(CNAC) meeting on September 11, 2008 by Erwin Bergman, Quality of Life chair for 
CAN and long time member of CNAC. 

CAN' s objections to the proposed change in procedures whether for testing only or as a 
revision of a flight route are: 

1) Shifting noise from a long existing and accepted flight route to a new location 
where noise sensitive residential properties have not been exposed to high 
noise levels from direct overhead flights is not acceptable in the aviation 
regulatory framework. 

2) Furthermore, shifting flight patterns and noise from a primarily noise 
compatible industrial and commercial zone to primarily noise sensitive 
residential area is a ''real NO, NO" in the regulatory framework. 

Both arguments reflect first the very fundamental goals and guidelines of the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) having Congress mandated oversight over US aviation. 
Secondly this change in flight pattern is diametrically opposite of long standing 
philosophy goals and planning efforts by Portland International Airport (PDX) to route 
aircraft as much as possible away from noise sensitive residential areas. 



At the Noise Compatibility Planning efforts (Part 150) a few years ago, we were 
''admonished" time and time again by FAA representatives of these pitfalls. CAN had 
expectations, that after passing on our objections to PDX at the September 11 th CNAC 
meeting, that the overhead approach procedures either for testing or as a standard waiting 
to be adopted would cease. This, however, seems not to be the case as CAN's objections 
are being ignored as flights continue over head. In fact, PDX staff at an impromptu 
huddle advised that testing will continue until the end of February '09. 

Can sees this as a breach in promises made by PDX in an undated information bulletin 
(August 08) disseminated apparently to CNAC members only. Erwin Bergman was on 
vacation during August and did not become aware until his return on September 5th

• Toe 
PDX bulletin stated that "the procedure will be contingent upon community acceptance. 
If we (PDX) find that the community is impacted by the procedures, we reserve the right 
to withdraw our support which will likely result in the FAA declining further requests for 
arrival procedure." 

It is noteworthy that upon repeated urging for an appropriate response, Erwin Bergman 
was told that PDX did not believe that the 4 or 5 complaints that they received about F-15 
flights suggested a significant community impact Realistically, when counting call-in 
complaints, one must also consider that a very small number of residents are even aware 
of the complaint hot-line number, thus creating an artificial PDX evaluation. In contrast, 
CAN believes that a resolution passed unanimously by over 40 residents at the September 
meeting is much more indicative of the community's concern. 

CAN would also like to point out that PDX potential use of the Day and Night Average 
Noise Composite (LDN) to evaluate impacts to CAN with and without overhead flights 
will not reveal real impact levels to quality of life. LDN buries short loud noise events by 
averaging noise energy and making them disappear which is contrary to the actual noise 
energy emitted when an F-15 is shooting over your head. Worldwide, the LDN is viewed 
more and more as an inept and abstract descriptor/metric for aviation noise. 

Gary Thornton, a long time Vancouver CNAC member expressed the same concerns 
about the overhead approach in an August 12th e-mail to the PDX. 

As explained by PDX bulletin to CNAC members, 6'due to noise impacts, in the past 
ORANG pilots have had to fly to other airbases in order to practice the over head 
approach," but now because "fuel prices have risen while the military budget has been 
reduced", "ORANG developed a new procedure" to be used at PDX. 

CAN feels that monetary reasons for using the overhead approach at PDX should not be 
considered. We believe that PDX handled this issue poorly. We urge POX again to 
discontinue testing of the overhead approach and consider its potential adaptation as a 
routine arrival procedure as deleterious to CAN, its neighbors and not representing a 
neighborly action. 

Sincerely, 

Erwin Bergman 

CC: Portland City Council, House Representatives Tina Kotek and Jackie Dingfelder 





February 19, 2009 

Major General Raymond F. Rees 
Adjutant General 
Oregon National Guard 
PO Box 14350 
Salem, Oregon 97309-5047 

Dear Major General Rees, 

1221 S.W. Fourth Avenue• Portland, ()It 97204-1994 
Phone: 503-823-4000 • TDD: 503·823-6868 

www .portlandonline.com 

The. Portland City Council is writing to you in response to a safety concern that was brought to our-attention· by the Cully 
and Concordia neighborhoods of NE Portland. The Air Guard's recent change to the continuous descent landing • 
approach for F-15 jets over residential neighborhoods in Portland is of great concern to the Council. We encoµrage the Air 
Guard to pursue an altematiVe landing option that does not invo1ve adde4 risk to the safety of Portland residents. 

Portland City Council is aware that the .continµous descent approach is generally used for training purposes to allow our 
pilots to prepare for possible attacks on their fighters. In the past these landµrg:operations were not utilized with any 
regularity at the PDX Air G.uard~faciii:ty. Auhe de~ity .of the City around the airport is growing and with recent lessons 
from the-December 2008 ·F-18 crash in San Diego, Calif orni~ we believe this approach poses a real safety threat to the 
residents currently affected by this exereise. 

Additionally, the noise and vibration created-by the approach Tesults in excessive impacts on our citizens and businesses. 
The continuous descent approadh ,4oes not have .the same impact ·or a comparable noise to local road traffic. It has a 
different tonality and was found to be app~o~~tely twice as loud as the previous approach based an a preliminary 
review of available noise data. Sound levels .ftpm. t~e contin1,1o"QS desc-ent protocol were measured in the upper 60's to 70 
dB A ran.gel) a level of noise at-which citizens are forced to ~e raised voices to communicate effectively. 

Portland City Council deeply appreciate$ th~ needs of the. Air Guard to appropriately train their pilots. We believe also 
that safety of both members oftl1e Air Guard and the.citizens on the ground below are of.paramount importance, a;nd in 
that sp'i:rit, Portland City Council is looking forward to working out a solution that is acceptable to both your program, and 
the safety of the residents of-Portland. 

Toankyou.~ 

Co~:~ 
/Ut'vl A\AA~~ +~ L 

Commissioner Nick Fish Commissioner Amand.a Fti.tz 

.l ,. 







Appendices 

-"'· ....... - ••• :,..,_ ____ 1~•· 

-··· --···-·· .... , ........ ""'· 

Gary W, Kuni, ChJlll"rrtM! 
hst Columbia NelRhborhood As!cc:iation 

i:10.s N l!r:(llndtm Avenue 
Portland, cm 97 211 

Mr. Pl\ilSuat1&lrom 
Man~er, Avi.;;.Lioo NoJsa Progr.).m 
Portlllnd interriotional .-.\lrpD"rt 
7000 NE Airport Way 
Po,,Uario'. OR 972: 18 

j 

4/lS/2011 

I'm writing to info.nn YOL1 th.at the East Col-.sl'nbia Neigtiborh,ood A!:iSO<-;~t.ion i~ going on re<::Qll'd 
oppos.ing ttJ.e incre,;i&ed frc~uurM;f, ,aUowallJe hou,-.., !Ind expansion ::o runways 10 Rand 10 Lof 
~he ANG cverhe3d approach pr~(;tioo maneuvel":5-, 

Areas to tti~ wes( of POX am heavnv rt:siiJential .nd we ~h~I?' the-p,roposerl m.oin9uve.rs w.l 
riegatiwlv imp.act :the i'ivahlllt't' nf CUr' ui!r1.;,hborhood. Tc this end w,;: Mve crei1tll'.!d a pc.iition and 
i.t'Jtend to gather signatu m, to de mor1strate com 'TlU nity si.: p~ort fo.- our posiUon, 

i jock fo:rward to dls,cvssing th is matrer with vcu and repres.::,llaU,.·es of rhe CNAC, FAA, and 
ANG, 

s•n~r~, £ •. _ _,JJ/ ~./ 
Ga~ Chai,ma~ -, 
fast Columbia ,,.eighborhood .o~l;otiaUon 



Appendices 

DELTA MANAGEMENT CO. LLC 
.203 t:. He~l:'rve Vanc.ouver. WA 9S"56, 
'luVW~.deltarr1an.1y1~rl\f--:-n 1·c·,c::,.r-nm 

May4.2017 

Te1 \Vl1on ll Mlily Concern: 

(':i60) 696·-4-448 
fax(.~60) 695--7 970 

Vle have re,c.enlly i~n1cd 1h1;1t the Oregon .. .\i.r 'Natirmal <iuard inh-:1.1ds to fly -cw~ce 
tho 1)umlx:r af f-15 jt"ts ~.1-.,,er Lhe P.u:,;,_ .r.<1lurrhi1J Ncigbbtlr::tood. at low ~lt:va1in11s~ fllr 
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Mr. Bill Wyatt 
Executive Director 
Port of Portland 
PO Box 3529 
Portland, OR 97208 

Dear Mr. Wyatt, 

East Columbia Neighborhood Association 
2209 N. Schofield 

Portland, Oregon 97217 

1 June 2017 

First, let me congratulate you on your pending retirement. One of the biggest retirement 
challenges encountered by many of us, is stepping back from a hectic schedule and 
transitioning to enjoy a quieter life. I wish you and your family all the best as you make this 
transition together. Today, my primary reason for writing is to inform you of an inappropriate 
situation developing over our neighborhood - East Columbia, and request your intervention. 

The Oregon Air National Guard, with support from the Port of Portland, have begun 'testing' a 
different landing approach for the F-15 fighter aircraft. Ostensibly, this maneuver benefits the 
community by getting aircraft on the ground quicker and reduces time in pattern and noise 
impacts on the ground. However, there is a rather significant social cost that I believe is being 
completely overlooked or not sufficiently appreciated by those making the decisions. 

I can tell you from personal experience that this maneuver creates a very heavy impact on 
residential communities near the ORANG base, including East Columbia. The POX Noise 
Management Office tells us that this six month test period will be used to gage community 
reaction and gather data during the aircraft's landing operations. Some community reaction 
has already been provided; at the May CNAC meeting my neighborhood turned in petitions 
calling for a stop to the testing, signed by over 200 individuals. For a small neighborhood like 
ours, gathering over 200 signatures in about two weeks speaks very loudly of the community's 
reaction. 

Since then, testing has continued '" and I believe the notion that your Noise Management Office 
can gather meaningful data is flawed. The FAA does not release flight-track data for military or 
law enforcement aircraft, so your people taking sound level measurements on the ground can 
not correlate those measurements to aircraft locations. 

Also, the very nature of these low-level approaches creates annoyance and panic rather than 
extremely high dB sound levels. The sleeping babies wake up, the night-shift workers wake up, 
those working from home are disrupted and lose productivity. 

Social stress throughout our society is near an all-time high. Introducing extremely loud, low 
flying fighter aircraft into the residential community is very disruptive. It increases the "kick-



the-dog" syndrome and is just plain wrong. We have clearly communicated this to your PDX 
Noise Management team but received no relief 

i urge you to immediately halt this misguided and very poorly defined 'test' immediately! 
Please investigate this matter and let me know what can be done. 

Very Sincerely, 

e; I j} j 

Jl:./l{,~ /I// ,-,v'C-7 
Gary M. Kunz, Chairman 
East Columbia Neighborhood Association 

Attached: Copies of petition signatures Bill Wyatt only 
cc 
Ted Wheeler, Mayor 
Amanda Fritz, Commissioner 
Dan Saltzman, Commissioner 
Nick Fish; Commissioner 
Chloe Eudaly, Commissioner 
Honorable Tina Kotek, Oregon Speaker of the House 
Honorable Lew Frederick, Oregon State Senator 
Jim Carter Commission President, Port of Portiand 
Phil Stenstrom, Manager PDX Noise Management Program 



Appendices 

From: Tish Moll 
Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2017 7:16 AM 
To: PDXNoise <PDXNoise@portofportland.com> 
Subject: Attn: Citizens Noise Advisory Committee - regarding f14 jets 

Attn: Citizens Noise Committee 
I wrote you a lenghtly email last night regarding the jet landing maneuvers. One 
more observation I neglected to express and would like to add: 
I of course have spoken to other friends and co-workers about this issue who do 
not live in my neighborhood. From 4 of them I have heard this response (I'm 
paraphrasing, but all expressed the same thought) "I know! I was shopping in a 
Cascade Station store and I heard them and it was unbelievably loud"! One of 
them actually said her heart started pounding, like a panic attack, thinking a 
plane was crashing into the store. Think about that. Unsuspecting shoppers 
actually experiencing panic because of the jets. Not good! 

From: Tish Moll 
Sent: Wednesday, August 23, 2017 9:02 PM 
To: PDXNoise <PDXNoise@portofportland.com> 
Subject: Attn: Citizens noise advisiory committee - Jet landing maneuvers over Cully 
and Sumner neighborhoods 

I am writing this letter to summarize my complaints to you for this summer's 
assault on my livability because of the air force jet's landing maneuvers directly 
over my home and neighborhood. I have written emails to you before in the last 
couple of months. I hope they have been read and are still on record. I know you 
are having a meeting sometime in early September. I will be unable to attend but 
would like to have my input considered. The jet noise this year will be winding 
down as summer wanes, but I know that if you as a committee don't have any 
clout or intention to stop this assault on our livability it will start again next spring 
and we will have the same intolerable conditions to deal with all next spring thru 
the summer next year. I do not want that to happen and I don't feel it should. 

Points to consider: 
I know you have been tabulating complaints this year, you need to consider 
those numbers will not be accurate as your phone line to register complaints was 
overwhelmed in late June and early July. I know this because I was not getting 
my calls returned and when I persisted I finally got through and received an 
apology with the explanation from the person manning this line that he was 
simply overwhelmed and could not return calls. At this point it seems reasonable 
to surmise many people would give up calling again with any new complaints , as 
all they received was a recording and no calls were returned in a reasonable 
amount of time. I also came to find out the web site to register complaints had 
technical i.t. problems, probably lasting well over a month. Therefore that site 
was unavailable to who knows how many would-be people wanting to complain. I 
myself persisted to get this problem fixed and resolved, but in the meantime 
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untold people were unable to get a complaint thru via that resource either. It is 
again reasonable to assume that many people gave up. The point I am trying to 
make here is you need to consider that your complaint numbers are undoubtedly 
lower than they would be had the complaint system been working correctly all 
summer. In reality, your complaint numbers are probably worthless. I have the 
feeling the complaint lines are just there to appease people anyway and are used 
just as public relations tools. If that weren't the case, the complaints would be 
listened to and action would be taken. We have been under noise assault all 
summer and I certainly haven't heard or seen any let up. This may be a test 
period for you and the Air National Guard, put consider that during this test 
period, we the people in these neighborhoods have had to be the guinea pigs. It 
has not been fun! 

The flights this year were over the top in number and the new tighter flight 
landing made the jets fly directly over my house at a very low altitude many times 
a day almost every day. This is during the peak period of our outdoor livability 
and enjoyment in Portland, and it certainly was detrimental to my livability. I have 
a right to enjoy my own back yard, read a book, putter in the garden, relax in a 
lawn chair, - whatever - without fighter jets directly over my house constantly. 
What this does to a person's psychological well-being is not good. When the 
"visiting" jets were here for a couple of weeks the noise and frequency was off 
the charts! It felt like I was living under a dog fight of jets. That period especially 
was totally INTOLERABLE! The whole season has been bad, but if I have to go 
through that again next summer I will be very very angry and upset about it. I do 
not feel friendly or hospitable to those "visitors". PLEASE DO NOT INVITE 
THEM BACK. 

I informed you via this email site earlier this summer that I saw visible discomfort 
from my dog more than once as jets were directly over my home. She would 
actually moan as the jets were overhead. I heard from a neighbor of mine that 
her dog also showed physical discomfort, moaning as they flew over. As I am 
sure you are aware dogs hearing is very sensitive. I asked in a previous email to 
you that acceptable noise levels for animals be investigated and considered by 
you. I hope you did look into that. IT SHOULD BE CONSIDERED. This is a 
residential neighborhood these jets are impacting and we certainly have a right to 
have our beloved pets not be subjected to this noise assault either. It is worse for 
them than us humans, and NEITHER our pets nor ourselves should be subjected 
to this at all, let alone at the frequency we have been this summer. I know the 
time, hours, and days of maneuver restrictions have been lifted. Those 
restrictions are the LEAST that can be done. The restrictions should be 
reinstated. 

There is a new park going in the Cully neighborhood next year, which is 
wonderful for that neighborhood of Portland. Unfortunately that park will not be as 
pleasant as it could be because of the air force jet noise it will be subjected to. 
There is a high school (Helensview) which is very near to where I live that the 
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jets fly directly over at a very low altitude. Those students should not be 
subjected to those frequent high noise levels. Our neighborhoods should not be 
subjected to this. We do not live on an air force base, we do not live in subsidized 
housing that military personnel living on air force bases do, we pay property 
taxes to live in a livable environment . Your committee along with the Air National 
Guard need to consider all this as you make decisions regarding acceptable 
noise levels and the frequency of these jets that we are subjected to. What 
sounds good on paper from the powers that be and helps one side needs to be 
countered with the livability issues and voices from the other side . 

One last point I would like to make. About 10 - 15 years ago when the military 
landing maneuver were first happening over our neighborhood I went to a 
meeting where the agenda stated a certain time period for public input. That 
sounded good to me, your committee was going to listen to public input. The 
meeting was about what the committee's recommendation would be, whether or 
not to give their approval for these jet maneuvers. I remember this vividly -
IMMEDIATELY after the public input period (where many concerns and 
complaints were voice~), a pre-written motion was read, then approved, that the 
committee give their approval. It was infuriating, almost a slap in the face! It was 
as if to say, " we set aside a time for public input, but we certainly weren't 
listening. Our motion to approve had already been written" --- I hope your 
committee still doesn't have that kind of attitude, that you are not just giving lip 
service that you care about the public's concerns. Because our concerns are 
real, our complaints are valid. OUR LIVABILITY ISSUES NEED TO BE HEARD. 
Sincerely, 
Patricia Moll 
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To: Mr. Vince Granato 
PDX Chief Operating Officer 

Dear Mr. Granato, 
The Cully Association of Neighbors (CAN) encourages you to reject the Air National Guard (ANG) 
request to expand the scope of its Continuous Descent Approach (CDA) at PDX. At the 
September 12, 2017_ CAN meeting we unanimously voted to oppose the proposed CDA 
expansion for a 6 month trial period and not to make it permanent. 
CAN ASKS YOU THEREFORE: NOT TO ALLOW CDAS ON WEEKENDS. NOT TO ALLOW CDAS 
BEFORE 9:00 AM AND NOT AFTER 5:00 PM. NOT TO ALLOW VISITING ANG UNITS TO FLY 
CDAS. 
By approving this CDA expansion you, PDX. would be trading away the quality of life of CAN 
residents as an offset for a tighter jet fuel budget. Redmond and K. Falls, both considerably less 
populated that the Portland Metropolitan areas, should be the least disruptive and most . 
appropriate locations for PDX ANG. Certainly visiting units should be directed there. 
To CAN is it appears further as a total absence of sensitivity by the ANG to invite other ANG 
units to come to PDX and fly CD As after over 8 years of complaints and opposition to the CDA 
by residents. At a previous September 9, 2009 CAN meeting we had likewise unanimously and 
vigorously opposed the first CDA here at PDX on the promise that the program would be 
abandoned if sufficient complaints would be received. The complaints came in and are still 
coming in, but the CDA s continued and were never cancelled. PDX ignored its neighbors! 
In 2008 CAN was told of some fine tuning of the CD As had been done, if so, however, their 
present day to day execution is very annoying and unacceptable. CAN has so far endured 8 
years of direct overhead CD As. From a fairly low daily and total number of CD As we have 
witnessed an increase of up to 21 and possible more daily CDA noise events. Up to May 2017 
CDAs were only flown between the hours of9:00 am to 5:00 pm. Now we are facing CDAs from 
sunrise to sunset and instead of weekdays only it would be expanded to the entire week. Thus 
technically 365 days or continually. Quiet weekends will be a thing of the past, at least in CAN! 
As an additional present to CAN is a standing invite to other ANG in the US to join in flying CDAs 
here. Visitors we were told would be advised in advance of the guidelines they were to be 
"faithfully" observed, such as boundaries, speed, power settings etc. One of the requirements 
to stay north of the Columbia Blvd. has been ignored by visitors and local ANG all the 8 years in 
spite of 8 years of complaints. 
Noise bursts from intermittent spooling up have been especially annoying. Finally instead of 
limiting a flight to 2 aircraft now up to 4 jets fly their CDA together, extending each annoying 
event. 
It should be noted, at this time, that CAN's concerns and request is not about regular daily 
activities at PDX, but directed at CDAs only. CAN residents were or should have been aware 
when they moved to CAN. They however were not aware or expected to low level military 
overflight corridors to be established over their historic neighborhood boundaries. 
On this basis CAN believes that Aviation Laws and FAA Regulatory Framework is not being 
followed and CDAs are inconsistent by: 
1. A change from a long existing and accepted flight route to a new location, where noise 
sensitive residential properties have not previously been exposed to a high noise level 
from direct overflights. 
2. Furthermore shifting flight patterns and noise from a primarily more compatible 
industrial and commercial to a primary noise sensitive residential area is a real NO NO in 
the Aviation Regulatory framework. 
3. As a reminder the PDX Part 150 Noise Compatibility Planning Meetings attendees (CAN) 
were time and time again ADMONISHED·on these points by FAA staff. 
Throughout aviation, addressing noise is a significant issue, reflecting findings over time best 
described by the World Health Organization (WHO) showing that Air traffic exposed population 
exhibit significant annoyance levels based on the severity of exposure. WHO defines health as 
"state of complete physical, mental and social wellbeing and not merely the absence of disease 
and infirmity". This implies that noise induced annoyance, especially when sudden, additional stressors at 
CAN have been the documented including poor air quality from diesel exhaust and arsenic, lead and 
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other hazards air pollutants from local glass fabrication. 
You may ask yourself why CAN is directing its request of the Director of Operation/Chief 
Operating Officer instead of CNAC, it being the voice of the public providing input, feedback and 
advise to you the proprietor. As the proprietor of the PDX airport you have been given by law 
the right and responsibility to DETERMINE and CONTROL all activities at the airport other than 
the "control the flight of the aircraft" being federally preempted. Rights and responsibilities of 
the airport proprietor are convincingly in case and statutory law including: 42 USCS Pubic 
Health and Welfare- Noise Control US Supreme Court. Burbank v. Lockheed Air Terminal US 
Supreme Court. Griggs v. Allegheny County Federal Aviation Ac 49 USCS 1431 Federal Aviation 
Regulation, Part 36. The Airport Proprietor. These laws make it convincingly clear, "That: Low 
level overflight may be considered a nuisance, an interference with the full and complete use of 
a property and in the constitutional sense represents a "taking" Airport proprietors must 
therefore consider locally determined desire for quiet. 
"The Airport Proprietor in a brief law summary had been provided to CNAC members in the 
past listing proprietor's rights to include being able to deny the use of its airport on the basis of 
noise consideration like CDA activities, a restriction that Steve Schreiber had previously 
exercised by working with and through the FAA. Other obligations would require the proprietor 
to obtain noise easements known as Avigation Easements .. .lf CD As become permanent as a 
very specific landing procedure. 
You may ask yourself why CAN is directing its request at the Director of Aviation or, it's Chief 
Operating officer instead of CNAC being the voice of the public. By its very nature CNAC is only 
advisory and not an action group or organization like PDX. As a proprietor however you have all 
the rights and responsibilities to act on our requests. 
Your decision to support or to deny the ANG requested expansion of the CDA should this 
obviously be based solely on a finding that CDAs will or will not impose an extraordinary, 
unreasonable or excessive impact on an affected neighborhood. This to be based on the level 
of complaints both in the number and intensity and that being the sole yardstick. AS CNAC 
members represent a rather large metropolitan area it is reasonable to assume that only one or 
two CNACmembers with firsthand knowledge could adequatel4resent the affected area 
which only borders the airport. If in addition they would reside in the affected area they then 
would be able to provide the most accurate picture of the effects of CDA over an extended 
period. CNAC members that may or may not have witnessed a well-rehearsed ANG fly day are 
in no position to provide credible evidence as to the day to day reality of living with CD As. Their 
voices should not be heard!! CAN should not be made subject to the NIMBY SYNDROM! 
CAN was told many times that noise from CDAs is not that loud and annoying based on data 
that PDX collected from Carefully orchestrated flight operations and perfect weather 
conditions rather unlike day to day operations. 
Noise readings from staged CDAs arranged by PDX are continuously exceeded by power ups 
during the CDA thus representing meaningless numbers! These loud bursts of noise are 
especially bothersome. 
A minuscule reprieve promised to CAN was to move 35% of the current CDAs to the west end of 
28L (6). With a 4 aircraft formation at that location we observed ship 3 and 4 sailing through 
most of CAN -thus no relief. 
50 year historical PDX weather data make a promised 35% CDA shift to Jo R, certainly quite 
welcome by CAN totally unrealistic: thus no relief to CAN. 
Refreshing was the request by the PDX Noise Office to the ANG to minimize afterburner 
takeoffs as much as possible. By contrast the ANG inviting other ANG with aircraft which 
require afterburner takeoffs make their presence at PDX much more annoying for airport 
neighbors. 
Of real help to CAN however would be to move most or preferably ALL CD As to 28R the east 
end of the north runway which would place essentially all the CD As over the Columbia River, 
there to annoy the sea lions instead of CAN residents. 
We are certain however that the ANG will argue Most vehemently that a 28R is unacceptable 
because: 
1. It would require more taxiing time. 
2. It would require crossing a possibly active runway which FAA is generally not fond of. 
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3. It would waste a lot of jet fuel and certainly a lot less than flying to Klamath Falls or 
Redmond for CDAs there. It is so much easier to impose it on neighboring residents 
4. 28R supposedly has no runway overrun barriers making for a less safe operation. CAN 
questions this. 
Can Believes that we have presented a reasonable detailed and accurate case that CDAs 
together with other stressors have made life in our neighborhood so much less enjoyable. 
CAN looks forward to a positive outcome for us. CAN does not believe that our residents 
should be the scapegoat to offset military budget shortfalls. We would certainly be willing to sit 
down with you to answer any questions you may have. CAN is looking to a positive neighborly 
resolution with PDX. 
Sincerely 
Erwin Bergman, Airport and Quality of Life Committee Chair for Cully Association of Neighbors 
(CAN), Community Advisory Committee representative for Central Northeast Neighbors 

cc. Curtis Robinhold, Executive Director Port of Portland 
Laura Young, Chair Cully Association of Neighbors (CAN) 
Doug Fasching, President Central Northeast Neighbors 
Mayor Ted Wheeler and Portland City Council 
Speaker Tina Kotek District 44 
Representative Michael Dem brow District 23 
US Representative Earl Blumenaur 3rd District 
Senator Jeff Merkley 
Senator Ron Wydon 



September 19, 2017 

Mr. Phil Stenstrom 
Manager Aviation Program 
Port of Portland 

Dear Mr. Stenstrom, 

First I have to thank you that at last week's CNAC meeting you gave me plenty of time to discuss 
CAN's profound concern about CDA's and especially ORANG's proposal to significantly expand 
CDA's as witnessed that very day literally. 

One CDA after another throughout the day! This made living in CAN, a pleasant community of large 
lots with lots of trees, gardens and other greenspaces, rather challenging. 

I am quite aware of the typical aviation argument that most of complaints and concerns are voiced 
by a small minority, which surprisingly is never satisfied with the status quol You also should keep 
in mind that thought concern certainly reflects to a considerable degree the proximity of the 
complainant to the noise source. One should not ignore lifestyle, work during the daytime away 
from home, gardeners and outdoor people and then the indoor folks which are beyond their prime 
or just TV or !Phone junkies. Also keep in mind that number of complaints received do not reflect 
the number of people significantly affected. It takes some efforts as little as it may be, to pick up the 
phone and .. .low and behold and then you cannot find the PDX noise telephone number. 

From my own experience it is reasonable that seeing no results after many calls one would then 
sense futility of ones future efforts. 

Flnally I am glad that the issue of Patriots was essentially untouched at the CNAC meetings. 

Attached please find a copy of the 9/3/2009 letter from the Central Northeast Neighborhood 
Coalition (CNN) agreeing with Cully's serious objection to the CDA program and offering their 
unconditional support. An argument that this letter should not equally apply to the 2017 proposed 
CDA expansion lacks validity. I am sure that you are aware that the vote of CNN directors expresses 
the concern of all neighborhoods within CNN namely Cully (CAN), Hollywood, Madison South, Rose 
City Park, Roseway, Sumner. As of the date of the letter Grant Park Neighborhood Association was 
not part of CNN but now is. CNN's board of directors believe that a challenge or burden to one 
becomes everyone's concern. 

Sincerely, 

I t~~- /1 c ~/U- <-{V ( 
(_/) 

Erwin Bergman 
CAC Representative for Central Northeast Neighbors, NAAC Representative for Central Northeast 
Neighbors 1993-2009, Quality of life for Cully (CAN) 

cc. Vince Graunto, Chief Operating Officer 
Curtis Robinhold, Executive Director 
laura Young, President Cully Association of Neighbors 
Doug Fasching, President Central Northeast Neighbors 

See Attached: Central Northeast Neighbors letter to CNAC 9/3/2009 



ORHO D SER 
North Portland Neighborhood Chairs Network 2209 N. Schofield Street Portland Oregon 97217 info@npnscommunity.org 

Support of the East Columbia Neighborhood Association opposition to the Continuous 
Overhead Descent Approach at PDX 

Position of the 
North Portland Neighborhood Chairs Network 

On November 6, 2017, the North Portland Neighborhood Chairs Network voted to support 
the end of low altitude operations of military fighter craft over residential neighborhoods 
and to oppose the practice of Continuous Overhead Descent Approach to PDX. Additional 
background information on this position supporting the East Columbia Neighborhood 
Association has been prepared for presentation by the Chair of East Columbia 
Neighborhood Association. 

Supporting 
Amber Dennis, Chair, Arbor Lodge Neighborhood Association 
Susan Johnston-Wright, Bridgeton Neighborhood Association 

Gary Kunz, Chair, East Columbia Neighborhood Association 
Jeff Gej_sler, Chair, Hayden Island Nejghborhood Network 

Dannielle Herman, Overlook Neighborhood Association 
Jan DeLeeuw, Chair, Piedmont Neighborhood Association 

Tom Karwaki, Vice-Chair, University Park Neighborhood Association 
Mike Salvo, Chair, University Park Neighborhood Association 

Abstaining 
Tyler Roppe, Chair, Kenton Neighborhood Association 

Scott Mizee, University Park Neighborhood Association 

The North Portland Neiqhborhood Chairs Network a monthly ca1.1n1s of the leaders eleven neighborhood as:s£,ciatfr:ms in North Portland 



CENTRAL NORTHEAST NEIGHBORS, INC. 

January 3, 2018 

4415 NE 87th Ave* Portland, OR 97220-4901 
503-823-3156 

Douglas Fasching, Board President 
Central Northeast Neighbors 
4415 NE 87th Ave 
Port,and, OR 97220 

Mr. Vince Granato 
PDX Chief Operating Officer 
Port of Portland 
7200 N.E. Airport Way 
Portland, OR 97218 

Dear Mr. Granato, 

Currently, the Oregon Air National Guard (ORANG) conducts its Continuous Descent Approach 
(CDA) exercises Monday through Friday from 9am to 5pm. It is now requesting approval to 
expand this allowed time to include all daylight hours seven days a week. On behalf of the 
Central Northeast Neighbors (CNN) coalition, I am writing to ask your support in opposing this 
proposed expansion. 

The residents surrounding the airbase have already experienced the impact of this proposed 
change first hand. With the support of the Citizen Noise Advisory Committee {CNAC), ORANG 
conducted a six-month trial period of this proposed expansion. This temporary deviation from 
the original agreement allowed all of the residents of the impacted neighborhoods to see the 
ramifications of the proposed changes and it gave them pause. Additionally, the original 
agreement was that the aircraft were to fly north of Columbia Boulevard, however during the 
trial many planes flew directly over the CNN office which is on NE Sandy Boulevard. 

At the September 12th, 2017 meeting, the Cully Association of Neighbors moved to "oppose the 
expansion of the National Guard continuous descent approach as outlined in the expansion 
proposal," (Please see attached minutes). 



At our October 2017 Board Meeting, Cully residents Erwin Bergman and Kathy Fuerstenau gave 
a presentation voicing their concerns with Air National Guard flight patterns. Included in their 
presentation was the impact to the surrounding neighborhoods of this proposed expansion 
including potentially harmful noise levels. It was at this meeting thatthe CNN Board voted 
unanimously to oppose the proposed expansion (Please see attached minutes). 

Jn conclusion, I ask you to join the CNN coalition and the Cully Association of Neighbors to 
oppose the proposed expansion by the Air National Guard. 

Thank you for your attention to this very important matter. 

Sincerely, 

Doug Fasching, Central Northeast Neighbors, Board President 

cc. Laura Young, President Cully Association of Neighbors 
Port of Portland CNAC 
Oregon Air National Guard 



Mr. Vince Granato 
POX Chief Operating Officer 
Port of Portland 
7200 N.E. Airport Way 
Portland, OR 97218 
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( LLYASSOC. IATION OF NEIGHBORS 
Central Northeast Neighbors 
4415 NE 87th Avenue 
Portla ~d. Oregon 97220 

2/7/2018 

On behalf of the CuHy Association of Neighbors (CAN), I wish express appreciation for the good work of the Citizen Noise 
Advisory Committee (CNAC} and the ongoing commitment of our community partners at the ?ort ot i>ortland and 
Oregon Air National Guard (ORANG} to continuing productive dialogue and collaborative engagement with impacted 
neighborhoods. Such communication supports CAN's efforts to promote a healthy, thriving, vibrant, equitable and 
diverse community which all feel Wi?lcorrie and safe to call home. 

This letter serves to reaffirm and clarify the intention and desired outcomes of the CAN General Meeting assembly vote 
that took place on September 12th, regarding the CDOA test period, recently referenced In a document from Central NE 
Neighbors (CNN). The community desires specific outcomes including: changes in flight patterns to reduce military 
flights over neighborhoods, reduction of noise Impacts of 4 ship formation by limiting fHghts to 2•ship formations, revert 
to prior agreed upon hours and days of flights (9am - Spm weekdays), prohibit visiting aircraft from engaging in (;DOA 
patterns,. encourage runway utilization (10 vs. 28) to mitigate noise impacts over most impacted neighborhoods and 
more public engagement around the sources of aircraft noise impacts on community (departures vs. arrivals, visiting vs. 
local pilots, etc,). 

As presented to CNAC and to CAN at its May 9, 2017 meeting, ORANG performed a six•month test of an expanded "rapid 
descent" flight routine. As described, the effects were el<.pected to be: a change in flight paths, takeoff and landing 
routines, an increase in number of flights and number of aircraft formation size, more visiting aircraft participating in the 
COOA, and expanded hours and days of operation. It was also indicated that the change in flight patterns and formation 
size would reduce noise impacts over Cully. Near the end of the six month trial period {September lat", 2017) of the 
ORANG COOA four-ship pattern, CAN considered the overall effects of the test on the community. 

The assembly generally held that the intensity, location and timing of the new patterns had Increased rather thar. 
decreased noise levels. and that the duration of noise events in the community to an unreasonable degree, and 
therefore the new routines were objectionable as a permanent change. long term members of CAN also reminded 
newer members of CAN's prior objections to flights over the neighborhood during 2008, when the CAN membership 
voted unanimously to oppose the overhead approach pattern implementation. Therefore, on September 12th, the 
membership and the Board of CAN voted, without opposition and with one Board member abstaining, to oppose the 
continuation of the new routines embe(jded. in the test period. 

It is our hope that ORANG and the Port of Portland will honor the needs of Cully and other Impacted neighborhoods in 
the following ways: return flight hours and days to pre--test schedules, refrain from allowing visiting pilots to fly the 
CDOA and other patterns that wlll errantly take them over neighborhoods, tlmlt the size of flight formations to 2 ship 
patterns for training purposes, encourage utilization of the 10 l/R runway for training purposes to dramatically reduce 
military aircraft noise Impacts on the Cully neighborhood. 

Thank you for your time and consideration of our request. 

Sincerely, 

x~0-_1~~ 
Laura Young 
Chair, CuUy Association of Neighbors 



Mr. Curtis Robinhold 
Executive Director 
Port of Portland 
PO Box 3529 
Portland, OR 97208 

Dear Mr. Robinhold, 

East Columbia Neighborhood Association 
2209 N. Schofield 

Portland, Oregon 97217 

28 February 2018 

The East Columbia Neighborhood Association voted overwhelmingly that the overhead landing maneuver, 
proposed by the Oregon Air National Guard (ORANG), is completely inappropriate when staged over our 
neighborhood. 

During the months of May through October 2017 the Port of Portland in conjunction with the ORANG conducted a 
test of the Overhead Continuous Descent Approach (OCDA) at PDX and above our neighborhood. Members of the 
East Columbia Neighborhood participated in this test by observing aircraft operations, making notes, and finally 
holding a robust discussion during an open neighborhood meeting in November. What we were struck with was 
the difference between the straight-in landing approach and the OCDA. Neighbors participating noted that the 
OCDA had a much greater negative impact on the neighborhood than the straight-in approach. 

Please see appendix A: Summary ofneighborhood observations and comments 

Many of us are ex-military or have relatives currently serving our country in uniform. It is not lost on any of us that 
the ORANG pilots are friends, neighbors, and family members and need training to stay proficient and safe as they 
stand ready to defend our nation. lt is also not lost on us that our commun·,ty members work, sleep, and live in our 
homes within the recognized residential areas of Portland. It is vital that residential areas be protected from 
industrial types of noise and pollutants. The very nature of low altitude jet aircraft operations delivers industrial 
noise and pollutants directly to the inner portions of our residential community. 

We urge the Port of Portland and Citizen Noise Advisory Committee (CNAC) to recommend, as they did before in 
2002, that this maneuver not be allowed over our residences. During the years since 2002 our neighborhood has 
grown in density which only amplifies the negative impacts of this landing maneuver. If that can not be 
done, we'd like to know why and then be afforded the opportunity to be active participants in a fair 
discussion that balances the training needs of the ORANG with the livability of our residential 
community. 

Very Sincerely, 

5'-f . / ti/ . t:_.7,ltJ .,././ ,/id-,'7/ /)/ I / ,: 

Gary M. Kunz, Chairman 
East Columbia Neighborhood Association 

Attached: 
Copies of petition signatures 
Port of Portland letter August 12, 2002 



cc 
Ted Wheeler, Mayor 
Amanda Fritz, Commissioner 
Dan Saltzman, Commissioner 
Nick Fish, Commissioner 
Chloe Eudaly, Commissioner 
Honorable Tina Kotek, Oregon Speaker of the House 
Honorable Lew Frederick, Oregon State Senator 
Alice Cuprill-Comas Commission President, Port of Portland 
Phil Stenstrom, Manager POX Noise Management Program 

Appendix A: Summary of neighborhood observations and comments 

Compared to the conventional straight-in approach: 
The overhead approach is louder when a flight of aircraft approach at their higher speed 
and higher altitude 
The circling descent maneuver delivers noise to residents that previously had none or 
little. 
The latter portions of the circling maneuver bring aircraft extremeiy low above our 
residences, about 400 feet. 
The close proximity of aircraft to homes is very startling and disruptive to normal 
activity. 
The operation of jet aircraft directly above and very close to residences causes 
noticeable vibration to the occupants as well as their homes. 
The operation of jet engines directly above and very close to residences delivers 
additional air pollution to our community. 
The time saved approaching the airfield at higher speed is mostly lost by the additional 
time in the circling descent portion of the maneuver. Net benefit to the community is 
near zero. 
Reduced noise impact on those directly beneath the straight-in approach is zero. No 
one lives in the Columbia River. 
Increased noise to those living farther from the straight-in approach is significant 
because louder higher aircraft direct their noise further into the community. 



Mr. Curtis Robinhold 
Executive Director 
Port of Portland 
PO Box 3529 
Portland, OR 97208 

East Columbia Neighborhood Association 
2209 N. Schofield 

Portland, Oregon 97217 

1 March 2018 

The East Columbia Neighborhood Association voted overwhelmingly that the overhead landing 
maneuver, proposed by the ORANG, is completely inappropriate when staged over our neighborhood. 

We appreciate that the ORANG needs to maintain proficiency through regular training. Many of us are 
ex-military or have relatives currently serving our country in uniform. 
During the months of May through October 2017 the Port of Portland in conjunction with the ORANG 
conducted a test of the Overhead Continuous Descent Approach (OCDA) at PDX. 

Members of the East Columbia Neighborhood participated in this test by observing aircraft operations, 
making notes, and finally holding a robust discussion during an open neighborhood meeting in 
November. What we were struck with was the difference between the straight-in landing approach and 
the OCDA. Neighbors participating noted that the OCDA had a much greater negative impact on the 
neighborhood than the straight-in approach. 

Please see appendix A: Summary of neighborhood observations and comments 

It is not lost on any of us that the ORANG pilots are friends, neighbors, and family members and need 
training to stay proficient and safe as they stand ready to defend our nation. It is also not lost on us that 
our community members work, sleep, and live in our homes within the recognized residential areas of 
Portland. It is vital that residential areas be protected from industrial types of noise and pollutants. The 
very nature of low altitude jet aircraft operations delivers industrial noise and pollutants directly to the 
inner portions of our residential community. 

We urge the Port of Portland and CNAC to recommend, as they did before in 2002, that this maneuver 
not be allowed over our residences! If that can not be done, we'd like to know why and then be 
afforded the opportunity to be active participants in a fair discussion that balances the training needs of 
the ORANG with the livability of our residential community. 

Very Sincerely, 
i 

,,4y)J) fa7/ 
Gary M. Kunz, Chairman 
East Columbia Neighborhood Association 



Mr. Vince Granato 
PDX Chief Operating Office 
Port Of Portland 
7200 NE Airport Way 
Portland, OR 97218 

Dear Mr. Granato March 1, 2018 

This letter supplements my September letter to you honing in an on information already 
shared with you. I am again asking you not to approve the expansion of the CDAS as requested 
by the ANG. 

First thought I would like to share with you how much more my neighbors and I 
thoroughly enjoyed the last nearly six months not have to hear, see and feel military jets flying 
CDA's over our heads. One felt that it was not necessary to repeatedly scout the sky and listen 
for the increasing pitch and rumble of an approaching aircraft bearing into our ambient before 
peace and life can return again- but for how long? A real nuisance we can do without that. 

Secondly I would like to make you aware that your proprietor's approval of the 
expansion of the CDA program, in fact the entire CDA program is inconsistent with FAA 
requirements unless you can offset it with other efforts detailed later. 

Who am I? 

For the benefit of some, especially people in the decision loop, though it would not be 
inappropriate to tell them that I have worked for just about 30 years with PDX on a various of 
technical, operational and planning activities representing Cully and the Central Northeast 
Neighborhood Coalition and myself. Having been extensively involved with aviation/aircraft 
noise issues it bothers me immensely when I hear that if you don't like it you are free to move 
away; or why did you pick your home site knowing that the airport would be your neighbor? 

Due diligence? 

I moved to my house at 5330 NE Holman (adjacent to Lombard Blvd) in 1970, approx. 
one mile south from the PDX with departure and arrival corridors at the same distance. My 
daytime noise ambient measured between 45-49 DBA with intermittent small bumps by traffic 
and trains. Nighttime ambient typically is around 40 DBA. 

My wife and I are both retired and thus & not away from home like a typical 8-5 person. 
Our living area at home faces the airport, and windows are typically open weather permitting. 
We have a large vegetable garden and fruit trees making for lots of "fresh air". Our home is 800 
ft. south of Columbia Blvd, identified as the southern boundary of CD As. GA and cargo feeder 



aircraft fly occasionally over our home. We feel that the sky overhead is ours; that is before 
CDAs! 

Where are the planes? 

CNAC and PDX noise management staff have consistently questioned the location and 
route of CDA aircraft provided mainly by complainants. While I cannot vouch for accuracy of 
information by others I will totally stand behind my observations. An aircraft observed directly 
overhead, that is at 90 degrees directly over my home is 800 ft. south of its operational boundary 
goal. No radar track will improve accuracy! !When aircraft progressively move laterally and 
more and more change into "very close" or "way off'. My observation suggests that about 40% 
of CD As occur Significantly south of the Columbia Blvd- boundary. 

We hear you! Really? 

PDX in approving the CDA in 2008 and 2017 promised that if neighborhood impacts 
would be too severe by the number of complaints received, they would stop CDAs. In spite of 
significant complaints PDX did not stop pursuing CDAs. One wonders what the level of 
complaints has to be to stop the program. Evidence collected throughout the western aviation 
world clearly shows that complaints received at various airports are "ONLY THE TIP OF THE 
ICEBERG". Unhappy people after many efforts, and not seeing any results from their efforts, 
just give up as a waste of their time. Where will the goalpost be for PDX? 

Inconsistency with FAA requirements 

As CDA affected PDX neighbors are continuing the complaint process with PDX we are 
becoming more concerned that our efforts will fall again on deaf ears, and the full range of CDA 
increases will be implemented Our efforts now have identified an area where PDXs past and 
current approach is not consistent with applicable FAA policies reflected in the FAA 
Environmental Desk Reference for Airport Actions. In section 17 on noise on page 18 we find 
under noise mitigating the following; 

PASTED IN 

1) Operational measures. Some common operation mitigation measures include: (A) change in 
flight tracks or runway usages; 

A) Note: New or revised flight procedure changes at less than 3,000 feet AGL may route 
air traffic over noise-sensitive areas not previously overflown. These procedures must be 
examined, even if they affect fewer people than the no action. This analysis is needed to 
determine if the proposed procedures would cause a significant impact to the newly affected 
community. Mitigation to the area newly affected should be included where appropriate. Be 
sure to assess impacts due to the mitigation. This analysis is needed to ensure mitigation does 
cause more severe impacts that unmitigated impacts.. 



B) Voluntary noise abatement procedures: or 
C) Changes in airport operation acceptable to airport users that do not interfere with 
interstate commerce. 

2) Land-use related measures. Some common land use mitigation measures include: 

A) Buying land or land interests such as air rights, easements, and development rights. 
These measures establish airport-compatible uses of the affected properties; 

First the term mitigation describes an action, namely doing something. It may be an 
action on the ground or on paper. Thus CDA is an action, namely a change in flight tracks. 

Secondly an action must occur at less than 3000ft AGC; again this applies. 

Thirdly it identifies an action over a noise sensitive property area-, again CDA's fit into 
this category. 

Fourth it identifies an area/ property that has not previously been overflown. One can 
argue that point but this area has never been identified as a flight corridor. No attempts have ever 
been made in the past to acquire any rights or easement over it, as it did not have any utility or is 
necessary for efficient operation of the PDX airport. Furthermore CD As over this residential area 
have always been contentious and objected to by the residents from its first proposal in 2002 
with support of neighborhoods and even in the past objected to by a PDX Aviation Director. To 
basically conclude that the past CDA over continuous unabated protection efforts by the 
residence over this residential area made it into a designated and legal flight route and there by 
not meeting this requirement is rather absurd. However we expect it! 

Under these circumstances it appears to me/us that for PDX as the proprietor and sponsor 
of the CD As to continue or even expand their scope is not acceptable FAA consistent resolution. 
An option is a provision in the FAA language that this action/ the CD As would be allowed if it 
could be shown that even by not meeting the three spelled out requirements the action/ CDA 
would have less community impact then their prior flight route in this case the straight 3 degree 
arrival path. Aircraft on this route do overfly an extensive industrial and commercial established 
flight corridor over which any necessary easements, and development freights would have been 
acquired a long time ago. Also significant residential development in this area is "relatively" new 
suggesting that all or many residents have been aware of an established PDX and related aviation 
noise before moving there. In comparison to this established corridor CDAs would by far have 
the most significant impact. Another comparison, principally sponsored by the ANG suggests 
that CDAs would reduce the noise impact over the city. How this could be shown is a puzzle 
since obviously many, many aircraft overfly the city, and a few more or less would not make too 
much a difference unless of course the ANG intends to "fly circles at tree top" level. As a 
conclusionary note one should be aware that according to FAA policy any aircraft over 3000ft 
AGL does not have noise impacts of any significance and thud may be ignored. 



To be consistent with the FAA language CD As should thus at the very least not be 
expanded, in fact they should be stopped altogether! FAA policy has ALWAYS been to avoid as 
much as possible avoid disturbing residential over-flights and most certainly not reroute over-
flights from commercial/ industrial areas to residential areas!! 

Under the Proprietary Exception in Aviation Law PDX as the proprietor has the right and 
in fact the duty to address and work with their neighbors to not adversely affect their health and 
quality of life. FAA and ATC responsibility is to ensure safe Aviation consistent with established 
FAA rules only. 

Sincerely, 

Erwin Bergman 

CNAC Representative for Central Northeast Neighbors, Quality of Life for Cully (CAN) 

CC: Vince Graunto, Chief Operating Officer 
Curtis Robinhold, Executive Director 
Doug Fashing, President Central Northeast Neighbors 
Phil Stenstrom, Manager Aviation Program 



WWW.GOWOODLAWN.COM 

Woodlawn Neighborhood Association 
c/o NE Coalition of Neighborhoods 
4815 NE 7th Avenue 
Portland, OR 97211 
info@gowoodlawn.com 

March 06, 2018 

Re: Overhead Approach by Air National Guard 

Dear Citizen Noise Advisory Committee: 

I 

We are attaching signatures from our Woodlawn Neighbors who are in opposition to the 
use of the "Overhead Break". Many of our neighbors complain of being startled and left 
shaken by the sudden and unusual noise of these Overhead Breaks. These are folks that 
have lived in the neighborhood for many years and likely have become accustom to general 
airport & national guard noise, but find these new additions incompatible with our residential 
settings. 

We urge you to consider halting these low altitude operations over our residential 
neighborhoods. 

Sincerely, 
Shelly Caldwell 
Chair, Woodlawn Neighborhood Association 

;//J(.flL# 
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Mr. Curtis Rjobinhold 
Executive Director 
Port of Portland 
P.O. Box 3529 
Portland, OR 97208 

March 8th, 2018 

Re: ORANG proposed Overhead Continuous Decent Approach (OCDA) 

This letter is being presented to the members of the CNAC and to Mr. Phil Stenstrom, 
manager POX Noise Management Program 

I am a member of the East Columbia Neighborhood and my property is directly affected by this 
proposal over my home. 

I do not give the ORANG or the Port of Portland permission to violate the airspace,above my 
home~ This OCDA is very invasive to myself and has caused me injury. I am demanding that 
this invasion of my US constitutional rights to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness not be 
infringed upon. I am demanding that this OCDA cease and not be approved unless an 
emergency condition presents itself. 

Continuous ringing in my ears attributed to the screaming sound of the engines 
at approx. 1000 ft over my property or in the vicinity thereof. 

Severe Anxiety due to the presents of a massive war machine 0et) overhead at such a low 
altitude. This anxiety has led to my chronic loss of sleep. 

Possible Health problems to my body due to the constance barrage of the pollution spewed by 
the exhaust {burned and unburned) on my Person and any living person or animal on my 
property, my Garden and my animal pasture. This may have a deleterious effect during this test 
period and far into the future if approved. 

Economic Loss of property values caused by the establishment of this OCDA. 

Environmental damages to surrounding parklands and wetlands. 

I am demanding that you not approve this OCDA. 

PH: 503-720-5035 cell 
ediplumb@ gmail.com 





Mr. Mark Clark, Chairman 

East Columbia Neighborhood Association 
Woodlawn Neighborhood Association 
Central Northeast Neighbors PDX CAC 

NoJetsPortland 

PDX Citizens Noise Advisory Committee 

Dear Mark, 8 November 2018 

Thank you and your committee members for all the time and effort that have gone into 
evaluating the Overhead Continuous Descent Approach (OCDA} for well over the past year. The 
entire process has placed a huge burden on both members of the committee and the 
community. 
Tonight, we are requesting that you once again take up this matter with more follow through 
on decisions you've already made. As you recall, there was a lengthy test, analysis, and 
comment period that resulted in CNAC recommending that the OCDA not be allowed using 
runway lOR. This result was conveyed directly to the ORANG and their leadership decided to 
mostly reject the CNAC recommendations. 
In past years the CNAC recommendations have been conveyed by the Port staff to the FAA. We 
request that the CNAC, and Port, jointly tell the FAA that they recommend against use of the 
OCDA on runway lOR. 
Each time an arriving flight requests the OCDA the Air Traffic Controller {ATC} should deny the 
request if it would use runway l0R. We believe it is the duty and responsibility of the Port of 
Portland, as the Airport Proprietor, to represent the CNAC recommendations to the FAA, which 
has final say as to what flight patterns are used. Previously, the CNAC considered and reflected 
the community's desire to maintain a livable environment through strong opposition to the 
OCDA, and can, and should do so again. 

Very Sincerely, 

Gary M. Kunz 
Shelly Caldwell 
Erwin Bergman 
Andrew Pritchard 
Community representatives 
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information. FAA or the sponsor should fully consider the mitigation and balance its benefits 
against those of the proposed action. 

NEPA requires a Federal agency preparing an EIS to discuss mitigation in· sufficient detail to 
disclose that that the agency has fairly evaluated environmental consequences (Robertson 
vs. Methow Valley, 490 U,S. 332 (1989)). In addition, under 49 USC Section 
47106(c)(1)(B), FAA may not approve Federal funding for major airport development 
projects, unless the agency determines that no possible and prudent alternative to the 
project exists and that every reasonable step has been taken to minimizethe adverse effect. 
Major airport development projects are those that involve the location of a runway, new 
airport, or major runway extension. For more information about the mitigation required, see 
FAA Order 5050.48, paragraph 1203(b)(4). In accordance with NEPA and 49 USC Section 
47106(c)(1)(B), an EIS must discuss c3nd adopt mitigation measures recommended by the 
agencies that a State authorizes to plan for the area surrounding the airport. Sections 
8.b(1)-(3) of this chapter provide examples of noise mitigation measures for a proposed 
airport action. If feasible, provide an estimated schedule for undertaking accepted 
mitigation. Where there is a DNL 1.5 dB or more increase in noise over noise sensitive 
areas within the DNL 65 dB or greater noise level, there should be further analysis. This 
analysis is needed to determine whether there noise ·increase of DNL 3 dB or higher over 
noise sensitive areas within the DNL 60-65 dB noise contour. Measures to mitigate these 
impacts should be considered for purposes of NEPA, including: 

\/ (1) Operational measures. Some common operational mitigation measures 
include: /\ 

(a) changes in flight tracKs or runway usage; 

Note: New or revised flight procedure changes at less than 3,000 feet AGL may route air traffic over noise-
sensitive areas not previously overflown. These procedures must be examinea, even if they affect fewer 
people than the no action. Th'is analysis is needed to determine if the proposed procedures would cause a 
significant impact to the newly affected community. Mitigation to the area newly affected should be included 
where appropriate. Be sure to assess impacts due to the mitigation. This anal~sis is needed to ensure 
mitigation does cause more severe impacts than unmitigated impacts. 

(b) voluntary noise abatement procedures; or 

(c) changes in airport operations acceptable to airport users that do not 
interfere with interstate commerce. 

(2) Land-use related measures. Some common land use mitigation measures 
include: 

X.. (a) Buying land or land interests such as air rights, easements, and 
development rights. These measures establish airport-compatible uses of the affected 
properties; 

Chap.17 Page 18 
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(b) Building noise barriers or acoustic shielding that does not attract wildlife 
hazardous to aviation. (See FAA Advisory Circular 150/5200-33A, Hazardous Wildlife 
Attractants on or near Airports; or. 

(c) Sound insulating affected structures having noise sensitive uses (i.e., 
private residences, hospitals, churches, public buildings, or other structures accommodating 
those uses) 

(3) Construction measures. Common construction mitigation measures include: 

(a) limiting the time of day when machinery may operate, blasting may occur, 
or trucks operate on streets traversing noise sensitive areas; or 

(b) recommending the use of muffled heavy equipment. 

Chap.17 Page 19 



"Airports in the United Stales, as a ii.:.ncrn\ rule. an.' nptratcd by a 
local governmental authonty. either a mumctpJhty. a county. or 
some independent unit. These .\irport operators arc closer, both 
geographically and politically, to the probkm of the confh.:t of 
rntcrcsts between lhosc citi1.ens who h .. 1 .. ·c been adversely affected 
hy the aircraft noise and the needs ui the community for air 
commerce. Some airporl operators have exercised the proprietary 
right to restrict in a reasonahle rnannt:r, the use of any runway by 
limiting either the hours during which it may he used or the types of 
civil transport aircraft that may use it" tHR Rep No 36, 88th Cong .. 
1st Se<,;s., 27.) 

''Howcva the proposed leg1-;lation will not affect the rights of a State 
or local public agency. a~ the proprietor of an airport, from issuing 
regulations or establishing requirements a._ to the pcrm1 sible level 
of noise which can be created by aircraft ustng the airport. A1rpon 
owners actinM as propneton. can pre,ently deny the use of their 
a11port::- to a1rcrntl on the basis of noi,e t·ons1dcratiun, so Inn. a-; 
'iUCh cx.c\u,1on Is nond1scnmina1ory 

The Federal Government i ... in no position tn require an 
a1rp~)rt to accept service hy larger aircraft and. for that purpose, to 
ohlain longer runways Likewise. the Federal fit>\.C'rnment 1s in no 
postt1on to require an :urport to accept service hy noisier aircraft. 
and for that purpose obtain additional noi,;e e:\semcnts The issue 1s 

the service desired by th<' airport owner and the steps it i., willing to 
take to obtain the service. In dcalmg \\ith this issue . lhc Fc.:<leral 
Government should nol sub~titutc its Judgment for that of the States 
or clement-. or local go\'crnment who. for the most part. own and 
operate our Nation 's airports Tht: proposed lcg1slal10n is not 
designed anJ \fill not prevent airport proprietor\ from c~clud1ng any 
aircraft on the has1s o1 noise con<i1dernr1ons · 



· A local governing body 1hat owns and 1..,perates an ,urport 1s 

certainly not. hy the Court's opinion. prubihited from permanently 
dosing dowo its facilities. A local governing body could likewtsc use 
tl!. tradit1onal p<>lice power to prevent the csta~lishmcnt of n new 
airport or the expansion of an existing one with\ 11 its territorial 
jurisdiction hy declining to grant the ncce~sary zoning for such a 
facility. Even though lhc local government's decision in each case 
were motivated entirely because of the noise associated with 
airports. I do not read the Court's opinion as indicating thal such 
action would be prohibited hy the Supremacy Clause merely because 
the Federal Government has undertaken the responsibility for some 
aspect, of aircraft noise control. Yet 1f this may Jone, the Court\ 
opinion surely docs no! satisfactorily cxplam why a local governing 
body may not enact a far less "tntrm,ivc" ordinance such as that of 
the city nf llurbank . 

US Supreme Court. Griggs v. Allegheny County 

"The defendant county designed the plan for its airport. 
tnduding the nrrangemctH Clf it, take off and apprnat.:h ureas , rn 
compliance with federal requirements . Allowable co~ts payahle by 
the federal government 11\\.: lu<lcd cost-. uf acquiring land or 
casements through airspace. The 1101.,c . v1hrations, and fear caused 
lo the occupant,; of pJainriff's rc!>idcntial property located near a 
runway of the airport hy 1.:onstant and extremely low ove·r flights 
interfered with the UM' of the owner's properly ln eminent domain 
proceedmgs inslltuted by the plaintiff the Court of Common Pleas of 
Allegheny County held that there h,uJ been a "taking" by defendant 
of an air easement 0vcr plaintiff, propcrt1 and hx.cJ compensation. 
The Supreme Court of Pcnnsvlvania hel<l that if there was a "taking" 
rn the comtit11t1onal sen se. the county "'as no1 ltahlc . 

Th<.'. Supr1Zmc Court ,,1 the llnilt~d .State\ reversed • In an 
Douglas. lhe l\,urt held th.tl ( I J 

,,, 



(2) the defendant county, and n<)t the United. Stales, was the "taker" 
liable to pay the compensation. 

Headnote "Eminent Domain • 103 -- \\hat constitutes taking 
•· air ease men t -- low fl ying airplanes. 

I The no1i.e. vibrations. and fear caused to the oci.:upaob of a 
house located near a county airport by constant and extremdy low 
over flight interfere wllh the use of the owner,; prnpt!r\y ,o a-. to 
amount to a "talcing•· in the const1tut1onaJ ense, and of an air 
easement for which cornpensation must be maJ\.' 

Headnote lt is argued that though there was a "taking". someone 
other than respondent was the taker -- the airlines or the C.A .A. 
acting ai; an authoritcd representative of the United States . We 
tlunk, however, that respondent. which \l,as the prnmotcr, owner, 
and lcs~nr of the airport, wa, in these c1rcumstancc~ the one who 
took the air casement tn the const.tuuonal sen~e Re,pondcnt 
Jct·11.Jcd. ~11h1ccl to the approval ot lhe C A.t\ ., where thl' airport 
would t"le ouiJt, what runways ll would need, their direction and 
length , and what land and nav1gatton easements would he needed 
The Federal Government takes nothing : it is the local authority which 

" decide:-. Lo build an airport vel non, and where 1t 1s to be located. We 
see no difference between 1rs respon,ih1lity for the air eascmcnls 
rH!Ct:s,~ry for oper tion of the airport and its respons1hility for the 
land on which che runways were builL Nor did the congress when 1t 

dcsign~d the lcgt?;lation for a Nauonal Airport Plan. For. a, we have 
already noted, Congrcs, provided in 49 USC* I 109 for the payment to 
the owners of airports. whose plan~ were approvt:d oy the 
Administralf>r. of a share of ''the allowable project costs." including 
the "costs of acquiring land or interesls the1e1n or casements through 
or other i nteresh !l1 r space." 

,I 

use of airport I', 

nc.·cc Sal) 1.urn.,omilant. \1,·hecher 1t he din:,·tcd hy .:.talc p,llicc power 
) 



of ht!-. own rnu1ative: ,.:orreia{illf. right (lt proprietorship is rccogniud 
anJ exempted from Judinally ,kdarcd federal pre cxcmption; -,u1:h 
proprietary n1utrol 1tKludc~ ha-.1c right lP determine type ot air 
servic.:e which airport proprietor wants its fac1lilles to pronde as well 
as type of a1rnal1 to utihzc those facilities and intent of Congress nnt 
lo interfere with such ba'.il.'. airport control is made clear in 
legislative h1slOr) of 49 l'SCS Appx. • 1431; l'itate provision\ and 
rcgulattons prcscnbmg standard or contmucd operation of airports 
with monitored requucmcnt:-., wha:h focu, up()n arrival ot described 
ultmrnte m:u.imum nois.c ll'vcl and limiting land uses subjected 
thereto arnund airport fa,:1lit1e-s are not per se ,ovaltd. but sutc 
provisiom. regulating noi-.c kvds which ocl.-'ur when atn:raft 1, m 
direct Hight. and 1m1v1sion, for levying of criminal fines for violatwn. 
nrc per the unlawful ci:crdsc of police power into ci:clusive federal 
domain of C(lfll1ol O>vt.:'r airc.:rnf I flights 111 operation. and air spa..:e 
managctnC'nt and t.itilllallon in 1nteVitatc and frirc-ign comnwrn_• ( :\tr 
Trnnsport A,so v <. 'rott 197 'i I 

"Pattern ol federal regulatwn of atr transp,)rtat1on docs not predude 
all state m.:t1vity in am:ratt no,~e control; maintenance of action for 
damages hy property owra~rs due to reduced market value hy nol';t.• 
from jet ,urnaft taking ntt and landini at airport would not ronfh .. -t 
with federal law_ i Aaron , _ Lo-. An~eks. 19741 

"Since c.,:cessi,·c airport nni!-e results not only from presence 11f jct 
ain:raft in !hght. hut aho from n.1stcncc of ajrport whose.· lo~:ation. 
rnnways. amt noise ahatcment procedure-.. among other things. arc 
under Jm:ct and immediate control of airport propnctor. atrport 
!lflisc control i, c,;;scntlallv shar~ti rl's.pon'>ihilit_v of federal 
government and airp11rt proprietor: nuisance cause of action against 
proprietor for txcess1vt· airp(lrl muse has not, therefore. been 
federally pre-empted. ((ireatcr WestchC",;;ter Homeowners As-.o. v 
Los Angl'ks. 19791 

· The tad that no 1st' kvd, at partH.:ular area are already unacu·ptabk 
J~,I.!~ 1101 lh'Cl"•;<;arily mc;w that any in,·n'ai;;e in numher L•l th~hh 
w,,uld amouo: lo m,1101 fr,kr.il ,ktion for purpose of t•nvirnnmc:ut;d 
() 



review where it is not 'ihown that action wou\d produce significanl 
change in quality of environment. (Palm Beach Environmental Study, 
81 -3-10 I. CAB Ac!\. Dig, Mar, 198 l, p.68) . 

Federal A vaition Regulation, Part 36 - t"'A A Comments. 
Relation to Responsibility of Airport Proprietors 

"The noise limits specified in Parr 36 arc not intended to substitute 
federally determined noise levels for tho.-.e more restrictive limits 
~c ';;,..td:£:lic o ~s !try, ,hy. individual airport pfQptietors . in ... 
r -p·onse to the ~tooally determined desire for quiet and the locally 
determined need for the benefits of air commerce. This limitation on 
the scope of Part 36 is required rons1stency with the responsibilities 
placed upon tht airport proprietor by the United States Supreme 
Court in Gnggs v. Allegheny County. Consistent with this limited 
scope. this amendment specifies that the Federnl Aviation 
Administration makes no <lt!termination, under Part 36, on the 
acceptability of the pre.scribed noi,e level,; in ahy c;pecific airport 
cnvironmenl." 

"One commenter stated that he assumed that tJ1e Notice was intended 
to protec1 the public from adverse phy,iological and psychological 
cff ects, and that a noise envelope accomplishing this mu,;t be placed 

"One commenter slated that the FAA should limit the noise levels lO 
chose that do nol exceed industrial health standards. vehicle emission 
standards, con, truction welfare standards. or commercial activities 
stau<larch. and rhe FAA should permit local standards to prevail if 
they o.rc more stringc11l than FAA standards. II is agreed that the 
ultimate objective of aircraft noise abatement is the achievement of 
aircraft noise level, ,1m1lar to. or lower than. those of other 
industrial operations. 

7 





Patmon sun1mary 
i and background 

Action petitioned for 

, Printed Name 

i G· ./ 
i tt ~y A 1.111 7. 

' On 4/'! 1/2017 [ast ColumL>H \Nete inionnezJ that tl1e Orf~9on Air Nat1ona! (~uarc1 intends to start d 

l' 
I 
1 

(6, rnonth ·tri:::i!' period m wr11c!, thoy vvciuld rvVICE the nrnnber o! F-·15 jets affectinq our twusEis. AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOUH~-?, •-- SUNHlSE to SUNSET, DAYS/;,, WEEK F()f-< SI>:. MONTHS 
STARTING ·r HIS '.:::.pp11·,J(:\ Plus. once the ''lr;al" is "lone. tt,is could bf:corne a perrnanenl schedu!f,, 

We are vehi:~nH':nUy opposed t,ecausc arb very L /\F:c;E 'v\:·rv NOISY and Vt:ry SC/\HY WIH:ll flyinq 
dimct!v oved'1oac1 at such low t:ilev,:1tions. -dso ,1 ~Feat jf;HI of black soot-iike jHt fuel re~;:Khif-: 
Neighbors vvho ri;::1vti expcnen(;ecl n,es1..:1 it~b in :&:s!::; h.avr: fH)!1P on record sayin~J. "!rs iike !JHHHier: It': 
an F~cH··ptE~rcinq, i ii9!,-pitdH·.Ki sourHL Also, Uif: massive Sl/l' o1 tnesn jets on!y ·J .500 teet lWert1ead ts "terrifying· 
to neighbors vvho haVEJ endured pn:viou~:: sinlilcH trials. ··n1(1 ~VHHJ1iws shake. the pictures on the wal/F:; all shake 

\/Ve. ttv:: lH1d1:::rstqnc•c!. arP u,11c1::•n1Pd c1tt·f~11:; v,iho w9i:: our k:•dders lo acl now to protnct our 1ipht to IIH' poacd11l 
enjoyment o! our property. to protHct u::.:: ! ro1 n addit\ona! no1s1•: poiluhon, as \Mt1i! as air pollutio11 trorn : H .. klitiun:1.i 
bk,ck jet fue! t!mis'.;ions We c:-ill on Uic- of Portland, the (Jrr:9un /-\ir National Gu;:inl lhe Ff-V\. tlH' Pnr! nf 
Portl;u-1d. and thi· Cit!zr,ns Nu:se /\dvi~,nrv 1 :onmiittee to !1;-ilt ,inv act,vity that would tnc,ease F' ·1 h iliqhts tlVPI 

our nt1ighbrn IH,c.,cl. 

.Address 

/ l--/1 /1/1:.- /1 ti JI r;t o~ / 
(112/J 

t'i I 1 N $ ,11~,::,,,., 1 \) ,-

p,:, f1_<~~-vii_ a,,:_ t· /,Al I 

Ernail Address Date 

c:; [i.fy n//(lf )1 z 1 .. - ti-1)1Nr.,l~ i 2 
,/ _,. . }'j ,{ -/ : 

:f-f ,,,f.,v ,,i,1 /1.J?ei .. L/? e::CJ,,,,,._rH$;; ,tr,·t--

, ;t-~/(< Ar- /e.,-<..> t:- t,~u•t.:,J'/S,-: ,:.,'k:?T- ! 
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Pleibf) forw;:nd to Marth,'l Johnston. 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portlanc! 9721 'i BY .APRIL 30, 2017 



Printed Name Signature Address Email Address Date 
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Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 :: (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmaitcom. Thank you. 



Printed Name Signature Address Email Address Date 
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Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 :: (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 



Petition summary 
and background 

Petition to Block Additional F ... 15 Fiy,,,Overs 
Including Six Month Trial Period in 

East Columbia Neighborhood 

On 4/1112017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month "'trial - penod in which they ,vouid fly TVVlCE the number of F-15 Jets affecting our houses, AT LOW 
ELEVA TlONS for EXTENDED HOURS - SUNR1SE to SUNSET 7 DAYS A WEEK - FOR SlX MONTHS_ 
STARTlNG THIS SPRING, Plus, once lhe period 1s done, become a permanent schedule1 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 Jets are very LARGE, very NOISY, and very SCARY when flying 
directly overhead at such low elevations_ They' a.lso leave a great deal of black soot-like Jet fuel residue 
Neighbors who have experienced these Jets p~evous tests have gone on record saymg "Ifs like thunder: 
an ear-piercing, high-pitched sound," A 1so. the massJve size of these jets only 1,500 feet overhead is ternfying 
io neighbors shake, the pictures on the wal!s shake, 
and there can be no peaceful en1ov,ne111 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to ac! no,'l to protect our right to the peaceful 
enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise po!luhon as well as air pollution from additional 
black jet fuel emissions We call on the City of Portland, !he Oregon Air National Guard, the FAA. the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee to halt any activity that would increase F-15 flights over 
our neighborhood 

Printed Name l Signature «< Address i Email Address i Date 
l ; 
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! 
l 

~'![\//',' 'J;r1/Vi- JJfj< 
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\l6fl_Z )JL_J)I Li£ l:!_tldVf!JL .f>t>~t1 {{M-~a~n _____ dJ 
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Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 131n Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 ::. (503) 720-5035, edip!umb@gmailcom, Thank you, 



Petition summary 
and background 

Action petitioned for 

Petition to Block Additional F ... 15 FlynOvers 
induding Six Month Trial Period 

Columbia Neighborhood 

On 4/1112017 East Columbia residents ,,:ere informed that 01e Oregon Air National Guard mtends to start a six 
(6) month tr\ar ;)er,od :n which they T'v'VICE !ne o~ F • i 5 iets affecting our houses, AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS - SUNRISE to SUNSET 7 DAYS .A WEEK -- FOR SlX MONTHS. 
STARTING THlS SPRlNG. Plus. o.:;ce s done. become a permanent sci,ec1u1,c,, 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 Jets are very Lf\RGE. very NOISY, and very SCARY v11hen flying 
directly overhead at such low elevations. They also !eave a great deal of black soot-like Jet fuel residue 
Neighbors who have experienced these jets in prev:ous tests have gone on record saying, It's 1,ke thunder: 
an ear-piercing, high-pitched sound." Also, the massive size of these Jets only .500 feet overhead 1s 'terrifying 
to neighbors who have endured previous similar tna\s. ·Tne windows shake, the pic:ures on ihe 1,valis ail shake, 
and there c,an be no pe;;iceful enjoyrnent your home 

We, the undersigned. are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to protect our right to the peaceful 
en1oyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution as well as aff pollution from additional 
black Je! fuei emissions. We call on !he City of Portland. the Oregon Air National Guard. the FAA. the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee to hall any activ1ly that v1ould increase F-15 !lights over 
our neighborhood 

Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 131h Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30 2017 :: {503) 720-5035, ed1plumb@gma1lcom. Thank. you. 



Petition summary 
and background 

On 4/11/2017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month "trial" period in which they would fly 1WICE the number of F-15 jets affecting our housesl AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS-SUNRISE to SUNSET, 7 DAYS A WEEK- FOR SIX MONTHS, 
STARTING THIS SPRING. Plus, once the "trial" period is done, this could become a permanent schedule! 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 jets are very LARGE, very NOISY, and very SCARY when flying 
directly overhead at such low elevations. They also leave a great deal of black soot-like jet fuel residue. 
Neighbors who have experienced these jets in previous tests have gone on record saying, "It's like thunder; lt*s 
an ear-piercing, high-pitched sound!' Also, the massive size of these jets only 1,500 feet overhead is "terrifying" 
to neighbors who have endured previous similar trials. "The windows shake, the pictures on the walls all shake, 
and there can be no peaceful enjoyment of your home ... " 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to protect our right to the peaceful 
enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, as well as air pollution from additional 
black jet fuel emissions. We call on the City of Portland, the Oregon Air National Guard, the FM, the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee to halt any activity that would increase F-15 flights over 
our neighborhood. 

Printed Name Address Email Address 

Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 :: (503) 720~5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 



Printed Name Signature Address Email Address Date 

Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 .. (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 



Please forv:ard to Martha Johnston. 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 SY APRIL 30, 2017 (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmaiLcom. Thank you. 



I Printed Name i Signature : Address ; Email Address 

l //<-.. -·:> -
Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9508.N.E.:13!1'·,C..ve, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 :: (::.iO3) 



Petition summary 
and background 

On 4/11/2017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month "trial" period in which they would fly TWICE the number of F-15 jets affecting our houses, AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS-SUNRISE to SUNSET, 7 DAYS A WEEK- FOR SIX MONTHS, 
STARTING THIS SPRING. Plus, once the "trial" period is done, this could become a permanent schedule! 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 jets are very LARGE, very NOISY, and very SCARY when flying 
directly overhead at such low elevations. They also leave a great deal of black soot-like jet fuel residue. 
Neighbors who have experienced these jets in previous tests have gone on record saying, "It's like thunder; It's 
an ear-piercing, high-pitched sound." Also, the massive size of these jets only 1,500 feet overhead is "terrifying" 
to neighbors who have endured previous similar trials. "The windows shake, the pictures on the walls all shake, 
and there can be no peaceful enjoyment of your home ... '1 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to protect our right to the peaceful 
enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, as wen as air pollution from additional 
black jet fuel emissions. We call on the City of Portland, the Oregon Air National Guard 1 the FAA, the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee to halt any activity that would increase F-15 flights over 
our neighborhood. 

Printed Name Signatur, " i Address Email Address Date 

\ / I 
Please forward to Martha Johnston, 950$1~ E 13tif Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30. 2017 :: (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. j 



Printed Name Signature Address Email Address Date 
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Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 .. (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 



Petition summary 
and background 

Action petitioned for 

Petition to Block Additional F .. 15 FiyttOvers 
!nduding Six Month Trial Period in 

East Columbia Neighborhood 

On 4/11/2017 East Columbia residents were mformed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month ·trial" period in v,hich they would tly TVV!CE the number of F-15 1ets affecting our houses, AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS - SUNRISE to SUNSET, 7 DAYS A WEEK- FOR SIX MONTHS, 
STA.RTlNG THlS SPRING. Plus. once the ·tnar period is done. this could becorne a permanent schedule' 

We are vehemently opposed because F-i 5 jets are very LARGE, very NOiSY, and very SCARY when Hying 
directly overhead at such !ow elevations. They a!so leave a great deal of black soot-!jke jet fuel residue 
Neighbors who have experienced these jets previous tests have gone on record saying, ·'It's like thunder: !t's 
an ear-piercing, high-pitched sound" Also, the massive size of these Jets only 1,500 feet overhead is "terrifying' 
to neighbors who have endured previous similar !rials 'The windows shake .. the pictures on the walls al! shake. 
and there can be no peaceful en;oyment of your home 

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens v1ho urge our leaders to ac! now to protect our right to the peaceful 
enioyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise po!luhon as ,veil as air pollution from additional 
black Jet f1,;e! emissions. We call on the City of Portland. the Oregon Air National Guard. the FAA, the Port of 
Portland. and the Citizens Noise .Adv,sory <>·-·-"" ·• to halt any activ,ty that ,·;ould increase f .. 15 flights over 
our neighborhood 

P!ease forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 (503) 720-5035. edip\umb@gmaii.com, Thank you. 
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Petition to Block Additional F~15 Fiy~Overs 
Including Six Month Triai Period in 

East Columbia Neighborhood 

I\ Petition summary 
, and background 

On 4/1112017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month •trial" period m which they would fly TW!CE the number of F-15 jets affecting our houses, AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS - SUNRJSE to SUNSET. 7 DAYS A WEEK - FOR SlX MONTHS, 
STARTING THIS SPRING Plus. once the ·tnar penod is done, thJs could become a permanent schedule' 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 wts are very LARGE, very NOISY, and ver1 SCARY v1hen flying 
directly overhead at such !ov;1 elevations. They also !eave a great deal of black soot-hke Jet fuel residue 
Neighbors who have experienced these Jets in previous tests have gone on record saying. "It's !1ke thunder: it's 
an ear-piercing, high-pitched sound·· A\so, the rnassive SiZe of these iets only 1,500 feet overhead 1s ·temfying' 
to neighbors who have endured prewous similar trials · The rnndov1s shake. the pictures on the 1·1a!!s all shake 
and there can be no peaceful enioyment of your home 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to protect our right to the peaceful 
enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution. as well as air pollution from additional 
black jet fuel emissions. We call on the City of Portland, the Oregon Air National Guard, the FAA t!ie Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee lo hait any activ:ty that would increase F-15 flights over 
our neighborhood 

I Si Address Email Address 
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Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30. 2017 ; ; {503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmailcom. Thank you. 



Petition summary 
and background 

Action petitioned for 

Petition to Block Additional F~15 Ffy~Overs 
induding Six Month Trial Perk,d in 

East Columbia Neighborhood 

On 4111 /2017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month trial' penod m they v;ou!d fly nNlCE lhe number of F-15 Jets affecting our houses. AT LOVV 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS - SUNRISE to SUNSET. 7 DAYS A WEEK- FOR SIX MONTHS. 
STARTING THIS SPRING P!us, once the ·tnar period 1s done. mis could become a permanent scheclule' 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 jets are very LARGE, very NO1SY. and very SCARY flying 
directly overhead at such iow elevatmns They also leave a great deal of black soot-like Jet fuel residue 
Neighbors v1ho have expenenced !hese jets in previous tests have gone on record saying, "it's like thunder !rs 
an ear-piercing, high-pitched sound" Also, !he masswe size of these iets only 1,500 feet overhead 1s terrifying· 
to neighbors v1ho have endured pre,,ious similar tna!s The w\ndovis shake. the pictures on the \'Jails all shake. 
and there can be no peaceful enjoyment of your home 

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens \',ho urge our leaders lo act now to protect our right to !he peaceful 
enjoyment of our property, to protect us from addit!Onai noise pollution as ,::ell as an pollution from adtMionai 
biack Jet fuel emissions We cail on t.he City of Portiand, the Oregon lw National Guard, the FAA, the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Nrnse Advisory Comm,ttee to halt any act1v1t)' that ;,·1ould increase F-15 fi!ghls over 
our neighborhood 
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Please fof': .. ard to iv'!artha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 {503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gm;;i1l.com. Tr1ank you, 



I Printed Name Signature Address Email Address Date 

/1/ 

Please fon:1ard to Martha .Johnston. 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 {503) 720-5035, edipiwmb@gmail.com. Thank you. 
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Please forv1ard to Martha ,lohnston. 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30. 2017 .. (503) 720-5035. ed1plumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 



Printed Name I Signature Email Addre&s 
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Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30. 2017 :: (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 



Petition summary 
and background 

Action petitioned for 

Printed Namct 
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Si9nature A.ddress 

,)rt<;, Hi /\ir National Gu<i1rl u itcncJ::; 
ji.~ts aHectlnq our !1l n1se::-' 
A \NFEK ' r; ':r< Sl\ rvldN ;l\'.:~ 

ic1 novv (1, 1irnH·(·\ CHH Ht,.· 1! 

w1:·:!l1 a~; aa 111. ,ilutic1H l1u1 H . !dditi(JI i:.il 
f\J,:ttk)llcil (:;u,:ird, n H' !/\A. n H,' l·\ ,ri O! 
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Petition summary 
and background 

Action petitioned for 

Printed Name 
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J 6 ffh 1nth iriH1 · 
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A WEEK· 

an \'' 'f\• L !\H(·;f , ver1. hJOISY and Vl' 1 \ :;C/\1(\ 
,Jea! <11 blacl<. soot .. Hke iet luei 1e::1nw· 

Nei~1r1tmrs wt,o nave, ex;iern·: ici.:U n·:esc 
.;m edr-p1en·n n l 

We, t11c: t1ndPrs,qnorL are U>IH:t:rtH!<l, 1H/C!11:: v.::r 1 wqc !1.•,Klf:rs tr,, 1ct now to proh'cl ,lUl I iqhl il1c p(:(1cefld 
(:l)joyrnent ,.1i c•ur property H.1 !run, :i(iclit1oqr1i 11C.11.'.:::t: , d~, well as a11 pPl!uhun 11t11n :vhliiiortil 
black jet tuel r,1nissi0115. VVt: ul Port!, n id, tl 11' f\n N~Hlon:.~I C:h1d1 cL the FA/\. ti 11;' r•on i: ,; 

Portland. and th•: c il.veri: Nuisr• /\dV,:•.n1 1 ;( n rnmUu· tu h; dl ;_n ilt1t vvould i111 ·tt,;i:-..c r l. flit 1! ii:, P\/P! 
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Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 :: (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 



Petition summary 
and background 

itional 

bia Neigh 

On 4/11/2017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month "trial" period in which they would fly TWICE the number of F-15 jets affecting our houses, AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS- SUNRISE to SUNSET, 7 DAYS A WEEK- FOR SIX MONTHS, 
STARTING THIS SPRING. Plus, once the "trial" period is done, this could become a permanent schedule! 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 jets are very LARGE, very NOISY, and very SCARY when flying 
directly overhead at such low elevations. They also leave a great deal of black soot-like jet fuel residue. 
Neighbors who have experienced these jets in previous tests have gone on record saying, "It's like thunder; Ifs 
an ear-piercing, high-pitched sound." Also, the massive size of these jets only 1,500 feet overhead is "terrifying" 
to neighbors who have endured previous similar trials. "The windows shake, the pictures on the walls all shake, 
and there can be no peaceful enjoyment of your home ... " 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to protect our right to the peaceful 
enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, as well as air pollution from additional 
black jet fuel emissions. We call on the City of Portland, the Oregon Air National Guard, the FAA, the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee to halt any activity that would increase F-15 flights over 
our neighborhood. 

Email Address Date 

( ( !( / / 

Portland 97211 BY May 4 1 2017 · · (503) 720-5035.ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 



Petition summary 
and background 

On 4/11/2017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month "trial" period in which they would fly TWICE the number of F-15 jets affecting our houses, AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS-SUNRISE to SUNSET, 7 DAYS A WEEK-FOR SIX MONTHS, 
STARTING THIS SPRING. Plus, once the "trial" period is done, this could become a permanent schedule! 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 jets are very LARGE, very NOISY, and very SCARY when flying 
directly overhead at such low elevations. They also leave a great deal of black soot~like jet fuel residue. 
Neighbors who have experienced these jets in previous tests have gone on record saying, "It's like thunder; It's 
an ear-piercing, high-pitched sound." Also, the massive size of these jets only 1,500 feet overhead ls "terrifying" 
to neighbors who have endured previous similar trials. "The windows shake, the pictures on the walls all shake, 
and there can be no peaceful enjoyment of your home ... " 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to protect our right to the peaceful 
enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, as well as air pollution from additional 
black jet fuel emissions. We call on the City of Portland, the Oregon Air National Guard, the FM, the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee to halt any activity that would increase F-15 flights over 
our neighborhood, 

Printed Name Signature Address Email Address Date 

Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 N~ 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30. 2017 :: (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 
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On 4/11/2017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month "trial" period in which they would fly TWICE the number of F-15 jets affecting our houses, AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS - SUNRISE to SUNSET, 7 DAYS A WEEK - FOR SIX MONTHS, 
STARTING THIS SPRING. Plus, once the "trial" period is done, this could become a permanent schedule 1 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 jets are very LARGE, very NOISY, and very SCARY when flying 
directly overhead at such low elevations. They also leave a great deal of black soot-like jet fuel residue. 
Neighbors who have experienced these jets in previous tests have gone on record saying, "It's like thunder; It's 
an ear-piercing, high-pitched sound." Also, the massive size of these jets only 1,500 feet overhead is "terrifying" 
to neighbors who have endured previous similar trials. "The windows shake, the pictures on the walls all shake, 
and there can be no peaceful enjoyment of your home,,." 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to protect our right to the pE;aceful 
enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, as well as air pollution from additional 
black jet fuel emissions. We call on the City of Portland, the Oregon Air National Guard, the FAA, the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee to halt any activity that would increase F-15 flights over 
our neighborhood. 

Printed Name Sig11ature Address Email Address Date 

Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 : : (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 
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Petition summary 
and background 

Petition to Block Additional F-15 Fly-Overs 
Including Six Month Trial Period in 

East Columbia Neighborhood 

On 4/11/2017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six I 
(6) month 'trial" period in which they would fly TWICE the number of F-15 jets affecting our houses., AT LOW I 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS - SUNRISE to SUNSET. 7 DAYS A WEEK - FOR SlX MONTHS, 
STARTING THIS SPRING. Plus .. once the ·'trial' period is done. this could become a permanent schedulel 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 jets are very LARGE, very NOISY, and very SCARY when flying 
directly overhead at such !ow elevations. They also leave a great deal of black soot-like jet fuel residue. 
Neighbors who have experienced these jets previous tests have gone on record saying, "It's like thunder; H's 
an ear-pierclng, high-pitched sound." Also, the massive size of these jets only 1,500 feet overhead is "terrifying" 
to neighbors who have endured previous similar trials. 'The windows shake, the pictures on the walls all shake, 
and there can be no peaceful enjoyment of your home .. 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens ¼'ho urge our leaders to act now to protect our right to the peaceful 
enjoyment of our properly, to pmlect us from additionai noise pollution, as well as air pollution from additional 
black jet fuel emissions. We ca!l on the City of Portland, the Oregon Air National Guard, the FAA, the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee to halt any activity that would increase F-15 flights over 
our neighborhood. 

Printed Name Address • Email Address Date 

Piease forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 301 2017 ;: (503} 720-5035, ediplumb@gmaiLcom, Thank you. 



vvvvw.deitan1anagen,entco.con, 

May 4, 2017 

To Whom It May Concern: 

(360) 696-4448 
f ax(360) 695·-1 970 

We have recently learned that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to fly twice 
the number of F-15 jets over the East Columbia Neighborhood, at low elevations, for 
extended hours. Our company would like to go one record opposing the increased 
frequency, aHowable hours, and expansion to runways 10 Rand 10 L of the ANG 
overhead approach practice maneuvers. We oppose these measures as the jets would be 
flying very low directly over the Columbia River RV Park, a business that we own and 
operate. 

We believe that they additional noise would severely hurt our profits and current 
patrons. As it stands, the jets are one of the most common complaints we get from people 
staying in our park. People stay in our park to enjoy a peaceful atmosphere whiie they 
vacation in the city. The jets are a harsh disruption to that enjoyment The noise itself is 
disturbing enough but, the jets also cause the RV's to shake and rattle. Once word gets 
out that the jets are flying low overhead, from sunrise to sunset, 7 days a week, no one 
will want to stay in our park. 

We ask that the Oregon Air National Guard not implement this plan now, or ever. 
The current plan would hurt our business and bother our patrons. 

Thank}'ou, 

·. v' t.· , · . / •~\ ,L 1} 1 , , ~·1~l 
/Delta Management Co. LLC 



Petition summary 
and background 

Action petitioned for 

On ,·,"·· ,d,·.,·.,r• Oregon NDliunal Guc1rd intends ;o st1rt ;:, :,ix 
(6j mon!i! •trial" µeriod ;n w!iich !hey would ily lV1l!CE tl,e ,1urnb;;;r 0i \=-1o jets u!fectnig our hc\u:se:s, f,T LOW 
ELEVA TlONS for EXTENDED Hrn.ms - to SUNSET. 7 DAYS A WEEK - FOP. SiX MONTHS, 
STARTING THIS SPRlNG Phi,;, nnce th;:; ;;,,.,.;- pe,:.,:d 's ri0ne, this r:•ecnme a permans:mt schedul5l 

VVc (lf(; v(·hvrncn!!y O[}f);}SCd Lf',RGE. NGiSY, ;:rxl very SG/\RY 
u;recL!y ovcr!H:;aU such k.t/;/ elfYvc:11is:;n:.;. gr:2c1i deal b:w:h sool-!i!c.8 jei fmA r0sidu0. 

an ear-p\ercing, high-pitched sour:,J_., Also. the massive size of tr,ese iets only 1 ,5UO feet overr,ead is ·terrifying· 
to neighbors v.,:ho have: Rndmed previous simi!2r tri;:;is The wirniff,;'15 shake, the pirJure,:; on the wal!B 3!1 sha!-:e, 
and {t"!ere can be no pe-3cefof enjoyrnent of ,our hom& 

1.fve, the undersi;:ined, Rre -:::oncf:med i::ilizens vvhe urqf: o,,r !e;:cid2r$ lO act now lo woter:t our right to the pe-:1cs.ful 
prn;frr:t us from ,"lrl,iJ!i,m;:;i n,,isA pnlh ,s'1nn. ::is •,veil ;::i!", Air polh ,tinn fmm ancti\ion;;;i 

th,:: F ;\/\. Port 
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Petition summary 
and background 

On 4/ 1112017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month "trial" period in which they would fly TWICE the number of F-15 jets affecting our houses, AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS -SUNRISE to SUNSET, 7 DAYS A WEEK- FOR SIX MONTHS, 
STARTING THIS SPRING. Plus, once the "trial" period is done, this could become a permanent schedule! 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 jets are very LARGE, very NOISY, and very SCARY when flying 
directly overhead at such low elevations. They also leave a great deal of black soot-like jet fuel residue. 
Neighbors who have experienced these jets in previous tests have gone on record saying, ''It's like thunder; Ifs 
an ear-piercing, high-pitched sound." Also, the massive size of these jets only 1,500 feet overhead is "terrifying" 
to neighbors who have endured previous similar trials. "The windows shake, the pictures on the walls ail shake, 
and there can be no peaceful enjoyment of your home ... " 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to protect our right to the peaceful 
enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, as well as air pollution from additional 
black jet fuel emissions. We call on the City of Portland, the Oregon Air National Guard, the FAA, the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee to halt any activity that would increase F-15 flights over 
our neighborhood. 

Printed Name Signature Address Email Address Date 

Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 .. (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 
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Printed Name Signature Address Emall Address Date 

Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30. 2017 .. (503) 720~5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 
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Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30. 2017 .. (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmaiLcom. Thank you. 



Petition summary 
and background 

On 4/11/2017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month "trial" period in which they would fly TWICE the number of F~ 15 jets affecting our houses, AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS-SUNRISE to SUNSET, 7 DAYS A WEEK-FOR SIX MONTHS, 
STARTING THIS SPRING. Plus, once the "trial" period is done, this could become a permanent schedule! 

We are vehemently opposed because F~15 jets are very LARGE, very NOISY, and very SCARY when flying 
directly overhead at such low elevations. They also leave a great deal of black soot-like jet fuel residue. 
Neighbors who have experienced these jets in previous tests have gone on record saying, "It's like thunder; It's 
an ear-piercing, high-pitched sound." Also, the massive size of these jets only 1,500 feet overhead is "terrifying'' 
to neighbors who have endured previous similar trials. "The windows shake, the pictures on the walls all shake, 
and there can be no peaceful enjoyment of your home,.," 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to protect our right to the peaceful 
enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, as well as air pollution from additional 
black jet fuel emissions. We call on the City of Portland, the Oregon Air National Guard, the FAA, the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee to halt any activity that would increase F-15 flights over 
our neighborhood, 

Printed Name Signature Address Email Address Date 

Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 :: (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 
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Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30. 2017 .. (503) 720-5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 



Petition summary 
and background 
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Petition to Block Additional F,..·15 F(y.,,Overs 
tnduding Six Month Tdal Period in 

East Columbia Neighborhood 

On 4, 1 1;20 ! 7 East Columbia res,ctents ,.,;ere "1in~rned \hat the Oregon Air Nat!Onai Guard mt ends to start a s;l( 
( 61 1r,3, ::)8~ o.::l ·n wi'r<:'1 ::1ey ·::::;,,, :: ' ~- T;".'i C:: :·,e ·,,;~n,::- r/ c - 15 ;ets affecting our houses. A.T LO'N 
ELEVATlONS for EXTENDED HOW?S - SUNRISE !o SUNSET i DAYS A \!\!EEK - FOR s1x f>JOHTHS 
STARTli\C3 1~~HS SPR!t'-~G. Pus, o:--r:.e ~•e :,., a' :;e--c~J s -clv'1e. ::-,.s ::,.\~id d ::,e.co:11e a Jern1a1en: s:.::::1e·ju\e~ 

We are vehemently' opposea oecause F-15 1ets are LARGE ·,ery MOISY and ·.,ery SCARY ,·.,hen flying 
dnectly over!,ead at such lo\\' ele\'ations They also lea'<e a g,ea; deal of black soot-like Jet fuel residue 
Nergnbo,s who nave exoe~ien~etJ t11ese Je:s ::;;ev,00s tes:s :iave gone on record say:ng, li's ri"e :riunder: ifs 
an ear-pierc,ng, n,gh-pitched so1-ind ,. Abo. the rnass1'1e s1z,:, of !'1ese Jets c,,,J}' 1 SJO fee! 0verhead ,;s te~rlyi;19 
to neighbors ;,'/no :1ave endurerJ p:--e\".·JJS s· .. 11 a,... :,...··3~5 Tne ~\•_ ,..,d,:rt".iS sna~.e .. the tic!ures on t:1e -..4..•,3~;s at shake 
and !he!"e can be .:10 aeacet,'Jf e:f"\io·;_;rne•·"1~ o::: "f{"'!-J,r --1.t}01e 

We. the unders19ned are concerned citizens \';ho urge our leaders to act no\'1 to protect our nght to the peacefu! 
en1oymenl of our property, to protect us torn addit100al noise poHut?on as r,ell as air pollution from add1l1onal 
black 1et fuel emissions We call on the City of Portland. the Oregon Air Nat10nal Guard, the FAA. the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise AdvJSOry Committee to halt a0y actmty that •:1ouk1 increase F-15 flights over 
our ne,ghborhood 

1 Printed Name Signature Address · Email Address Date 

. ___________ ., ------·-----------------,--- ,, ________________ .,,, ------------1-~---·---

'-------------'----------------- \, __ ,, ________ _ 
Please for:1ard tc Martha ~iormslon, 9509 NE 13'1, Ave. Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30. 2017 (503} 720-5035, edipiumb@gmall com. Thank you. 



Petition summary 
and background 

On 4/11/2017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month "trial" period in which they would fly TWICE the number of F-15 jets affecting our houses, AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS - SUNRISE to SUNSET, 7 DAYS A WEEK- FOR SIX MONTHS, 
STARTING THIS SPRING. Plus, once the "trial" period is done, this could become a permanent schedule! 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 jets are very LARGE, very NOISY, and very SCARY when flying 
directly overhead at such low elevations. They also leave a great deal of black soot-like jet fuel residue. 
Neighbors who have experienced these jets in previous tests have gone on record saying, ulfs like thunder; It's 
an ear~piercing, high~pitched sound. 0 Also, the massive size of these jets only 1,500 feet overhead is ''terrifying" 
to neighbors who have endured previous similar trials. "The windows shake, the pictures on the walls all shake, 
and there can be no peaceful enjoyment of your home, .. " 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to protect our right to the peaceful 
enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, as well as air pollution from additional 
black jet fuel emissions, We call on the City of Portland, the Oregon Air National Guard, the FAA, the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee to halt any activity that would increase F-15 flights over 
our neighborhood. 

Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509 NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 .. (503) 720-5035, ediplurnb@gmail.com. Thank you. 



/ 
\,,,, __ 't_ ·•-. " "•f 

,-----------.,---------------------------~------------•-"--·---•-"·•----"-•----... --l 
Petition summary 
and background 

On 4/11/2017 East Columbia residents were informed that the Oregon Air National Guard intends to start a six 
(6) month "trial" period in which they would fly TWICE the number of F~15 jets affecting our houses, AT LOW 
ELEVATIONS for EXTENDED HOURS-SUNRISE to SUNSET, 7 DAYS A WEEK- FOR SIX MONTHS, 
STARTING THIS SPRING. Plus, once the "trial" period is done, this could become a permanent schedule! 

We are vehemently opposed because F-15 jets are very LARGE, very NOISY, and very SCARY when flying 
directly overhead at such low elevations. They also leave a great deal of black soot~like jet fuel residue. 
Neighbors who have experienced these jets in previous tests have gone on record saying, alt1s like thunder; It's 
an ear-piercing, high~pitched sound." Also, the massive size of these jets only 1,500 feet overhead is "terrifying'; 
to neighbors who have endured previous similar trials. "The windows st1ake, the pictures on the walls all shake, 
and there can be no peaceful enjoyment of your home ... " 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act now to protect our right to the peaceful 
enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, as well as air pollution from additional 
black jet fuel emissions. We call on the City of Portland, the Oregon Air National Guard, the FAA, the Port of 
Portland, and the Citizens Noise Advisory Committee to halt any activity that would Increase F-15 flights over 
our neighborhood. 

--~----·----_,,,_,_. ______ ,_~···----,---,,--,__~-~·- .. --,-,_. __ , ___ ~---·-- -,-

! Printed Name ! Sign Address 1 Email Address Date - --1 
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Please forward to Martha Johnston, 9509-"NE 13th Ave, Portland 97211 BY APRIL 30, 2017 .. (503) 720~5035, ediplumb@gmail.com. Thank you. 
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Name 

Lisa Lat,n 

Norah Kelly 

Marie Xa,vier 

juhana lllkasik 

Cheryl Larson 

Bonnie Jeffs 

Larry Zimmer 

Mado McCltne~Por 
ter 

Robyn Murphy 

Laurence Bea/ 

Ab Kazati 

Jennifer kazati 

Fran Baumgardner 

Comment 

The noise is extreme and iiteraUy ratt\es OlH windows. More noise 
and more often is extremely unwelcome. 

Thank you for your service airmen Possible to practice in a more r 
emote area? 

This flight pattern ls inapptopri<1tely dose to native natural hab1tat 
and residential areas. In a.dd1tion. these exercises are cauiecl o•Jt at 
low altitude over the linnton energy duster. There mfinite better 
choices for flight paths. 

Please stop this from happening' 

I appreciate what the F-15 pilots do for us everyday. Livmg in East C 

olumbia l hear them daity and have accepted them. But this ne,N sc 
hedule and route wiU be extremely troublesome to us living here. T 

here has to be another solution that does not disrnpt those of llS wh 
o live here to such an extreme ,extePt. Please re-eva'.uate and come 
up with a better solution for alt Thank you. 
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change.org Start a petition My petitions Browse Membership 

Stop the Fighter Jets Flying Over Portland Neighborhoods! 

THIS SHOULD NOT BE THE VIEW FROM PORTLAND RESIDENTIAL AREASII 

Andrew Pritchard started this petition to Port of Portland and 2 others 

1,142 have signed. Let's get to 1,500! 

Stephen McGreevv signed this petition 

Jamie fava signed this petition 

Waipahu, 96797 
United States 

D Display my name and comment on this pet ition 

Sign this petition 

The Oregon Air National Guard (ORANG), based out of Portland International Airport (POX), 
has vastly increased the quantity of fighter jets flying over Portland residential areas and 
practicing their Continuous Descent Approaches (CDAs). WHO, the World Health 
Organization, rates CDAs and other high intensity airplane noise as a serious physical and 
mental health hazard. The fighter jets, mostly F-15s and F-16s, drastically affect the quality of 
life for thousands of Portlanders. They shake houses, rattle bones, ruin the peace and 
sanctuary of backyards, and wake up the sleeping. These jets regularly deviate from their 
accepted flight paths by up to 1/2 mile, fly at low altitudes, increase noise pollution to 
unacceptable levels, and physically endanger those underneath the flight paths. It's the 
responsibility of citizens to prevent ORANG from unnecessarily flying ever deeper and more 
frequently over Portland residential areas on a permanent basis. 

The people of Portland, Oregon demand that ORANG discontinue the massive increase of 
CDAs over residential areas and fighter jets flying over residential areas in general. 
Furthermore, we request that Portland's Citizen Noise Advisory Committee (CNAC) and the 
Port of Portland officially reject the proposed increase in practice flights and residential area 
flyovers. 

The stakes are high. The sound of war planes roaring overhead will become the new 
reality of living in Portland if we don't act now. The increased fighter jet activity over 
residential areas will become the new normal. 5 years from now, when some neighborhoods 
are used to it, they could attempt to increase flight activity and fly even further over Portland. 
This issue strikes at the heart of what it means to be a Portlander. We must say "no" to the 
military-industrial complex parking itself in our living rooms and flying over our schools. Now 
is the time to draw a line in the sand. 

www.nojetsportland.com 





I 

''' Ill li!!I 1!11 

Did you notice an increase in low level jet activity last summer and fall? 
This is not just your imagination! 

FROM MAY THROUGH OCTOBER, THE OREGON AIR NATIONAL 
GUARD (ORANG) AND PORT OF PORTLAND CONDUCTED A SIX 
MONTH TEST OF A REVISED LANDING PATTERN AT THE WEST END 
OF THE AIRPORT. NOW IT IS OUR TURN TO EVALUATE THE TEST 
AND PROVIDE FEEDBACK. 

Did you know? 
That the Port of Portland and the Citizen Noise Advisory Committee (CNAC) have NOT YET decided whether 

to approve this permanent increase in startlingly loud jet activity over our residential area. 
That there is still time to TALK ABOUT IT and let them know how we feel? 
That the East Columbia Neighborhood Association, and several others, have discussed, and voted that this 

landing maneuver is very disruptive to the livability of our community. 
That we do acknowledge the need for training. These pilots are friends, neighbors, and family members. 

What can YOU do? 
Add your voice to the choir by signing a petition to be presented to the Port and ORANG in March. 
Encourage others to voice their opinion. 
Call the POX Noise Hot Line when an inappropriately loud aviation event occurs. 00 

By making a strong statement now, we may be able to find a solution that works for all parties. Many of us 
have friends or family in uniform. We understand the value of a well trained military, but training at low 
altitude over our homes seven days a week is asking too much. High quality neighborhood livability is at risk 
if we don't find a better solution! 



Petition summary 
and background 

Petition to Stop the Operation of Fighter Aircraft 
at low altitude above our redsidential areas 

At the November meeting of the East Columbia Neighborhood Association a full discussion 

of the recently completed six month test of the Continuous Descent Overhead Approach 
landing maneuver by the ORANG was discussed. It was overwhelmingly decided that the low 
altitude operation of fighter jets over the neighborhood is not acceptable. The startling loud 
noise and dose-in source of additional air pollution are not compatible with a residential 
neighborhood. 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act immediately to protect 
our right to the peaceful enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution 1 

as well as air pollution from the operation of fighter jet aircraft close above our homes. We call on 
the City of Portland, the Port of Portland, the FAA, the State of Oregon, and the ORANG to halt 
all low altitude operations of fighter aircraft over our residential neighborhoods. 

Printed Name 
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our right to the peaceful enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, 
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the City of Portland, the Port of Portland, the FAA, the State of Oregon, and the ORANG to halt 
all low altitude operations of fighter aircraft over our residential neighborhoods. 
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Petition to Stop the Operation of Fighter Aircraft 
at low altitude above our redsidential areas 

At the November meeting of the East Columbia Neighborhood Association a full discussion 

of the recently completed six month test of the Continuous Descent Overhead Approach 
landing maneuver by the ORANG was discussed. It was overwhelmingly decided that the low 
altitude operation of fighter over the neighborhood is not acceptable. The startling loud 
noise and dose-in source of additional air pollution are not compatible with a residential 
neighborhood. 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act immediately to protect 
our right to the peaceful enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, 
as well as air pollution from the operation of fighter jet aircraft close above our homes. We call on 
the City of Portland, the Port of Portland, the FAA, the State of Oregon 1 and the ORANG to halt 
all low altitude operations of fighter aircraft over our residential neighborhoods. 

Printed Name SJgnature Address E Mail Address Date 
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at low altitude above our redsidential areas 
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of the recently completed six month test of the Continuous Descent overhead Approach 
landing maneuver by the ORANG was discussed. It was overwhelmingly decided that the low 
altitude operation of fighter jets over the neighborhood is not acceptable. The startling loud 
noise and close-in source of additional air pollution are not compatible with a residential 
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our right to the peaceful enjoyment of our property1 to protect us from additional noise pollution, 
as well as air pollution from the operation of fighter jet aircraft dose above our homes. We call on 
the City of Portland, the Port of Portland, the FAA, the State of Oregon, and the ORANG to halt 
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At the November meeting of the East Columbia Neighborhood Association a full discussion 
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Petition summary 
and background 

Petition to Stop the Operation of Fighter Aircraft 
at low altitude above our redsidential areas 

At the November meeting of the East Columbia Neighborhood Association a full discussion 

of the recently completed six month test of the Continuous Descent Overhead Approach 
landing maneuver by the ORANG was discussed. It was overwhelmingly decided that the low 
altitude operation of fighter jets over the neighborhood is not acceptable. The startling loud 
noise and close-in source of additional air pollution are not compatible with a residential 
neighborhood. 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act immediately to protect 
our right to the peaceful enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution1 
as well as air pollution from the operation of fighter jet aircraft close above our homes. We call on 
the City of Portland, the Port of Portland, the FAA, the State of Oregon, and the ORANG to halt 
all low altitude operations of fighter aircraft over our residential neighborhoods. 
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Petition summary 
and background 

Action petitioned for 

Printed Name 

Petition to Stop the Operation of Fighter Aircraft 
at low altitude above our redsidential areas 

At the November meeting of the East Columbia Neighborhood Association a full discussion 

of the recently completed six month test of the Continuous Descent Overhead Approach 
landing maneuver by the ORANG was discussed. It was overwhelmingly decided that the low 
altitude operation of fighter jets over the neighborhood is not acceptable. The startling loud 
noise and close-in source of additional air pollution are not compatible with a residential 
neighborhood. 

We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act immediately to protect 
our right to the peaceful enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, 
as well as air pollution from the operation of fighter jet aircraft close above our homes. We call on 
the City of Portland, the Port of Portland, the FAA, the State of Oregon, and the ORANG to halt 
all low altitude operations of fighter aircraft over our residential neighborhoods. 

Address E Mail Address Date 



Petition summary 
and background 

Petition to Stop the Operation of Fighter 
low altitude above our redsidential areas 

At the November meeting of the East Columbia Neighborhood Association a full discussion 

of the recently completed six month test of the Continuous Descent Overhead Approach 
landing maneuver by the ORANG was discussed. It was ovt:rwhelmingly decided that low 
altitude operation of fighter jets over the neighborhood is not acceptable. startling loud 
noise and dose-in source of additional air pollution are not compatible with a residential 
neighborhood. 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act immediately to µ1 u1.ect 

our right to the peaceful enjoyment of our property, to protect us from additional noise pollution, 
as well as air pollution from the operation fighter jet aircraft close above our homes, We call on 
the City of Portland, the Port of Portland, the FAA, the State of Oregon, and the ORANG to halt 
a I low altitude operations of fighter aircraft over our residE.mtial neighborhoods. 



Petition summary 
and background 

Petition to Stop the Operation of Fighter Aircraft 
at low altitude above our redsidential areas 

At the November meeting of the East Columbia Neighborhood Association a fut! discussion 

of the recently completed six month test of the Continuous Descent Overhead Approach 
landing maneuver by the ORANG was discussed. It was overwhelmingly decided that the low 
altitude operation of fighter over the neighborhood is not acceptable. The startling loud 
noise and close-in source of additional air pollution are not compatible! with a residential 
neighborhood. 

Action petitioned for We, the undersigned, are concerned citizens who urge our leaders to act immediately to protect 
our right to the peaceful enjoyment of our property/ to protect us from additional noise poltution, 
as well as air pollution from the operation of fighter jet aircraft dose above our homes. We call on 
the City of Portland, the Port of Portland, the FAA, the State of Oregon 1 and the ORANG to halt 
all low altitude operations of fighter aircraft over our residential neighborhoods. 



Woodlawn 
Neighborhood 
Association 

Appendix: Petitions 

HOME OUR WOODLAWN• WOODLAWN NElGHBORHOOD ASSOClATIOt+ EVENTS CALENDAR • OUR BLOG CITY & NElGH!lORHOOD RES{ 

CALM THE SKIES OVER PORTLAND 

Old you nottce an mcreas~ ln low level jet activity last summer amt faff? 
This ts not just-your imagination! 

AND PORT Of= PORTLA.ND CONDUCTED ,4 SfX J:AONTH TEST OF A REViSED 

LANDING Pfl,TTERN A.T THE V-lEST END Of THE AJR?ORT 
EVA.LUfiTE THE TEST AND PROV!DE FEEDBACK 

Did you know? 
• That the Pc~t c>f Portland :snd the c~tzen Nclse Advisory Ccrnmittee {CflA:C) have NOT YET 

declded \Nhether to approv·e this permanent increas,e f,n startHng~y loud jet actvity over our 
residential area. 

• That there is stir/ tirne to TAU\ ABOUT rr a Pd let them ¼(now ho·N we feel? 
· That the East Columbfa Neighborhood Assoclat~on, and severai others, have discussed, 

and voted that this tandtng rnaneuver is very disruptfve to the Hvcbifrty of our comrnunity. 
That Vie do acknov,dedge if:-:e need for training. These pHots are friends, neighbors, ar:d 
famity n-rembers. 

Air National Guard 
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