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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

(Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority/Anyone Collective LLC) 

THIS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is dated August 17, 2020 

for reference purposes and is executed by the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 

(“Authority”), a California joint powers agency, and Anyone Collective LLC (“Consultant”), a 

California Limited Liability company (“Consultant”). 

R E C I T A L S 

A. The Authority owns and operates the Bob Hope Airport (commonly known as Hollywood 

Burbank Airport) (“Airport”) and desires to retain Consultant as an independent contractor to 

provide the following professional services:  FY 2021 marketing and brand support services. 

B. Consultant represents that it is fully qualified to perform such work by virtue of the 

training and experience of its personnel. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 

1. Definitions.  In addition to the terms defined above, the following definitions shall apply 

for purposes of this Agreement: 

A. “Commencement Date”:  July 1, 2020. 

 

B. “Contract Administrator”:  Nerissa Sugars or a duly authorized designee. 

 

C. “Contract Amount”:  $60,000. 

 

D. “Executive Director”:  Frank R. Miller or a duly authorized designee. 

 

E. “Expiration Date”:  June 30, 2021. 

 

F. “Federal Requirements” the federal requirements set forth in the attached Exhibit 

C, which requirements are applicable to projects not funded by an Airport Improvement Program 

grant from the Federal Aviation Administration. 

 

G. “Fee Schedule”:  the fee schedule set forth in the Proposal. 

 

H. “Indemnitees”:  the Authority, TBI Airport Management, Inc., the Cities of 

Burbank, Glendale and Pasadena, and the respective officers, agents, employees and volunteers 

of each such entity. 

 

I. “Insurance Requirements”:  the insurance requirements set forth in the attached 

Exhibit B. 

 

J. “Proposal”:  Consultant’s July 1, 2020 proposal attached as Exhibit A. 
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Prepared for 

 

Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 
2627 Hollywood Way 

Burbank, California 91505 

 PER- AND POLYFLUOROALKYL 
SUBSTANCES (PFAS) SOILS 

INVESTIGATION REPORT 

Hollywood Burbank Airport 
 

Prepared by 

65 N. Raymond Avenue 
Pasadena, California 91103 

Project Number: WR2693 

6 February 2020 
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Federal Aviation Administration

June 17, 2020

TO:
Bob Hope Airport (BGPAA)
Attn: Dan Lichtner
2627 Hollywood Way
Burbank, CA 91505
dlichtner@bur.org

CC:
BURBANK-GLENDALE-
PASADENA APT
2627 HOLLYWOOD WAY
BURBANK, CA 91505
JHatanaka@bur.org

CC:
Bob Hope Airport
Attn: Dan Lichtner
2627 Hollywood Way
Burbank, CA 91505
dlichtner@bur.org

Page 1 of 2

RE: (See attached Table 1 for referenced case(s))
**FINAL DETERMINATION**

Table 1 - Letter Referenced Case(s)

ASN Prior ASN Location
Latitude
(NAD83)

Longitude
(NAD83)

AGL
(Feet)

AMSL
(Feet)

2020-
AWP-2670-NRA

2020-
AWP-1412-NRA

BURBANK,CA 34-12-33.77N 118-21-25.06W 50 811

Description: Temporary drill rig for soil investigation requested by Los Angeles RQWCB at the Hollywood
Burbank Airport fuel yard. Resubmitted for correction of latitude and longitude shown on previously submitted
sketch. Please rush processing. Thank you.

We do not object with conditions to the construction described in this proposal provided:

You comply with the requirements set forth in FAA Advisory Circular 150/5370-2, "Operational Safety on
Airports During Construction."

The proponent is required to coordinate all associated activities with the Airport Manager/Airport Traffic
Control Tower (ATCT) 5 business days prior to bringing in construction equipment/crane to the airport.

The ATCT should be given a phone number to reach the crane operator.

The proponent is required to coordinate all associated activities with the Airport Manager/Airport Traffic
Control Tower (ATCT) in order to ensure the appropriate local NOTAM's are issued whenever men or
equipment are adjacent to the runway or other movement areas.

Any vehicles exceeding Part 77 surfaces and/or operating on movement areas are appropriately marked and
lighted in accordance with Advisory Circular 150/5210-5, Painting, Marking and Lighting of Vehicles Used on
the Airport.

We request that construction equipment/crane be lowered or removed from worksites at night and during other
periods of non-use.

Additional coordination and mitigation may be required if there are any radar effects due to equipment/crane
activity.
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This determination is subject to review if disruption to FAA Operations should occur.

A separate notice to the FAA is required for any construction equipment, such as temporary cranes, whose
working limits would exceed the height and lateral dimensions of your proposal.

This determination does not constitute FAA approval or disapproval of the physical development involved in
the proposal. It is a determination with respect to the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace by aircraft and
with respect to the safety of persons and property on the ground.

In making this determination, the FAA has considered matters such as the effects the proposal would have on
existing or planned traffic patterns of neighboring airports, the effects it would have on the existing airspace
structure and projected programs of the FAA, the effects it would have on the safety of persons and property
on the ground, and the effects that existing or proposed manmade objects (on file with the FAA), and known
natural objects within the affected area would have on the airport proposal.

This determination expires on December 17, 2021 unless:
(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing office.
(b) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) and
an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within 6 months of the date of
this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date prescribed by the FCC for the completion
of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: Request for extension of the effective period of this determination must be obtained at least 15 days
prior to expiration date specified in this letter.

If you have any questions concerning this determination contact Lloyd E. Lewis (424) 405-7316
lloyd.e.lewis@faa.gov. On any future correspondence concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study
Number 2020-AWP-2670-NRA.

Lloyd E. Lewis
DivUser
Signature Control No: 437563841-443143176
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GroundwaterWorkPlanImplementation 

SCOPE OF WORK 

The six existing monitoring wells to be used for sampling are owned by LMCO. These wells have 
pumps installed in them to perform low flow sampling; however, five out of six wells have pumps 
that are not compatible for PFAS sampling. LMCO’s contractor/consultant will remove the 
existing well pumps; store the existing well pumps; and re-install the existing well pumps upon 
completion of the proposed sampling activities. The following presents Geosyntec’s scope of 
work: 

Task 1: Preparation and Planning  

The following tasks will be performed under Task 1: 

• Attend a conference call with Airport/LMCO personnel to go over the logistics, access 
issues, schedule, Airport specific notification and coordination during the implementation 
of the field work described in Task 2. FAA 7640 permitting required for advancement of 
soil boring now designated as SB-5A is already complete. We expect that the Airport and 
LMCO will provide a point of contact to complete field coordination activities;  

• Prepare/update a Site-specific Health and Safety Plan that will be adhered to during the 
proposed work; 

• Obtain necessary permit from Los Angeles County Department of Public Health 
(LACDPH) to advance SB-5A; and 

• Perform other coordination and preparation activities such as ordering supplies, sample 
bottles, coolers, issue work orders to subcontractors, provide PFAS specific instructions to 
subcontractors, etc. 

Task 2: Implementation of the Field Work  

The details of this task are provided in the Work Plan and summarized as follows. Geosyntec will: 

• Collect groundwater samples from existing monitoring wells A-1-CW03R, A-1-CW09, B-
6-CW10, C-1-CW03, C-1-CW06, C-1-CW08 via low-flow sampling; 

• Perform geophysical investigation to clear subsurface utilities at the location of SB-5A; 
• Advance SB-5A via a sonic drill rig while collecting soil samples at each 10-ft interval 

starting from 60 ft bgs to the first occurring groundwater table; 
• Collect a grab groundwater sample at SB-5A; 
• Handle samples appropriately and ship them to the respective laboratories under 

appropriate chain-of-custody (COC) documentation; 
• Analyze the soil, groundwater and quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) samples for 

analysis of PFAS compounds; and  
• Characterize and dispose of the investigation derived waste (IDW).  
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GroundwaterWorkPlanImplementation 

Task 3: Preparation of the Report 

After completion of the activities described in Task 2 and receipt of the laboratory data, the data 
will be reviewed for completeness, appropriate QA/QC measures, and are usable for the intended 
purpose. A report describing the results of the investigation will be prepared that will include: 

• Documentation of sampling activities and necessary deviations from the Work Plan (if 
any); 

• Summary of analytical results and comparison to reporting limits for PFAS; 

• Groundwater flow direction and gradient map: 

• COC from sample submittal; 

• Analytical laboratory reports and QA/QC data; 

• Copies of permits; 

• Historical boring logs and field logs; 

• Site map showing sampling locations; and 

• Data evaluation and conclusions. 
A California-licensed professional geologist or professional engineer will sign and stamp the final 
report. 

Task 4: Project Management and Communication 

This task includes performing necessary project management and communication during the 
course of the project. 

SCHEDULE  

Task 1 will begin immediately upon obtaining a Notice to Proceed (NTP) for this proposal from 
the Airport. The LACDPH permitting is expected to take three weeks. Meanwhile, Geosyntec will 
start coordinating field activities with its subcontractors, the Airport, and LMCO.  

Immediately after completion of the preparation/planning process, Geosyntec will perform the 
field activities described in Task 2 which is expected to be completed in seven business days. 

Within four weeks after receipt of the laboratory reports, Geosyntec will provide the first draft 
report for the Airport’s review.  

We understand that the timeline for implementation of tasks described herein Tasks 1 through 4 is 
governed by the schedule dictated in the Letter which requires completion of the field investigation 
and submittal of the report by 20 October 2020.  

Geosyntec will make its best effort to expedite the implementation of these tasks to the maximum 
extent practicable, assuming all necessary support from the Airport and LMCO with respect to 
access, clearance, etc. 
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GroundwaterWorkPlanImplementation 

ESTIMATED BUDGET 

Implementation of the above-described tasks will be conducted under a new Professional Services 
Agreement (PSA) which will be similar to the previous PSA dated 2 May 2019. Geosyntec will 
perform these services on a time and materials basis for an estimated cost of $167,200 in 
accordance with the rate schedule provided as Attachment A and terms and conditions defined in 
the new PSA. A cost summary table is provided below. 

Geosyntec’s Efforts on behalf of Airport 

Task Scope Geosyntec 
Labor 

Subcontractor and 
Other Direct Costs 

Total 

1 Preparation/Planning $6,800 $600 $7,400 

2 Implementation of the Field 
Work $24,500 $89,800 $114,300 

3 Preparation of Report $22,000 $900 $22,900 

4 Project Management and 
Communication $7,100 $300 $7,400 

PROPOSED BUDGET $ 152,000 

Contingency Budget3 (10% of total) $15,200 

GEOSYNTEC TOTAL BUDGET $ 167,200 

Geosyntec will not exceed the amount of $ 167,200 without prior approval. In the process of 
completing the proposed scope, if more budget appears to be needed due to out of scope activities 
that may be necessary for completion of the tasks or conditions different than assumed are 
encountered, an additional time and material budget will be requested for the Airport’s 
authorization. 

ASSUMPTIONS 

Assumptions in preparation of this proposal are stated herein: 

• Geosyntec expects that location SB-5A and the six monitoring wells will be easily 
accessible on the scheduled day and there will be no downtime or waiting for access. 
Geosyntec also assumes that the Airport’s counsel will have arranged for appropriate 
access with LMCO and Geosyntec will not incur any time in separate negotiations over an 
access agreement. Access limitations may require an additional mobilization and/or 
subcontractor standby time at additional cost. 

 

3 Contingency budget is for unexpected scope of work that includes, but not limited to, unforeseen field conditions, 
communication required beyond Task 4, multiple reviews of the draft report etc. 
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GroundwaterWorkPlanImplementation 

• The soil and groundwater sampling at location SB-5A (via sonic drill rig) is expected to be 
completed in five 10-hour days during normal business hours of 7 am to 5 pm.  The sonic 
drill rig equipment is expected to remain on-Site, set-on the borehole (with mast down 
when not in use) until completion of proposed sampling at this location.   

• Geosyntec is not responsible for delays due to unforeseen Site conditions such as drilling 
refusal or inclement weather slowing the progress. 

• Geosyntec is not responsible for damage to the drilling equipment due to Site conditions 
(e.g. damaging auger tip on encountering large cobble or debris); such costs shall be 
reimbursed by the Airport.  

• The groundwater sampling at the existing monitoring wells is assumed to be completed in 
two 10-hour days during normal business hours of 7 am to 5 pm.  

• Soil samples will be analyzed by the laboratory on a normal turnaround time basis. 
Expedited turnaround time can be accommodated at an additional cost.  

• Dilutions up to 50X -100X can typically be accommodated.  Extract dilutions greater than 
100X may require further addition of isotope dilution analyte or labeled analyte (IDA). If 
the extract requires further addition of IDA’s, this complex dilution will incur a surcharge 
of 50% of the analytical rate. 

• Samples will be shipped to the laboratories via overnight delivery services. 

• IDW will be appropriately labelled and staged at a location provided by the Airport. 
Geosyntec will not be responsible for vandalism of the IDW drums during the time the 
IDW is staged pending characterization and profiling.  

• IDW will be characterized as non-hazardous waste for the purpose of disposal. Non-
hazardous soil will be acceptable for bulking to Soil Safe and non-hazardous water is 
acceptable for bulking to Crosby & Overton while on routine pick-up in the area. The 
profile and manifest will be signed by an Airport representative. It is assumed no more than 
fifty 55-gallon drum of wastewater and soil IDW will be generated.  

• Field measurements to prominent Site features will be used to map the location of SB-5A. 
A Site survey will not be performed. 

• No traffic control is assumed to be necessary for the investigation. 

• One round of consolidated review comments will be addressed. One telephone meeting (up 
to two hours in duration) will be scheduled to discuss the content of the draft report prior 
to finalizing it. 

• The draft report will be submitted in electronic format. 

• The final report will be uploaded by Geosyntec on GeoTracker and provided to the Airport 
in electronic format. 
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GroundwaterWorkPlanImplementation 

SUMMARY 

Geosyntec appreciates this opportunity to submit this proposal to the Airport for this important 
project.  If this proposal meets your needs, please sign the notice to proceed and provide a new 
PSA for execution. If you have questions regarding this proposal, please contact Mital Desai at 
(626) 788-4634.   

Sincerely, 

 

 

Mital Desai        Ravi Arulanantham 
Senior Professional      Senior Principal  
 
Attachment A: Rate Schedule 
 
 
 
Notice to Proceed  

Hollywood Burbank Airport authorizes Geosyntec’s services presented herein and acknowledges 
intent to pay Geosyntec for requested project activities in the amount not to exceed $167,200 on 
a time and materials basis (rate schedule shown in Attachment A) and in accordance with the 
new PSA.  
 

       ______________________________        _______________ 
 Frank Miller  Date 

 



 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

Attachment A 
Geosyntec 2020 Rate Schedule 



CONFIDENTIAL 

 

RATEB2020   

GEOSYNTEC CONSULTANTS 
 2020 RATE SCHEDULE 
  
 

  
Staff Professional $132 
Senior Staff Professional $153 
Professional $174 
Project Professional $196 
Senior Professional $220 
Principal $240 
Senior Principal $262 
  
  
Technician I $  70 
Technician II $  75 
Senior Technician I $  81 
Senior Technician II $  88 
Site Manager I $100 
Site Manager II $104 
Construction Manager I $117 
Construction Manager II $126 
  
Designer $140 
Senior Drafter/Senior CADD Operator $ 128 
Drafter/CADD Operator/Artist $ 116 
Project Administrator $  72 
Clerical $  57 
  
  
Direct Expenses Cost plus 12% 
Subcontract Services Cost plus 12% 
Technology/Communications Fee 3% of Professional Fees 
Specialized Computer Applications (per hour) $    15 
Personal Automobile (per mile) Current Gov’t Rate 
Photocopies (per page) $   .09 
  
  
  
  

 
Rates are provided on a confidential basis and are client and project specific. 

Unless otherwise agreed, rates will be adjusted annually based on a minimum of the Produce Price Index 
for Engineering Services. 

Rates for field equipment, health and safety equipment, and graphical supplies presented upon request. 
Construction management fee presented upon request. 



PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
(Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority / Geosyntec Consultants, Inc.) 

THIS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is dated September 21, 
2020 for reference purposes and is executed by the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport 
Authority (“Authority”), a California joint powers agency, and Geosyntec Consultants, Inc. 
(“Consultant”), a Florida corporation. 

R E C I T A L S 

A. The Authority owns and operates the Bob Hope Airport (commonly known as Hollywood 
Burbank Airport) (“Airport”) and desires to retain Consultant as an independent contractor to 
provide the following professional services:  implementation of Per- and Polyfluoroalkyl 
Substances (PFAS) Groundwater Sampling Work Plan dated 29 November 2019 with 
modifications contained in Regional Water Quality Control Board-Los Angeles Region letter of 
April 20, 2020. . 

B. Consultant represents that it is fully qualified to perform such work by virtue of the 
training and experience of its personnel. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows: 

1. Definitions.  In addition to the terms defined above, the following definitions shall apply 
for purposes of this Agreement: 

A. “Commencement Date”:   August 17, 2020 
 
B. “Contract Administrator”:  Mark Hardyment or a duly authorized designee. 
 
C. “Contract Limit”:  One hundred sixty-seven thousand two hundred dollars 

($167,200)). 
 
D. “Executive Director”:  Frank R. Miller or a duly authorized designee. 
 
E. “Expiration Date”:  June 30, 2021. 
 
F. “Federal Requirements” the federal requirements set forth in the attached Exhibit 

C, which requirements are applicable to projects not funded by an Airport Improvement Program 
grant from the Federal Aviation Administration. 

 
G. “Fee Schedule”:  the fee schedule set forth in the Proposal attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. 
 
H. “Indemnitees”:  The Authority, TBI Airport Management, Inc., the Cities of 

Burbank, Glendale and Pasadena, and the respective officers, agents, employees and volunteers 
of each such entity. 

8-17-2020 Commission Mtg. 
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I. “Insurance Requirements”:  the insurance requirements set forth in the attached 

Exhibit B. 
 
J. “Proposal”:  Consultant’s July 1, 2020 proposal attached as Exhibit A. 
 
K. “Services”:  the tasks set forth in the Proposal. 
 

2. Services. 

A. Consultant shall perform the Services in a timely, regular basis in accordance with 
the Authority’s rules for the Airport, the Federal Requirements, and applicable laws. Time is of 
the essence in the performance of this Agreement. 

 
B. Consultant shall perform all work to the prevailing professional standards and in a 

manner reasonably satisfactory to the Authority.  Consultant shall consult the Contract 
Administrator for any decisions that must be made by the Authority.  Consultant shall promptly 
notify the Contract Administrator of any unsafe condition that Consultant discovers at the 
Airport. 

 
C. In the event any claim is brought against the Authority relating to Consultant’s 

performance of the Services, Consultant shall provide any reasonable assistance and cooperation 
that the Authority might require. 

 
3. Term.   

A. This Agreement shall commence on the Commencement Date and shall expire on 
the Expiration Date unless earlier terminated. 

 
B. If Consultant breaches this Agreement and fails to cure such breach within seven 

days of written notice from the Contract Administrator, then the Authority may immediately 
terminate this Agreement for cause.  Either party may terminate this Agreement for convenience 
upon 15 days prior written notice to the other party. 

 
4. Compensation. 

A. The Authority shall compensate Consultant for performance of the Services, and 
Consultant agrees to accept as full satisfaction for such work, payment on a time and materials 
basis according to the Fee Schedule.  In no event shall the compensation payable to Consultant 
under this Agreement exceed the Contract Limit. 

 
B. Consultant shall submit monthly invoices to the Authority for the Services.  Each 

invoice shall itemize the work performed during the billing period and the amount due.  Within 
10 business days of receipt of each invoice, the Authority shall notify Consultant in writing of 
any disputed amounts on the invoice.  Within 30 calendar days of receipt of each invoice, the 
Authority shall pay all undisputed amounts on the invoice.  The Authority shall not withhold 
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applicable taxes or other authorized deductions from the payments, and Consultant shall pay all 
required taxes on the payments. 

 
5. Independent Contractor Status.  Consultant is, and shall at all times remain as to the 
Authority, an independent contractor. Consultant shall have no power to incur any debt, 
obligation, or liability on behalf of the Authority or to act otherwise on behalf of the Authority as 
an agent. Neither the Authority nor any of its officers, employees, agents or volunteers shall have 
control over the conduct of Consultant except as set forth in this Agreement. 

6. Work Product Ownership.  All reports, documents, or other written material developed 
by Consultant in the performance of this Agreement shall be and remain the property of the 
Authority without limitation upon use or dissemination by the Authority. 

7. Confidentiality.  Consultant shall preserve the confidentiality of all nonpublic data, 
documents, discussion or other information that is developed or received by it in connection with 
this Agreement.  Consultant shall not disclose such information without the prior written 
authorization of the Executive Director.  Upon request, all Authority data shall be returned to the 
Authority at expiration or termination of this Agreement. Consultant’s obligations under this 
section shall survive expiration or termination of this Agreement. 

8. Conflict of Interest.  Consultant shall not maintain or acquire any financial interest that 
may be affected by the Services.  Consultant shall avoid the appearance of having any financial 
interest that would conflict in any manner with the Services. 

9. Indemnification.  

A. Consultant shall hold harmless and indemnify the Indemnitees from and against 
any actual, alleged, or threatened causes of action, claims, costs, damages, demands, expenses, 
judgments, liens, losses, penalties, and proceedings of any nature whatsoever (collectively, 
“Liabilities”) that arise out of the negligent acts or omissions of Consultant or its subcontractors 
in connection with this Agreement.     

 
B. Consultant’s obligations under this section shall survive expiration or termination 

of this Agreement, and shall apply regardless of whether or not any insurance policies are 
determined to be applicable to the Liabilities.   

 
C. Consultant’s obligations under this section shall apply, without limitation, to 

Liabilities that partially involve active or passive negligence by the Authority.  However, 
Consultant’s obligations under this section shall not apply to Liabilities that arise from the 
negligence or willful misconduct of the Authority, as determined by final arbitration or court 
decision or by consensus of the parties. 

 
10. Insurance.  Without limiting Consultant’s defense, hold harmless, and indemnification 
obligations under this Agreement, Consultant shall maintain policies of insurance as specified in 
the Insurance Requirements. 
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11. Suspension.  The Contract Administrator may suspend all or any part of the Services for 
the Authority’s convenience or for work stoppages beyond the control of the parties.  Written 
notice of a suspension shall be given to Consultant. 

12. Notices.  Any notices, invoices, or other documents related to this Agreement shall be 
deemed received on:  (a) the day of delivery, if delivered by hand during the receiving party’s 
regular business hours or by e-mail before or during the receiving party’s regular business hours; 
(b) the business day after delivery, if delivered by e-mail after the receiving party’s regular 
business hours; or (c) on the second business day following deposit in the United States mail, 
postage prepaid, to the addresses listed below, or to such other addresses as the parties may, from 
time to time, designate in writing. 

Authority      Consultant 
Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority Geosyntec Consultants, Inc. 
2627 Hollywood Way     65 N. Raymond Avenue, Suite 200 
Burbank, CA  91505     Pasadena, CA  91103 
Attn: Mark Hardyment    Attn: Ravi Arulanantham, Ph.D. 
E-mail: MHARDYMENT@bur.org>   E-mail: RArulanantham@Geosyntec.com 
 
13. Assignability.  Consultant shall not assign, transfer or subcontract any interest in this 
Agreement or the performance of any of its obligations without the Executive Director’s prior 
written consent.  This prohibition is not intended to preclude, and shall not be interpreted as 
precluding, Consultant from utilizing subcontractors identified in Consultant’s proposal for the 
Services.  Any attempt by Consultant to assign, transfer or subcontract any rights, duties or 
obligations in violation of this prohibition shall be void. 

14. Litigation.  In the event that either party shall commence legal action to enforce or 
interpret this Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover its costs of suit 
including reasonable attorneys’ fees. The venue for litigation shall be Los Angeles County, 
California.  The interpretation of this Agreement shall not be resolved by any rules of 
construction providing for interpretation against the party who causes the uncertainty to exist or 
against the party who drafted the disputed language. 

15. Exhibits.  Exhibits A through C are incorporated into this Agreement by reference. In the 
event of any material discrepancy between the express provisions of this Agreement and the 
provisions of Exhibits A or B, the provisions of this Agreement shall prevail.  In the event of any 
material discrepancy between the express provisions of this Agreement and the provisions of 
Exhibit C, the provisions of Exhibit C shall prevail. 

16. Incorporation of Mandatory Language.  Each and every provision required by law to 
be inserted in this Agreement shall be deemed to be inserted and this Agreement shall be read 
and enforced as though such provision were included.  If through mistake or otherwise any such 
provision is not inserted, or is not correctly inserted, then upon request of either party this 
Agreement shall promptly be amended to make such insertion or correction. 
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EXHIBIT A 
Proposal 

 
 

(attached) 



65 N. Raymond Avenue, Suite 200 
Pasadena, CA 91103 

PH 626.449.0664 
www.geosyntec.com 

 
 
 

 
  1 July 2020 

 
Mark Hardyment 
Director, Transportation and Environmental Programs 
Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority 
2627 N Hollywood Way  
Burbank, California 91505 

Subject:  Proposal to Implement the PFAS Groundwater Sampling Work Plan  
Bob Hope Airport, Burbank, California 

 

Dear Mr. Hardyment: 

At your request, Geosyntec Consultants (Geosyntec) is pleased to submit to the Hollywood 
Burbank Airport (Airport, or Site) this proposal to implement the Per- and Polyfluoroalkyl 
Substances (PFAS) Groundwater Sampling Work Plan (Work Plan) dated 27 November 2019 at 
the Airport.  

Geosyntec submitted the Work Plan on behalf of Airport to fulfill the requirements of the Water 
Code Section 13267 Order WQ 2019-0005-DWQ for the Determination of the Presence of Per- 
and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances at Bob Hope, Airport ID BUR, Los Angeles County, 
T10000012771 (the Order),  specifically in response to the Regional Board letter dated 20 August 
2019 (Letter).  The Work Plan proposed collecting and analyzing groundwater samples from six 
selected existing monitoring wells (owned by Lockheed Martin Corporation [LMCO]) via low 
flow sampling. The Regional Board approved the Work Plan in its letter dated 20 April 2020 and 
requested collection and analysis of an additional grab groundwater sample from location adjacent 
to the previous soil sample location SB-5 (new location will be identified as SB-5A) via a 
temporary well or Hydropunch™. 

To be able to understand the grab groundwater data collected from SB-5A, it was further decided 
(after discussion with the Airport) to collect soil samples at that location at every 10-foot interval 
starting from 60 feet (ft) below ground surface (bgs) to the groundwater1.  

The following presents the details of scope, schedule and budget to implement the Regional Board 
approved Work Plan as well as advance one additional soil boring in the vicinity of SB-5, now 
designated as SB-5A, for collection and analysis of soil samples (60 ft bgs to groundwater) and 
one grab groundwater sample. The scope will be implemented in accordance with the Order and 
the California State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) PFAS Sampling Guidelines2.  

 

1 During soil investigation in 2019, soil samples were collected at this location down to a depth of 44 ft bgs. 
2 Per- and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances (PFAS) Sampling Guidelines, California State Water Quality Control Board, 
Division of Water Quality, 20 March 2019. 
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SCOPE OF WORK 

The six existing monitoring wells to be used for sampling are owned by LMCO. These wells have 
pumps installed in them to perform low flow sampling; however, five out of six wells have pumps 
that are not compatible for PFAS sampling. LMCO’s contractor/consultant will remove the 
existing well pumps; store the existing well pumps; and re-install the existing well pumps upon 
completion of the proposed sampling activities. The following presents Geosyntec’s scope of 
work: 

Task 1: Preparation and Planning  

The following tasks will be performed under Task 1: 

• Attend a conference call with Airport/LMCO personnel to go over the logistics, access 
issues, schedule, Airport specific notification and coordination during the implementation 
of the field work described in Task 2. FAA 7640 permitting required for advancement of 
soil boring now designated as SB-5A is already complete. We expect that the Airport and 
LMCO will provide a point of contact to complete field coordination activities;  

• Prepare/update a Site-specific Health and Safety Plan that will be adhered to during the 
proposed work; 

• Obtain necessary permit from Los Angeles County Department of Public Health 
(LACDPH) to advance SB-5A; and 

• Perform other coordination and preparation activities such as ordering supplies, sample 
bottles, coolers, issue work orders to subcontractors, provide PFAS specific instructions to 
subcontractors, etc. 

Task 2: Implementation of the Field Work  

The details of this task are provided in the Work Plan and summarized as follows. Geosyntec will: 

• Collect groundwater samples from existing monitoring wells A-1-CW03R, A-1-CW09, B-
6-CW10, C-1-CW03, C-1-CW06, C-1-CW08 via low-flow sampling; 

• Perform geophysical investigation to clear subsurface utilities at the location of SB-5A; 
• Advance SB-5A via a sonic drill rig while collecting soil samples at each 10-ft interval 

starting from 60 ft bgs to the first occurring groundwater table; 
• Collect a grab groundwater sample at SB-5A; 
• Handle samples appropriately and ship them to the respective laboratories under 

appropriate chain-of-custody (COC) documentation; 
• Analyze the soil, groundwater and quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) samples for 

analysis of PFAS compounds; and  
• Characterize and dispose of the investigation derived waste (IDW).  
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Task 3: Preparation of the Report 

After completion of the activities described in Task 2 and receipt of the laboratory data, the data 
will be reviewed for completeness, appropriate QA/QC measures, and are usable for the intended 
purpose. A report describing the results of the investigation will be prepared that will include: 

• Documentation of sampling activities and necessary deviations from the Work Plan (if 
any); 

• Summary of analytical results and comparison to reporting limits for PFAS; 

• Groundwater flow direction and gradient map: 

• COC from sample submittal; 

• Analytical laboratory reports and QA/QC data; 

• Copies of permits; 

• Historical boring logs and field logs; 

• Site map showing sampling locations; and 

• Data evaluation and conclusions. 
A California-licensed professional geologist or professional engineer will sign and stamp the final 
report. 

Task 4: Project Management and Communication 

This task includes performing necessary project management and communication during the 
course of the project. 

SCHEDULE  

Task 1 will begin immediately upon obtaining a Notice to Proceed (NTP) for this proposal from 
the Airport. The LACDPH permitting is expected to take three weeks. Meanwhile, Geosyntec will 
start coordinating field activities with its subcontractors, the Airport, and LMCO.  

Immediately after completion of the preparation/planning process, Geosyntec will perform the 
field activities described in Task 2 which is expected to be completed in seven business days. 

Within four weeks after receipt of the laboratory reports, Geosyntec will provide the first draft 
report for the Airport’s review.  

We understand that the timeline for implementation of tasks described herein Tasks 1 through 4 is 
governed by the schedule dictated in the Letter which requires completion of the field investigation 
and submittal of the report by 20 October 2020.  

Geosyntec will make its best effort to expedite the implementation of these tasks to the maximum 
extent practicable, assuming all necessary support from the Airport and LMCO with respect to 
access, clearance, etc. 
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ESTIMATED BUDGET 

Implementation of the above-described tasks will be conducted under a new Professional Services 
Agreement (PSA) which will be similar to the previous PSA dated 2 May 2019. Geosyntec will 
perform these services on a time and materials basis for an estimated cost of $167,200 in 
accordance with the rate schedule provided as Attachment A and terms and conditions defined in 
the new PSA. A cost summary table is provided below. 

Geosyntec’s Efforts on behalf of Airport 

Task Scope Geosyntec 
Labor 

Subcontractor and 
Other Direct Costs 

Total 

1 Preparation/Planning $6,800 $600 $7,400 

2 Implementation of the Field 
Work $24,500 $89,800 $114,300 

3 Preparation of Report $22,000 $900 $22,900 

4 Project Management and 
Communication $7,100 $300 $7,400 

PROPOSED BUDGET $ 152,000 

Contingency Budget3 (10% of total) $15,200 

GEOSYNTEC TOTAL BUDGET $ 167,200 

Geosyntec will not exceed the amount of $ 167,200 without prior approval. In the process of 
completing the proposed scope, if more budget appears to be needed due to out of scope activities 
that may be necessary for completion of the tasks or conditions different than assumed are 
encountered, an additional time and material budget will be requested for the Airport’s 
authorization. 

ASSUMPTIONS 

Assumptions in preparation of this proposal are stated herein: 

• Geosyntec expects that location SB-5A and the six monitoring wells will be easily 
accessible on the scheduled day and there will be no downtime or waiting for access. 
Geosyntec also assumes that the Airport’s counsel will have arranged for appropriate 
access with LMCO and Geosyntec will not incur any time in separate negotiations over an 
access agreement. Access limitations may require an additional mobilization and/or 
subcontractor standby time at additional cost. 

 

3 Contingency budget is for unexpected scope of work that includes, but not limited to, unforeseen field conditions, 
communication required beyond Task 4, multiple reviews of the draft report etc. 
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• The soil and groundwater sampling at location SB-5A (via sonic drill rig) is expected to be 
completed in five 10-hour days during normal business hours of 7 am to 5 pm.  The sonic 
drill rig equipment is expected to remain on-Site, set-on the borehole (with mast down 
when not in use) until completion of proposed sampling at this location.   

• Geosyntec is not responsible for delays due to unforeseen Site conditions such as drilling 
refusal or inclement weather slowing the progress. 

• Geosyntec is not responsible for damage to the drilling equipment due to Site conditions 
(e.g. damaging auger tip on encountering large cobble or debris); such costs shall be 
reimbursed by the Airport.  

• The groundwater sampling at the existing monitoring wells is assumed to be completed in 
two 10-hour days during normal business hours of 7 am to 5 pm.  

• Soil samples will be analyzed by the laboratory on a normal turnaround time basis. 
Expedited turnaround time can be accommodated at an additional cost.  

• Dilutions up to 50X -100X can typically be accommodated.  Extract dilutions greater than 
100X may require further addition of isotope dilution analyte or labeled analyte (IDA). If 
the extract requires further addition of IDA’s, this complex dilution will incur a surcharge 
of 50% of the analytical rate. 

• Samples will be shipped to the laboratories via overnight delivery services. 

• IDW will be appropriately labelled and staged at a location provided by the Airport. 
Geosyntec will not be responsible for vandalism of the IDW drums during the time the 
IDW is staged pending characterization and profiling.  

• IDW will be characterized as non-hazardous waste for the purpose of disposal. Non-
hazardous soil will be acceptable for bulking to Soil Safe and non-hazardous water is 
acceptable for bulking to Crosby & Overton while on routine pick-up in the area. The 
profile and manifest will be signed by an Airport representative. It is assumed no more than 
fifty 55-gallon drum of wastewater and soil IDW will be generated.  

• Field measurements to prominent Site features will be used to map the location of SB-5A. 
A Site survey will not be performed. 

• No traffic control is assumed to be necessary for the investigation. 

• One round of consolidated review comments will be addressed. One telephone meeting (up 
to two hours in duration) will be scheduled to discuss the content of the draft report prior 
to finalizing it. 

• The draft report will be submitted in electronic format. 

• The final report will be uploaded by Geosyntec on GeoTracker and provided to the Airport 
in electronic format. 
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SUMMARY 

Geosyntec appreciates this opportunity to submit this proposal to the Airport for this important 
project.  If this proposal meets your needs, please sign the notice to proceed and provide a new 
PSA for execution. If you have questions regarding this proposal, please contact Mital Desai at 
(626) 788-4634.   

Sincerely, 

 

 

Mital Desai        Ravi Arulanantham 
Senior Professional      Senior Principal  
 
Attachment A: Rate Schedule 
 
 
 
Notice to Proceed  

Hollywood Burbank Airport authorizes Geosyntec’s services presented herein and acknowledges 
intent to pay Geosyntec for requested project activities in the amount not to exceed $167,200 on 
a time and materials basis (rate schedule shown in Attachment A) and in accordance with the 
new PSA.  
 

       ______________________________        _______________ 
 Frank Miller  Date 

 



 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

Attachment A 
Geosyntec 2020 Rate Schedule 



CONFIDENTIAL 

 

RATEB2020   

GEOSYNTEC CONSULTANTS 
 2020 RATE SCHEDULE 
  
 

  
Staff Professional $132 
Senior Staff Professional $153 
Professional $174 
Project Professional $196 
Senior Professional $220 
Principal $240 
Senior Principal $262 
  
  
Technician I $  70 
Technician II $  75 
Senior Technician I $  81 
Senior Technician II $  88 
Site Manager I $100 
Site Manager II $104 
Construction Manager I $117 
Construction Manager II $126 
  
Designer $140 
Senior Drafter/Senior CADD Operator $ 128 
Drafter/CADD Operator/Artist $ 116 
Project Administrator $  72 
Clerical $  57 
  
  
Direct Expenses Cost plus 12% 
Subcontract Services Cost plus 12% 
Technology/Communications Fee 3% of Professional Fees 
Specialized Computer Applications (per hour) $    15 
Personal Automobile (per mile) Current Gov’t Rate 
Photocopies (per page) $   .09 
  
  
  
  

 
Rates are provided on a confidential basis and are client and project specific. 

Unless otherwise agreed, rates will be adjusted annually based on a minimum of the Produce Price Index 
for Engineering Services. 

Rates for field equipment, health and safety equipment, and graphical supplies presented upon request. 
Construction management fee presented upon request. 
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EXHIBIT B 
Insurance Requirements 

 
1. Consultant shall obtain, provide, and maintain policies of insurance as specified below. 

 
A. General Liability Insurance.  Consultant shall maintain commercial general 

liability insurance in an amount not less than $1,000,000 per occurrence, $2,000,000 general 
aggregate, for bodily injury, personal injury, and property damage. 

 
B. Automobile Liability Insurance.  Consultant shall maintain automobile insurance 

covering bodily injury and property damage for all activities of Consultant arising out of or in 
connection with the Services, including coverage for any owned, hired, non-owned or rented 
vehicles, in an amount not less than $1,000,000 combined single limit for each accident. 

 
C. Professional Liability (Errors and Omissions) Insurance.  Consultant shall 

maintain professional liability insurance that covers the Services in the minimum amount of 
$1,000,000 per claim and in the aggregate.  Any policy inception date, continuity date, or 
retroactive date must be before the Commencement Date and Consultant shall maintain 
continuous coverage through a period of no less than three years after expiration or termination 
of this Agreement. 

 
D. Workers’ Compensation/Employer’s Liability Insurance.  Consultant shall 

maintain workers’ compensation insurance (statutory limits) and employer’s liability insurance 
with limits of at least $1,000,000.  
 
2. The insurance policy or policies shall contain, or shall be endorsed to contain, the 
following provisions: 

 
A. General liability policies shall provide or be endorsed to provide:  (i) that the 

Indemnitees shall be additional insureds; and (ii) a waiver of subrogation in favor of additional 
insureds.  This provision shall also apply to any excess/umbrella liability policies. 

 
B. A severability of interests provision must apply for all additional insureds 

ensuring that Consultant’s insurance shall apply separately to each insured against whom claim 
is made or suit is brought, except with respect to the insurer’s limits of liability.  The policy(ies) 
shall not contain any cross-liability exclusions. 

 
C. The coverage shall contain no special limitations on the scope of protection 

afforded to the Indemnitees. 
 
D. For any claims related to this Agreement, Consultant’s insurance coverage shall 

be primary insurance as respects the Indemnitees.  Any insurance or self-insurance maintained 
by the Indemnitees shall be excess of Consultant’s insurance and shall not contribute with it. 
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E. The limits of insurance may be satisfied by a combination of primary and 
umbrella or excess insurance.  Any umbrella or excess insurance shall contain or be endorsed to 
contain a provision that such coverage shall also apply on a primary and non-contributory basis 
for the benefit of each Indemnitee before the Indemnitee’s own insurance or self-insurance shall 
be called upon to protect it as a named insured.   

 
F. Any failure to comply with reporting or other provisions of the policy, including 

breaches of warranties, shall not affect coverage provided to the Indemnitees. 
 
G. Consultant’s insurance shall apply separately to each insured against whom claim 

is made or suit is brought, except with respect to the limits of the insurer’s liability. 
 
H. The policy shall be endorsed to state that coverage shall not be suspended, voided, 

cancelled by either party, or reduced in coverage or in limits except after 30 calendar days (10 
calendar days in the event of non-payment of premium) prior written notice by certified mail, 
return receipt requested, has been given to the Authority. 

 
I. Insurance is to be placed with insurers authorized to conduct business in the State 

of California with a minimum current A.M. Best’s rating of no less than A:X, unless waived by 
the Contract Administrator.  An exception to this standard will be made for the State 
Compensation Insurance Fund when not specifically rated. 

 
J. Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must be declared to and approved by 

the Contract Administrator.  At the option of the Contract Administrator, either the insurer shall 
reduce or eliminate such deductibles or self-insured retentions as respects the Indemnitees, or 
Consultant shall provide a financial guarantee satisfactory to the Contract Administrator 
guaranteeing payment of losses and related investigations, claim administration and defense 
expenses. 

 
K. The workers’ compensation insurer agrees to waive all rights of subrogation 

against the Authority for injuries to employees of Consultant resulting from work for the 
Authority or use of the Airport. 
 
3. Requirements of specific coverage features or limits are not intended as a limitation on 
coverage, limits, or other requirements, or as a waiver of any coverage normally provided by any 
insurance.  Specific reference to a given coverage feature is for clarification purposes only as it 
pertains to a given issue and is not intended by any party or insured to be all inclusive, or to the 
exclusion of other coverage, or a waiver of any type.  If Consultant maintains higher limits than 
the minimum specified above, the Authority requires and shall be entitled to coverage for the 
higher limits maintained by Consultant.  Any available insurance proceeds in excess of the 
specified minimum limits of insurance and coverage shall be available to the Authority. 
 
4. Consultant shall furnish to the Authority an original certificate or certificates of insurance 
and amendatory endorsements showing that required policies are in effect in the required 
amounts and, as to the workers’ compensation insurance, with the required waiver of 
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subrogation.  The certificates and endorsements must be received and approved by the Contract 
Administrator prior to commencement of work. 
 
5. Consultant shall ensure that its subcontractors provide the same minimum insurance 
coverage and endorsements required of Consultant.  Consultant shall monitor and review all such 
coverage, and Consultant assumes all responsibility for ensuring that such coverage is provided.  
Upon request, Consultant shall submit all subcontractor agreements to the Authority for review. 
 
6. In the event any policy of insurance does not comply with these requirements or is 
cancelled and not replaced, the Authority has the right but not the duty to obtain the insurance it 
deems necessary.  Any premium paid by the Authority in such event shall be promptly 
reimbursed by Consultant or the Authority shall withhold from its payments to Consultant an 
amount sufficient to pay that premium. 
 
7. The Authority reserves the right at any time to change the amounts and types of required 
insurance by giving Consultant 90 days notice of such change.  If such change results in 
additional cost to Consultant, then the parties shall renegotiate Consultant’s compensation. 
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EXHIBIT C 
Non-AIP Project Federal Requirements 

 

1. General Civil Rights Provisions 
 

Consultant agrees to comply with pertinent statutes, Executive Orders and such rules as are 
promulgated to ensure that no person shall, on the grounds of race, creed, color, national origin, 
sex, age, or disability be excluded from participating in any activity conducted with or benefiting 
from Federal assistance. This provision binds Consultant and sub-tier contractors from the bid 
solicitation period through the completion of the contract. This provision is in addition to that 
required of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

 
2. Civil Rights – Title VI Assurance 

 
During the performance of this contract, Consultant, for itself, its assignees, and successors in 
interest (hereinafter referred to as the “Consultant”) agrees as follows: 

 
A. Compliance with Regulations:  Consultant will comply with the Title VI List of 

Pertinent Nondiscrimination Acts And Authorities, as they may be amended from time to time, 
which are herein incorporated by reference and made a part of this contract. 

 
B. Non-discrimination:  Consultant, with regard to the work performed by it during 

the contract, will not discriminate on the grounds of race, color, or national origin in the selection 
and retention of subcontractors, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment.  
Consultant will not participate directly or indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by the 
Nondiscrimination Acts and Authorities, including employment practices when the contract 
covers any activity, project, or program set forth in Appendix B of 49 CFR part 21.  

 
C. Solicitations for Subcontracts, Including Procurements of Materials and 

Equipment:  In all solicitations, either by competitive bidding, or negotiation made by Consultant 
for work to be performed under a subcontract, including procurements of materials, or leases of 
equipment, each potential subcontractor or supplier will be notified by Consultant of 
Consultant’s obligations under this contract and the Nondiscrimination Acts And Authorities on 
the grounds of race, color, or national origin.   

 
D. Information and Reports:  Consultant will provide all information and reports 

required by the Acts, the Regulations, and directives issued pursuant thereto and will permit 
access to its books, records, accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be 
determined by the Authority or the Federal Aviation Administration to be pertinent to ascertain 
compliance with such Nondiscrimination Acts And Authorities and instructions.  Where any 
information required of a contractor is in the exclusive possession of another who fails or refuses 
to furnish the information, Consultant will so certify to the Authority or the Federal Aviation 
Administration, as appropriate, and will set forth what efforts it has made to obtain the 
information. 
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E. Sanctions for Noncompliance:  In the event of Consultant’s noncompliance with 
the non-discrimination provisions of this contract, the Authority will impose such contract 
sanctions as it or the Federal Aviation Administration may determine to be appropriate, 
including, but not limited to: 
 

1. Withholding payments to Consultant under the contract until Consultant 
complies; and/or 

 
2. Cancelling, terminating, or suspending a contract, in whole or in part. 

 
F. Incorporation of Provisions:  Consultant will include the provisions of paragraphs 

A through F in every subcontract, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment, 
unless exempt by the Acts, the Regulations and directives issued pursuant thereto.  Consultant 
will take action with respect to any subcontract or procurement as the Authority or the Federal 
Aviation Administration may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanctions 
for noncompliance.  Provided, that if Consultant becomes involved in, or is threatened with 
litigation by a subcontractor, or supplier because of such direction, Consultant may request the 
Authority to enter into any litigation to protect the interests of the Authority.  In addition, 
Consultant may request the United States to enter into the litigation to protect the interests of the 
United States.  

 
G. During the performance of this contract, Consultant, for itself, its assignees, and 

successors in interest (hereinafter referred to as the “Consultant”) agrees to comply with the 
following non-discrimination statutes and authorities; including but not limited to: 

 
1. Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 

stat. 252), (prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin);  
 
2. 49 CFR part 21 (Non-discrimination in Federally-Assisted Programs of 

the Department of Transportation—Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964);  
 
3. The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition 

Policies Act of 1970, (42 U.S.C. § 4601), (prohibits unfair treatment of persons displaced or 
whose property has been acquired because of Federal or Federal-aid programs and projects);  

 
4. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, (29 U.S.C. § 794 et seq.), as 

amended (prohibits discrimination on the basis of disability); and 49 CFR part 27; 
 
5. The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended (42 U.S.C. § 6101 et 

seq.), (prohibits discrimination on the basis of age); 
 
6. Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, (49 USC § 471, Section 

47123), as amended, (prohibits discrimination based on race, creed, color, national origin, or 
sex);  
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7. The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, (PL 100-209), (broadened the 
scope, coverage and applicability of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Age 
Discrimination Act of 1975 and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, by expanding the 
definition of the terms “programs or activities” to include all of the programs or activities of the 
Federal-aid recipients, sub-recipients and contractors, whether such programs or activities are 
Federally funded or not); 

 
8. Titles II and III of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, which 

prohibit discrimination on the basis of disability in the operation of public entities, public and 
private transportation systems, places of public accommodation, and certain testing entities (42 
U.S.C. §§ 12131 – 12189) as implemented by U.S. Department of Transportation regulations at 
49 CFR parts 37 and 38; 

 
9. The Federal Aviation Administration’s Non-discrimination statute (49 

U.S.C. § 47123) (prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin, and sex); 
 
10. Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice 

in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations, which ensures non-discrimination against 
minority populations by discouraging programs, policies, and activities with disproportionately 
high and adverse human health or environmental effects on minority and low-income 
populations; 

 
11. Executive Order 13166, Improving Access to Services for Persons with 

Limited English Proficiency, and resulting agency guidance, national origin discrimination 
includes discrimination because of limited English proficiency (LEP).  To ensure compliance 
with Title VI, you must take reasonable steps to ensure that LEP persons have meaningful access 
to your programs (70 Fed. Reg. at 74087 to 74100); 

 
12. Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, as amended, which 

prohibits you from discriminating because of sex in education programs or activities (20 U.S.C. 
1681 et seq). 

 
3. Federal Fair Labor Standards Act 
 
All contracts and subcontracts that result from this solicitation incorporate by reference the 
provisions of 29 CFR part 201, the Federal Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA), with the same 
force and effect as if given in full text.  The FLSA sets minimum wage, overtime pay, 
recordkeeping, and child labor standards for full and part time workers.  Consultant has full 
responsibility to monitor compliance to the referenced statute or regulation.  Consultant must 
address any claims or disputes that arise from this requirement directly with the U.S. Department 
of Labor – Wage and Hour Division. 
 



- C4 - 
2434456.1 

4. Occupational Safety and Health Act 
 
All contracts and subcontracts that result from this solicitation incorporate by reference the 
requirements of 29 CFR Part 1910 with the same force and effect as if given in full text.  
Consultant must provide a work environment that is free from recognized hazards that may cause 
death or serious physical harm to the employee. Consultant retains full responsibility to monitor 
its compliance and its subcontractor’s compliance with the applicable requirements of the 
Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1970 (20 CFR Part 1910).  Consultant must address any 
claims or disputes that pertain to a referenced requirement directly with the U.S. Department of 
Labor – Occupational Safety and Health Administration. 
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Ginetta L. Giovinco 
 

T 213.626.8484 

F 213.626.0078 

E ggiovinco@rwglaw.com 

350 South Grand Avenue 

37th Floor 

Los Angeles, CA 90071 

rwglaw.com 

  

 

  

August 31, 2020 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL & U.S. MAIL 

California High-Speed Rail Authority  
Attn: Burbank to Los Angeles Draft EIR/EIS Comment 
355 S. Grand Avenue, Suite 2050 
Los Angeles, CA 90071  
(Burbank_Los.Angeles@hsr.ca.gov)  

 

 
Re: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact 

Statement for Burbank to Los Angeles Project Section of the California High-
Speed Rail Project 

Dear Members of the California High-Speed Rail Authority: 

 Our office represents the Burbank-Glendale-Pasadena Airport Authority (BGPAA), which 
operates the Hollywood Burbank Airport (Airport).  We write to provide comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR) (State Clearinghouse No. 
2014071073) for the Burbank to Los Angeles Project Section of the California High-Speed Rail 
Project (Project).  The Project spans approximately 14 miles and would provide high-speed rail 
service between the Burbank Airport Station in Burbank and Los Angeles Union Station in Los 
Angeles.  BGPAA’s interests in this matter include ensuring that the Project does not adversely 
impact the safety and security of the Airport’s operations or adversely affect the Airport’s visitors, 
employees, and tenants.   

 As discussed below, the Draft EIR fails to comply with the requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Res. Code § 21000, et seq.) and its implementing 
Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Regs § 15000, et seq.)  The Draft EIR fails to fully analyze, disclose, and 
mitigate potential impacts to the Airport, including to the safety of its operations.  Based on these 
defects and inadequacies in the Draft EIR, BGPAA requests that the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority (CHSRA) suspend any further consideration of the Project until a Draft EIR that fully 
complies with CEQA is prepared and recirculated for public review and comment.  BGPAA objects 
to any further CHSRA action on the Project until the necessary environmental review has been 
completed.   
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Based on information contained in the DEIR/DEIS as well as the 15 percent conceptual 
plans provided by the Authority, the proposed project could potentially impact many BWP 
electrical utility systems. The DEIR/DEIS should identify potential significant impacts to 
public electric utilities and identify mitigation measures to offset those impacts. 

The DEIR/DEIS does not disclose the electric power needs of the proposed Burbank 
Airport Station and therefore does not adequately identify if a significant impact to the 
City's electrical utility system will occur as part of the project. The DEIR/DEIS should be 
revised to show the electric power requirements of the project to ensure that the City's 
public utility can meet the demands of the proposed project. 

Further detailed project comments to aid the Authority in ensuring that project impacts 
and mitigations related to electrical utility systems are identified and included as 
Attachment B to this comment letter. 

The DEIR/DEIS should ensure that all project elements including the proposed Burbank 
Airport Station, are constructed in conformance with all applicable state and local fire and 
life safety codes. Detailed project comments related to fire life safety are included as 
Attachment C to this comment letter. 

The project description studied in the DEIR/DEIS is a significant departure to the project 
description disclosed in the 2014 NOP for the Burbank to Los Angeles alignment. Given 
the size of this project, the six-year span of time between the NOP and the DEIR/DEIS, 
the change of alignment in the project description between the NOP and the DEIR/DEIS, 
and the significant breadth of DEIR/DEIS inadequacies identified in the City's comments, 
the City requests that the DEIR/DEIS be re-circulated after the Authority responds to all 
comments received on the DEIR/DEIS. If the DEIR/DEIS is recirculated, the Authority 
should provide stakeholders a 90-day public comment period in order to provide adequate 
time to review the extensive new information contained in the DEIR/DEIS. This 
recirculation and extended comment period will provide all stakeholders the opportunity 
to review the updated document to determine if the Authority has adequately addressed 
the deficiencies identified in the DEIR/DEIS. 

Thank you again for providing an opportunity to comment on the Draft EIR/EIS for the 
Burbank to Los Angeles segment located in the City of Burbank. If you have any 
questions regarding the contents of this letter, please feel free to contact David Kriske, 
Assistant Community Development Director with the Community Development 
Department, at 818.238.5269 or via email at dkriske@burbankca.gov. 

Bob Frutos, Vice Mayor 

Emily Gabel-Luddy, Council Member 

Attachments 
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 BGPAA requests that written responses to each of the following comments be provided 
in accordance with CEQA Guidelines section 15088.  

I. The Project Description Is Neither Stable Nor Finite, and Is Incomplete 

 “An accurate, stable and finite project description is the sine qua non of an informative 
and legally sufficient EIR.” (County of Inyo v. City of Los Angeles (1977) 71 Cal.App.3d 185.)  Failure 
to adequately describe the project undermines CEQA’s general purposes, which include 
informing “governmental decision makers and the public about the potential significant effects 
of proposed activities” (CEQA Guidelines § 15002(a)(1).)  The Draft EIR fails to comply with this 
requirement.   

 For example, the Draft EIR states that CHSRA “would not acquire temporary construction 
staging areas through the right-of-way acquisition process.  It would be the responsibility of the 
design-build contractor to negotiate with property owners to secure access and temporary use 
of their property for staging or laydown areas.”  (Draft EIR, p. 3.1-9.)  First, it is unclear how this 
statement is reconciled with the statement that “the Authority [CHSRA] would negotiate with 
property owners to lease the land required for the TCE [temporary construction easement].”  
(Draft EIR, p. 3.13-49.)  Second, it is not clear where construction staging areas will be located if 
property owners decline to negotiate with the contractor (or CHSRA) or allow any temporary 
access to or use of their property.  While the Draft EIR asserts that it “includes an evaluation of 
the environmental impacts of various vacant parcels that are near parts of the project that would 
require construction staging and laydown areas” (Draft EIR, p. 3.1-9), this sidesteps the point.  If 
there is no certainty that CHSRA will acquire the necessary staging areas that were evaluated in 
the Draft EIR, then other staging areas which have not been environmentally reviewed may be 
used.  This would lead to potential adverse impacts that have not been analyzed, disclosed or 
mitigated, in violation of CEQA and based on the unstable project description in the Draft EIR. 

 The Draft EIR also contains incomplete information regarding the Project area and the 
Airport specifically: 

• Page 1-13, Section 1.2.4.1:  The northern extent of the Project, such as in the vicinity of 
the Airport, is also located within the San Fernando Valley, which is distinct from the LA 
Basin. 

• Page 1-28, Section 1.2.4.3:  The Airport’s Regional Intermodal Transit Center (RITC) has 
been in operation since 2014. 

• Page 1-29, Section 1.2.4.3:  There are two official airport-serving Metrolink stations, now 
referred to by Metrolink as “Burbank Airport - North”, which is nearest to the Project 
corridor and served by the Antelope Valley (AV) Line, and the older “Burbank Airport - 
South” station, served by the Ventura County (VC) line and closest in proximity to the RITC 
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and current terminal.  While the North station requires a shuttle connection, the 
relationship of this station would change under future conditions with a replacement 
passenger terminal at BGPAA’s preferred location in the northeast quadrant of the 
Airport, whereby it would be the closer of the two Metrolink stations. 

• Page 1-37, Section 1.4.1:  The new station referred to is the “Burbank Airport – North” 
Station. 

• Page 2-30, Section 2.4.2.2 (Burbank Airport Station Subheading):  Please revise the final 
paragraph:  “Option B Refined was designed to locate the platforms closer to the planned 
relocation of the Hollywood Burbank Airport Terminal….”  

• Page 2-36, Section 2.5.1.3, para. 1:  The Airport’s replacement passenger terminal will not 
include development of surplus airport property into commercial uses as stated.  The 
adjacent commercial development is under rapid construction and being conducted by a 
private developer on property that is a separate, stand-alone project. 

• Page 2-36, Section 2.5.1.3, para. 2:  Please revise “…separate but adjacent commercial 
project at Hollywood Burbank Airport, using surplus land from the terminal replacement 
project” to reflect the fact that (i) there is no surplus land related to the proposed 
replacement passenger terminal project; (ii) the Avion Burbank project is not related to 
the replacement passenger terminal project; and (iii) it is not Airport property. 

• Page 2-44, Section 2.5.2.3 and page 2-54, Figure 2-29:  Although not Airport property, it 
is important to note that the current land associated with a large portion of the station 
site and its associated surface parking spaces as depicted in Figure 2-29 is undergoing 
rapidly advancing construction.  As a result, the description of the area is no longer 
accurate.   

• Page 2-92, Figure 2-42:  The Air Operations Area fence in the southeast quadrant of the 
Airport (depicted approximately, but not precisely by the dashed orange line in the Figure) 
will be extended further south upon completion of the replacement passenger terminal, 
subsequent demolition of the current passenger terminal, and extension of Taxiway C, to 
approximately the current sequential excavation method-to-cut-and-cover transition 
line. 

• Page 3.4-23, Section 3.4.4.4:  The Airport is a Medium Hub, not a small airport. 

• App. 3-12D, Sheets 2-9:  Many of the Airport’s parcels are placed under “Partial 
Acquisition.”  Please clarify what this means and whether it is intended to be limited to 
the purpose of tunneling rights, as no other acquisition is mentioned in the Draft EIR. 
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II. The Draft EIR’s Analysis is Flawed in Several Critical Respects 

 CEQA is clear:  “An EIR should be prepared with a sufficient degree of analysis to provide 
decisionmakers with information which enables them to make a decision which intelligently takes 
account of environmental consequences.”  (CEQA Guidelines § 15151.)  The Draft EIR in its 
present form fails to comply with this requirement as the analysis is flawed in several critical 
respects, as discussed below. 

 A. The Draft EIR Relies on Outdated Information, Including Applicable Regulations  

 The Draft EIR is fundamentally flawed because it relies on baseline data that is already 
outdated and that does not provide a proper basis for comparison and analysis of Project 
impacts.  By using Year 2015 as the baseline, the Draft EIR sets up a further and ongoing 
inaccurate analysis for air quality, greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, and traffic impacts.  
Realistically, construction is unlikely to start for several years, and the analyses that assume 
construction will have commenced in 2020 already are outdated and inaccurate.  Table 3-3.16 
highlights this error; this Table purports to show construction-related air quality emissions during 
the nine year span from 2020 to 2028.  But, practically, no construction will occur in the remaining 
five months of 2020 for a Project that has not yet been approved.  The baseline year and 
construction and build-out years all should be updated to more accurate reflect the Project status 
and to close the gap between the year used for analysis and the likely Project construction and 
build-out years.  These revisions are needed to accurately capture potential adverse impacts in 
multiple environmental impact areas.   

 In addition, the Draft EIR references the 2016–2040 Southern California Association of 
Governments Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) (see, 
e.g., Draft EIR § 1.3.4; Table 3.2-2), but then fails to carry it through for analysis.  For example, 
the Transportation section of the Draft EIR states that a SCAG RTP/SCS baseline year of 2008 “was 
used for the growth projections in the traffic analysis” because “[t]his was the best available data 
source when the study was initiated.”  (Draft EIR, p. 3.2-29.)  The leads to the Draft EIR using Year 
2015 for “Existing Year” baseline conditions.  (see, e.g., Draft EIR, p. 3.2-53.)  The Draft EIR cannot 
use a lengthy delay in preparation of an analysis as a justification for using baseline traffic data 
that is several years old.  Compounding this error, SCAG’s 2020-2045 RTP/SCS (“Connect SoCal”) 
was adopted May 7, 2020 and contains further updated information which is not considered;  
given the subsequent impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic, even this information may require 
additional consideration and still further revisions.   

 B. The Draft EIR Fails to Adequately Analyze and Disclose Potential Safety Hazards 
  and Impacts to the Airport 

 The Draft EIR fails to sufficiently analyze and disclose potential impacts to the Airport’s 
operations, including critical airport safety zones.  This is a significant deficiency given the nature 
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of the issue and the potential impacts to the health and safety of the public and Airport 
employees. 

 Draft EIR sections 2.5.2.2 and 2.9.5.3, and Figure 2-44, state that portions of the tunnel 
through Airport property, particularly outside of “critical airport safety zones,” are proposed for 
a cut-and-cover method of tunneling, and then conclude that there is no potential impact to 
Airport operations.  This conclusion rests on the assumption that Project construction will occur 
after the Airport’s replacement passenger terminal is open.  Even under these conditions, the 
southeast quadrant of the Airport, where cut-and-cover construction is proposed, still is 
anticipated to be programmed to accommodate some portion of the Airport’s landside 
operations.  Therefore, it is not accurate to conclude that there would be no operational impact 
to the Airport.  Rather, there would be a construction-related impact to Airport operations.   

 In addition, the curve of the alignment to bring the right-of-way tangent to the Metrolink 
Ventura Subdivision likely also would pass near or under the Airport’s RITC.  This would preclude 
cut-and-cover in that vicinity, as the Draft EIR states that connectivity with the RITC is a 
multimodal aim of the Project. 

 This flawed approach to hazards analysis continues with the Draft EIR’s analysis of 
potential hazards resulting from construction-related traffic.  The analysis there is incomplete 
and again relies on assumptions and supposition to conclude that no impacts to Airport safety 
will occur.  The Draft EIR states that the Project: 

“…would not create hazards to airport operations or disrupt air travel.  A portion 
of the [Project] crosses under Runway 8-26, Taxiway D, the proposed extended 
Taxiway C, and critical airport safety zones at the Hollywood Burbank Airport.  For 
the portion of the tunnel alignment under the Hollywood Burbank Airport runway 
and taxiways, the preferred method of construction would be the sequential 
excavation method, which would avoid disruption to runway and taxiways 
operations during construction. The runway and taxiways systems are expected 
to remain fully operational during construction because the SEM minimizes 
surface disruption, which would be limited to the tunnel entry and exit points. 
These areas are located outside the runway areas and associated safety zones.  All 
areas needed for construction, including the tunnel launch box and staging areas, 
would be outside of the airfield and critical airport safety zones.”   

(Draft EIR, p. 3.2-67.)   

 Stating that the preferred method of construction “would avoid disruption,” without 
more, is simply an unsupported conclusion.  In addition, the assertion that “[a]ll areas needed for 
construction, including the tunnel launch box and staging areas, would be outside of the airfield 
and critical airport safety zones” is belied by the fact that, as noted above, CHSRA has declined 
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to take any responsibility for ensuring that necessary staging areas are secured.  Consequently, 
it is possible that the anticipated staging areas will not be used and other areas which do impact 
critical Airport safety zones will be used.  As a result, there is no support for the Draft EIR’s bare 
assertion that no impacts will occur.   

 Similarly, the Draft EIR’s reliance on the Federal Aviation Administration’s (FAA) 
determination that it does not object to the construction of the portion of the tunnel under 
Runway 8-26, Taxiway D, the proposed extended Taxiway C, and critical airport safety zones 
(Draft EIR, p. 3.2-68; Draft EIR Appendix 3.11-B-3) is unavailing.  The submission of Form 7460-1 
is required under 14 C.F.R. Part 77, pursuant to 49 U.S.C. Section 44718.  Section 77.5(c) 
(“Applicability”) of the regulations provides that Form 7460-1 will be used to: 

• (1) Evaluate the effect of the proposed construction or alteration on safety in air 
commerce and the efficient use and preservation of the navigable airspace and of 
airport traffic capacity at public use airports; 

• (2) Determine whether the effect of proposed construction or alteration is a 
hazard to air navigation; 

• (3) Determine appropriate marking and lighting recommendations, using FAA 
Advisory Circular 70/7460-1, Obstruction Marking and Lighting; 

• (4) Determine other appropriate measures to be applied for continued safety of 
air navigation; and 

• (5) Notify the aviation community of the construction or alteration of objects that 
affect the navigable airspace, including the revision of charts, when necessary. 

 As such, none of the Form’s listed uses relate to evaluating proposed below ground 
structures.  Furthermore, Section 77.31(e) (Determinations) of the regulations provides that 
“[t]he FAA will issue a Determination of No Hazard to Air Navigation when a proposed structure 
does not exceed any of the obstruction standards and would not be a hazard to air navigation.”  
All of the obstruction determinations in Section 77.17 are based on height (e.g., an object would 
obstruct air navigation if it is taller than “a height of 499 feet AGL at the site of the object”).  Thus, 
a Determination of No Hazard to Air Navigation is not an approval of proposed below ground 
construction projects.  The proposed impact avoidance and minimization feature related to this 
issue likewise focuses only on airspace conflicts and does not address potential hazards to Airport 
operations from underground construction, nor does the land use consistency analysis address 
this issue.  (Draft EIR, Appendix 2-B-26 through 2-B-27; Draft EIR Appendix 3.1-B-75.)   

 With respect to the proposed Airport station site, a significant portion of land referred to 
as “underdeveloped… due to the prevalence of surface parking lots surrounding Hollywood 
Burbank Airport” (see Draft EIR § 3.13.5.1) falls within the Airport’s Runway Protection Zone, and 
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thus it is not eligible for additional or more intense development as is required to become fallow 
as soon as practical with the development of a replacement passenger terminal.   

 The Draft EIR skirts all of these serious safety and hazards issues by proposing “if 
necessary, coordination with the Hollywood Burbank Airport to amend the current Airport Layout 
Plan (ALP) for any permanent construction-related facilities required for the [Project], to be 
submitted to the FAA for approval.”  (Draft EIR, p. 3.11-70; Draft EIR Appendix 2-B-27.)  There are 
several flaws in this approach.  First, this constitutes impermissibly deferred analysis by proposing 
to figure out if there is a concern or an impact at a later time.  Second, the Draft EIR does not 
discuss or analyze what amendments would be necessary or what impacts might result from the 
amendments.  Third, this approach fails to grapple with what happens if BGPAA objects to an 
amendment of its ALP or if FAA approval is not granted. 

 The Draft EIR also appears to be internally inconsistent.  The Draft EIR states, without any 
support, that the Project “would not permanently encroach on any areas that have height or land 
use restrictions associated with the Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Plan (Los Angeles 
County Airport Land Use Commission 2004).  Consequently, there would be no potential for 
permanent safety hazards resulting from interference with airport safety.”  (Draft EIR, Appendix 
3.11-B-2.)  Yet, the land use consistency analysis finds in many cases that the Project is 
incompatible with other elements of that same Land Use Plan (see, e.g., Draft EIR, Appendix 3.1-
B-13) and with the Airport Land Use Commission’s Review Procedures, including as it relates to 
safety and security.  (Draft EIR, Appendix 3.1-B-71.) 

 The Draft EIR similarly avoids any meaningful analysis of potential electromagnetic 
interference (EMI) and electromagnetic fields (EMF) impacts on Airport operations.  The Draft 
EIR correctly notes that the Airport is considered a sensitive receptor (Draft EIR, p. 3.5-18) and 
that the applicable threshold of significance provides that no interference with Airport 
communications equipment is allowed (Draft EIR, p. 3.5-16).  Yet, the Draft EIR contains no 
substantive analysis to ensure that this threshold is not exceeded.  Instead, the Draft EIR  states 
only that “[p]otential impacts would be avoided through implementation of EMI/EMF-IAMF 
[impact avoidance and minimization feature]#2, which would provide the necessary third-party 
coordination….”  (Draft EIR, p. 3.5-30.)  The Draft EIR then admits to deferred analysis, stating, 
that “[d]uring the planning stage through system design, [CHSRA] would perform additional EMC 
[electromagnetic compatibility]/EMI safety analyses….”  (Draft EIR, p. 3.5-30.)  Performing studies 
at a future time, with no stated benchmark standards or means of ensuring that there will be no 
impacts to the Airport’s safe operations, constitutes impermissible deferred analysis and 
mitigation. 

 Finally, please also note that as an FAR Part 139-certificated airport receiving Federal 
Grants-in-Aid, BGPAA is required to maintain a Wildlife Hazard Mitigation Plan (WHMP) that is 
itself based on a 12-month-long Wildlife Hazard Assessment (WHA), last completed in 2014 and 
2012, respectively.  Based upon these studies, the current condition of the site proposed for the 
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Burbank Airport Station, as well under Avion development post-project conditions, has not been 
deemed incompatible with Federal guidelines for land uses surrounding airports with respect to 
wildlife habitats.  The FAA requires off-airport proponents of potentially incompatible land uses 
to notify the local airports and the FAA of their plans and to present evidence demonstrating that 
the land use will not cause a wildlife hazard to aviation.   

 C. The Draft EIR Fails to Properly Analyze and Disclose Potential Transportation  
  Impacts 

 The Draft EIR appears to use level of service (LOS) selectively, leading to a lack of clear 
analysis and disclosure of impacts.  For example, Impact TR #1 uses LOS methodology for the 
entirety of the impact analysis, only to state as follows in the CEQA conclusion:  “This threshold 
is not applicable to CEQA because LOS is no longer the performance standard for transportation 
impacts for CEQA.”  (Draft EIR, p. 3.2-57.)  This same approach and impact conclusion statement 
appears in Impact TR #2 and Impact TR #3.  As a result, the Draft EIR fails to adequately disclose 
potential adverse impacts from the Project.  If LOS is not used for any impact conclusions, why 
was it used to analyze the impact? 

 In addition, some corrections to the Draft EIR are needed: 

• Page 3.2-46, Section 3.2.5.4, para. 2:  There are two Airport Metrolink stations: “Burbank 
Airport - North” on Metrolink’s AV Line and “Burbank Airport - South” on Metrolink’s VC 
Line. 

• Page 3.2-46, Section 3.2.5.4, para. 3:  The B-6 Parcel is a former portion of the Lockheed 
Martin Corporation’s  manufacturing property.  The eastern part is not owned by BGPAA 
nor is it the preferred site of the proposed Replacement Passenger Terminal project.  
Certain statements contained in this section are factually incorrect.  

• Page 3.2-47, Section 3.2.5.5:  The Burbank Airport Station (“Burbank Airport - North”) on 
the Antelope Valley Line is currently open and in service. 

• Page 3.2-49, Section 3.2.6.2, Aviation Subsection:  The Avion Burbank commercial 
development referenced is “separate but adjacent to Hollywood Burbank Airport.”  The 
parcel is owned by a private developer who is well underway with the project.      

III. The Draft EIR Must Be Revised and Recirculated 

 CEQA requires that an EIR be recirculated when “significant new information is added to 
the EIR” prior to certification of the document.  (CEQA Guidelines § 15088.5.)  

 Here, given the substantial new information that must be included in the Draft EIR to 
comply with CEQA, and to ensure that CHSRA complies with its mandate under CEQA to ensure 
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that its  EIR “demonstrate[s] to an apprehensive citizenry that the agency has, in fact, analyzed 
and considered the ecological implications of its action”  (CEQA Guidelines § 15003(d)), the EIR 
must be revised and recirculated for public review and comment.   

 BGPAA therefore objects to any further action on the Project until the necessary and 
proper environmental review has been completed and the public has been provided a meaningful 
opportunity to comment on the revised EIR.  

IV. Written Request for Notices  

 Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21092.2(a), BGPAA intends that this letter 
serve as a written request for a copy of all notices that may be issued or filed related to this 
Project or any part or component thereof.  Please direct all such notices to me at the address on 
this letter.   

Very truly yours, 
 
 
 
Ginetta L. Giovinco 

cc: Frank R. Miller, Executive Director, BGPAA 
John T. Hatanaka, Senior Deputy Executive Director, BGPAA 
Patrick J. Lammerding, Deputy Executive Director 
Planning & Development, BGPAA 
Mark D. Hardyment, Director, Transportation & Environmental Affairs, BGPAA 
Aaron K. Galinis, AICP, Airport Planner, BGPAA 
Terence Boga, General Counsel, BGPAA 

12285-0038\2445801v1.doc 
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