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b. Review Draft Resolution No. 396.
Burien Airport Committee (BAC)members reviewed Draft Resolution No. 396 addressing
aviation capacity needs in western Washington. Revisions were made to some of the
”Whereas” clauses. Additional changes to the Resolution were requested to be forwarded to
Committee Chair Nancy Tosta. A concern was brought up about asking too many entities to do
something, and to consider making the request more specific. Draft Resolution No. 396 is
scheduled to be reviewed by the Burien City Council at their November 27, 2017 Study Session.
The next meeting of the Burien Airport Committee is November 21, 2017, so the Resolution will
need to be finalized at that meeting. If Resolution No. 396 is?adoptedby the Burien City Council,
it was recommended to send it to other nearby airport cities and ask that they adopt a
similar resolution for their city. It could also be include.”jqatheCity's legislative agenda.

c. BAC Membership
Resolution No. 384 establishing the Burien Ai ‘*;l"E“i?;1;_.,C‘k‘ommitteé‘”(iAC)was reviewed. The
members are appointed for two year term

A eare two the Committee, one
from the business community and anothé ien resident one. The;q‘7urienCity Council should
be asked to fill these two openings.

fl

Next Meeting and Topics to jider
M

Discussion occurred on what l:il14’,ca,sksof the Bu
1'

There are other groups meetingjqo i.e.
members were requested to purp
Resolution No. 384:.« nbring ideaslt§ff3t%heneit A‘dldle§et.i'ngon n"

it

items

"finalizeResolutggNo.39
‘tgofscoping lte-::_,sforEIS.

o Howit.afidgdress wovacancies on BAC.

. adjourned at 7:17 pm.ADJOURN: The meetih
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ATTACHMENTB

A RESOLUTEON OF THE CITY OF BURIEN, WASGTON,
ESTLESHING A COIWVHTTETET0 ADDEIZSSISCLTJI RELATED
TO SEATTLE TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

WHEREAS,the City Councilof the City of Burien?nds that it is appropriate to create a
committeeto addressissuesrelatedto Seattle Tacoma InternationalAirport (hereafter“Airport”);

NOW, THEREFORE, CITY COUNCIL OF TIE CITY OF BURIEN,
WASHINGTON,DOESRESOLVEAS FOLLOWS:.

A Burien AirportCommittee(“Committee”)is hereby
establishedto act in an advisorycapacityto the City Councilwiththe followingpurposes:

1 To discussboth the positiveand the negative impactsof the Airporton the City of Burien;
2. To discusslanduse issuesrelated to the Airport, includingimpactson the City of Burien,

includingbut not limitedto the South Aviation SupportArea (SASA),the International
ArrivalsFacility,andAirportaccess;

3. To discussagreements betweenthe City of Burien and the Port of Seattlerelatedto the
Airportincluding,but not limitedto interlocalagreements;

4. To discussmitigation of Airport impacts includingbut not limitedto traffic mitigation,
surfacewater management, parking,and the payment of impactfees;

5. To make recommendationsto the City Council regarding ways to protect residentsand
businessesfromnegativeAirportimpacts;

6. To makerecommendationsto the City Council regardingways for residentsandbusinesses
to takeadvantageofpositiveAirport impacts;

7. To addressotherAirportrelatedissues as deemedappropriateby the Committeeor the City
Council.

Section2. Meetings. The Committeewill meeton an as-neededbasis.

Section3. CommitteeComposition. The Committeeshallbe comprisedof the following:

1. ThreeCouncilmembers,one of which shall be the Chair. Councilmembersand the Chairof
the Committeeshall be selectedby random drawingif more than three express interestin
serving.

2. A maximumof threemembersfrom the Burien businesscommunity,who shallbe appointed
by the Council. Businesscommunitymembers shall serve two year terms.

3. A maximumof three memberswho reside in the City of Burienshall be appointedby the
Council. Residentmembersshallserve two year terms.

Section4. Staff Liaison.The City Manager shall appointa staff liaisonto the Committee.
The Committeeshall also have additionalstaff support as the CityManagerdeemsappropriate.
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ATTACHMENTC

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF BURIEN, WASHINGTON,
REQUESTINGTIE KING COUNTY COUNCIL, THE PUGET SOUND
REGIONAL COUNCIL, THE STATE LEGISLATURE, AND THE
GOVERNOR’S OFFICE TO TAKE ACTION TO ADDRESS LONG-
TERM AVIATION CAPACITY NEEDS ENVVESTERNVVASHINGTON.

WHEREAS,the City of Burien (“City”) is a community adjacentto Sea-TacAirport;and

WHEREAS,the City has experienced considerable and disproportionatehealth and
environmentalimpactsdue to proximity to Sea-Tac Airport(“Sea-Tac” ; and

WHEREAS,the City recognizes that Sea-Tac is an engine for economic growth for the
region; and

WHEREAS,the City has formed the Burien Airport Committee (“BAC”) to examine
potential opportunities and impactsassociatedwith Sea-Tac; and

WHEREAS,the BAC has examined Sea-Tac growth (average 9% annual rate from 2013-
2016) and believesthat the expected timeframe for Sea-Tac to exceed capacityis likelyto be by
2025 and not 2034 as outlined in the Sea-Tac SustainableAirportMasterPlan(SAMP);and

WHEREAS,since 1989, various governmental agencies tasked by state statute with
planninganddecision-makingrelated to ensuring futureaviationand airspacecapacityhave failed
to identify or promote any alternatives;1and

WHEREAS,the ?nancial costs and environmentalimpactsof continuedexpansion at Sea-
Tac are not sustainable;and

WHEREAS,the SeaTac footprint, transportationinfrastructure,and air space capacitywill
constrainfuturegrowth andcompromisesafety;and

1 Puget Sound Air Transportation Committee, “Flight Plan,” June 17, 1992 (see:
tji :§f,,.f.‘_.’;i'i-f~;‘;::_);Puget Sound Re 'ona1Council, “PSRC Supplemental
Airport Site Search,”October 27, 94 (see: :t.); Washington
State Department of Transportation, “W shington Sta e L ng-Term Air TransportationStudy”
(LATS), July 1, 2009 (see: Washington......ns_.. Va-.—¢...sr.—

v‘, ~‘,~-.\.;» uv ‘ 7%’~'.i_.,-‘F ‘U \
‘ t'.. ‘

ii.-?, . 3 ‘~.;1}..‘r'1.41

Department of Transportation,WashingtonAviation StrategicPlan (WASP), July 2017 (see:
I //‘wWvmy§d9t.2v.5.4;g9.3:./.:1._\:ia?o11/
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Washington State
Demtumnt cf Tramaortation

ATTACHMENT

Transportation Building
310 Maple Park Avenue S.E.
P.O. Box 47300
Olympia, WA98504-7300
360-705-7000
T|'Y: 1-800-833-6388
www.wsdot.wa.gov

January 23, 2018

Maiya I. Andrews, Director
Public Works
City of Burien
400 SW l52NDStreet, Suite 300
Burien,WA 98166-1917

Dear Director Andrews,

Thank you for your letter and City Council Resolution No. 396, requestingaction to
address the long-term aviation capacity needs in Western Washington. Governor
Inslee asked me to provide a response on his behalf. There are a number of efforts
currently underway considering the aviation needs across Washington State.

The recently adopted Washington State Aviation System Plan emphasizes the need for
continuedpartnerships with the FAA, Washington State Transportation Commission,
and others. The priority of these partnerships is to develop viable solutions for
adequate future capacity in order to accommodate growth in commercial service
demand throughout the state.

The Joint Transportation Committee is currently conducting a study of air cargo
movement at Washington airports and recently held a kick off meeting in December
2017. The study will evaluate current and projected capacity of the system and various
airports, identify market forces contributing to cargo service movement, andevaluate
ways to more effectively use existing capacity throughout the state. The final report
from the study is due in December 2018.

Additionally, the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) recently
submitted an application for a grant under the Small Community Air Service
Development Program. The goal for the grant is to developpractical strategies with
commercialairport sponsors toensure restoration,retention,and growth of new
service in areas where there is growing demand for passenger service away from
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (Sea-Tac).

The Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC), the FAA’s NW Mountain Region,
WSDOT Aviation Division and other interestedparties are actively discussing the
long-term baseline needs of aviation within the region.

As the resolution points out, Sea-Tac has experienced signi?cant growth. The airport
is in the midst of its Airport Master Plan update, which will provide current
informationon expected forecasts for their facility. In addition to Sea-Tac, Renton
Municipal Airport and King County International Airport (Boeing Field) are also
updating their master plans and are evaluating their forecasts. Any planned study to
meet long term regional aviation needs may benefit greatly from these studies.

V
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Agenda Bill
City Council Special & Regular Meeting - 05 Feb 2018

Department Staff Contact

City Manager Brian Wilson, City Manager (206) 248-5503

Agenda BillTitle

Discussion and Potential Action on lnterlocal Agreement for Review of the Sea-Tac Airport
Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP).

Summary

The Port of Seattle is currently drafting a "Sustainable Airport Master Plan” (”SAMP”)that will
plan for airport growth over the next 20 years; growth that could have significant negative
impacts on surrounding cities. Pursuant to the National Environmental PolicyAct ("NEPA”)
and the Washington State Environmental PolicyAct ("SEPA”),the Port of Seattle may
prepare, for agency and public reviewand comment, environmental documents,up to and
including an Environmental Impact Statement.

Analysis of the environmental documents associated with the SAMPmay be conducted in a
phased manner subject to the type of environmental review. The initial phase willinclude
scoping and determination of the appropriate review steps and environmental review. The
designated Environmental Officialfrom each City willbe involved in this process. This
lnterlocal Agreement ("lLA”)will be jointly funded by the Cities of Burien, Des Moines,
Normandy Park, and SeaTac. Each City willprovide initial funding at the rate of $1.50/per
capita.

The City Managers of ILAcities have determined that it is in their best interest to coordinate
their review, analysis, and responses concerning the environmental review process and the
impacts that are addressed in environmental documents issued by the Port of Seattle.

The purpose of this Agreement is for the Cities to establish a process for review, analysis, and
responding to the environmental process, impacts and concerns related to the SAMP,
including those issues raised during the Port’s SEPAand NEPAprocesses. Bycoordinating
their efforts, the Cities willbe in a better position to evaluate and respond to the Port’s
environmental review process. The Cities may jointly hire and fund consultants to assist with
review and preparation of formal comments regarding the environmental review process and
the SAMP's environmental impacts. This Agreement establishes a process for the selection
and funding of these consultants.

Each City retains the right to hire their own consultants at their own expense to complete
work necessary forthe project, so long as the work does not conflict with the Project. In such

Agenda Item #10.10.4
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SUSTAINABLEAIRPORT PLAN

Agenda Item #10.10.4

INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITIES
OF BURIEN, DES MOINES, NORIVIANDYPARK AND
SEAT AC FOR ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF THE

SEA—TACAIRPORT
SUSTAINABLE AIRPORT IMASTER PLAN

Pursuant to RCW 39.34, the Interlocal Cooperation Act, this Agreement is entered into
between the City of Buricn,a municipal corporation,hereina?erreferred to as “Burien,” the
City of DesMoines,a municipalcorporation hereinafter referred to as “Des Moines,” the City
of Normandy Park, a municipal corporation hereinafterreferred to as “NormandyPark,” and
the City of SeaTac, a municipal corporation hereinafterreferred to as “SeaTac," and all four
cities collectively referred to as the “Parties” or “Cities”, for the purpose of review and
commenting on the environmentalreview process, analysis and documentsprepared for the
Port of Seattle’sthe Sea-Tac Airport SustainableAirportMaster Plan.

1. Bacl_(_ground. The Port of Seattle (“Port”) operates the Sea—TacInternationalAirport
(“Airport”or “Sea-Tao”). The Port is currentlydrafting a “Sustainable AirportMaster Plan”
(“SAMP"’) that will plan for airport growth over the next 20 years; growth that could have
signi?cant negative impacts on surrounding cities.Pursuant to the NationalEnvironmental
Policy Act (“‘NEPA”)and the Washington State EnvironmentalPolicy Act (“SEPA"),the
Port may prepare, for agency and public review and comment, environmentaldocuments,
up to and includingan Environmental Impact Statement. The Partieshavedeterminedthat
it is in theirbest interestto coordinate their review,analysis, and responsesconcerning the
environmental review process and the impacts that are addressed in environmental
documents issued by the Port.

2. Enmgsg. Thepurposeof this Agreement is for the Parties to establisha process for review,
analysis, and responding to the environmentalprocess, impacts and concernsrelated to the
SAMP, includingthoseissues raised during the Port’s SEPA and NEPAprocesses? By
coordinating their e?orts, the Parties will be in a better position to evaluateand respond to
the Port’s environmentalreview process. The Partiesmay jointly hire and fundconsultants
to assist with review and preparation of formal comments regarding the environmental
review process and the SAMP’s environmental impacts. This Agreement establishes a
process for the selectionand funding of theseconsultants.

3. Review and Commenting. The environrnentalreview process will includeopportunities
for the Parties to provide formal comments to the Port. This could includecommentingon
the Port’s selectedenvironmentalreview process and any documents whichmay be issued
as part of that process. The Parties agree to. coordinatetheir comments at eachof these steps

Page 165 of 232 14
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Representative administering any consultant contract will communicate any
changes to schedules, budgets, and any other pertinent informationin a timely
manner so as to keep eachjurisdiction apprised of the statusof the consultant’s
work.

b. Time is of the essence for the reviewof environmental documents.The Parties
shall work expeditiously and in good faith to achieve the smooth progress of
review and commenting. This includes allocating adequate staff time and
providingall necessary data andother informationor materialsneeded for timely
review and commenting.

c. The Party Representatives shall. receive copies of consultant invoices. All
concerns with consultant billing shall be communicated to the contract
administratorin a timely manner.

d Should any Party wish to file an appeal of any Port environmentaldecision, the
Party Representatives shall discuss whethersuch an appeal shouldbe pursued
jointly. If an individual jurisdiction appeal is ?led. the appeal shall be
immediately transmitted to all Parties, so that they can decide whether to
intervenein the appeal in orderto provideassistance.

e. The Parties shall work together in good faith to assure comments are made
within the deadlinesprescribed by law.

7. Contract Management. Contracts for consultant(s) shall be administeredby the City of
Sea"-!;‘:8:t‘..These responsibilities include monitoringof work of the consultant in terms of
content and timeliness;coordinating with the City of Burien regarding the consultant
invoices and payments; arrangement of meetings to address the comments of the Parties;
etc.

8. FiscalManagement. Management of ?scal matters associated with this Agreement shall
be administeredby theCity of Burien. These responsibilitiesincludeprocessingconsultant
invoices and payments on a monthly basis; invoicing other Parties to the agreement;
periodic ?scal reports to the Parties; etc.

-
_. Each Party retains the right to hire theirown consultants

at their own expense to complete work necessary for the project, so longas the work does
not con?ict withthe Project. In such cases, the results of any consultant workwillbe shared
with the other Parties. Nothing herein shall be construed as an affirmativeduty to share
work product prepared by legal counsel for a Party with the other Parties.
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