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UNfrEf STATES ENviRONMENrAL PRQTEeTiQN AGENCY
REGION 10

1200 Six© Avenue
SeaRle, Washington 981 Ql

+

Reply To

Atraf ;:}Alj--!97

Mr. nepals Ossenkop
Federal Aviation Administration

_,ithwest h4:ountain Region
1501 1 . Ave, S.W
Renton, Washington 980554056 JUN 0 $ 1996

Dear Mr. Os§enkop:

Ths letter supplements our Ma-'b IS, 1996 comments on the Final Envhonmental in _I

Statement for Proposed Master Plat T =- ’''e :Develophent Actions at Seattle-Tacoma
Intenlational Airport (anal EIS) and lr a, dIs our concerns with this and adjacent projects

regarding dr quality, Our review is in acwrdHEe with our responsibilities undet Section 309 of
the Clean Air Act (C:AA) and the National EnvironmentAI Policy Act (NEPA).

We continue to have conwrm about future al ,aiRy around the ahpart as will as the F
quality analysis in the Baal EIS. Our comments are based prinlarily on conformiW with the State
inrplemenution Plan as required by the Clean Air Act (CAA) and cumulative impacts #om other
projects around the aiqon.
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emissIons prior to 20001, the years 2010 and 2020; (b) ernissions from sources such as

construction and haul vehicles, associated inrreased congestion; and (c) mobile emissions

associated with the use of regular gasoline,

2, An ait quailty.analysis that GaInp Res the “no project’' and '’with project'’ air quality
inrpactS for the years stated in item one above.

3, Appropriate nlitigation nreasures–if the ”with project“ scenario results in an increase in
either the frequency or severity ofexceedances above the levels in the '’no project"
scenario, rneasures should be developed to mitigate these ifnpacts

4. Commitments from apprapIlate govenrnlental entities to conduct adequate, specific.'

and enfbrceable mitigation measures that will prevent any increase in the severity or
frequenq' of predicted exceedanGes of the National Alnbient Air Quality Standards
{HAAQS). Since the increased modeled exceedances occur at intersections outside of

airpoa property, it may be necessaw to obtain cormatlments to conduct these mitigation
rneasure5 BaIn other agencies or loc:ai authorities

We have discussed our comments with the Washington Department of Ecology (WDtIEI
and the Puget Sound Air Pollution Control Ageney (PS APC A). All three agencies believe that
monitoring is needed to assess the actual air quality near the airport and to determine the

measures needed to mitigate any adverse air quaiity impacts from the project. Accordingly, we
suppt)11 the comments set out in WDOE’s and PS APC A’s letters, in particular. we support the
steps identIfied in PS APC A’s comment letter for establishIng a monitoring pI-Dram, which could
he used fbI' subsequent modeling and air qudity analysis

EPA understands that several major projects are proposed for the area around the airport,
including the extension of SR 509 which will connect to the airport at thi south end. We are
€oncenled that cunruiative air quality impacts from these projects are not understood For this
reason, we believe the Record Of Decision {:ROD) sbc>utd contain a nlore comprehensive

cumulative impacts analysis, including a commitment to working with other agencies to
impiemeut a short-teT and long-tenn air quality monitoring progl-anl that will a£curately reHect

baseline cnrdii:' ! the changes in air quality as several proposed projects in and
around !i, Se 1, - 'ieveloped
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De ' * and the Port of Seattle wii! address these issues as well as

=. lgianal and local authorities to ensure that air quality
, ac Airport. EPA along with WI)OE and PS APC A is

; A_-' and the Port on developinF_' appr<)pIlate monitoring
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Detailed convnents are enclosed, and if you have any RrHher questions please contact me
at (206) 553-1234 or Anita Frankel, Director of the Once of Air Quality at (206) 553-0218 ,

Thank you for the opportunity to review this document,

SincereIY.

LAP
#YChuek Clarke
i:> R,gi,.,1 Admini,t„„,

IL

Enclosure

Doug Brown. Ecology
Pau! (==an'. ecolog/
Barbara Fiinkie. Pon of Seattle
Gene Peters. L8ndrurrl arId Brown

Mary Vigilante, Synergy Consultants
Dennis Mel.euan. PS APC A
Bllan C>’Sullival\ PS APC A
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