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. you for your letter of July 15, 1296 to ~ur Regional Administrator, Chuck
Cletter, you requested clanﬁrwts‘ n of a number of issues related to our lune it
ommenting on the Federz! 2 511 Administration (FAA)Y's draft ity *»»

) i for the proposed Ma: #ian deata improvements ar “he S
internat.unal Airport. Your letter aj2 o saised larger issues relateo to how a project
be evalusted under the general conrs::;.,dxty provisions of the Federal Clean Air Act.
view this response etter as supplementing aur,;.lune 8, 1996 comment latter

£ -, i3, 1996 letter, you requested our CQ!‘ICL e on the conditiona!

approval d}:ﬂﬁiu_‘uh that FAA is considering. From discussions with your agenc'

undeisiand the following, The FAA is intending to modify the scope of its anproval of the
> Adrport Layout Plan (ALF). The FAA consider= certain activities in the ALP, such as the

‘ ent of an additional ruRway, to be scparate and independent of oth - activii =
ay be undertaken to expand airport facilities. The FAA is planning 17 fullt sporove
some of those activities in the Record of Decision for this Environmental Impact S
The ~um wii‘ conditionally approve other projects, such as the North Unit Termina!
action. Before the FAA would grant a full approval, the other prejects would have to
demo nsrrate compliance with all applicable énvironmental laws, including the Nations)

Environmentai Policy Act (NEPA), the State Envir D?‘?“’“‘AEntst thcy Act (SEPA} and the
?""’,j: £t _W,L:.-,:l-ﬂ é&‘,; AF"T

3

NEPA, SEPA and the conformity ruies prohibit & iece-mealing or segme-
Wi u;&:ufﬁ to obfuscate environmental impacts. Durning discussions with the FAA

Eaency has stateu that the activities to be fully approved have independer -« ity m the .
~aclivit zs that would be congitionally approvma I past discussions), the: s rrt of
Seattle have noted that the main reason for  sring a 25-year vision o airport

facilities in the Master Plan, inchuding those .18 1aat w'“uk:,l be only conditionslly

app: uved, was the desire to fully 'nform the public of possible planni~ « optinns, and not
eeause these activities are depenent nn one another. Your age- ted 1
- activities that will be fully approved 1 the Airport Lwr it Plan'will ¢ udice
“ decision to build or iur ~d other activiies (hat have been conditionally red
FAA has statec that a conditional ap is not a Federal = tom
o triggenng d gonforminy rav ew. inthe ms* EPA has said that the a@py




