Public shapes air capacity alternatives

n May 1991, following months of study by its Options Subcommittee, the Puget
Sound Air Transportation Committee (PSATC) adopted a list of alternatives for
meeting the region’s long-term need for additional air capacity.

An integral part of the effort was a series of public meetings to present the

J results of the analysis and receive comments on the Options Subcommittee’s
draft recommendations. -

Citizen feedback was sought over a six-week period at four public meetings (one in
Snohemish County, one in Pierce County, and two in King County) at which individuals and
representatives of organizations and agencies were encouraged to express their concerns.

- The meetings were announced in local newspapers. In addition, meeting notices were sent
with copies of the draft recommendations to about 4,000 people on the PSATC’s mailing list.
As a result, over 1,200 people participated or wrote letters to the Subcommittee.

Public comments

Although the comments covered a wide range of concerns and issues, they fell into nine -
broad categories:

~. @ Opposition to any expansion of Séa-Tac Alrport :

® Support of a multiple airport system alternative, including Sea-Tac as a key component.

® Opposition to locating a supplemental regional airport at every site under consideration.

® Support for paying more attention to the impacts of any alternative on the surrounding
residents and environment (particularly concerning noise and air pollution).

® Support for high-speed rail and demand management (policies such as pricing or regula-
tory techniques that encourage the use of larger planes, ﬂlghts during non-peak hours, and
diversion of passengers to other travel modes).

® Concern that the alternatives might be too short-sighted and should address the reglon s
needs to at least 2050 instead of 2020. :

® Skepticism regarding viability of the replacement airport alternative.
_ W nterest in looking at Whidbey Island Naval Air Station as a potential site. [Ed. note: The
Committee will monitor this possibility since the Air Station is no longer being recommended
for closure.]

® Support for the Remote Airport alternative at Moses Lake.

Copies of all written testimony along with transcripts of comments received at the public
‘hearings were assembled into a two-volume document, which is available at several area
libraries or the Puget Sound Council of Governments Information Center (call 464-7532 for

- more information).
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‘ capamty Earl analys&s‘by
Federal Aviation Administration and
PSATC consultants concluded that
/increased air traffic interaction
between Sea-Tac and Boeing Field
would result in more congestion at
Boeing Field and no net capacity gain
for the region. However, if the
airspace issue were resolved, the
Committee could consider this an
additional alternative for further study.

Alternatives that are

not feasible

The following alternatives were not
found to be feasible stand-alone
solutions to the region’s air transporta-
tion problem and so were not recom-
mended for further study. However,
with the exception of the Distant
Remote Airport option, they all were
included as components in the above
list of alternatives that may be .
feasible. '

m Sea-Tac: Base Case A (no major
facility improvements at any Puget
Sound airport) and Base Case B
(short-term capital projects and
policies that may be implemented by
the Port under existing plans at Sea-
Tac before the year 2000, possibly
including a commuter runway), and
the Expand Sea-Tac option, which

A gro
there was considerable doubt
that the airlines would be willing to

use the remote facility since it would

place them at a competitive disadvan-
tage compared to airlines remaining at
Sea-Tac. It was determined that this
option could be studied in the future

only if the State (or some other entity) ,.

moves forward with planning for a
high-speed rail system.)

B High Speed Rail: This system
would couple Sea-Tac with a high-

~ speed rail system (steel wheel or mag-

lev) that could divert some short-haul

 airline service between Sea-Tac and

Portland and Vancouver, thus provid-
ing capacity relief for the three
airports. (It was estimated that a high-
speed rail system could only divert
40,000 annual airline operations by
2020, compared to the capacity
shortfall of 145,000 expected by that
year.  However, the PSATC strongly
supports the proposed State effort to
examine the feasibility of high-speed
rail as a potentially important element
of the region’s transportation system
in the next century, and it will ‘

“encourage that effort.)

What now?

- The néxt} step in the project is
detailed analysis of the alternatives, in

mclude a detaxled environmental
- assessment, with at least four public
‘hearings. :

The Committee’s final selection of
a preferred course of action will be
made in early 1992.
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