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Puget Sound Regional Council 
m 

GENIERAL ASSIEMBLY MIEIETING 

lHURSDAY, JULY 111, 11996 o 2 - 5:00 P.M. 0 

1 :00 P.M. - REGISTRATION BEGINS ,:C 

2:00- 3:30 P.M. - PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD 

AGENDA 1. CALL TO ORDER - EXECUTIVE Oouc SUTHERLAND, PRESIDENT 

2. ROLLCAW~ 

3. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

3:30 - 5:00 P.M. -ASSEMBLY DELIBERATIONS AND ACTION 

4. PRESIDENT'S REPORT- EXECUTIVE DOUG SUTHERLAND 

5. ACTION ITEM 

SEATTLE CENTER IFLAG PAVILION 
SEATTLE, WA (MAP ATTACHED) 

o AMENDMENT TO METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLAN (MTP) TO INCLUDE PLANS FOR SEA-TAC 
AIRPORT EXPANSION WITH ADDITIONAL NOISE REDUCTION MEASURES* 

6. OTHER BUSINESS 

5:00 P.M .- ADJOURN 

SUP!'ORTINC MATERIALS ATTACHED. FOR AODHIONAL COPIES PLEASE CALL SYLVIA NELSON AT (206) 464-7518, OR THE REGIONAL COUNCIL INFORMATION CENTER, (206) 464-7532. 

SIGN LANGUAGE, AND COMMUN/CATION MATERIAL IN ALTERNATE FORMATS, CAN BE ARRANGED GIVEN SUFFICIENT NOTICE BY CALLING CRACE FOSTER AT (206) 464-
7090; TDDmY (206) 464-5409. 

,:C ASSEMBLY MEMBERS, IF YOU HAVEN'T ALREADY RETURNED THE RECISTRA TION FORM (A TT ACHED AS LAST PACE OF AGENDA) 
PLEASE DO SO IF YOU PLAN TO ATTEND THE MEETING. 

DOORS WILL OPEN AT 1 :00 P.M. FOR THOSE WISHING TO SIGN UP TO SPEAK; TIME WILL BE DIVIDED BY NUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO 
SIGN UP, WITH A MAXIMUM OF 3 MINUTES PER SPEAKER. 

IOI! Western Avenue, Suire 500 , Seattle, Washington 98104-1035 , (206) 464-7090, FAX 587-4825 @ 
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Parking is located in the Mercer Steet Parking Garage. (Driving directions are on the 
reverse side.) 

* The Fida/go and Shaw Rooms are located in the northwest corner of the Seattle Center. They are part of the 

"Northwest Rooms" complex, directly north of Key Arena. 
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DRIVING NORTH OR SOUTH ON INTERSTATE 5 (1-5): 

Take Exie 167, Mercer Street. Turn right on co Fairview Avenue, immediately turn left on co 

Valley; stay in the center or left lanes. Valley becomes Broad Street. Turn right on 5th Avenue, 

left on Roy, left on 3rd Avenue and left into the Parking Garage. (See map on the reverse side.) 

FROM THE EASTSIDE: 

Take Highway 520 to 1-5 and go south or take 1-90 to 1-5 and go north. Take Exit 167, Mercer 

Street. Turn right on to Fairview Avenue, immediately turn left on to Valley; stay in the center 

or left lanes. Valley becomes Broad Street. Turn right on 5th Avenue, left on Roy, left on 3rd 

Avenue and left into the Parking Garage. (See map on the reverse side.) 

FROM FERRIES: 

Travel north on Alaskan Way, which turns right and becomes Broad Street. Turn left on to 5th 

Avenue North, left on Roy Street, left on 3rd Avenue and left into the Parking Garage. 

(See map on the reverse side.) 

FROM WEST SEATTLE: 

Take Highway 99 and exit on Western Avenue. Turn right on Broad Street, left on to 5th 

Avenue North, left on Roy Street, left on 3rd Avenue and left into the Parking Garage. 

(See map on the reverse side.) 
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Puget Sound Regional Council 
~ 

AC'HON K1rlEM July 1, 1996 

TO: General Assembly 

FROM: Executive Board 

SUBJECT: Amendment to the 1995 Metropolitan Transportation Plan 

A 1[' K§§lUlE 

Since adoption of the updated Regional Airport System Plan (RASP) in 1988 as part of the 
regional transportation plan for King, Kitsap, Pierce and Snohomish counties, the central Puget 
Sound region has been working to provide for its long-range air transportation capacity needs. 
From that point forward, expansion of Seattle-Tacoma International Airport has consistently 
been found to be, and has been supported as, an essential component of the solution to the 
region's long-term needs. 

In 1993, the Regional Council General Assembly approved Resolution A-93-03, which included 
support for a third runway at Sea-Tac Airport, subject to a number of conditions, including one 
condition related to aircraft noise. Resolution A-93-03 was incorporated by the General 
Assembly into the region's adopted Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) in 1995. 

When it was determined in March 1996 by the Expert Arbitration Panel on Demand/System 
Management and Noise that A-93-03's noise condition related to a third runway at Sea-Tac had 
not been satisfied, the Executive Board determined that the region should continue to support 
Sea-Tac expansion, with additional noise reduction measures based on the recommendations of 
the Expert Panel. Through a workshop on May 30, a decision meeting on June 27, and from 
comments received from agencies, communities, and citizens throughout the region, the 
Executive Board has developed and is recommending that the Assembly adopt Resolution A-96-
02, which would include in the MTP a third runway at Sea-Tac Airport with additional noise 
reduction measures as specified in Appendix G. 

lRlECOMMENlDE]])) ACTION 

The General Assembly should approve Resolution A-96-02, including Attachment A: 
Amendments to the Metropolitan Transportation Plan (which includes Appendix G), as an 
amendment to the 1995 Metropolitan Transportation Plan, and direct the Executive Board to take 
appropriate steps, such as seeking funding as required, to implement this action. 

General Assembly Agenda Page 5-1 July 11, 1996 
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DKSClU§§ION 

The recommended amendment to the 1995 Metropolitan Transportation Plan has two 
components, which are found on the following pages: 1) an adopting resolution, (IDliraft) 
Resolluntiollll A-96-02 (pages 5-4 and 5-5 of this agenda); and 2) Attaclhlmel!Dt A, which is 
referenced in the adopting resolution, and which contains, in the following order: 

o text cllumges to Chapter 5, Metropolitan Transportation Plan Components, 
Aviation Program, in the MTP (pages 5-6 and 5-7 of this agenda); 

o amendments to Resoiluntioun A-93-03, from Appendix F- PSRC Air 
Transportation Capacity Resolutions, in the MTP (page 5-8 of this agenda); and 

o A]l)]l)emllix G-Aiir 1I'irailllS]l)OirtatiollD Noise Redlundiollll Measunires alllldl 
Kmpllemmerrntillllg arrndl MoHllitoirinug §teps (pages 5-9 through 5-13), which was 
developed by the Executive Board based on the Expert Panel recommendations. 

At its April 25 meeting, the Executive Board agreed to use the recommendations in the Final 
Decision on Noise Issues (March 27, 1996, pp. 37-41 *) of the Expert Arbitration Panel on 
Demand/System Management and Noise as the basis for deciding what additional noise 
reduction measures should be part of including plans for a proposed third runway at Sea-Tac 
Airport as an amendment to the Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP). The Board directed 
staff to initiate the process to include a third runway at Sea-Tac and 

" ... provide for (a) additional noise reduction measures, based on the recommendations of 
the Expert Panel; (b) establishment of a plan for implementation of such noise mitigation 
measures, including milestones; ( c) monitoring compliance with such implementation 
plan; and ( d) an agreement between the PSRC and the Port of Seattle for implementation 
of such plan ... . " 

The Panel recommendations were distributed to agencies and communities that could be 
responsible for implementing them, and were made available for citizen comments. Responses @ 
to the recommendations were discussed by the Executive Board at a May 30 workshop on noise 
issues; then, a draft package, including the Expert Panel recommendations and potential 
implementing and monitoring steps developed by staff, was distributed for public comments on 
June 10. On June 27, the Executive Board conducted a three-hour public hearing on the draft 
package, then reconvened that afternoon and, based on all the comments by communities, 
agencies, citizens, and Board members, the Board developed the recommendation that now is 
being presented to the General Assembly. 

Of the 28 Expert Panel recommendations on ways to potentially reduce noise related to air traffic 
in the region, 22 of them would be implemented, the majority of them completely, and the others 
at least in part, through the actions that are included in proposed Appendix G. 

*Note: The recommendations of the Expert Panel, on pages 37-41 from the Panel's Final Decision on Noise Issues, 
and a copy of the complete, original General Assembly Resolution A-93-03, are included as Enclosure 1 with this 
agenda. 

General Assembly Agenda Page 5-2 July 11, 1996 
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Consistent with its process under SEPA (the State Environmental Policy Act), the Council on 
May 12 published notice of its intent to publish an Addendum to the Flight Plan Project Final 
Environmental Impact Statement and the Proposed Master Plan Update Development Actions at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport Final EIS. A total of six requests to the Council to prepare 
a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) on its proposed action were received; 
copies of the requests are available at the Regional Council Information Center, (206) 464-7532. 

After reviewing those requests, the Council's SEPA Responsible Official has determined that the 
requests are without merit; that it is appropriate for the Regional Council to use an addendum; 
and that there is no need for an SEIS. A written response to the requests will be available at the 
Regional Council Information Center on July 10 and will also be available at the General 
Assembly meeting on July 11. 

Included in proposed Appendix G-Air Transportation Noise Reduction Measures and 
Implementing and Monitoring Steps are specific actions that would be taken by the Regional 
Council. As referenced in the recommended action, several of these activities, including 
participation in the Port's Part 150 Study, undertaking a financing mechanism study, and 
conducting surveys, would have a financial impact on the Regional Council. Under the 
recommended action, the Executive Board would be authorized to take appropriate steps to seek 
needed funding and, depending upon General Assembly action, Regional Council staff would 
present a proposed budget for these activities at the August Executive Board meeting. 

Copies of all correspondence received since April 25 are available at the Regional Council 
Information Center, at (206) 464-7532, and will be available at the General Assembly meeting on 
July 11. Other background information available through the Information Center includes a staff 
Summary of the Regional Council's Decision Process Related to Amending the Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan to Include a Third Runway with Additional Noise Reduction Measures, 
copies of the complete 1995 Metropolitan Transportation Plan, relevant environmental 
documents, and numerous other materials. 

For more information, contact Richard Milne at the Regional Council, (206) 587-5060. 

General Assembly Agenda Page 5-3 July 11, 1996 



(Dirdtt) RJE§((J)lf)lJ'JI'IlON A-96-02 

A R.esollunttnonn olT ltllue Genneirmll Assemmlblly olT ttllue lPungett §ounmll R.egnonnmll Counnncnll Ammemllnnng ttllue 
1995 MettiroJPioilntatnn 1I'ir21nnsJPloirtt211tnonn lPilmnn (M'lI'lP) mmll R.efattedl lPilmnnnnnnng Docunmmenntts Ito 
lPirovndle foir ttllue Il..onng-1I'eirmm Commmmeircnmll Anir 1I'irmnnsportmltnonn Cmpmcntty Needls oHllue Cennltirmll 
lPungett §ounnndl R.egnonn. 

WHJERJEA§, the Puget Sound Regional Council, designated under federal and state laws as the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization and Regional Transportation Planning Organization for the 
central Puget Sound region, is responsible for adopting and maintaining regional growth 
management and transportation strategies and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan for the 
region; and 

WHJE.RJEA§, the Metropolitan Transportation Plan includes an aviation component; and 

WHJE.RJEA§, the region's air transportation needs have been studied and planned for years as @ 
chronicled in a Summary of the Regional Council's Decision Process Related to Amending the 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan to Include a Third Runway with Additional Noise Reduction 
Measures; and 

WHJE.RJEA§, the region is again confronted with a need to plan for the expansion of air 
transportation capacity; and 

WHJE.RJEA§, in determining whether to amend the 1995 Metropolitan Transportation Plan to 
include plans for a third runway at Seattle-Tacoma International Airport with additional noise 
reduction measures, the Regional Council considered a number of factors including: 

1) the need for additional airport capacity or other actions to address the region's growing 
demand for commercial air transportation services; 

2) the impact of poor weather on Sea-Tac Airport's current operating capabilities; 

3) the alternatives for meeting air travel demand including the feasibility of a major 
supplemental airport and demand/system management actions; 

4) the environmental impacts of the various alternatives as documented in the Flight Plan 
and Master Plan Update Environmental Impact Statements; 

5) new information and analyses documented in an addendum to these EISs; 

I> 

6) the conclusions of the Expert Arbitration Panel on Demand/System Management and 
Noise regarding demand/system management actions and noise reduction measures; and 

General Assembly Agenda Page 5-4 July 11, 1996 
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7) the extensive public comment received throughout the process as a result of the EIS 
processes, workshops, decision meetings, open houses, a telephone hotline, and public 
hearings; and 

WHlEREA§, the Regional Council through its regional planning decision process has sought to 
address these factors and finds that commercial air transportation is important to the mobility 
needs of the region's populace and its economy, and that the solution to the increasing demand 
for commercial air transportation services needs to strike a balance between environmental 
impacts, quality of life factors, and the air transportation needs of the region; and 

WHlEREAS, the Regional Council has determined, on balance, that the adoption of an 
amendment to the Metropolitan Transportation Plan to plan for a third runway at Sea-Tac Airport 
with additional noise reduction measures is a reasonable and necessary decision for addressing 
the long-term commercial air transportation capacity needs of the central Puget Sound region; 
and 

WHlEREA§, the Regional Council's regional planning decision expressed in this resolution is 
distinct from the project-level decisions yet to be made by other agencies including the Port of 
Seattle and the Federal Aviation Administration; 

NOW, THERElFORE, JBJE Il'][' RE§OLVJE]l} that the General Assembly hereby amends the 
1995 Metropolitan Transportation Plan to include plans for a third runway at Seattle-Tacoma 
International Airport, with additional noise reduction measures and implementation and 
monitoring steps that are to be included as Appendix G of the MTP. The amendments are 
detailed in Attachment A, adopted as part of this resolution. This amendment is effective upon 
the Regional Council's receipt of the Port of Seattle resolution, described in Attachment A, 
Appendix G, Part I. 

The Metropolitan Transportation Plan document also serves as the area's Regional . 
Transportation Plan (RTP) as part of VISION 2020, the growth management, economic and 
transportation strategy for the central Puget Sound region, which includes King, Kitsap, Pierce 
and Snohomish counties. All references herein to amending the MTP necessarily also include 
amending the RTP and the 1988 Interim Regional Airport System Plan (RASP) which was 
amended by Resolution A-93-03. 

All}OJP']['JE]l} by the General Assembly this 11th day of July, 1996. 

Executive Doug Sutherland 
Pierce County 
President, Puget Sound Regional Council 

Attest: ___________ _ 

Mary Mccumber, Executive Director 
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A 1f'1f' ACJBIM1EN1f' A: Amell1lidlmell1ltts tto 
ttllne Mettirojpoilnfall1l 1f'Irall1lsjpoirttattfoll1l lPilall1l 

o Chapter 5-Metropolitan Transportation Plan Components 
Aviation Program 

(Note: New text is in lbolldl; deleted text is strttek ottt.) 

Page 69, Paragraph 1 (Note: paragraph numbering begins with the first complete paragraph on 
each page); 

The region will meet its long-term commercial air transportation needs consistent with 
the Puget Sound Regional Council General Assembly's Resolution A-96-02, wllniclln mmemlls tllne 
].995 Metiropoilifann 1I'Irmnnspoirfationn JPilmnn, amll Resolution A-93-03 As Amenncllecll (See 
Appendix F- PSRC Air Transportation Capacity Resolutions) by: 

o Ptu·stting JPllannnninng :ll'oir a third runway for Sea-Tac Aiirpoirt, witlln tllne 
impllemennfationn o:11' adldlitionnmll nnoise ndlundiollll memsunires ms nnote<ll inn Appeuu<lli:x 
G, mnncll provided the project meets th:e independeftt evalttatioft of Hoise redttetion 
flftd demand/system mflftagemeftt eoHditioHs flftd satisfies the Federal Aviation 
Administration and Port of Seattle environmental impact review and permit 
processes mnncll ns muntllnoirizecll lby tllne lPoirt o:11' §emttlle mnncll mgenncnes wntlln 
peirmittinng muntllnoirify. 

0 Working with the state ... (original text continues) 

Beginning on Page 71, Paragraph 1, and carrying over to Page 72: 
These conditions were: (1) the feasibility of a major supplemental airport ... The noise 

reduction objectives and demand and system management actions were to be independently 
evaluated. A determiHatioft of vthether these eoHditioHs \.Vere satisticd is to be made HO later th:flft 
April 1996. 

In October 1994, at the end of Phase 1 of the supplemental airport feasibility assessment, 
the Executive Board adopted Resolution 94-01... That resolution marked satisfaction of the first 
condition for authorization of the third runway in Resolution A-93-03. Attthori:z:tttion of the third 
ftffl'Nay at Sea Tac lfttematioHal is still sttbjcet to satisfuctioH of the secoftd flftd third eoHditiofts 
ifl Resoltttion A 93 03 (rclatiHg to Hoise rcdttctioH and dcmMd and system mflftagcmcftt actioas.) 
The Regional Cottacil, tttiliz::iftg flft iHdcpcHdcHt Expert Arbitratioft Pflftcl, is eoHtinttiHg vvith its 
efferts to dctermiae ·whether the sceoad flftd third eoHditioHs ha¥c bccft satistied by the April 
1996 date established by ResolutioH A 93 03. 'JI'llne lE:xpeirt JPmnneil onn ll])emmnncll/§ystem 
Mmnnagemennt mnncll nnonse wms mppoinntecll inn ].9941 lby tllne §fate §ecirefary o:ll''JI'Irmnnspoirfationn to 
inndlepenncllenntlly evmllunmte e:ll'foirts to meet tllne cllemmnncll/system mmnnmgemennt mnncll lllloise 
collllcllitionns. 'JI'llne JPmnneil connclluncllecll inn Ilmte ].995 tllnat nneitllneir cllemmnncll mmnnmgemennt mdionns 
sunclln ms gmte conntiroils Oil'" system mmnnmgemennt adionns sunclln ms llniglln-speecll Irmnll wounllcll olbvimte 
oir dldeir tllne nneecll fol!'" m tllniircll Irunnnwmy mt §em-'JI'mc Aiirpoirt, mnncll tllnenfoire wen nnot :ll'emsilblle 
witllninn tllne memnninng o:11' tllne Iresolluntionn, smtnsfyinng tllne cllemmnncll mnncll system mmnnagemennt 
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condition of Resohntio1rn A-93-03. fo March 1996, the Expert lPanell concluded! tlllat wlllile 
significannt "impressive" efforts 11:uadl !been made to redluce noise at §ea-Tac, these efforts 
were not smffncient to med the noise co1rndntno1m i1m Resollutio1m A-93-03. 

1I'llue lPamtell irecommemtcllecll a Ilist of adldlitnomtall mtoise irecllunctiomt measunires. lBasecll omt 
these irecommemfatiomts, tllne Regiomtall Counmtcill imt ,lfunlly 1996 amemllecll Resollulltiomt A-93-03 
airncll aclloptecll Resolluntiomt A-96-02 to illllcilmlle pllamts foir a tllnnircll irunmtway at §ea-Tac wntlln 
additionaH lllonse 1redlUJ1dion measuires in the MetiropoHtan 1I'r~msportatiomt lPhm. 1I'llne 
additionail nofise ireductionn measUJ11res, inciluding steps for impilementation an<ll monitoirillllg, 
are set forth i1rn Appemlln)'( G. The fnnnaR cllecision on a third runway is ttlse dependent upon 
completion of the Port of Seattle's environmental impact review, appll'ovall by tll!e lPort of 
Seattle, and compRdion of necessary permit processes. 

In addition ... (original text continues). 

Page 77, New Entzy in Table 4. Summary Description ofMetropolitan Transportation System 
Improvements (all text that follows is new) 

Regional Air Tll'anspoirtation System 

Component 

Commeirciall Aviationn 

General Assembly Agenda 

][))escirnption 

lUponn satisfactiorrn of ellllviirorrnmerrntall ireview amll peirmit 
pirocesses arrncll amtllnoll'izatiorrn !by time lPort of §eattlle Commissiol!ll 
a11rncll otllneir agellllcies, 4lleveDop a tlluircll irmrnway at §ea-1I'ac Airport 
with adlolitionaR noise reductio1rn measuns. 
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o Appendix F- PSRC Air Transportation Capacity Resolutions 
Resolution A-93-03 As Ammerrnidleidl 

Page 177, New Paragraph 6 

WlHilElRJEA§, mdldlitiollllmll pirocedlunires emplloyedl nllll ¢line pirocess of mmelllldlillllg tllnis 
iresolluntiollll illll ].996 mire irefllededl nllll m Regiollllmll Counllllcill dlocunmellll¢ ellll¢i¢Iledl Summary of the 
Regional Council's Decision Process Related to Amending the Metropolitan Transportation 
Plan to llnclude a Third Runway With Additional Noise Reduction Measures; 

Page 177. Beginning at Paragraph 7 (old paragraph 6) 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Regional Council E;teetttive BoM"d 
reeommeftds that: the General Assembly adopts the following elements of a Regional Airport 
System Plan amendment: 

That the region should pursue vigorously, as the preferred altemat:ive, a major 
sttpplemefttal airport fl:ftd a third runway at Sea-Tac witlln mdlcllitiollllmll lllloise iredlundiollll memsunires. 

1. The major sttpplemefttal a:irport shottld be loeat:ed ift the fem eotlftty a:rea: ·w'ithin a: 
reasona:ble tra:'Vel time :&om signifiefl:ftt ma:rkets iH: the regioH:. 

2. The third nfflwa:y shall be fl:tlthori:z:ed by April 1, 1996: 
a:. UH.less sho·Jm throttgh fl:ft eH:'VironmeH:ta:l a:ssessmeftt, whieh vtiH iH:elttde fiH:fl:lleia:l 

and mM"ket feasibility stttdies, that: a: sttpplemeH:tal site is feasible and ean elimiH:at:e 
the fteed fer a third flffl'rta:y; fl:lld 

b. After demand fl:lld system maftagemeftt progrftffls Me pmstted fl:ftd a:ehieved, or 
determiH:ed to be infeasible, ba:sed on iH:depeH:dent evalttat:ioH:; fl:ftd 

e. When noise redttetion perfomlfl:ftee objeeti'Ves a:re sehedttled, pmstted fl:ftd a:ehieved 
ba:sed on independent evalttat:ion, fl:lld ba:sed on mea:sttremeftt of real noise impa:ets. 

3. The Regional Cottneil reqttests eonsiderat:ioH: by the Federal Aviat:ion Administrat:ion 
of modifying the Fottr Post Plfl:ll to redttee noise impa:ets, and the relat:ed impa:ets on 
regiona:l military a:ir tra:f:fie. 

4. Evalttat:ion of the major sttpplemeftta:l a:irport shall be aeeomplished in eooperat:ion 
with the state of Washington. 

5. Proeeed immediat:ely to eondttet site speeifie stttdies, inelttding fl:ft enrtironmefttal 
impa:et stat:emeftt, on a Sea Tae third runvta:y. 

6-: Eliminate small supplemental airports, including Paine Field, as a preferred 
alternative. · 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED ... (retain remainder of old language) 
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0 AIP!Pelllldlnx <G-Ann- 1I'n-am;IPOR"fafrnollll Nonse Redlundnollll Measunn-es alllldl 
limIPilemellllfrnllllg alllldl Mollllnfron-nllllg §fre!Ps 

The responsible parties as indicated will agree to pursue additional aircraft noise mitigation for 
communities surrounding Sea-Tac Airport by implementing the following package of noise 
reduction measures: 

The Port of Seattle will pass a Port Commission resolution affirming that it agrees to: 

A. Evaluate and upgrade its existing noise monitoring system to include the use of 
approximately 25 noise monitors, develop a schedule for completion by the end of 1998, 
and thereafter disseminate regular reports to the public using data from the new noise 
monitoring system to include DNL, SEL and Time Above metrics. 

B. Work with the FAA and/or airlines to: 

1. Analyze the potential for reducing the use of thrust reversers: 

2. Voluntarily minimize the number of flights in the middle of the night 
(1 :30-5:30 a.m.). 

3. Continue to enforce Airport Rules and Regulations to minimize the number of 
variances for the Nighttime Limitations Program. 

4. Work with foreign air carriers to gain cooperation in ensuring that Stage 3 aircraft 
continue to be used for nighttime international flights. 

5. Work with the owners/operators of Stage 2 aircraft under 75,000 pounds to 
voluntarily limit or eliminate their use. 

6. Continue to work to enforce Airport Rules and Regulations to minimize nighttime 
engine run-ups. 

C. Modify its existing contract with noise experts to specifically include the need to review 
methods of mitigating the impacts of low frequency noise and vibration, and to supply 
such information to the Port. 

D. Design and implement a noise compatible land use plan for Port properties within its 
current acquisition zone. 

E. Complete the "sensitive use" public buildings insulation pilot studies. 
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F. Seek a public commitment from FAA to evaluate actions needed to prevent apparent 
violations of the North Flow Nighttime Departure Noise Abatement Procedures to the 
extent that safety and efficiency allow. 

G. In carrying out the Part 150 Study: 

1. The Port of Seattle will invite the Regional Council, the FAA, and affected parties 
to participate, and ensure that they are able to participate actively and 
constructively, in the Port's upcoming Part 150 study, which will commence in 
the fall of 1996 and is expected to take two to three years. 

2. Part 150 Study participants will be invited to take part in developing the scope of 
the study, consultant selection, and in all other milestones and products of the 
project, such as development of noise exposure maps; development of noise 
reduction and land use compatibility measures; and Port consideration and 
approval of the program. 

3. Items to be considered in developing the scope of the Part 150 Study will include 
but not necessarily be limited to: 

a. 

b. 

C. 

d. 

e. 

Relocation of run-up areas where daytime engine run-ups occur, to reduce 
ground-related noise. 
Evaluating the potential net benefits of preferential runway use during low 
activity periods. 
Evaluating benefits and impacts of changes to departure climb profiles. 
Analysis of need to adjust Noise Remedy Program boundaries to include 
those in 65 DNL by the year 2000, provided that the Port will not reduce 
its established Noise Remedy Program boundaries for currently eligible 
properties. 
Evaluating scope, boundaries and funding for public use and multi-family 
buildings. 

4. If, as a result of the Part 150 Study, a proposed noise reduction strategy results in 
a net improvement but causes a transfer of noise impacts to other communities, 
the Port of Seattle, Regional Council, FAA and communities affected by airport 
noise will seek agreement on guidelines or other equitable procedures for dealing 
fairly with conflicting views and needs of different communities. 

5. The Port of Seattle will ask the FAA to include within its Record of Decision on 
the Master Plan Update Final Environmental Impact Statement the requirement to 
conduct ~ Part 150 Study with the goal of assessing needed additional noise 
abatement and mitigation. 
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H. School Insulation 

I. 

JIJI. 

1. The Port of Seattle will commit up to $50 million for school insulation. 

2. The Port of Seattle will meet with the Highline School District to try to reach 
agreement on a plan for insulating the District's schools. If direct talks between 
the District and Port fail to produce agreement on a noise insulation program for 
the District's schools, the Port may request that the PSRC assist the parties in 
selecting an independent mediator. 

3. The Port will initiate the Highline School District school insulation program 
consistent with an agreement reached by the District and Port. 

4. Once the Port of Seattle completes the sound insulation program for schools 
affected by aircraft noise exposure of 65 DNL from Sea-Tac International Airport, 
it will investigate feasibility and funding for insulating schools affected by then 
current 60-65 DNL aircraft noise exposure from Sea-Tac. Sound insulation must 
comply with FAA eligibility criteria to achieve measurable noise benefit. 

Deliver to the Regional Council on or before September 5, 1996, a detailed timetable for 
carrying out the steps specified in subsections A through Hof this section, including (a) 
defined milestones against which the Port's progress toward completion of those steps 
may be measured, and (b) a schedule for progress on planning, design, and construction 
of a third runway at Sea-Tac Airport. 

JHingllnilnrrne §lCl!nooil ]l))fisfrnd 

The Highline School District will: 

A. Meet with the Port of Seattle to try to reach agreement on a plan for insulating the 
District's schools. If direct talks between the District and the Port fail to produce 
agreement on a noise insulation program for the District's schools, the District may 
request that the PSRC assist the parties in selecting an independent mediator. 

B. Initiate its school insulation program, consistent with an agreement reached with the Port 
of Seattle. 

The Puget Sound Regional Council will: 

A. Seek funding to (a) actively participate in the Port's upcoming Part 150 Study; (b) 
undertake a study to evaluate a financing mechanism for the acquisition of incompatible 
uses as noted in III-G, below; and (c) conduct surveys as noted in III-H, below. 
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B. As part of its Policy and Plan Review process, the PSRC will: 

1. Conduct an initial review of land use plans for areas that are within the 65 Ldn 
contour, and provide annual review of future changes; 

2. Offer assistance to jurisdictions in finding ways to minimize the introduction of 
incompatible land uses; 

3. Provide facilitation services, if requested by the Port of Seattle and jurisdictions in 
the vicinity of Sea-Tac Airport, to reach agreement on ways to redevelop currently 
incompatible land uses. 

C. Upon receipt of a Resolution approved by the Port of Seattle that contains all the items 
noted under Port of Seattle Resolution, above, the Executive Director of the PSRC will 
notify the Executive Board that the Metropolitan Transportation Plan amendment 
including a third runway at Sea-Tac Airport has taken effect. 

D. Encourage King County to continue its efforts to eliminate the two nighttime Alaska 
Airlines Stage 2 flights from Boeing Field. 

E. Seek support for state legislation for state policies regarding land use compatibility 
around commercial airports, and will seek support for federal legislation to allow use of 
federally approved funding for insulation and acquisition programs beyond the current 
federal constraints. 

F. Annually convene representatives of the Port of Seattle, FAA, communities affected by 
airport noise, and other interested parties, to coordinate efforts by all parties to alleviate 
issues that are undercutting the effectiveness of current noise reduction efforts and 
eliminate roadblocks to resolving issues, then report on progress to the Executive Board. 

G. Undertake a study which evaluates use of a state-financed revolving fund, or other 
financing mechanism (such as a public/private partnership) for the acquisition of 
incompatible uses within the 65 DNL to the 75 DNL contour, for conversion to noise 
compatible non-residential uses. Any such funding mechanism must demonstrate a 
balance between long-term costs and revenues. The results of the study should be 
presented to the Executive Board by June 30, 1997. 

H. Conduct statistically valid surveys, during and after construction of the third runway, to 
assess Sea-Tac Airport's effects on such items as noise, transportation/circulation, and 
land uses in the surrounding communities. 

I. Recommend that the State, in cooperation with appropriate local jurisdictions and 
regional transportation planing organizations, implement a comprehensive process for 
evaluating all options to meet the State of Washington's long-term air travel and inter­
regional ground transportation needs, including high speed rail. 
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The Washington State Department of Transportation and Transportation Commission will: 

A. Seek funding for acceleration of efforts to provide improved higher speed rail service in 
the I-5 Corridor. 

B. Seek legislation similar to what was approved for general aviation airports during the 
1996 session, to provide state policies for land use compatibility around commercial 
airports. 

v. MoH11nton-nH11g COl11l11Jl)Illl21H1l~e 
To ensure that measures contained in this Appendix G to the 1995 Metropolitan Transportation 
Plan are implemented as described, several mechanisms for tracking success and assuring 
accountability will be implemented. They include: 

A. The Port of Seattle will report to the Regional Council twice yearly on progress toward 
all the efforts encompassed in this action, amll 

B. King County will report to the Regional Council Executive Board every six months on 
progress toward eliminating nighttime Stage 2 flights at King County International 
Airport, auull 

C. Regional Council staff will report annually to the Executive Board on its participation in 
the Part 150 Study and, based on its Policy and Plan Review Process, on progress toward 
minimizing the introduction of incompatible land uses within the 65 Ldn contour. 
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Please complete and return the following registration form to Sylvia Nelson as soon as possible, 
either by FAX (206-587-4825), by mail (fold and staple), or by phone (206-464-7518). 

I will attend the General Assembly meeting on Thursday, July 11, 1996: 

Yes No 

Name: ---------------------------

Jurisdiction: -------------------------

Telephone No. FAX No. ---------- -----------

1011 Western Avenue, Suite 500 , Seattle, Washington 98104-1035 • (206) 464-7090 • FAX 587-4825 @ 
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Puget Sound Regional Council 
. ~ 

RESOLUTKON A-93-03 

. A RESOLU'fKON of \the GeneraU Assembly of \the 
l?ugelt Sou111d RegionaU Councill Amending \the 

Jl988 foteirim Regional! Aliirport System l?lan (RASJP) for 
Long-Term Commercial Air Transportation Capadty Needs of the Region 

WHEREAS, the Puget Sound Regional Council, designated under federal and state laws 
as the Metropolitan Planning Organization and Regional Transportation Planning Organization 
for the central Puget Sound region, is responsible for adopting and maintaining regional growth 
management and transportation strategies for the region; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Council has adopted VISION 2020: Growth and Transportation 
Strategy for the Central Puget Sound Region, to guide growth management and transportation 
decisions and actions in King, Kitsap, Pierce and Snohomish counties; and 

WHEREAS, VISION 2020 seeks to assure that the people of this region continue to enjoy 
an outstanding and improving quality of life that includes a vibrant economy, a healthy 
environment, and livable communities connected by a multimodal, transit-oriented transportation 
system that emphasizes accessibility and enables the efficient movement of people, goods and 
freight; and 

WHEREAS, with respect to assessments of commercial air transportation needs, the 
Regional Council acknowledges long term forecasting uncertainties, and the reduction on a day­
to-day basis of current airport capacity at Sea-Tac Airport during bad weather conditions; and 

WHEREAS, VISION 2020, as the Regional Transportation Plan for the region, includes 
the 1988 interim Regional Airport System Plan with language that called upon the region to 
"proceed expeditiously with the detailed evaluation and seiection of a preferred regional air carrier 
system alternative," and which now needs to be amended to reflect the Regional Council's recent 
planning and deliberations regarding the long-term commercial air transportation capacity needs 
of the region; and 

WHEREAS, jurisdictions in the region agree to site regional transportation f~cilities in 
a manner that reduces adverse societal, environmental and economic impacts; seeks equity and 
balance in siting arid improving the region's transportation system; and addresses regional growth 
planning objectives; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Council, through the Flight Plan Project, has sought to address 
policy, environmental, and procedural. concerns through a variety of products and processes, 
including the following: 

216 F~ A,':--': 5~,:n , Sect:s l'i.m,gton 9elC4 , ~l t64-7WJ , FAA ~7~ 



.,..___. -----·- --- ----...... .. -- -.. -.. -........ ··-··- .. --·· ......... - .. .. .. •• ··• · · .. ...... ...... ·····- ·· ... . 

(a) The Regional Council, acting jointly with the Port of Seattle, completed a non­
project Final Environmental Impact Statement evaluating various system alternatives 
for meeting projected demands and their noise and other environmental impacts, and 

(b) The Regional Council conducted a series of workshops, decision meetings, open 
houses, and a public hearing, to listen to the concerns and suggestions of community 
groups, individuals and interests that could be affected by a regional commercial air 

· · transportation capacity . decision; and 

WHEREAS, as a part of this effort, the Regional Council finds that commercial air 
transportation is important to the region's economy, and that additional commercial air 
transportation capacity needs to be identified and preserved, and implemented when needed at 
some point in the future; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Council finds that there is no perfect air transportation capacity 
solution, but that whatever solution is adopted must be part of an integrated transportation system 
that includes air and marine transportation as well as roadways and rail, that demand management 
and system management should be utilized to make the most efficient use of the existing system, 
and that any solution must n_ot result in a decrease in safety and must address noise; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Council further finds that the adopted solution should be 
flexible, must be consistent with the growth management planning that is occurring in the region, 
and should be financially feasible; and 

WHEREAS, the Regional Council Transportation Policy Board and Executive Board have 
developed and refined this recommendation to the Regional Council General Assembly; and 

WHEREAS, this amendment to the interim Regional Airport System Plan fs consistent 
with the VISION 2020 Final Environmental Impact Statement; 

NOW9 'fHERElFORE9 BE ll'f RESOLVED that the Regional Council Executive Board 
recommends that the General Assemb_ly adopt the following elements of a Regional Airport 
System Plan amendment: 

Uiat the region should pursue vigorously, as the preferred alternative, a maJor 
supplemental airport and a third runway at Sea-Tac. 

1. -the major supplemental airport should be located in the four-county area 
within a reasonable travel tifue froni significant markets in the region. 

2. . The third runway shall be authorized by April 1, 1996: 
a. Unless shown through an environmental assessment, which will include 

financial and market feasibility studies, that a supplemental site is 
feasible and can eliminate the need for the third runway; and 
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b. After demand management and system management programs are 
pursued and achieved, or determined to be infeasible, based on 
independent evaluation; and 

c. When noise reduction performance objectives are scheduled, pursued and 
achieved based on independent evaluation, and based on measurement of 
real noise impacts. 

3·. The Regional Council requests consideration by the Federal Aviation 
Administration of modifying the Four-Post Plan to redl;lce noise impacts, and 
the related impacts on regional military air traffic. 

4. Evaluation of the major supplemental airport shall be accomplished in 
cooperation with the state of Washington. 

5. Proceed immediately to conduct site-specific studies, including an 
environmental impact statement, on a Sea-Tac third runway; 

6. Eliminate small supplemental airports, including Paine Field, as a preferred 
alternative. ·- -

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board is directed to: 

1. Take all necessary steps to assure efficient, effective and economical 
implementation of this resolution. 

2. Negotiate with the Port of Seattle, the Washington State Department of 
Transportation and other responsible agencies, as necessary, to assure the 
implementation of this resolution. 

3. Assure that implementation of this resolution is at all times in compliance with 
the requirements of all applicable federal, state and local laws and regulations. 

4. Report to the General Assembly on the results of its actions at the next 
regularly scheduled Assembly meeting or at such special meeting of the 
Assembly as the Board may call. 

ADOPTED by the General Assembly this 29th day of April, 1993. 

Bill Brubak.er;a;uncilmember 
Snohomish County 
President, Puget Sound Regional Council 

.. 

Attest: ~ )Jr~~ 
M~ ber, Executive Director 
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Although the Port's ability to substantiate the validity of its estimates of real, on-the-ground 
noise impacts was weakened by its failure to supply documentation on the statistical reliability of (i) 
its data, and (ii) its modeling and estimation processes, the Port has nevertheless provided an 
enormous amount of useful information and analysis. The Pon has complied with the Panel's 
request to provide time-series data on many different aspects of aircraft noise at Sea-Tac, from the 
basic DNL trends to the distnoution of SEL peaks, the minutes per day above 65, 75, and 85 dB, 
and many other measures. This multifaceted approach to the evaluation of airport noise -- a 
combination of many different ways of looking at aircraft noise levels and the associated noise 
impacts on the community -- has been valuable for a number of reasons. It provides a better picture 
of what is actually happening with Sea-Tac Airport noise levels than DNL alone can convey; it 
permits the Panel, the PSRC General A~sembly, the Pon, and the community to assess the actual 
noise exposure changes and on-the-ground noise impacts more fully; it supplies much-needed detail 
on critical aspects of those noise impacts (such as the acrual amount of time that classrooms are 
subject to noise levels above the threshold for speech interference); and last but not least, if the 
results show an internally consistent pattern across a variety of different types of measures (as they, 
in fact, do in this case), it provides--all parties with a considerable degree of added confidence in the 
robustness of conclusions about the reductions in noise. impacts -- the on-the-ground changes in 

n public exposure to Airport noise -- which the Pon's current· noise abatement and mitigation 
~ programs have produced and are likely to produce. 

R.ECOMMENJ!M,.TIONS 
(BY 1"HE MA.iORll1Y) 

In the course of this proceeding, the Panel has had the benefit of the creative, analytical 
thinking of many different parties regarding additional noise abatement and mitigation measures that 
may, alone or taken together, reduce the future noise impacts associated with Sea-Tac Airport. The 
Port ha.-; invited the Panel to offer our recommendations as to what the next steps should be 
regarding noise abatement and mitigation. The majority of the Panel accepts that invitation. 

On the one hand, we do not think that many easy actions remain; the major programs on 
Stage 2 phase-out and nighttime Stage 2 restrictions are already in place. On the other hand, there 
are some additional actions that can be implemented relatively quickly and. in some cases, at 
relatively low cost. 

As Mr. Lewis has noted, noise abatement and noise mitigation are not simple. Externalities 
abound that make an airport proprietor's job difficult. The Port generally gets all the blame (and 
the credit) for changes in the aircraft noise environment in the Region. The reality is that actions 
by the FAA. the .. airlines, local organizations, and State and local political ·entities all affect the 
situation. Howeyer. while many actions are not within the Port's legal authority, they are not 
necessarily beyond its range of influence. (Indeed, the Pon has been portrayed by many of the 
people from whom we have heard, and by a number of the suhmittals that we have read, as a major 
force in the Region.) That influence should be brought to bear, wherever possible, to reduce on-the­
ground noise impacts: 
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In the spiri~:-of Resolution A-.93-03, we offer the following specific recomm~ndatioils:. 

1. That the PSRC and the "Coordinating Committee" established by MOU pursuant to 
Resolution A-93-03 (the PSRC, the Port, WSDOT, and the FAA) promptly take steps to 
mediate and resolve the impasse between the Highline School District and the Port on the 
issue of noise insulation for schools, to en~le the Pon to move forward rapidly on its 
commitment to insulate the schools and significantly reduce classroom speech interference. 

2. That the Port implement its stated plan to upgrade its noise monitoring system, with no 
fewer than 25 pennanent monitoring stations located throughout the affected communities; 
and that ilie results be publicly disseminated. at regular intervals, in the form of aircraft 
DNL. SEL, and Time Above metrics. 

3. That the Port and the organizations representing the affected communities jointly sponsor 
social surveys at regular intervals to assess the effectiveness of future noise abatement and 
mitigation measures in tcnns of perceived noise impacts. We concur with the view expressed 
by the Port's noise consultants in the 1993 AIRTRACFinal Report (p. 3-33): "The way to 
avoid incorrect predictions of community response to a ... (noise reduction] action is to ask 
the community directly how it feels about a particular airport action and the proposed 
mitigation program connected to it." 

4. That the Port address the impact of ground-related aircraft noise by (i) implementing the 
thrust-reversal noise impact reduction activities called for in the Noise Mediation Agreement; 
and (ii) working to minimize the number, level, and duration of daytime engine run-ups, 
which are likely to increase as operations grow. (We note that the increases in TA 65, 75, 
and 85 dB at RMS site 11 in recent years may be a consequence of ground-related noise.) 

5. That the Port take the following actions to improve the on-the-ground reduction of nighttime 
noise impacts: 

a. Negotiate and obtain a public commitment from the FAA for full cooperation in 
rigorously and aggressively enforcing compliance 'With the current North Flow 
Nighttime Departure Noise Abatement Procedures. The Pon, at a minimum, should 
notify airlines of violations of these nighttime noise abatement procedures. Better. 
the Port should institute procedures to apply pressure, through enforcement penal~ies 
and/or the power of public <>pinion in the media, to. reduce violations (for example, 
publishing fines and performance scorecards in the Region's newspapers). 

b. Work closely and aggressively with KCIA and Alaska Airlines to eliminate the 
carrier's two nighttime Stage 2 cargo flight arrivals and departures, which weaken the 
effectiveness of £he Port's nighttime S~ge 2 ban; and develop, in conjunction with 
KCIA.and local government officials, a strategy to avoid additional Stage 2 nighttime 
flights to and from KCIA in the future. 

c. Work with the airlines to minimize the total number of flights in the middle of the 
night (e.g., 1:30 a.m. to 5:30 a.m.). 
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d. Continue to minimize the number of variances issued for the Nighttime Limitations 
Program through aggressive persuasion with the airlines, including the use of the 
media. 

e. Work with foreign air carriers to ensure that Stage 3 aircraft continue to be used for 
nighttime international flights. 

f. Work with owners/operators of Stage 2 aircraft under 75,000 pounds (which are 
currently exempi from the Nighttime Limitations Program) to secure their 

.. _ cooperation in minimizing or eliminating the use of such aircraft during the nighttime 
period (There were, on average, 13 exempt Stage 2 nighttime flights per month in 
the second and third quarter of 1995.) 

g. Continue to work with the airlines to minimize nighttime engine run-ups; we note 
that, although many of the events are exempt from the King County Code, the 
exempted nighttime events have levels higher than the code permits. Existence of 
an exemption does not mean elimination of the impacts on people. 

That the PSRC, the FAA. and the communities affected by airport noise participate actively 
and constructively in the Port's upcoming Part 150 review, to propose, evaluate. and assist 
in implementing any feasible noise reduction measures that will maximize the net benefits 
for the region and provide meaningful noise mitigation for the impacted areas. The Port's 
Part 150 process should include, but not be limited to. the following actions: 

a. Evaluate the actions needed to apply, monitor and enforce the North Flow Daytime 
Departure Duwamish/Elliott Bay Noise Abatement Procedures specified in the Noise 
Mediation Agreement. Investigate, and, if possible, implement, use of this co~ridor 
during periods of periods of lighter activity during the day such as mid-morning and 
mid-afternoon. 

b. Evaluate the feasibility of extending the "nighttime" hours of use for the North Flow 
Nighttime Departure Noise Abatement Procedures (currently 10 p.m. to 6 a.m.) to 
the evening "shoulder" (8 to 10 p.m.), and, if possible, to the early morning "shoulder" 
(6 to 7 a.m.) as well. 

c. Reevaluate, with FAA and community input, the use of "minimum population 
exposure" flight tracks, in light of the increase in flight operations and the shift in the 
overall importance of arrival noise as Stage 2 aircraft are phased out. The Port had 
studied -and identified "useful" flight track changes for Four Post Plan during the 
development of the Noise Mediation Agreement. Any of the following options would 
be ;~ected oo reduce overall population exposure to aircraft noise: (n) over-water 
southern corridors for all south departures where the east 2um does not oa.-ur until 
the aircraft reach Commencement Bay or beyond; (ii) north-flow arrival procedures 
that route aircraft over tlte water (with a tum in the Four-Post arrival stream); or 
(iii) the use of a north-flow stream more often at night, coupled with tightly 
enforced, high-compliance nighttime departure routes. There are some difficult 
trade-offs in this process, but we do not accept the contention that all possible 
changes in flight tracks simply shift noise among communities. with no net reduction 
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in . number.' of. people -impacted.. Flight :. track -changes offer th·e potential for 
abatement of aircraft noise impacts once the Port has exhausted the benefits of the 
Stage 2 phase-out; we note again that Resolution A-93-03 explicitly requested the 
FAA to consider modifications to the Four Post Plan to reduce noise impacts. 

d. Evaluate, with FAA and community input, the potential _net benefits of a noise 
abatement depan~re profile employing a steeper angle of climb, coupled with an 
expanded residential acquisition and insulation program if, as a result of a steeper 
departure profile, the 15 dB DNL contour expands in the immediate vicinity of the 

·-airport while areas ·farther out receive benefits. 

e. Evaluate, with FAA and community input, the potential net bcncfiLc; of preferential · 
runway use during 0 'low activity" periods (would more use of the east runway, for 
example, result in reduced overall population noise exposure?) -- coupled with an 
expanded residential insulation and acquisition program, as needed. 

7. That, with respect to the Noise Remedy Program, the Port take the following actions: 

a. Begin a rapid, full-scale program of school insulation as soon as the impa.c.se with the 
Highline School District is resolved, with the maximum feasible commitment of 
resources and the earliest possible completion schedule. 

b. Complete the "seni:itive-use" public buildings insulation pilot studies and fund the full 
program envisioned in the Noise Mediation Agreement, as well as a program for 
insulation of multi-family dwellings, with an aggrcssiv~ schedule to allow completion 
as soon as possible. The Port Commission is on record as committed to these 
programs. 

c. Evaluate the possibility of an expanded residential acquisition program offering more 
of the most severely impacted people the buy-out option, even if no additional 
Federal money is made available for this purpose. While relocation is not desired 
by all (nor easy for anyone), the environs of a major airport are plainly not the best 
location for residential neighborhoods. 

d. Work with the PSRC and the affected communities to design and implement 
alternative, noise-compatible uses of the land within the current acquisition zone. 
We note that the acquisition program has some very strong critics because of its 
adverse effects on the quality of neighborhoods for the remaining houses and 
businesses. 

e. Further accelerate, if possible, the rate of insulation for homes now included in the 
residential noise insulation program, and consider expanding the area eligible for 
noise insulation if £he Airport's 65 dB DNL contour remains at or near the 1993 
contour boundaries. .. 

f. Investigaie possible modifications to the insulation program to mitigate the impacts 
of low frequency noise and VJbrntion (a concern the public raised repeatedly during 
the Panel's hearings). 
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8. That the PSRC and the Coordinating Committee take the lead in addressing the difficult, 
controversial task of reducing present and future noise impacts, with the following actions: 

a. Recognizing the degree to which parties and factors outside the direct authority of 
the Port are undercutting the effectiveness of the Port's currerit effons to reduce 
noise impacts, initiate and coordinate remedial action. Such coordination may 
include facilitating the use of mediation, marshalling State and loca1 public resources 
where needed, providing public information via the media, or otherwise addressing 
the roadblocks that now prevent ihe residents of the Region from realizing the full 

b. 

C. 

·. , benefits of the Port's existing abatement and mitigation programs. The PSRC and 
the Coordinating Committee are the principal entities in a position to take effective 
acdon to resolve the local problems caused by the "balkanization" of responsibility. 
among the Port, the FAA, KCIA. the Highline School District, and other panies. 

Create guidelines or other equitable procedures for dealing fairly with the conflicting 
views and ncedc; of different communities when a proposed noise reduction strategy 
results in a net improvement but causes a transfer of noise impacts. 

Take effective action on land use issues to minimize the introduction of incompatiole 
land uses and to facilitate compatible redevelopment of currently incompatible land 
uses, including implementation of the recommendations on land use issues in the 
1993 AIRTRAC Final Report. 

d. Investigate creative ways of linking noise reduction objectives with airport demand 
and system management strategies, including intennodal solutions to local and 
regional transportation needs. 
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MEMO!RANJD1LJM July 1, 1996 

To: General Assembly 

lFil"omrn: Sylvia Nelson, Executive Secretary 

§ulbjed: Execuntnve JBomll"dl lRequnest 

At the Executive Board meeting June 27, 1996, Board members requested that the Port of Seattle 
furnish the enclosed information, "The Facts About Funding a Third Runway at Sea-Tac 
Airport." 
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o Third runway construction is currently estimated to cost $455 
n,iilion, including proposed mitigation. 

o PSRC's proposed resolution A-96-02, which amends the 
MTP, caiis for an additional $i i 3 million in noise mitigation. 

o ~f approved by the PSRC and subsequently by the Port 
Commission, a third runway wm be financed exciusiveiy with 
airport sources o1 capita~: 
--FAA grants 
--Landing fees 
--Passenger Facmty Charges 
--Revenue bond funds 
--Third-party financing 

o Tax levy proceeds and general obligation bonds have never 
been used to pay for capita~ projects at Sea-Tac Airport 

o Port policy is for the airport, both its operations and capital 
improvements, to be funded exclusively through user-based 
charges. 

o Tax levy proceeds are prohibited by statute from being used 
to pay debt sentice on revenue bonds. 

o The 25-year Master Pian Update and infrastructure renewa~ 
and replacement represents the fuli range of capita~ 
investments needed to support regional air transportation 
demands through the year 2020 and beyond. ~n i 995 dollars 
the cost estimate is $2.2 bimon (adjusted for inflation, this 
totals $3 bimon). 
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The third runway, including mitigation costs, is currently projected at $455 million. For funding purposes, 
the Port focuses on the 10-year planning horizon. Capital costs associated with the Airport Master Plan, as 
well as infrastructure renewal/replacement and environmental costs, amount to approximately $1.9 billion 
over the next 10 years. Development of the third runway and related mitigation costs is 24% of the IO-year 
Airport capital plan. 

The Port has a variety of potential funding sources to apply towards the Airport capital plan. While 
detailed capital spending and funding plans are continually being refined, the following tables and charts 
present the current proposed IO-year capital program and projected funding sources. 

Noise Program 
Third runway ( 1) 
Other(2) 

Total 

Airport Income 

110 
455 

. Lill 
1,883 

IPrrofiec~dl §ounrrces & Uses 01!" lFmdls 
Ubayeaur A.lirrpolrt Capliaall IPhrum 

(Millions of Dollars) 

Capital Spending 

Olhsr 
70% 

Projected Funding Sources 

Passenger Facilities Charges (PFCs) 
Federal Funding 

$227 · 
356 
288 
279 
177 

Enlsting Funds 
9% 

· Alternative Financing (3) 
Existing Fund Balances (4) 
Revenue Bonds 

Total 
~ 
1,883 

(1) Includes construction and mitigation costs 

Altemmtive 
Fln21nclng 

15% 

Noise 

Third RunwlJY 
2~% 

Revenue Bonclls 
30% 

Fedaral Funding 
15% 

Airport lncoma 
12% 

(2) Includes other Master Plan elements in addition to maintenance, renewal, and environmental costs 
(3) Represents funding from sources other than Port capital, such as private development and conduit 

financing 
(4) Includes proceeds from recent revenue bond issuance and other surplus fund balances 
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The Port has ample capital capacity to fund the 10-year Airport capital program. To fund the Airport's 
capital program, no property tax funds are required. A primary reason that ample capital capacity exists 
for the 10-year plan is that a significant portion of existing airport debt service rolls off after 2001, creating 
additional revenue bond capacity: 

Existing Airport Revenue :Bond ]]J)ebt Service 

50, 

~. 
30,000 

20,000 

10,000 

(TholllSaun«lls of ]]J)0Ilh111rs) · 

0¥"'i.l...!;l=~""'-'i:.=-4;_s..L..."l"'"""'--'~~,,__,.,.'--"i--'.....,_~........., 

11 SS8 1 S97 1 S98 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 

The Port could pursue a number of options should funding shortfalls develop or capital costs increase, 
including: 

o defer, eliminate or reduce in scope elements of the capital plan 
o maximize financing tools such as: capitalized interest and delayed amortization of revenue 

bond principal, "sculpting" debt service to further take advantage of the drop-off of existing 
debt service payments after 2001 

o issue subordinated debt 

Additionally, the Port will have a new airline operating agreement after the year 2001. The Port expects 
this agreement to provide for additional funding flexibility through the ability to retain a greater share of 
airport revenues. 

@ The $1.9 billion 10-year capital program represents 60% of the inflation-adjusted expenditures ($3.2 
billion) at Sea-Tac Airport for both Master Plan and infrastructure renewal and replacement in the next 25 
years. The Port is confident that it will have adequate resources to fund the remainder of the capital 
program beyond the next 10 years. 



1996 Vote: Main Motion 
Special Assembly Meeting YES NO % for 
July 11, 1996 910.97 177.01 0.837303 

Title: Main Motion 
Total? (Y/N): y Total: 1087.98 

YES NO 
Kino County 270.40 135.20 135.20 
Kitsap County 38.63iY 
Pierce County 102.01 IY 
Snohomish County 88.96iy 

Algona 0.48 
Artinoton 2.00[y 
Auburn 8.67Iv 
Bainbridae Island 9.95 
Bellevue 25.09iY 
Bonney Lake 3.17 
Bothell 7.92iY 
Bremerton 22.00 
Buckley 1.35 IY 
Burien 6.81 n 
Clvde Hill 0.74Iv 
Des Moines 5.28 n 
Dupont 0.21 [y 
Duvall 0.86 
Eatonville 0.56 
Edmonds 11 .68[y 
Enumclaw 2.50 

{ij ,1verett 29.54IY 
c~ederal Wav 18.28 n 
Fife 1.48 
Fircrest 1.88 
Gi!l Harbor 1.36 
Hunts Point 0.12 IY 
lssaouah 2.22 
Kent 10.98iY 
Kirkland 10.42IY 
Lake Forest Park 1.75IY 
Lake Stevens 1.85Iv 
Lynnwood 11 .92[y 
Marysville 6.30iY 
Medina 0.75 
Mercer Island 5.24IY 
Mill Creek 3.44[y 
Milton 1.76 1.10 0.66 
Monroe 2.21Iv 
Mountlake Terrace 7.48 IY 
Mukilteo 5.50Iv 
Newcastle 1.98 IY 
~Orth Bend 0.72 1~ · , ,,l)rtinQ 0.86 
1-'ort Orchard 3.47 
Poulsbo 3.20IY 
Puyallup 9.51 
Redmond 9.85[y 
Renton 11 .04 [y 
Ruston 0.25 
SeaTac 5.64[y 
Seattle 131.09[y 
Snooualmie 0.38iy 
Stanwood 1.08Iv 
Steilacoom 2.13 y 
Sultan 0.95 V 
Sumner 2.69 V 
Tacoma 64.36 57.21 7.15 
Tukwila 3.63 n 
University Place 10.64 y 
Woodenville 2.36 v 
Woodway 0.36 y 

Port of Everett 10.00 v 
Port of Seattle 50.00 v 
Port of Tacoma 30.00 y 
WA Dept of Transp 30.00 y 
WA Transp Comm 30.00 V 
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PUGET SOUND REGIONAL COUNCilL 
GlENEIRAL ASSEMBlL Y ATTENDANCIENOTING LilST 

JUlLY H, ]996 

MEMBIEJRS• 

COUNTIES 

I-King County 
Executive Gary Locke 
Councilmember Larry Gossett 
Councilmember Greg Nichols 
Councilmember Cynthia Sullivan 
Councilmember Christopher Vance 
Councilmember Pete vonReichbauer, Alt. 

2-Kitsap County 
Commissioner Matt Ryan 
Commissioner Phil Best, Alt. 

3-Pierce County 
Executive Doug Sutherland 
Councilmember Karen Biskey 

4-Snohomish County 
Executive Bob Drewel 
Councilmember Karen Miller 
Councilmember Gary Nelson 
Councilmember John Garner, Alt. 

CITIES AND TOWNS 

5-Algona 
6-Arlington 

Mayor Bob Kraski 
7-Auburn 

Councilmember Sue Singer 
8-Bainbridge Island 
9-Bellevue 

Councilmember Margot Blacker 
Councilmember Conrad Lee 
Councilmember Chuck Mosher 

I 0-Bonney Lake 
I I-Bothell 

Councilmember Debbie Treen 
12-Bremerton 
13-Buckley 

Councilmember Kim Walthers 
14-Burien 

Mayor Arun Jhaveri 
15-Clyde Hill 

Councilmember Pat Hawkins 
16-Des Moines 

Councilmember Daniel Sherman 

YlES 

135.20 
r/ 
r/ 

r/ 

*Names of Executive Board members and alternates are shown in italics. 

1 

NO 

135.20 

r/ 

r/ 
r/ 

WlEIGHTED 
VOTES 

270.40 

38.63 

102.01 

88.96 

0.48 
2.00 

8.67 

9.95 
25.09 

3.17 
7.92 

22.01 
1.35 

6.81 

0.74 

5.28 



WlEIGH'flED 
MEMBlEIRS YlES NO VOTES 
17-DuPont r/ 0.21 

Mayor Will Shenkel 
IS-Duvall 0.86 
19-Eatonville 0.56 
20-Edmonds 11.68 

Mayor Barbara Fahey 
Councilmember Jim White 

21-Enumclaw 2.50 
22-Everett 29.53 

Councilmember Bob Overstreet 
23-Federal Way 18.28 

Mayor Skip Priest 
Councilmember Phil Watkins 

24-Fife 1.48 
25-Fircrest 1.88 
26-Gig Harbor 1.36 

w 27-Hunts Point 0.12 
Mayor Erse/le Eade, Alt. (King Co. Suburban Cities) 

28-lssaquah 2.22 
29-Kent r/ 10.98 

Councilmember Connie Epperly 
30-Kirkland r/ 10.42 

Councilmemer Dave Russell (King Co. Suburban Cities) 
31-Lake Forest Park r/ 1.75 

Mayor David Hutchinson 
32-Lake Stevens r/ 1.85 

Mayor Jay Echols 
33-Lynnwood r/ 11.92 

Mayor Tina Roberts, Alt. (Snohomish Co. Suburban Cities) 
34-Marysville r/ 6.30 

Councilmember Otto Herman 
Councilmember Donna Wright 

35-Medina 0.75 

CD 36-Mercer Island r/ 5.24 
Mayor Judy Clibborn 

37-Mill Creek r/ 3.44 
Councilmember Timothy Austin 
Councilmember Dale Hensley 

38-Milton 1.10 0.66 1.76 
Mayor Leonard E. Sanderson (Pierce Co. Suburban Cities) 

39-Monroe r/ 2.27 
Councilmember James Hager 

40-Mountlake Terrace r/ 7.48 
Councilmember Roger Bergh (Snohomish Co. Suburban Cities) 

41-Mukilteo r/ 5.50 
Mayor Brian J. Sullivan 
Councilmember Eileen Hinds 

. Councilmember Kerry Mushkin 
Councilmemer Harold Quinby 
Councilmember Cathy Reese 
Councilmember Bruce Richter 

2 



WU G lHl1'1E]I) 
MEMlBIElRS YIES NO V01'1ES 
42-Newcastle r/ 1.98 

Councilmember Sonny Putter 
43-North Bend 0.72 
44-Orting 0.86 
45-Port Orchard 3.47 
46-Poulsbo 3.20 

Mayor Mitch Mitchusson (Kitsap Co. Suburban Cities) 
47-Puyallup 9.51 
48-Redmond r/ 9.85 

Councilmember Richard Cole 
49-Renton r/ 11.04 

Councilmember Bob Edwards (King Co. Suburban Cities) 
50-Ruston 0.25 
51-SeaTac r/ 5.64 

Counci/member Frank Hansen, Alt. (King Co. Suburban Cities) 
52-Seattle r/ 131.09 

(i) 
Mayor Norman B. Rice 
Councilmember Jan Drago 
Councilmember Margaret Pageler 

53-Snoqualmie r/ 0.38 
Mayor Jeanne Hansen (King Co. Suburban Cities) 

54-Stanwood r/ 1.08 
Mayor Don Moa 

55-Steilacoom r/ 2.13 
Councilmember Dave Welch 

56-Sultan r/ 0.95 
Councilmember Carolyn Eslick 

57-Sumner r/ 2.69 
Counci/member Ron Scholz, Alt. (Pierce Co. Suburban Cities) 

58-Tacoma 57.21 7.15 64.36 
Counci/member Robert W. Evans 

59-Tukwila r/ 3.63 
Mayor Wally Rants 

CD 60-University Place r/ 10.64 
Councilmember Linda Bird 

61-Woodinville r/ 2.36 
Mayor Bob Miller 

62-Woodway r/ .36 
Councilmember Peter Block 

63-Port of Everett r/ 10.00 
Commissioner Ed Morrow 

64-Port of Seattle r/ 50.00 
Commissioner Pat Davis 

65-Port of Tacoma r/ 30.00 
Commissioner Jack Fabulich 
Commissioner Jerry Thorpe 

66-W A State Dept. of Trans. r/ 30.00 
Ms. Renee Montgelas, Alt. 

67-WA Transportation Comm. r/ 30.00 
Commissioner Aubrey Davis 

GRAND 1'01' AL 1,150.00 

3 



ATTIENDANCE SIHIEIET 

COMMITTEE: General Assembly 

LOCATION: Seattle Center 

NAME /tkt:!J?Cd «k t,;ltC ~ 
NAME RopV\e7 \2(oL;J/\ 

NAME we-,~ crr-0 1-J :; 7 ~, 11/"' 

NA
1
ME To~~Dh ck 

NAME L~lPi;.,., 
NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME. ________ _ 

NAME _______ _ 

NAME_..-______ _ 

NAME _______ _ 

NAME _______ _ 

NAME _______ _ 

NAME _______ _ 

DATE: __ Ju.....,ly,__11_, _19_9~6~--

TIME: 2:00 - 5:00 p.m. 

REPRESENTING &c_ 
REPRESENTING f S RC Afucn~y 
REPRESENTING /~· £(!_,__ " / 

REPRESENTING~ b~::iV)) C ,fl ' 

REPRESENTING £5 k, (_ 
REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 



A l"TENDA~CIE SHEET 

COMMITTEE: General Assembly DA TE: --=J=ul~y _,_1..._.1.__,1-=9=96=-----

LOCATION: Seattle Center TIME: 2:00 - 5:oo p.m. 

NAME ~P n?a:t./u-,-, 6rJ REPRESENTINGC:i.n-(24-<.t:F Pall,& 
NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING _____ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING _____ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING ______ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING _____ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING _____ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING _____ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING ______ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING _____ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING _____ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING _____ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING _____ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING _____ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING ______ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING _____ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING ______ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING ______ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING ______ _ 

NAME ________ _ REPRESENTING _____ _ 

NAME ________ _ REP.RESENTING ______ _ 
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ATTIENDANCIE SHEET 

COMMITTEE: General Assembly 

LOCATION: Seattle Center 

NAME::_-:-Af' I< FA B ( JL/{ i.:-/ 

NAME r;;P, 06 ;.0Qj 1G ,l k k 
NAME VLlA.c,v\._ ~-6-L-..S. tg., 
NAME ~E/4'£<( -;;ioYLPE: 

NAME M·f(J-rd r-st€,r;t,/4el 
NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

DA TE: _...._J u=-.ly,,__,_11...._. _._19=.:9=6,__ __ 

TIME: 2:00 - 5:00 p.m, 

REPRESENTING Sfe_~ kutJortz 
REPRESENTING .S-im~'t-tZ 

REPRESENTING ·H,~--r c ~-r 4Co/l1 A­

REPRESENTING _ -l 1.~:~0 _ \!),G,,_.__,, 
REPRESENTING t-'u..,, c..c ~z.,L0'A.C'A.Jl, 

REPRESENT! NG /~ 1c-r j ,C. ;;(co w1 /'f­

REPRESENTING P £a.d": 
REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING_-_____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 
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ATTENDANCE SHEET 

COMMITTEE: General Assembly 

LOCATION: Seattle Center 

NAME j 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

DATE: --=Ju=.:..ly,._1_._.1 ....... ......,19"'""9'"""6 __ _ 

TIME: 2:00 - 5:00 p,m, 

REPRESENTING c, - ✓- 1 m u K., L h v 
REPRESENTING ;, /Vtflkt i ho 
REPRESENTING __ ' \ ___ '_1 

_ 

REPRESENTING_1_1 ___ I; __ 

REPRESENTING __ ,_' ___ ,_., _ 

REPRESENTING Au /,u en 
REPRESENTING ({G.,lL,fAfU'c..---­

REPRESENTING IJe .&..a~ 
REPRESENTING 1<,/ .?1,,iLft'§·tL,£:" 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 



ATTIENDANCIE SHEIET 

COMMITTEE: General Assembly 

LOCATION: Seattle Center 

~:~: ~1~7~r-·· 
NAME)_,,,__· __ ----z;-______;;;e,___ 
NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

DATE: --=J=ul.,_y ....... 11 ...... , ..... 1-=9=-96=------

TIME: 2:00 - 5:00 p.m. 

REPRESENTING f:v_,~;(?.! 1-1r 
REPRESENTING~ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING ______ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING ______ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING ______ _ 

REPRESENTING ______ _ 

REPRESENTING ______ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 



ATTIENDANCIE SHEIE1' 

COMMITTEE: General Assembly 

LOCATION: --=~~~~--.,.--

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

UAJ-', \ JV 2~=: ~a .,:3_ 
//IJK(YI K?J;cb 
·'B::;L) fl- [ \... lLt.;._, -

NAME_._R_/_c_/4_d~-t~/_0_~/4_~ __ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME. ________ _ 

NAME. ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME ________ _ 

NAME. ________ _ 

DA TE: --"'-Ju"""'ly~11..._, --'--'19=9=6'-----

TIME: 2:00 - 5:00 p.m. 

REPRESENTING ~v s / c 
REPRESENTING V,~,~-~~~-t{Cz? 
REPRESENTING c/ c./c;tJf 5e/;· 27'k · 
REPRESENTING C_'\ ·t, 

7
(.,:~f lL100-cf ~~1-1..-/\. Llc_. 

REPRESENTING Jf'ecl./111: r:) 
REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING. _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING. _____ _ 

REPRESENTING. _____ _ 
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A l'l'ENDANCE SHEET 

COMMITTEE: General Assembly 

LOCATION: Seattle Center 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

NAME 

DATE: __ Ju ..... ly_11 ..... , ..... 19"'""9....,6'-----

TIME: 2:00 - 5:00 p.m. 

REPRESENTING bEA,J. T 
REPRESENTING MKe ke~.ri-@<c,< 
REPRESENTING /4-,,,..,_,,g,~ _, 
REPRESENTIN~~ rf'a'-( 
REPRESENTING M ~ ( 
REPRESENTING C <-Y PC /-/ 1 '-- '--

REPRESENTING~- , 

REPRESENTING_.-:£/4...,.._~(d,.....,/i~-~'-CYr-_ 
REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 

REPRESENTING _____ _ 
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A l"l"ENDANCIE SHlElET 

COMMITTEE: General Assembly 

LOCATION: Seattle Center 

NAME &. m~ 
NAME ~ ,g /~'--
NAME q{os:R O ~-\ l {.e ( 
NAME <iiit}RY rl)/4Jf£ ~&~ 
NAM~~ 

NAM~~~ Wnq ),X 
NAME e;r-zo /rll'"'14Al 

NAM~~~ 

NAME /vi ...-1, r R z<;f;v 
NAME DALE H6(t1;LE,V 
NAM&!)~!e.J~e&\ ~ 
NAME✓m JftJi;/2 N 
NAME _______ _ 

NAME _______ _ 

NAME _______ _ 

NAME _______ _ 

NAME. _______ _ 

NAME. _______ _ 

NAME. _______ _ 

NAME. _______ _ 

DATE: July 11, 1996 

TIME: 2:00 - 5:00 p.m. 
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June 18, 1996 

Dear Puget Sound Regional Council General Assembly Member; 

You are currently faced with critical decisions about meeting the region's air 
capacity needs. As background, I have enclosed a copy of the Executive 
Summary· of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) . The EIS for the 
proposed Master Plan Update Development Actions at Seattle-Tacoma 
International Airport addresses the issues of environmental, social, noise, 
transportation , construction, water and air quality impacts. 

A list is printed on page 2 of the Executive Summary of local libraries and 
agencies where a full Final EIS is available for review. If you have questions or 
need clarification, please contact: 

Ms. Barbara Hinkle 
Health, Safety and Environmental Management 
Port of Seattle 
PO Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

Sincerely; 

Patricia Davis 
Port of Seattle Commissioner 
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