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Dee@it>er 17, 1981

Ms. Jody Yam&naka

Department of PlannIng and Research
Port of Seattle
P. D. Box !209
Seattle, WA 98111
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Dear Rs. YaNanaka,:

nan P O
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Th{s is to swwarlze FAA' s major review cm@nts on the draft Sea..Tac Noise
Exposure Update Report (dated Novafiber 1981) whIch were dIscussed during the
DecaBber 11, 1981, 8eetin9 attended by you and Bob Ye11s flu! the Port and
Dennis assentiop and George SaIto of our office. These eantents are presented
be1 w
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ae Phase II, Task B, of the pt9ject IOFt progrm sflaws as an output an
estI@tion of the variance range for the fl Igbt tracks . The draft
report does aot reflect th{s variance range. He feel ft {s Important
to 8ddrvss thIs subject in the final report, aspecIally base,i on
cItizen caT!@nts we have received. We ass ute the f{na1 report wIll
tnclude maps which show the fIIght tracks vlth reference to ground
features (e.g., streets) which are dIscern{t3le.

b. Phase II , Tasks D and Es of the project A)rk program deals wIth the
iN!! verlficat{on. He feel the draft report does not adequately cover
thIs Matter. The naIa purpose of tte3e tasks is to establish accuracy
ctwpartson between INN and NHS, S(nw of the pertInent questlals mt
answered in the draft report Include: Which flow direction( s) was
used in the nocleI verificatIon? What were the acceptable varIatIons
and basis for acceptanCe? How did the IM contours and NW yalues
caR:para {before and after adjustFleats wrc Elade and for both north
and south flows)? in Task E, bw were the &{rcmft types and altltude
varIatIons accounted for in making &djus&tents to the iNtl NEL? Here
the alt{tudes and aIrcraft types obtatned fran each of the a{r carrIers?

c. Phase IiI, Task B, of the project work prograiB {nvolve$ the portable
noIse ©eter. The draft report does not adequately address the
verificatIon of the portable noIse @ter with the NHS by $1Biultaneous

’ aleasuratents,or how the data acquIred usIng the portablb gleter vas
, used to verIfy the accuracy of the INN contours {before and after
* li{M cal{bratlbn procedure)–. ThIs task also Incl&des IdentificatIon of

. low frequency noIse and vibratIon. We beIIeve thIs antter should be
discussed in more detail in the fInal report. He understand that the
consultant has prepared a workIng paper on the subject,
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Phase iiI, Task C, of the project work prcgrm shows as an output a
working paper OR noIse abatwient application at Sea..Tac c®3pared vjth
other appIIed systems, The draft report }tas a swnary table of noIse

' IROn{tOday sy$twls at other airports , but {t does not {nclude hav
- this infonRation vas appl{ed to Sea-Tac in thIs study ( Appendix A of

the draft report).
P£• PTA

Phase iV, Task A, of the project work program calls for an output
wh{ch pray{des a range of estlr,al:es of operatIons growth and fleet
a{x for iNi’l Input and no{se impact project{on. The draft report does
not provide such a range of estifRates. We bel{eve th{s should be
included in the f{naI report (high and low as well as the specIfic
forecasts used in the noise Impact project{on). ThIs range of estimates
relates to the varIous ’scenarios“ covered in Phase Y, Task A, and the
-best guess" hypothesis as well as pessImIstic and optiaiistlc al:terRa-
tlves Ment{one(! in Phase V, Task C, of the project work program. ThIs
task {ndic&tes that the rawIe of noise Impacts w131 also be exam{ned
and presented. The fInal report should address th{$ range of noise
Impacts (contours for pes${m{st Ic, nwina1 and opt{mist{c operation
projectIons ) ,
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f. Phase IV, Task C, of the project work pr@ran involves co11ect::{on of
miscellaneous data. in this regard, we feel there are several quest{oils
r€1ated to th{s task whIch are not an sbered {n the draft report. These
Include: How was the Lda €alculated for the airport taxilr}$ noise and
what were the results? How were the results then used to a<::ijust the
iNN contours? We would IIke to see the no{se contours before and after
the adjusbnents shown in the final report. C>ther ela!tents covered in
this task but not reflecte ci in the draft report include actual aBb lent
noise levels, meteorologIcal data and sensItIvIty analysIs {I.e. ,
noIse in relation to ®etearologleal eonditlons)+

q. Phase IV, Task D, of the project work program on survey on population
patteR}s and land use ( 170 hours of staff tI! Be) is not covered in the
draft report. if the Port wIshes to drop th{s task fmB the ptnject,
we would llke to have a letter fr@ you statIng the reasons for this
decisIon, We wIll then IBake approprIate adjustments in the total
federal payment on thIs project.

h. Phase VI, Task 8, of the project work progran includes a * series': of
PAC brIefIngs and d{seuss Ions as well as -put:>lic meetIngs.'’ He
assw© these actIons #111 be taken prIor to fin&lizatloa of the report+

rA(

’ it appears to us from rev{ewing the draft report that the consultants (30 hours
for Phase V, Task C) were not Involved {n tIe preparatIon of th{s docw\ant.
in short, dId the coRsultants ':'oversee- the ent{re’ study and do they support
the draft report f {ndings?

ayr editorial and other more detaIled c®vents have been glade ta a marked--up
copy of the draft report. It wIll be funlis tIed to you under separate
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cover. Please ca11 us if you have any further questIons or coMents regarding
our views st&!Barized above on the draft report. ::BuT IT ={-. = P
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Original 8igrud by
Mark A B8isse

Mark A. Be{sse
Acting Chief , Plann{ng and

Progra®i-ling Branch, A;{N.'6:O

CC :
Joe Sims
Hugh Parry
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T " Hs. Jody YaFtanaka
Depar&:nnt of Plaflning
Part of Seattle
P. 8. Box }209
Seattle, HA 98 Ill

and Research
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Dear Ms. Yalaanaka:
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FUr : r. V, '
#: +++

:Y+ - 1-'% Our §@jor revIew camelItS OR the draft Sea-Tac No{se Exposure Update Report
were fura{shed to you in our letter of De€©Bber 17, 1981. £nclosed is a
Marked--up copy of the draft report whIch contains our edItorIal and other
8©re deta11ed
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Please call us if you have a lw questions on any of our c®tRents.
» =
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e:'!!!nBl sIgned by

Hark A. gels se
Acting Chief , Planning and

Progrm{ng Branch, M'-610
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Enclosure

CC :
Joe SIns
augh Parry
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