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Flight Plan Project Final Reoort DPEIS 

After a careful review of the Puget Sound Air TransporUt ion Comnuttee's Flight Plan Project Draft 

Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement we have two major concerns about the adequacy of the air quality 

element. 

First , no attempt is made to evaluate the impact of motor vehicle or aircraft emissions on air qual ity in the vicinity 

of the airport(s). Second , there is no documentation of the methodology or emission factors used to prepare th is 

report, thus making it impossible to verify the results . 

Motor vehicle emissions appear to be based solely on the average trip length to the airport(s) from each of the 

Puget Sound Regional Council's Forecast Analysis Zones . This implies that peoplt: will be able to use the nearest 

airport to board a flight to their destination; it also completely ignores the impact of traffic congestion on lOC4il 

air quality . Dispersion modeling is required in order to properly assess this impact and was not conducted. 

Similarly, the impact of aircraft operations was limited to a cursory evaluation of regional air pollutant emissions. 

Although the model used to calculate these emissions is also capable of estimating their impact, no dispersion 

modeling results appear in the report . 

In addition, existing air quality around the airports was not addressed, even though a comparison between the 

various flight plan alternatives and present conditions would seem to be fundamental. We believe estimates of 

interim conditions between now and the year 202U are also relevant. 

For the above reasons we believe this air quality analysis is totall y inadequate for making an informed dc!eision. 

JLN:Is 

Sincerely , 

James L. Nolan 

Compliance D irector 

·\ nl! ,t I !, ,,.,.,,, ! "' ' ' P~tii 1 J111 tn Co nt ro l (H:~t t · ' 

H (l ~ k l l Cl I P I ' ( ( 1 ( l f.: ' 

( h.urn,,,. , \\rnl ,t,ln luno ( ''"'""""II"" '' 1\ •'""' ' l'll 'nt ' 
\u ,• ( h.urn ,,.., lr m H111 lr.. •nc ( , ,,,nh l\ r ' t tll•\ • 

~.~ " ' ' H Ull,...., (uun(dmrtn !"Jnohc,ro" t' ( ounl\ 

l\ •11 lrrl. 111 1 ll \ \, I\1 Jf [ \1 ' 11 '11 

l1 .trlc •Jip \\,,, ,." " ·•lri \ \ ,... ml • •• ,u l .tt~· · 

l"''" ' '' rll tr \. \,1\ tll B rt •mt •rH Hl 

lf1(1( I' ; ;~ \ \f, -, 

, , ,.n, Ru t' ,\ \twor \to ,lf'! lf' 

I•)( "' !nn tn l Pu•t t t ( )U I"t l \ E\ f' { u : '" 

l\ ,Ht ·n \ , ,~ Jt ,. ~,d,,1"'l, l.u o...,,, 

r ·\ \ , _• (l r, , ! ll(, - .: 1· 



II\ I' ( >I I l J I I ll I ( ) I I I I ( Jf / • (I 

l. tt 11'1\l\ ' II t•tt I I f( •tt •. r, ~ ' { 1; II , u' • 1 I 1 
1 

I, it i:; ulllikely that ign i team quantiti s of 
Th r for~. our A en y does not cons ider tr c 

hi k) hnve confirmed th at aircraft de-icing 
~ N . 9 l in order t nvoid confusion within the regu lated 

- ~ \'ill : will be, ldre __ d inns pnrate document. 

LU\ , : f h w nir r. t d ·-i ing is re tluted at Sea-Tac airport, as 
r ~~ ti n~ on thi. .ubject. Also. any further infom1ation on the 

t - · . i n~ w ull b uppr in ted. 

t me- . 1lte staff person who is responsible for matters 
~ he ~n be r hed nt 2 6-7469. 

incerely, 

Ani t3. J. Frankel 
Air Pollution Control Officer 
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Memo 

Date: February 2, 1993 

To: Board of Directors, Puget Sound Air Pollu tion n ro f.g~:- '! 

From : Anita J. Frankel 

ubject: PSAPCA's Role Regarding Airport Air Quarry 

H n rable Members: 

The Board of Directors of the Puget Sound Air Pollution Conrrol Agency 
assess air quality issues at Sea-Tac Airport and determine the role PSAPC . ~r. ;..a! - · - . : ~- -: .- : :-
our jurisdiction. This repon summarizes PSAPCA 's role in reg Ia . g 2iQO ·• ' a:e::: :..-:-.. : . -
. urisdiction . 

Review of Environmental Impact Statements: 

It is clearly the role of PSAPCA to review any Environmental Impact St<Uerr:e:: 
projects which may impact the air quality in our region. However, the P rt a!!t. -:-.J-7 ~ -· 
responsibil ity to approve or disapprove the EIS since the Pon is the ead ag~"lCf . p.~ : -:::.= · 
provide technical assistance to the pany preparing the EIS, and wil ·de.~fy s;. r:c:c:t""~: . 
The staff will participate in. the proce~s as early as possible, includi g review : · 
prepara tion for writing an EIS. For example, the staff reviewed and c mr::e::~ 

Transportation Committee's Flight Plan Draft Programmatic Env1r nme:l~---
Sea.-Tac Airpon expansion project. 

Specific issues that may need to be addressed when evaluating an EI _ . 
include procedures for queuing aircraft before takeoff, the se of al~rrw.:rve - cis : r !:-:: ·-.

used ar the airpon, reducing vehicle traffic around the airport , and tee •• .: • c:s t!.:..:.- : -

and ground vehicles . 

Basic Equipment and Control Devices Located at Airports: 

Agency staff will perform annual inspections o f al registered eq ·~·;nr.e::: 
determine compliance with Agency 's Regulation 1, I. and . 11 i_ ; . ' e:s ~ _r.:-=:: =z~ :: 
tenants at the airport as well as the airport itself. Registered eqt-iprnen rr:C.~ P- :-.._- ~ 
wastewater treatment plants, and spray booths. Viola tions of :u y reg'"' - · ·,::: : e 
manner as with any other registered facility in our j risdiction. 



{ "type": "Form", "isBackSide": false }

