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Using Blu e Je a n s
• We ’ll ke e p  p a rt ic ip a n t s m u te d  d u rin g  th e  

p re se n ta t ion  – if you  h a ve  a  q u e st ion , p le a se  
se n d  it  t h rou g h  th e  Ch a t  Box.

• You ’ll b e  a b le  to  u n m u te  you rse lf d u rin g  
d iscu ssion  p o rt ion s o f th e  a g e n d a  – if you ’d  
like  to  sp e a k, se n d  u s a  n o te  th rou g h  Ch a t  o r 
ju st  ju m p  in .

• We ’ll b e  re co rd in g  th e  m e e t in g  so  w e  ca n  b e  
su re  to  ca p tu re  e ve ryth in g  in  ou r m e e t in g  
n o te s.
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Using Blu e Je a n s
• Trou b le sh oo t in g

• If ca n n o t  se e  p re se n ta t ion , on ly se e  p a rt ic ip a n t  vid e os – m ove  b lu e  
d o t  to  th e  rig h t

• If ca n n o t  se e  p a rt ic ip a n t  vid e os, on ly se e  p re se n ta t ion  m ove  b lu e  
d o t  to  th e  le ft
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Agenda

— We lcom e  a n d  in t rod u c t ion s
— Stu d y st a tu s
— De ve lop m e n t  a n d  e va lu a t ion  o f sce n a rio s

— Scenarios 1 & 2: Current  p lanned  developm ent
— Scenario 3: Accom m odate 50 %  of future gap
— Scenario 4: Accom m odate 10 0 %  of future gap

— Discu ssion
— Airp o rt  e va lu a t ion

— Eva lua t ion criteria
— Airport  eva lua t ion
— Eva lua t ion conclusion and  potent ia l supp lem enta l 

a irports
— Discu ssion
— Ne xt  st e p s a n d  w ra p  u p



W elcom e and  
in t roduct ions

Source: Kenmore Air
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St udy st at us
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Background
— Avia t ion  p la ys a  p ivo ta l ro le  in  t h e  ce n t ra l Pu g e t  Sou n d
— Re ce n t  ra p id  a irlin e  p a sse n g e r a n d  a ir ca rg o  g row th  ra ise s 

q u e st ion s a b ou t  t h e  re g ion ’s a b ilit y t o  m e e t  t h e  fu tu re  a via t ion  
n e e d s w h ile  su st a in in g  h ig h -q u a lit y se rvice

St udy purpose and  out com es
Provid e  a  c le a r p ic tu re  o f t h e  d iffe re n t  ro le s a n d  a via t ion  a c t ivit ie s 
a t  e a ch  o f t h e  re g ion ’s a irp o rt s, d e sc rib e  h ow  th e se  a c t ivit ie s 
in t e ra c t , a n d  se t  t h e  st a g e  fo r fu tu re  p la n n in g .

Ou tcom e s:
— Id e n t ify t h e  ro le s o f e a ch  a irp o rt  a n d  th e  a via t ion  a c t ivit ie s w ith in  t h e  re g ion .
— Provid e  a  re g ion a l p e rsp e c t ive  on  h ow  a via t ion  a c t ivit ie s in t e ra c t  w ith  e a ch  

o th e r, t h e  com m u n ity, a n d  th e  b roa d e r com m u n ity.
— Ob ta in  in p u t  from  st a ke h o ld e rs a b ou t  t h e ir n e e d s a n d  b u ild  a  com m on  

u n d e rst a n d in g  a b ou t  a via t ion  a n d  a irsp a ce  con st ra in t s.
— Id e n t ify fu tu re  a via t ion  n e e d s w ith in  ce n t ra l Pu g e t  Sou n d  re g ion  a n d  se t  t h e  

st a g e  fo r fu tu re  p la n n in g .



St udy area 
and  airport s
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St udy phases

W E ARE 
HERE

Airport & Aviation 
Activity Analysis

(Summer 2019)

Future Aviation 
Issues Analysis

(Fall 2019)

Scenarios Definition 
& Evaluation

(Winter-Fall 2020)

• Existing conditions 
& constraints

• Market trends
• Regional forecasts
• Airspace flow 

analysis

• Future regional 
landside & airside 
capacity needs

• Future needs by 
activity and by 
airport

• Major challenges

• Identify and 
analyze scenarios

• Identify potential 
next steps

• Public Survey 
• Open Houses
• Publish final report
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Developm ent  and  evaluat ion of  scenarios

Source: Geekwire/Kevin Lisota
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Com m ercial service passenger needs t h rough 
20 50  
Un con st ra in e d  fo re ca st  p ro je c t s 55  m illion  e n p la n e m e n t s b y 20 50

So u rce : SAMP 20 16 , Fe d e ra l Avia t io n  Ad m in ist ra t io n  TAF 20 18

CENTRAL PUGET SOUND REGION
FORECAST OF PASSENGER ENPLANEMENTS

20 17 20 22 20 27 20 37 20 50
Passenger Enp lanem ent s (High  
Forecast ) 22,450 ,50 0 25 ,40 0 ,0 0 0 31,10 0 ,0 0 0 38 ,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 55 ,6 0 0 ,0 0 0

1Assu m e s Pa in e  Fie ld  a cco m m o d a te s o n ly 6 0 0 ,0 0 0  a n n u a l e n p la n e m e n t s, p e r su p p le m e n t a l e n viro n m e n t a l a sse ssm e n t
2Ba se d  o n  Se a -Ta c  SAMP Ne a r-Te rm  Pro je c t s, a cco m m o d a t in g  u p  t o  28  m illio n  e n p la n e d  p a sse n g e rs
3Ba se d  o n  Se a -Ta c  SAMP Lo n g -Te rm  Visio n , p o ssib ly a cco m m o d a t in g  u p  t o  33 m illio n  a n n u a l e n p la n e d  p a sse n g e rs

So u rce : Wo rkin g  p a p e r 1, WSP, KPA, CDM
No te : Lo w  fo re ca st  fo r 20 50  is 49 ,30 0 ,0 0 0  e n p la n e m e n t s

PAINE FIELD + SEA-TAC 20 17 20 22 20 27 20 50
Const rained  t o Near-Term  Project  SAMP 
Scenario(1,2) 23,0 50 ,0 0 0 25 ,6 55 ,0 0 0 28 ,6 0 0 ,0 0 0 28 ,6 0 0 ,0 0 0

Const rained  t o Long-Term  Vision 
Scenario(1,3) 22,0 50 ,50 0 25 ,6 55 ,0 0 0 28 ,6 0 0 ,0 0 0 33,6 0 0 ,0 0 0

CENTRAL PUGET SOUND REGION 20 17 20 22 20 27 20 50
Const rained  t o Near-Term  Project  SAMP 
Scenario(1,2) 0 0 -2,50 0 ,0 0 0 -27,0 0 0 ,0 0 0

Const rained  t o Long-Term  Vision Scenario(1,3) 0 0 -2,50 0 ,0 0 0 -22,0 0 0 ,0 0 0
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Mult ip le-airport  cit ies

ONT

LGB

SNA

Close  Pa ra lle l CS Ru n w a ys

Sin g le  CS Ru n w a y

Sin g le  CS Ru n w a y



Scenario evaluat ion

Source: KOMO News
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Scenario 1: Basel ine
Sea-Tac im p lem ent s near-t erm  20 27 SAMP 

— SAMP Ne a r-Te rm  Pro je c t s
— Pa in e  Fie ld  m a in ta in s u p  to  6 0 0 ,0 0 0  e n p la n e m e n ts 
— Pro je c te d  20 50  g a p  o f 27 m illion  e n p la n e m e n ts

Pa in e  Fie ld  – 1 CS Ru n w a y, 2 Ga te  Te rm in a l
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Scenario 2
Sea-Tac im p lem ent s long-t erm  20 37 vision

— SAMP Lon g -Te rm  Vision  
— Pa in e  Fie ld  m a in ta in s u p  to  6 0 0 ,0 0 0  e n p la n e m e n ts 
— Pro je c te d  20 50  g a p  o f 22 m illion  e n p la n e m e n ts

Pa in e  Fie ld  – 1 CS Ru n w a y, 2 Ga te  Te rm in a l
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Scenario 3
Basel ine + accom m odat e 50 % of  p roject ed  gap

— SAMP Ne a r-Te rm  Pro je c t s
— Pa in e  Fie ld  m a in ta in s u p  to  6 0 0 ,0 0 0  e n p la n e m e n ts 
— Sig n ifica n t  d e ve lop m e n t  a t  1 o r m u lt ip le  a irp o rt s
— Pro je c te d  20 50  g a p  o f 14 m illion  e n p la n e m e n ts

Pa in e  Fie ld  – 1 CS Ru n w a y, 2 Ga te  Te rm in a l

+ +
1 o r 2 Airp o rt s 

a ccom m od a te  
14,0 0 0 ,0 0 0  a n n u a l 

e n p la n e m e n t s



17

Scenario 3.1
Accom m odat e 50 % of  gap  at  one airport

— SAMP Ne a r-Te rm  Pro je c t s
— Pa in e  Fie ld  m a in ta in s u p  to  6 0 0 ,0 0 0  e n p la n e m e n ts 
— On e  a irp o rt  w ou ld  n e e d  2 p a ra lle l ru n w a ys o f a t  le a st  

7,0 0 0  fe e t  w ith  se p a ra t ion  o f a t  le a st  4,30 0  fe e t
— Pro je c te d  20 50  g a p  o f 14 m illion  e n p la n e m e n ts

FLL

Ft . La u d e rd a le  In t ’l Airp o rt
• 9 ,0 0 0 ft  & 8 ,0 0 0 ft  Rw ys
• 6 3 g a t e s
• 1,38 0  Acre s
• 20 19  18 M En p la n e .
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Scenario 3.2
Accom m odat e 50 % of  gap  at  t w o airport s

— SAMP Ne a r-Te rm  Pro je c t s
— Pa in e  Fie ld  m a in ta in s u p  to  6 0 0 ,0 0 0  e n p la n e m e n ts 
— 2 sin g le -ru n w a y a irp o rt s w ith  ru n w a ys o f a t  le a st  7,0 0 0  

fe e t
— Pro je c te d  20 50  g a p  o f 14 m illion  e n p la n e m e n ts

SNA

Joh n  Wa yn e  Airp ort  (SNA)
• 5 ,70 1 ft Ru n w a y
• 20  g a t e s
• 50 4 Acre s
• 20 19  5M En p la n e m e n t s LGB

Lon g  Be a ch  
(LGN)
• 10 ,0 0 0  ft

Ru n w a y
• 11 g a t e s
• 1,16 6  Acre s
• 20 19  2M En p .
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Scenario 4
Accom m odat e 10 0 % of  p roject ed  gap

— SAMP Ne a r-Te rm  Pro je c t s
— Pa in e  Fie ld  m a in ta in s u p  to  6 0 0 ,0 0 0  e n p la n e m e n ts 
— Sig n ifica n t  d e ve lop m e n t  a t  1 o r m u lt ip le  a irp o rt s
— Accom m od a te  10 0 % of p ro je c te d  d e m a n d

Pa in e  Fie ld  – 1 CS Ru n w a y, 2 Ga te  Te rm in a l

+ +
1 - 3 Airp ort s 

a ccom m od a te  
27,0 0 0 ,0 0 0  a n n u a l 

e n p la n e m e n t s
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Scenario 4.1
Accom m odat e 10 0 % of  gap  at  one airport
— SAMP Ne a r-Te rm  Pro je c t s
— Pa in e  Fie ld  m a in ta in s u p  to  6 0 0 ,0 0 0  e n p la n e m e n ts 
— On e  a irp o rt  w ou ld  n e e d  3 p a ra lle l ru n w a ys o f a t  le a st  

7,0 0 0  fe e t

CLT In t ’l Airp o rt
• 3 Rw ys 10 ,0 0 0 ft  - 8 ,70 0 ft
• 115  g a t e s
• 5 ,558  Acre s
• 20 19  25M En p
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Scenario 4.2 
Accom m odat e 10 0 % of  gap  at  t w o or t h ree airport s

— SAMP Ne a r-Te rm  Pro je c t s
— Pa in e  Fie ld  m a in ta in s u p  to  6 0 0 ,0 0 0  e n p la n e m e n ts 
— Ne e d  to  a d d  3 ru n w a ys o f a t  le a st  7,0 0 0  fe e t  b e tw e e n  2 

o r 3 a irp o rt s
— On e  a irp o rt  w ith  p a ra lle l ru n w a ys p lu s 1 w ith  a  sin g le  

ru n w a y OR 3 a irp o rt s w ith  sin g le  ru n w a ys

FLL

+

ONT



Discussion
Wh a t  is you r re a c t ion  to  t h e  sce n a rio s w e ’ve  

p re se n te d ?

 Are  th e re  a n y a d d it ion a l b e n e fit s w e  sh ou ld  
con sid e r?

 Are  th e re  a n y a d d it ion a l d ra w b a cks w e  sh ou ld  
con sid e r?
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Airport  evaluat ion

Source: Gulfstream
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Evaluat ion crit eria

1. Ab ilit y t o  a ccom m od a te  sin g le  o r p a ra lle l ru n w a ys
2. Exist in g  a irsp a ce  con st ra in t s o r con flic t s
3. Im p a c t  t o  Se a -Ta c  a irc ra ft  op e ra t ion s
4. Flood  zon e  h a za rd
5 . Ow n e rsh ip
6 . Cu rre n t  a n d  fu tu re  roa d w a y a n d  t ra n sit  a cce ss
7. In com p a t ib le  la n d  u se  w ith in  a  m ile  o f 7,0 0 0 -foo t  o r 9 ,0 0 0 -

foo t  ru n w a y e n d s
8 . Ab ilit y t o  a ccom m od a te  a d d it ion a l a irc ra ft  op e ra t ion s
9 . Im p a c t  t o  a e rosp a ce  m a n u fa c tu rin g
10 . Pop u la t ion  a n d  e m p loym e n t  w ith in  6 0 -m in u te  d rive  t im e
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1. Ab il i t y t o accom m odat e single or paral lel  runw ays

Ru n w a y le n g th :
• Gre e n : a irp o rt  h a s a  7,0 0 0 - to  9 ,0 0 0 -foo t  ru n w a y o r cou ld  

a ccom m od a te  on e  o r p a ra lle l ru n w a ys w ith  e a se /m in im a l 
im p a c t

• Ye llow : a irp o rt  h a s p o te n t ia l to  a ccom m od a te  7,0 0 0 -
9 ,0 0 0 -foo t  ru n w a y(s), b u t  th e re  w ou ld  b e  im p a c t s to  
e xist in g  d e ve lop e d  a re a s, m a jo r roa d w a ys, a n d /o r ra ilroa d s

• Re d : a irp o rt  ca n n o t  a ccom m od a te  7,0 0 0 -9 ,0 0 0 -foo t  
ru n w a y(s) d u e  to  con st ra in t s su ch  a s p roxim ity to  la ke s, 
rive rs, a n d  m ou n ta in s, e xte n sive  e xist in g  d e ve lop e d  a re a s 
su rrou n d in g  th e  a irp o rt , a n d /o r im p a c t s to  m a jo r h ig h w a ys, 
roa d w a ys o r ra ilroa d s; e xc lu d e s a n  a irp o rt  from  fu rth e r 
a n a lysis
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1. Ab il i t y t o accom m odat e single or paral lel  runw ays

Ru n w a y la you t :
• Gre e n : a d e q u a te  sp a ce  a va ila b le  fo r com m e rc ia l se rvice  a n d  ca rg o  

n e e d s w ith  lim ite d  im p a c t s to  e xist in g  d e ve lop e d  a re a s
• Ye llow : lim ite d  sp a ce  a va ila b le  fo r com m e rc ia l se rvice  a n d  ca rg o  n e e d s 

w ith  som e  im p a c t  to  e xist in g  d e ve lop e d  a re a s
• Re d : n o /ve ry lim ite d  sp a ce  fo r com m e rc ia l se rvice  a n d  ca rg o  n e e d s d u e  

to  g re a te r th a n  50  p e rce n t  o f e xist in g  d e ve lop m e n t  w ith in  2,0 0 0 -a c re  
b ox o r n o  sp a ce  w ith  a d e q u a te  a irfie ld  a cce ss d u e  to  t e rra in ; e xc lu d e s 
a n  a irp o rt  from  fu rth e r a n a lysis

Ideal Parallel Runway Airport Layout

Ideal Single Runway Airport Layout
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2. Airspace analysis

Exist in g  Airsp a ce  Con st ra in t s o r Con flic t s
— Gre e n : n o  e xist in g  a irsp a ce  con st ra in t s o r con flic t s
— Ye llow : lim ite d  e xist in g  a irsp a ce  con st ra in t s o r con flic t s
— Re d : sig n ifica n t  e xist in g  a irsp a ce  con st ra in t s o r con flic t s; 

e xc lu d e s a n  a irp o rt  from  fu rth e r a n a lysis

— Gre e n : n o  im p a c t  to  Se a -Ta c  e ffic ie n cy/a irsp a ce
— Ye llow : slig h t  im p a c t  to  Se a -Ta c  e ffic ie n cy/a irsp a ce
— Re d : sig n ifica n t  im p a c t  to  Se a -Ta c  e ffic ie n cy/a irsp a ce ; 

e xc lu d e s a n  a irp o rt  from  fu rth e r a n a lysis

3. Airspace im pact s t o Sea-Tac operat ions
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4. Flood  zone hazard

— Gre e n : 
loca te d  in  a  
low  risk flood  
zon e

— Ye llow : 
loca te d  in  a  
m od e ra te  
risk flood  
zon e

— Re d : loca te d  
in  a  h ig h -risk 
flood  zon e ;
e xc lu d e s a n  
a irp o rt  from  
fu rth e r 
a n a lysis
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5. Ow nersh ip

— Gre e n : p u b lic ly ow n e d
— Ye llow : p riva te ly ow n e d  o r m ilit a ry/fe d e ra l p rop e rty
— Re d : Non e
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6. Current  and  fut ure roadw ay and  t ransit  access

— Gre e n : cu rre n t  a cce ss m e e t s o r h ig h  
p o te n t ia l to  m e e t  a cce ss c rit e ria

— Ye llow : m od e ra te  p o te n t ia l fo r fu tu re  
a cce ss

— Re d : n o  p o te n t ia l
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7. Incom pat ib le land  use w it h in  one m ile of  
runw ay(s)

— Gre e n : n o  in com p a t ib le  la n d  u se s w ith in  on e  m ile  o f 
ru n w a y e n d

— Ye llow : lim ite d  in com p a t ib le  la n d  u se s w ith in  on e  
m ile  o f ru n w a y e n d

— Re d : sig n ifica n t  in com p a t ib le  la n d  u se s w ith in  on e  
m ile  o f ru n w a y e n d
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8. Ab il it y t o accom m odat e add it ional aircraf t  
operat ions (airf ield  capacit y)

— Gre e n : ca n  a ccom m od a te  fu ll fu tu re  d e m a n d  o f 
450 ,0 0 0  a n n u a l a irc ra ft  op e ra t ion s

— Ye llow : ca n  p a rt ia lly a ccom m od a te  fu tu re  d e m a n d  
o f 450 ,0 0 0  a n n u a l a irc ra ft  op e ra t ion s

— Re d : ca n  a ccom m od a te  m in im a l a d d it ion a l a irc ra ft  
op e ra t ion s
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9. Im pact  t o aerospace m anufact uring

— Gre e n : n o  im p a c t  t o  a e rosp a ce  
m a n u fa c tu rin g

— Ye llow : lim it e d  im p a c t  t o  a e rosp a ce  
m a n u fa c tu rin g  re q u irin g  lim it e d  
re d u c t ion  in  sp a ce  a lloca t e d  to  fu tu re  
a e rosp a ce  m a n u fa c tu re r e xp a n sion

— Re d : sig n ifica n t  im p a c t  t o  a e rosp a ce  
m a n u fa c tu rin g  re q u irin g  sig n ifica n t  
re d u c t ion  in  sp a ce  a lloca t e d  to  
a e rosp a ce  m a n u fa c tu re r o r re loca t ion  
o f a e rosp a ce  m a n u fa c tu re r t o  a n o th e r 
a irp o rt
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10 . Populat ion and  em p loym ent  w it h in  60 -m inut e 
d rive t im e

— Gre e n : m e e t s b e n ch m a rk a n d  a d d s a t  le a st  10  p e rce n t  o r 
m ore  n e t  b e n e fit  t o  cove ra g e

— Ye llow : d oe s n o t  m e e t  b e n ch m a rk, b u t  a d d s a  5  to  9  
p e rce n t  n e t  b e n e fit  t o  cove ra g e

— Re d : d oe s n o t  m e e t  b e n ch m a rk a n d  a d d s le ss th a n  a  5  
p e rce n t  n e t  b e n e fit ; h ow e ve r, th is d oe s n o t  e xc lu d e  a n  
a irp o rt  from  fu rth e r e va lu a t ion .
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St udy airport  evaluat ion

— First , e a ch  a irp o rt  w a s a sse sse d  on  th e  a b ility to  
a ccom m od a te  a  7,0 0 0 -foo t  ru n w a y

— Airp ort s th a t  cou ld  a ccom m od a te  a  7,0 0 0 -foo t  
ru n w a y w e re  e va lu a te d  a g a in st  th e  re m a in in g  c rit e ria .

1 - 7,000’ Runway
2,000 acres 

Ideal Single, 7,000’ Runway Airport Layout
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Ab il i t y t o accom m odat e single or paral lel  CS runw ays

- Gre e n : se ve n  a irp o rt s h a ve  a  ru n w a y th a t  is 7,0 0 0  fe e t  
lon g  o r h a s a n  a b ility to  e xte n d  th e  ru n w a y

- Ye llow : six a irp o rt s h a ve  p o te n t ia l fo r a  7,0 0 0 -foo t  ru n w a y 
w ith  som e  im p a c t s to  su rrou n d in g  a re a s

- Re d :
- a ll se a p la n e  b a se s w e re  e lim in a te d
- a ll st a t e  a irp o rt s in  th e  stu d y a re a  w e re  re m ove d ; th e y 

cou ld  n o t  a ccom m od a te  a  lon g e r ru n w a y
- Gra y Arm y Airfie ld , Au b u rn  Mu n ic ip a l, a n d  Re n ton  

Mu n ic ip a l w e re  e lim in a te d  b e ca u se  th e y cou ld  n o t  
a ccom m od a te  a  lon g e r ru n w a y

- Da rrin g ton Mu n ic ip a l a n d  Sw a n son  w e re  e lim in a te d  
b e ca u se  o f in a b ility fo r com m e rc ia l op e ra t ion s to  occu r

28 st udy area airport s evaluat ed , 13 rem ain ing
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Ab il i t y t o accom m odat e com m ercial service needs

- Gre e n : 
- Arlin g ton  Mu n ic ip a l
- Bre m e rton  Na t ion a l
- McCh ord  Fie ld
- Pa in e  Fie ld
- Ta com a  Na rrow s
- Va sh on  Mu n ic ip a l

- Ye llow : 
- Ap e x Airp a rk
- First  Air Fie ld
- Ha rve y Fie ld

- Re d : 
- Boe in g  Fie ld
- Norm a n  Grie r Fie ld
- P ie rce  Cou n ty
- Sh a d y Acre s

Out  of  13, 9 airport s 
rem ain

Shady Acres Developed Area Analysis (73% Developed)
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Exist ing airspace const rain t s or conf l ict s and  
im pact s t o exist ing Sea-Tac airspace operat ions

— Gre e n : 
— Arlin g ton  Mu n ic ip a l
— Pa in e  Fie ld

— Ye llow : 
— McCh ord  Fie ld
— Ha rve y Fie ld
— Ta com a  Na rrow s
— Bre m e rton  

— Re d : 
— Ap e x Airp a rk
— First  Air Fie ld
— Va sh on  Mu n ic ip a l

Out  of  9, 6 airport s rem ain
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Flood  zone hazard

— Gre e n : 
— Arlin g ton  Mu n ic ip a l
— Bre m e rton  Na t ion a l
— McCh ord  Fie ld
— Pa in e  Fie ld
— Ta com a  Na rrow s

— Ye llow : N/A
— Re d : Ha rve y Fie ld

Out  of  6, 5 airport s rem ain

Ha rve y Fie ld
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Ow nersh ip

— Gre e n : 
— Arlin g ton  Mu n ic ip a l
— Bre m e rton  Na t ion a l
— Pa in e  Fie ld
— Ta com a  Na rrow s

— Ye llow : McCh ord  Fie ld  (DOD/Fe d e ra lly-ow n e d )
— Re d : N/A

Al l  5 airport s rem ain
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Analysis Overview

The 5 rem ain ing airport s rem ain  for det ai led  analysis
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5 airport s rem ain  for 
det ai led  analysis:

• Arlin g ton  Mu n ic ip a l
• Bre m e rton  Na t ion a l
• Pa in e  Fie ld
• Ta com a  Na rrow s
• McCh ord  Fie ld

Analysis overview
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Arl ingt on Municipal Airport
Ab il it y t o accom m odat e single or pa ra l lel  runw ays 

Pot en t ial  
com m ercial  
service airport  
layout  is b a se d  on  
a n  id e a l la you t  
n e e d e d  fo r 
com m e rc ia l 
se rvice  op e ra t ion s, 
in c lu d e s:
— Ru n w a ys 

sp a ce d  4,30 0 ’ 
a p a rt  

— 3,40 0  a c re s

Existing airport layout
Potential commercial service 

airport layout
9,000’ RunwaysRunway 16-34: 5,332’

Runway 11-29: 3,498’
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Arl ingt on Municipal Airport
Exist ing and  fu t ure 60 -m inut e d rive-t im e coverage

Are a  w ith in  a  6 0 -
m in u te  d rive  o f 
Se a -Ta c  a n d  
Arlin g ton  
Mu n ic ip a l tod a y 
(le ft ) a n d  in  20 50  
(rig h t )

AIRPORT NAME

POPULATION 
W ITHIN 60 -MINUTE 

DRIVE TIME
POPULATION 
NET BENEFIT

EMPLOYMENT 
W ITHIN 60 -MINUTE 

DRIVE TIME
EMPLOYMENT NET 

BENEFIT

Arl ingt on  Municipal 71% 1% 8 0 % 0 %
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Arl ingt on Municipal Airport
Current  and  fu t ure roadw ay and  t ransit  access

— 2 m ile s e a st  o f I-5 , a cce ssib le  via  SR 531
— No d ire c t  a cce ss to  a  4-la n e  a rt e ria l o r h ig h w a y
— WSDOT p la n s to  w id e n  SR 531 b e tw e e n  43rd Ave n u e  NE 

a n d  6 7th Ave n u e  NE
— 59 th Ave n u e  NE cou ld  b e  w id e n e d  to  th e  e a st  o f th e  

a irp o rt  b u t  w ou ld  re q u ire  sig n ifica n t  re d e ve lop m e n t  o f 
a irp o rt  p rop e rty

— No h ig h -ca p a c ity t ra n sit  se rvice
— Com m u n ity t ra n sit  op e ra te s d a ily
— No p la n n e d  h ig h -ca p a c ity t ra n sit  b u t  it  is p ossib le
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Arl ingt on Municipal Airport
Airspace ana lysis

— 43 n a u t ica l m ile s n o rth  o f Se a -Ta c  a n d  16  n a u t ica l m ile s 
n o rth  o f Pa in e  Fie ld

— De ve lop m e n t  is n o t  a n t ic ip a te d  to  b e  con st ra in e d  b y 
e xist in g  a irp o rt

— Gre a te st  issu e  is p roxim ity to  Pa in e  Fie ld  a n d  Wh id b e y 
Isla n d  m ilit a ry op e ra t ion s
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Brem ert on Nat ional
Ab il it y t o accom m odat e Single or pa ra l lel  runw ays 

Pot en t ial  com m ercial  service 
airport  layout  is b a se d  on  a n  
id e a l la you t  n e e d e d  fo r 
com m e rc ia l se rvice  op e ra t ion s 
a n a lyze d  w ith  e xist in g  
con d it ion s. Th is la you t  in c lu d e s: 
— Ru n w a ys sp a ce d  4,30 0  fe e t  

a p a rt  
— 3,40 0  a c re s

Existing airport layout
Potential commercial service 

airport layout
9,000’ RunwaysExisting Runway: 6,000’ 



48

Brem ert on Nat ional
Exist ing and  fu t ure 60 -m inut e d rive-t im e coverage

Are a  w ith in  a  
6 0 -m in u te  d rive  
o f Se a -Ta c  a n d  
Bre m e rton  
Na t ion a l tod a y 
(le ft ) a n d  in  
20 50  (rig h t )

AIRPORT NAME

POPULATION 
W ITHIN 60 -MINUTE 

DRIVE TIME
POPULATION NET 

BENEFIT

EMPLOYMENT 
W ITHIN 60 -MINUTE 

DRIVE TIME
EMPLOYMENT NET 

BENEFIT

Brem ert on  Nat ional 8 4% 14% 9 2% 12%
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Brem ert on Nat ional
Current  and  fu t ure roadw ay and  t ransit  access
— Kit sa p  Cou n ty is th e  le a st  p op u la te d  cou n ty in  th e  

stu d y a re a
— Ad ja ce n t  to  SR 3
— Acce ss to  I-5  is 30  m ile s from  th e  a irp o rt  via  SR 3 a n d  

SR 16
— SR 16  a cce ss is m ore  th a n  5  m ile s from  th e  a irp o rt
— WSDOT d oe s n o t  p la n  to  u p g ra d e  SR 16  n e a r SR 3
— WSDOT d oe s n o t  p la n  to  w id e n  SR 3
— No h ig h -ca p a c ity t ra n sit
— Rid e r-re q u e st  sh a re d -rid e  se rvice  a va ila b le
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Brem ert on Nat ional
Airspace ana lysis

— 19  n a u t ica l m ile s w e st  o f Se a -Ta c
— We st  o f p rim a ry a rriva l a n d  d e p a rtu re  p a th s fo r Se a -

Ta c
— Ru n w a y is n o t  p a ra lle l to  Se a -Ta c
— Se a -Ta c  t ra ffic  ove r th e  sou n d  a n d  m ilit a ry 

op e ra t ion s cou ld  con st ra in  d e ve lop m e n t
— Mod e rn  n a vig a t ion  t e ch n o log y m a y b e  a b le  to  

m in im ize  con flic t s w ith  Se a -Ta c  in  th e  fu tu re
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Paine Field
Ab il it y t o accom m odat e single or pa ra l lel  runw ays 

No pot en t ial  com m ercial  service airport  
layout  sh ow n  a s th e  a irp o rt  cu rre n t ly 
a ccom m od a te s com m e rc ia l se rvice  
op e ra t ion s
— Pa in e  Fie ld  is a b ou t  to  st a rt  a  Ma ste r P la n , 

w h ich  w ill d e te rm in e  fu tu re  d e ve lop m e n t  
b a se d  on  n e e d s e st a b lish e d  in  th e  m a ste r 
p la n n in g  p roce ss

Existing airport layout
Runway 16R-34L: 9,010’
Runway 16L-34R: 3,004
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Paine Field
Exist ing and  fu t ure 60 -m inut e d rive-t im e coverage

Are a  w ith in  a  
6 0 -m in u te  d rive  
o f Se a -Ta c  a n d  
Pa in e  Fie ld  
tod a y (le ft ) a n d  
in  20 50  (rig h t )

AIRPORT NAME

POPULATION 
W ITHIN 60 -MINUTE 

DRIVE TIME
POPULATION NET 

BENEFIT

EMPLOYMENT 
W ITHIN 60 -MINUTE 

DRIVE TIME
EMPLOYMENT NET 

BENEFIT

Paine Field 70 % 0 % 8 0 % 0 %
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Paine Field
Current  and  fu t ure roadw ay and  t ransit  access

— Acce ss to  I-5  via  SR 526
— SR 526  is a  4-la n e  h ig h w a y
— SR 526  a cce sse d  via  4-la n e  Airp ort  Roa d
— SR 526  b e com e s SR 525  a n d  con n e c t s to  I-40 5
— SR 9 9  in te rse c t s Airp o rt  Roa d
— Com m u n ity Tra n sit  SWIFT Gre e n  Lin e  h ig h -ca p a c ity 

t ra n sit
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Paine Field
Airspace ana lysis

— 27 n a u t ica l m ile s n o rth  o f Se a -Ta c
— North  o f p rim a ry a rriva l a n d  d e p a rtu re  p a th s fo r 

Se a -Ta c
— Exist in g  ru n w a ys a re  n e a r p a ra lle l to  Se a -Ta c
— De ve lop m e n t  is n o t  e xp e c te d  to  b e  con st ra in e d  b y 

e xist in g  a irsp a ce
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Tacom a Narrow s
Ab il it y t o accom m odat e single or pa ra l lel  runw ays 

Pot en t ial  com m ercial  service 
airport  layout  is b a se d  on  a n  id e a l 
la you t  n e e d e d  fo r com m e rc ia l 
se rvice  op e ra t ion s a n a lyze d  w ith  
e xist in g  con d it ion s. Th is la you t  
in c lu d e s:
— Ru n w a ys sp a ce d  4,30 0  fe e t  

a p a rt  
— 3,40 0  a c re s

Existing airport layout
Potential commercial service 

airport layout
9,000’ RunwaysExisting Runway: 5,002’ 
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Tacom a Narrow s
Exist ing and  fu t ure 60 -m inut e d rive-t im e coverage

Are a  w ith in  a  
6 0 -m in u te  d rive  
o f Se a -Ta c  a n d  
Ta com a  Na rrow s 
tod a y (le ft ) a n d  
in  20 50  (rig h t )

AIRPORT NAME

POPULATION 
W ITHIN 60 -MINUTE 

DRIVE TIME
POPULATION NET 

BENEFIT

EMPLOYMENT 
W ITHIN 60 -MINUTE 

DRIVE TIME
EMPLOYMENT NET 

BENEFIT

Tacom a Narrow s 9 2% 22% 9 5% 15%
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Tacom a Narrow s
Current  and  fu t ure roadw ay and  t ransit  access
— Acce ss to  I-5  is 7 m ile s a w a y via  SR 16  a n d  th e  Ta com a  

Na rrow s Brid g e
— Un like ly b u t  t e ch n ica lly fe a sib le  to  u p g ra d e  SR 16  to  a n  

in te rst a t e
— Con st ru c t ion  o f a  n e w  in te rst a t e  is u n like ly
— Exce lle n t  st a t e  h ig h w a y a cce ss via  SR 16
— No 4-la n e  a cce ss b u t  26 th Ave n u e  NW or Ston e  Drive  NW 

cou ld  b e  w id e n e d
— No h ig h -ca p a c ity t ra n sit
— Som e  d a ily t ra n sit  op t ion s a re  a va ila b le  w ith in  a  m ile  o f 

th e  a irp o rt
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Tacom a Narrow s
Airspace ana lysis

— 15  n a u t ica l m ile s sou th w e st  o f Se a -Ta c
— Un d e r th e  p rim a ry w e st  sid e  a rriva l a n d  d e p a rtu re  p a th s 

fo r Se a -Ta c  (Sou th  flow )
— Con flic t s from :

— Sea-Tac
— Boeing Field
— Milita ry rest ricted  use (to the south)
— TCM Milita ry t ra ffic (to the south)
— Milita ry route (to the w est )

— Mod e ra te  con st ra in t s on  Se a -Ta c  a n t ic ip a te d
— Mod e rn  n a vig a t ion  t e ch n o log y m a y b e  a b le  to  m in im ize  

con flic t s in  th e  fu tu re
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McChord  Airf ield
Ab il it y t o accom m odat e single or pa ra l lel  runw ays 

Pot en t ial  com m ercial  
service airport  layout  
is b a se d  on  a n  id e a l 
la you t  n e e d e d  fo r 
com m e rc ia l se rvice  
op e ra t ion s a n a lyze d  
w ith  e xist in g  
con d it ion s. Th is la you t  
in c lu d e s: 
— Sin g le  ru n w a y o f a t  

le a st  9 ,0 0 0  fe e t
— 2,0 0 0  a c re s

Existing airport layout
Potential commercial service 

airport layout
Existing Runway: 10,108’Existing Runway: 10,108’
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McChord  Airf ield
Exist ing and  fu t ure 60 -m inut e d rive-t im e coverage

Are a  w ith in  a  
6 0 -m in u te  d rive  
o f Se a -Ta c  a n d  
McCh ord  tod a y 
(le ft ) a n d  in  
20 50  (rig h t )

McChord Airfield

AIRPORT NAME

POPULATION W ITHIN 
60 -MINUTE DRIVE 

TIME
POPULATION NET 

BENEFIT

EMPLOYMENT 
W ITHIN 60 -MINUTE 

DRIVE TIME
EMPLOYMENT NET 

BENEFIT

McChord  Field 9 0 % 20 % 9 3% 13%
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McChord  Airf ield
Current  and  fu t ure roadw ay and  t ransit  access

— Acce ss con t ro lle d  b y U.S. g ove rn m e n t
— Exce lle n t  p roxim ity to  in te rst a t e  a n d  st a t e  h ig h w a y 

n e tw orks b u t  low  ca p a c ity a n d  low  sp e e d  st re e t s in h ib it  
e ffic ie n t  a cce ss

— Loca te d  1 m ile  from  n orth w e ste rn  b a se  b ou n d a ry
— Acce ss to  I-5  is 2 m ile s a w a y from  th e  a irp o rt ’s w e ste rn  

g a te
— 4-la n e  a cce ss Brid g e p ort  Wa y SW, d e sig n a te d  a s Co l. 

Ja ckson  Blvd  w ith in  th e  b a se
— No h ig h -ca p a c ity t ra n sit
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McChord  Airf ield
Airspace ana lysis

— 19  n a u t ica l m ile s sou th  sou th w e st  o f Se a -Ta c
— Sou th  o f th e  p rim a ry a rriva l a n d  d e p a rtu re  p a th s 

fo r Se a -Ta c  
— Con flic t s from :

— Milita ry operat ions
— No sig n ifica n t  con st ra in t s to  Se a -Ta c  a n t ic ip a te d
— Ma y con st ra in  McCh ord  AFB from  e ffic ie n t ly 

fu lfillin g  th e ir m ission
— Airspace p riorit y issues (m ilita ry vs. civil)
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Det ailed  Analysis Overview
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Evaluat ion conclusion

Source: Pierce County
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Econom ic im pact

SCENARIOS FOR YEAR 20 50  
PASSENGER ENPLANEMENT 

DEMAND (55M)

20 50  
PASSENGER 

DEMAND/ 
CAPACITY 

MET

PERCENT OF 
20 50  

DEMAND 
MET

RESULTING 
ANNUAL 

PASSENGER 
ENPLANE. 

GAP

ESTIMATED 
ANNUAL 
LOST IN 

ECONOMIC 
IMPACT

ESTIMATED 
LOST IN 
JOBS TO 

THE REGION

Basel ine: Sea-Tac 
Im p lem ent s Near-Term  
Project s

28 ,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 51% 27,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 ~$22 Billion  ~150 ,0 0 0

Sea-Tac Im p lem ent s Long-
Term  Vision 33,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 6 0 % 22,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 ~$18  Billion  ~122,0 0 0

Basel ine + Accom m odat ing 
50 % of  Project ed  Gap 44,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 8 0 % 14,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 ~$11 Billion  ~75 ,0 0 0

Basel ine + Accom m odat ing 
10 0 % of  Project ed  Gap 55 ,0 0 0 ,0 0 0 10 0 % 0 $0  0

Note:
The 2019 WSDOT Airport Economic Impact Study estimated Sea-Tac to contribute 151,400 jobs, 
$7 Billion in Labor Income and $22 Billion in Business Revenues
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Scenario p ros and  cons
SCENARIOS FOR YEAR 20 50  
PASSENGER ENPLANEMENT 

DEMAND (55M) PROS CHALLENGES
Ba se lin e : Se a -Ta c  Im p le m e n t s 
Ne a r-Te rm  SAMP

No in c re a se  in   p o t e n t ia l 20 50 -le ve l n o ise  
a n d  a irc ra ft  ca rb on  im p a c t s, sin g le  
occu p a n cy ve h ic le  t rip s t o  a irp o rt s

No  in c re a se  in   a irp o rt  e con om ic  
im p a c t  $  a n d  job s b y 20 50  

Se a -Ta c  Im p le m e n t s Lon g -Te rm  
20 37 Vision

Wou ld  in c re a se  20 50  a irp o rt  e con om ic  
im p a c t  $  a n d  job s b y ~6 0 %  

In cre a se s se rvice s com p a re d  to  b a se lin e  
b u t  le ss t h a n  o th e r sce n a rios

Wou ld  in c re a se  20 50 -le ve l n o ise  a n d  
a irc ra ft  ca rb on  im p a c t s, sin g le  
occu p a n cy ve h ic le  t rip s t o  a irp o rt s b y 
~6 0 % 2 .

Ba se lin e  + Accom m od a t in g  50 %  
of Pro je c t e d  Ga p

Wou ld  in c re a se  20 50  a irp o rt  e con om ic  
im p a c t  $  a n d  job s b y ~8 0 %  
Wou ld  in c re a se  b u sin e ss a n d  con su m e r 
ch o ice s m ore  t h a n  b a se lin e  a n d  lon g -t e rm  
vision  sce n a rios

Wou ld  in c re a se  20 50 -le ve l n o ise  a n d  
a irc ra ft  ca rb on  im p a c t s, sin g le  
occu p a n cy ve h ic le  t rip s t o  a irp o rt s b y 
~8 0 % 2  

Ba se lin e  + Accom m od a t in g  
10 0 %  of Pro je c t e d  Ga p

Wou ld  in c re a se  20 50  a irp o rt  e con om ic  
im p a c t  $  a n d  job s b y ~10 0 %  
Provid e s t h e  m ost  b u sin e ss a n d  con su m e r 
ch o ice s com p a re d  to  o th e r sce n a rios

Wou ld  in c re a se  p o t e n t ia l 20 50 -le ve l 
n o ise  a n d  a irc ra ft  ca rb on  im p a c t s 
a n d  sin g le  occu p a n cy ve h ic le  t rip s t o  
a irp o rt s b y ~10 0 % (1) 

[1] Assumes worst-case no improvements in current aircraft/engine efficiency, noise emissions and fuel types. 
[2] Assumes doubling of existing airport passengers is directly related to doubling the 2019 economic impact in dollar output and job creation.
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Pot ent ial  cand idat es t o t ake on supp lem ent al 
com m ercial service for considerat ion 

— Arlin g ton  Mu n ic ip a l
— Bre m e rton  Na t ion a l
— Ta com a  Na rrow s
— Pa in e  Fie ld  (op e ra t ion s a re  lim ite d  b y cu rre n t  EIS)
— McCh ord  Fie ld  (op e ra t ion a l com p le xity w ith  m ilit a ry u se ; 

w ou ld  re q u ire  DOD a g re e m e n ts a n d /o r a c t  o f Con g re ss)
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If  convert ing exist ing airport (s)…

— Up d a te  Sta te w id e  Airp ort  Syste m  Pla n  (WSDOT)
— Con d u c t  FAA Airp ort  Ma ste r P la n  (FAA a n d  WSDOT) w ith  

a  com m itm e n t  from  a t  le a st  on e  a irlin e  to  se rve  th e  
a irp o rt

— FAA d e te rm in e s Na t ion a l En viron m e n ta l Po licy Ac t  
re q u ire m e n ts (like ly EIS)

— Con d u c t  FAA Be n e fit -Cost  An a lysis (BCA)
— Fe d e ra l a n d  st a t e  fu n d in g  g ra n t s, fin a n c in g , e n g in e e rin g , 

con st ru c t ion , com m ission in g , e t c .

basic FAA p rocess for convert ing and  expand ing 
exist ing GA a irport  t o CS a irport
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If  greenf ield  sit e…

— Con d u c t  a irp o rt  m a st e r p la n n in g
— Con d u c t  sit e  se le c t ion  stu d y
— Ob ta in  a irlin e (s) su p p ort
— De ta ile d  sit e  p la n n in g  a n d  fe a sib ilit y
— FAA En viron m e n ta l An a lysis (like ly EIS)
— FAA Be n e fit -Cost  An a lysis (BCA)
— La n d  a cq u isit ion
— En viron m e n ta l/con st ru c t ion  p e rm it t in g
— En g in e e rin g  d e sig n
— Con st ru c t ion
— Com m ission in g  

basic FAA p rocess for “greenfield ” sit e for new  CS 
a irport



Discussion
 Doe s ou r e va lu a t ion  o f GA a irp o rt s t h a t  cou ld  

b e  u p g ra d e d  to  com m e rc ia l su p p le m e n ta l 
a irp o rt s m a ke  se n se  to  you ?

 Afte r se e in g  th e  a irp o rt  e va lu a t ion , w h a t  d o  
you  th in k o f t h e  sce n a rio s?

70
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Next  St eps

— WP# 3 com m e n t s d u e  b y Ap ril 21

— Pre se n t  WP # 3 to  Exe cu t ive  Boa rd  (TBD)

— Su rve y a n d  focu s g rou p s (TBD)

— Re g ion a l p u b lic  m e e t in g s a n d  on lin e  op e n  h ou se  
(TBD)
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PSRC
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