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27 July 1979 

George Sato 
FAA-Airport Planning Branch 
FAA Building 
Boeing Field 
Seattle, WA 98108 

Dear Mr Sato, 
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Following our disscussion on 25 July 1979, we have prepared five pre
schematic site plans to indicate to you the numbers of people that may 
be anticipated at the North Seatac site under a variety of development 
regimes. You are familiar w~h four of the plans, as we presented these 
to the FAA on 17 July 1979. ~~~ing preliminary recommendations gi¥fn 
to us at that time, a second 1Modified Passive11 plan was prepareCW You 
will find all five plans enclosed. The numbers shown on the plan are 
derived from published information, previous studies, and our own 
experience. 

These plans are a very early phase of master planning and are intended 
only to provoke disscussion. However, they do reflect our natural process
es and social factors studtes to this point. We have analyzed elements 
such as soils, hydrology, vegetation, and noise, etc. to determine which 
areas of the North Seatac site could carry varying recreation development 
intensities. Our studies have been synthesised into the map labeled 

11 Carrying Capacity11 which I have included with the pre-schematics. 
' 

If you have any questions regarding the pre-schematics or the process that 
lead to the Carrying Capacity plan, please feel free to call-I or Dave 
McNeal will be glad to help you. 

Sincerely, 

~\b 
Janis Sn~ 
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Vuy lfi8h : 'lhe area u wiuble far intensivoe activities that IIIII)' 
attract c:rowds, require DBlipula::i.al of J...ldfarm, aoils, 
'W!get.aticn, ar m-e poU!'lti.ally hig:Uy disruptivoe to 
.-rvirtrment&l factors . These activities incllde ~ 
fields. hone traia . .x1 IIDtDZ"CYci.e trails . 

High : 'lhe area u INiubl.e far less intensivoe activities ar 
activities that are limited to a lmlll m-ea such as pl8y 
atructures . 'Jhe.se activities are less disruptivoe of the 
natural l.a"ld fom, yet may require alteration or may~ 
negativoe envircniEI"ltal effects . b.ll gzr cn.au , 
playgrtU~ds , golf , dog~. ~d piaricing . 'lhe.se 
activit:i.e& llhrul.d not attract l.mge ~s of people . 

ltlderate : 1he - u witabl.e far passive activities 8UCh as foot 
path&. picmc .us, frUbee p~, nat:ure atudy a 
in aa~~e instmces, aolf . Activities atolld not attract 
lEge ~ of people . 

Low : 'Ihe c-ea ia msuit.able far ~ drvel.opment (or INit.able 
far minor drvelop!Ent 8UCh as forY.: paths) becaJse o! 
the high aensitivicy of the envira:JIIent . 
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• DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
~-;>?OE;!AL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

AUG 6 1979 

!>Is. Janis Snoey 
Jongejan Gerrard Associates, Inc. 
23 103rd Avenue N.E. 
Bellevue, WA 98004 

Dear Ms. Snoey: 

NOITHWtST UGION 

UAnlf, WASHINGTON 91101 

This is in response to your letter of July 27, 1979, to George Saito 
of our office concerning the North Sea~Tac Recreation Planning project. 
We have reviewed the five r~~!:~_~on plans which were enclosed with 
y:.ur letter. Based on this rFhew, · of the "Modi
fied Passive 2" lan a t 

' rr-. . 
;yt \"''L We have made ·an cverall .. pe{riew of this. m'atter including the discussions . 
·i~<:, I "' which took place during the recent meetings on Jp]lC 29-, 197~ and 

0 ·":-:· .. < ·., ' August 2, 1979_. and the peak time numbers of people anticipated with 
i£iTI,. :· ;(· ,: ,. . , ,the"Modified Passive 2" plan in order that we may provice you with 
~ff(.:.-.;:· , '· some guidelines on what we feel _ are· reasonable and acceptable levels 
~f ;r· ·; , .... __ of public assemblies of eo le. i~ the recrea~ion s~ud . area. As you 
;l:t:,(,i. f ; · •.-.: ~. we ave · no · a any spec1f1c · quant1 at1ve gu1dehnes on the 
~~q~.:·: '·. _ . (:, matter of public assembly · in terms of airport-land use compE•tibili ty 
;n!:i.\i'.:~ .. ~-:. ;: : 1_, . i consider~tion for recreation planning purposes. However, we fully 
i!.::_:':f':i.~', _,_·.',-:. ; · agree that such guidance from our agency is needed as one of the 
.l;,:-'ld .': · .. ·!basic elements in -your efforts: to develop a viable North Sea-Tac 
_-;;'i.,i '_' }:,: -··; :':' _, '• Recreation Plan· along with the ci tiz'eri -participation program and 
b,:) -')' :,·~., . ·_._ , :: intere,sted agency inputs ~ • . ,·: 
~ .... }~\· l :. .. ' . :; . . ,- :. t .. • ' 1 

·i\\. irt' '' _: ,'· · ··:·ne guidelines •below are ··provided as · o~r recommer.dations on what 
• ·.- ' > .. -. j ' we feel are acceptable levels of assemblies of people for re·creation 
~~-\~~;-.: . '' '. planning --purposes . in the study area . .. Fle"ase be ad vi sed that these 
:;·/t .' · !!'-'j t:!t:"l; :"'."'9 ere subjective in nature and based on cur best judgment 
:_' . .1;)! · in terms of safety, airport-land use compatibility consider-ations, 
~ •.'. and review 'of the available information to· date on the North Sea-Tac 
(.'::::: Recreation Planning px·oject. The recommended guidelines are presented 

· :', '. in terms of the following four areas; 

~. : 

... -· 
:, i' • 
• I " ' 

I 

'· 
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a. , The clear zone area (i.e~, . the area · 200 feet off each end of 
the runway which is 2500 feet long with an inner width of 1000 feet 
and outer width -of 1750 feet). The area should not te developed for 
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intensive recreation use. It should be used as very passive open 
space with anticipated peak time number of people ~hich may not be 
more than 1.5 per acre. 

b. The area involving the runway centerline extended up to 
2500 feet beyond the clear zone area. The width of this area would 
be roughly 500 feet on either side of the extended centerline. Please 
note that the parallel runways are 800 feet apart centerline to center
line, and this l'muld involve an area with a total width of 1800 feet 
by 2500 feet teyond the clear zone area. The area should not be 
developed for any recreation uses involving anticipated peak time 
number of people which may exceed 2 per acre. Hot-lever, l\e feel that 
this level can be exceeded if there are some special existing con
ditions in this area. For example, we believe it is acceptable that 
up to anticipated peak time number of people of 60 may use the Sunset 
School gym. We would discourage any classroom type recreation activi-
ties at this schoc·l facility . ::, 

c. The area west and east of the clear zone area. Recreation 
development in this area should be such t~at the anticipated pe~ 
time number of people may not be more than 20 per acre. 

d. The area north, west, and east of the area defined under b 
above. Recreation development in this area should be such that the 
anticipated peak time number of people nay not be more than~ 
acre. We believe that each playfield, such as for soccer, should 
not have permanent benches which may accommodate more than~ 
per field. 

We recomKend that any future recreation plan drawings show the clear 
zone area and the 'extended runwa centerlinffi for reference pu oses. 

ess o say, we a so ·s rong y discourage ar.y recrea 10n evelop
ment which would create or increase th(• potential for any possible 
problems with airport operations including those involving bird 
hazards, incompatible lighting, and smoke-producing and/or electronic 
;.;.. , ·~ <; ::f.;;:.'cfiCe~producing activities. 

We are pleased with your efforts so far on this project. We plan to 
. continue working closely with you, the por·t, the county, and the 
public on this important land use planning effort. The guidelines 
presented abcve represent cnly a part of tle basis from which the 
ultimate recreation plan will evolve. The important decisions which 
come later will be based on the real merits of the plan itself, and 
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Sincerely, 

Original signed b:v 
David .a.. Field. 

DAVID A. FIELD 
Acting Chief, Airports Planning Branch, ANW-610 

cc· 
..2( Yoshioka 

Dave Baugh 
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