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(206) 454 572:1January 3, 1980

Mr. Arthur H. Yoshloka
Director, Planning and Research
Port of Seattle
P.0. Box 1209

Seattle, WA 98111

Mr. James Webster
Manager
King County Parks Division
King County Court House
Seattle, HA

Gent:1 emen :

This recreatlon master plan for North Sea-Tac Park is hereby submItted
for your consideration.

The text identifies the community needs generated by previous county
plannlng efforts , outlines the extensive comnun ity involvement jn thIs
planning process , identifies and assesses major natura1 and manmade
constraInts of the site and proposes a master plan for the development
of this project.

This study was undertaken with a great deal of enthusiasm and a realiza-
tion that, nationa11y, this is a pioneer airport plannlng project. The
master plan , when implemented, wi 11 be a great asset to the Sea-Tac
cownunltles , the Port of Seattle, and King County.

We have a strong personal and professional interest in the p1 an, and
wou1 d be pleased to assist in any discussIon relative to its future
deve1 opment .

Sincerely ,

JONGEJAN/GERRARD/MCNEAL

David McNea1

DM/c 1
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December 6, 1979

Gen tl ernen :

As Chairman of the Norch Sea-Tac Park Steering Committee , I commend the
design and problan solving process involved in the study B The ultimate
recanrnended design is the culmination of extensive citizen input , public
agency cooperation and consultant coordination and guidance ei
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The recornn tended North Sea-Tac Park Plan reflects the wants and needs of
the Highline Community, Recommendations from the FAA regarding the density
of people per acre and the abilities of the Port of Seattle , King County ,
and different user groups to create , administrate , and maintain recreational
facilities within their own community were considered in the planned develop-
ment, We appreciate , moreover , the assistance from the recreational groups ,
including the Highline Soccer Association , the Highline Recreation Council,
and various other sporting groups as well as those neighbors nearby the
proposed North Sea–Tac Park who will be able to use the park a few minutes
walk from their front door,

Two large public meetings and eif,hE Steering Committee meetings were held
within the community during the course of the plan + Presentations were
made before the Highline Community Council, Highline Recreational Council,
and Policy Advisory Committee , Opportunity for public input was available
at every meeting .

Jong,e jan Gerrard McNeal, Landscape Architects should be congratulated on
their sensitive response to many controversial issues raised during the
study process, FAA participation was appreciated ; their guidelines were
incorporated from the start of the project . King County and the Port of
Seattle , co-sponsors of the Sea–Tac/ Communities Plan, predecessor of this
effort, and partners of the North Sea-Tac Park Study , should be thankQd
for their perseverance and encouraged to do whatever possible in their
powers to implement our recanmended plans +

Most of all, I would like Lo thank the citizens of the Highline area who
submitted suggestions, gave resFnnses , aLtended public meetings , and other-
wise participated in the NorEh Sea-Tac Park Study . Our Steering Committee
has met diligently and hammered out an implementable proposal that will
benefit the communi Ly and our lives as residence of the Highline area B

The Steering Committee endorses the North Sea–Tac Park as providing
solutions to the basic needs for recreation in the Highline area +

SinG#ly ,

Lee'f Atwoodroy
Chairman , North Sea-Tac Park Steering Committee
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This masterplan is the resu1 t of a combIned effort of many peop1 e
dedicated to seeing the site ut:i 1 i zed in a rationa1 D1 an that respects
the recreation,11 use po11cies estab1 i shed by the sponserl nq agencies .

He gratefu11y acknow1 edge the efforts of Mr. Ed Parks , Port of SeatIt:1 e
Project Manager, and Mr. Dave Baugh, KIng County Planner, whose positive
attitudes have kept the project groMing in a direction that best repre-
sentIS and serves the corwnunlty. We apprecIate the contributIons of
Mr . George SaIto, FAA Planner, whose dedicatIon resu1 ted in effective
communicatIon between FAA and the Steering Committee. He a1 so wish to
thank the members of the Steering CommIttee, who gave generously of
their tIme and advice.I
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Fina11y, we app1 aud those who cared enough about their community to
offer crIticism or support for the p1 an, for the exchange of ideas
is the crucia1 element in the park planning process . Hithout this
exchange, the process and plan cannot reflect the community's desIres
and needs.
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The Flort II Sea–Tac Park Master Plan Study was undertaken to exp1 ore
recreation opportun-i ties on noise- imF)acted 1 and either acquired or
scheduled for acquisition by the Port of Seatt1 e. TFli s report is the
docuineiltat ion of the process whIch 1 add to the reconlmended recreatlon
master plan and inlplernentation strategIes .

The site of the proposed North Sea-Tac Park is dIrectly north of
Sea-Tac InternatIonal Airport in southwest King County. The site
encompasses approxlnlately 420 acres of 1 and .

The study began in the spring of 1979 , when the sponsoring agencIes ,
Port of Seattle and KIng County , retained tile services of Jongejan/
Gerrard/McNea1, Landscd})c? Architects . The charge given to the
landsca}Je architects was to research tIle recreation capabiIIties of
the study area , analyze (lell:alld s for r'ecr(?aLI OII and provide graphIc
doculnenta-tion of the i rl-Foy'nlati oil to faci lita Le decisIons by tIle Port ,

King County , and North Sea-Tac Park SteerIng Colnnlittee . The Steering
Conllnlttee , composed of area resident:s and representlng a variety of
interests , provlc;ed the major vehlc1 e for community particIpation .

Community participation was a prilnary consideration throughout the study .

his iaGO;FJf©tlg%cd

In 1942 , when the Port of Se,Itt in 1)e(TorI devo loj'In lent of a lieu aIrport
iII South King Coullt.y , the 906 acre site was located in a predo1-'1-
inately rura1 area . III thIn t\vo decades , the alrnort had expanded to
1400 acres and a th"jyjng suburban community had been established in
the surrounding area . This community survived not only because of
the economIc opnortuni ties provIded by SeaTac Airport , but also
because of the close proxlmi ty of tile manufactut-ina areas of South
Sea tt 1 e and Renton .

Throu£}}I a sllccess ion of improvements , the alrport fac j 1 It-ies grew
in sIze and efficiency . The last major expansIon of aIrport fac-
i 1 i ties began in 1968. Although the majority of aIrport property
had been acquIred prIor to 19617 unt11 thIs last expansIons the full
in:pact of the aIrport was not api)a}~ent to the loca 1 resIdents . The
196:1 llnl>rovemenl; }iI an nt?cccss ita LocI extensive vegetation relllova1,
grading Ol'ICi r.)avi nq which increased t.Flo phys lca 1 presence of the
air}.-;ort in tIle ccmnlull1 ty . Steep barILs of earth , devoId of vc?ae-
IIation a}3Foare(i at the c;doe of t}Ie it irlrort facIIIty . ’,'later
dra I na(Ie Pd iiterns v,'ere a 1 ter’ed . Hatcr , air and noise PCI11 u t1 on
I n c r e a s e (I

af course , tFlc recent al r';inrt exparls lorI 'b/as rIot so1 ely resl)ons I b1 e for
ciegclle’rnLI ng air arid water qua’I j ty . GrowIng popu 1 dl jon in the area a1 so
increased i-iressul'es on the natura1 sys-Ee ills . Expanses of pavIng around
shoppIng centers altered drainage and storlll water runoff characterj stl cs .
arId cars OII the hc?avi 1.y -[rave1 ed roadways pulnped pol lut'Ion Into the a jr.

Ido colitjtPeil(-:rts-ive land-lise p1 arl had been deve1 OI)ed for the Sea-Tac
vlc11-1 1 tY bY : 9/3 . TFI(Irl , KIng C:oun Ly , the lnajor agency respons i b1 e for
FJ-i anrll11q in t:Fle area , re(:ognized tile urgent necess I ty for such a p1 dn-.
f 11119 CooI . I-he Ki IIg Coult Ly PI dlln-ing I)el)artlllcnt began clevel oplnellt of a

plan wt1 ic it wou 1 cl bcco inc of fly idl county poll cy , regarding 1 and use ,
c'ircu I aLi011, (ira-i rIdge , OF)on space and parks .

Meanwhile , the Port of Seattle was faced with extensive problems
res;u IE-ing -from aIrport expansion l11 a res j dent I a1 area . Of ,111

Lhc 111:l)aCt“I bha t ScaTilc Ai rF)or t: had on l:}lf' collrllurl IEv , noIse })o1 1 u-
C 1 on !~/as t.tIe ono that rrir).S t all(Tore(t loc,r 1 res j (Ir)nEs .
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The Federa1 Aviat{on Adilii ni stration ( FAA) calculated noIse exposure in
the Sea-Tac area wIth the object of deliniatling zones of noise intensity.
The al’ea ul th .the greatest. noise impact was designated Zone 3 . Since
1969, the Federa1 HousIng Adrninls'Lration has refused to insure new home

constructIon in the hIgh noIse inI F)act zone , and while taxes on the homes
\vI thin the area Increased , the resa1 e of these properties became more
diffi cul t. Angry about noise Fiol]ution and econonlic losses , a colnrnlttee
of Zone 3 residents FeEI tiorled the Port to deve1 op a F)lannl ng prograln
that wc)u 1 d recognize , bd ',i cd11y , that a defined area around the airport
*,vas unsui te,b1 e for residetlt,laI use. The number of lawsul ts against the
Port of Seatt1 e Increased dai 1)/.

in 1 973 , Port of Seattle Coillmlssioners decided to seek federa1 funds
for acc lu- isi tion of 1 arId to secure trpliroaci1 protection areas . Land
1lad alt"eddy been acclu ii red for a clear zone; this addl-tiona1 land wou1 d
he referred to as an extended
the extended clear zone b'O u 1 ci

VTF-LBTT60 xn s 6rsuch
a-NFJena portsTnTnET

North ot Sea- tac A1 rport,c leaF zone
reach to souf annmrree

Prc.s..,c?(i t)~/ f:i t:1/ctrl fIc?!tifr tIcit:, :III( i L}ICI FIlly't'y of IansIll tIS , LIlo I'(>rt of
S(?aLL I o ;KI L}lr)t' 'i LIes rr~,tI i /L?Li {' IIe iI(~cc(:ss Ity of os t,alr1 is PIl Its I dirt)ot't
!-jo llc 1 as [}ldrt uotl IcI I ,~ad Lt) so]uti oils of the ellvirollillelrta 1 and so ci a1
nrob1 c' IllS iII i:he Sea–Tac area . /\t the $aIRe tinle , the King Courlty
PI ann j rIa [,'eF3E . was ready Lo begIn cievelopment of a comprehensive
p' ian for Lhc I }liqh1 i lie Foillrltilli ty that i nc1 u(led the Sea-Tac area . The
tun :l1,’\rIn IIja teams ( Iecll-lcd {,o \vor'k together and share staff and re-
SOUl''C es .

TII,j r)tlr!)use of the Sea-Tac/Cc_ulillun I Lies Plan , as the study was finally
c icsi qlldtc?!:i , was to dcve1 op a inns- Lor plan for future developlnent: of
tile Sea-- Fac area . T\do years of env 'ironrnenta1 studies and comlnuni ty
meetIngs were dedIcated to qather1 IIg the necessary Information and
os Lab 1 1 sh lila pc)1 jc Ics . The !)roject was funded , in F)art , by the FAA
Idl ttl fullds lilode ,t vail ,It; lc: by Lilo /\ ir£)orE arId Ail'Mays I)c?velo}rll€1nt Act
c f ') / t)

;\tl011q Lhc key ac LIons ot- t,fIre Sea–l',.IC/C:Qllrnutli ties Plan was the “estab-
]{shlnerlt of a cotilprehcllslve noise remedy progralll . . . '' , the ''provIsion
of !ndxiltltili1 f -i tlarlc ial a.';s ’is EntIce by kbe FAA for such noise renledY ac Lions 7"
alld " jill i)] tItle IIL,IL i o it of (!x L('rtt, Ivo (traIl I, I( Ie , water (lu,11 i t.y , ltark and rcct'ca;-
t-ic)ll Fi?'oqt-'ditl illlpt'ovc;nor: L by Li rIg C:oulILy." The IIO'iSO relltedY })roytdnI icien–
ti Fled the site of tile !)rotlobed North Sea-T£nM–cRIWIW
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The process of the North Sea-Tac Park Master Plan study actual 1y began
with the Sea-Tac/CommunIties P1 an whIch designated those parts of the
study area not a1 ready owned by the Port of Seattle as an airport acqu j -
sit-ion zone. The p1 an made recommendations for open space and recrea-
tional land uses . The Sea-Tac/Comlnuni ties Plan also prov{ded for con-
tinued monitoring of the progress in implementatIon of the plan.

+B&a

Hhen the study team for Jongej an/Gerrard/McNea1 began the North
Sea-Tac Park Master P1 an study, their first task was td Inventory
the natura1 and manmade conditions of the site which would affect
recreationa1 development. The informatIon gathered for thIs Inventory
came from a variety of sources : fIeld observation , government
agencIes such as the Sol 1 Conservation Service and the loca1 uti 1 ity
districts , news arti c1 es and studies done by University of Nash{nqton
students . The envlronlnenta1 studIes prepared as part of the Sea-Tac/
Conrnun+ ties P1 an were also reviewed at this point .

Using only the factors of natural processes , the Recreation Development
Capaci Ly of the site was 111ustrated. This all owed the study team and
the communIty to recognIze those areas where environment;a1 degradation
mIght occur as a result of a particu1 ar leve1 of recreation develop-
ment. Then , taking the manmade factors Into consideration with the
Recreatlon Development Capac1 ty, the Carrying Capacity plan was devel-
oped. This plan de]ineates zones of the site that could be developed
to spec{flc leve1 s of intensIty without seriously affecting the site,
the loca1 community or vio1 ati ng manmade constraints .

To present the gathered information to the colwnun Ity , a pub1 jc meetIng
was held July 10 , 1979. After this meeting , which was desIgned to
pronlote put)1 ic participation , interested persons were invited to joIn
a Steering Coinnlittee. The Steering Committee formed an important
communication 1 ink tvi th the pub1 ic and assisted the consultants in
lndKI nq crucIa1 decisIons about which actIvIties were least and most
desirable on the proposed North Sea-Tac Park 51 te.

5
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(Jther lilo LIlo(1 s were ustlc'I Lo s LitlIIII ,it ! collulturt i Ly }),lr't. i c: it)d Li 1111. The
S beer-IIly Colirlli t:tec , Pot'L of Soft LEI tl , til rIg t.otlll Ly all(1 Jonqc?ja11/
Gerrard/McNedl rece1 vcd llurlleruus letters dIll:I Lt'leptlorle cal is sub-
sequent to the fIrst pub11 c lneeti ng . A halldout had been distributed
at that meeting to a11 Ob/ lnelnbers of the collunurll ty to il]ustrate
their own ideas concerrlirlg North Sea-Tac Park . Later, as a resu1 t of
newspaper at'ti c1 es and on the advice of nlenlbers of the Steering Comm-
it:tee , lnore citizens wrote or ca11 cd to make ttlelr opinions known .
Over 120 wriLten responses were received at tFle off1 ce of Jongejan/
C’lerrard/McNea1, lnore were sent to King County alld the Port of Seatt1 e .
/\11 the Steering Collllni t Lee lneeEings were OF)ell to the genera1 -pub1 ic
and a nulnber of cItizens attended . Tllese ti tiles of verba1 ( occasion-
ally vocal ) coiilnluni cation proved to be extrentely helpfu1 for
determining the needs of the colnluun Ity.

During program developnlent , the corlsu]tants and the Steering Committee
evalua Led 811 recconmendations for pro})osed activities . These
recoinltendatlions cartle froln previously prepared p1 ans , cItizen recommen-
daticrls and recreation needs forecasts . After analyzing the various
delnands , the plans , and the predictions concerning fac11 ity needs , the
Steering Cornnlittee, Port of Seatt1 e , King County and Jongej an/Gerrard/
McNeal developed a program of actIvities to be jncluded at the proposed
North Sea-Tac Park . Exact numbers and sIzes of facIIItIes were to be

considered 1 at:er and were to be dIctated prjmar{ly by amounts of suIt_
al)1 e Id11d .

'-l-–- I }

?gj
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W1 th the final program estab1 i shed , an overa11 concept could be, and
v/as 9 developed . Jongejan/Gerrard/F'lcNea1 , the Steering Committee, the
Port of Seatt1 e and King County determined that North Sea-Tac Park
should be developed as an active park with certain condl LIons .
Ttlese conditions include : preservation and developlllent of en-
vlronnlertta1 integritY, observation of manlnade constraints , adequate
buff-eting between active faci 1 i ties and residentIal collrrlun ity , and
consideratIon of economic feas jb j 1 Ity.

Foll owing the estabIIshed concept alld observIng the CarryIng CapacIty
of the site , Jongej an/Gerrard/McNea I developed a serIes of sc}lenlatlc
ITtaster F)1 dns . At this F)oi nt, carefu1 consIderatIon was gIven to two
factors : the acquisiti011 scqttcnce arId ecolloltlic feds jIll 1 Ity. On thIs
basis , a scFlenlatic lnastcr })1 all was selected . This plan was presented
to the gener'a1 pub1 ic and appropr-ia te })ub1 jc agencIes whose response
gave the finishIng toucFles to the fina1 recommended recreation master
plan
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Existing C©ndg{gon$

To begIn the process of the North Sea-Tac Park Master P1 an study , the
study team from Jongejan/Gerrard/McNea1 observed a:nd recorded the exist-
ing condItions of the site. The southern quarter of the site has been
alrport property since 1967 ; the majority of homes have been removed from
this portIon. Nofth of SR 518 and south of South 136th Street is more
recently acquired land ; many homes have been removed or are being pre-
pared to be moved . North of South 136th Street is sti 1 ] primarily res i-
dent:ial. Some existing open spaces are found on unbu11'dab1 e land ; the
wet 1 and surrounding Tub Lake is an examp1 e. The average lot size,
within and adjacent to the study area , is 7 ,500 square feet, although
numerous ha1 f-acre and acre 1 ots can be found . The majority of the
housing stock in the community is comprised of moderate income homes ;
60 to 70% of the homes bL:11 t before 1960 , 10 to 15% bui 1 t before 1940.
In addition to the houses , existing structures and fac{lities include
Boulevard Park Element.ary School , Sunset JunIor High Schoo1 (vacated) ,
King County Shops , Sunset Park and CIty of Seattle Hater Reservoir (under
construction ) .
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Natural Pr©c©§6e$

The natural systems of the site ',/ere researched , inventoried and then
analyzed , insofar as the ana1.ysis' gives an indication of the appropri-
ateness of a proposed activity. The factors of climate, slope, hydrol-
Og)/ ) vegetation 9 Wi 1 d IIfe and SOilS were examIned independent of one
another and, where appllcabl e, the study team assigned ratings expres-
sing recreationa1 design capacity. Deslgn capacity ratings are an in-
dicatlion of the type of activlty that could be developed in a particular
area at mlnimum cosE and with a minimum of negatIve environment;a1 results.
The recreationa1 design capacity ratings are as fo11ows:

I
i
I
b
b
I

I
I
I
i
i

Very HIgh : The a Pea is su 1 tab 1 e for Intensive activities that
may produce noise or nIght light, or require man-
ipu1 at:ion of land form, sol 1 s , or vegetation.
These uses are potentia11y highly disruptive to the
natural environment. These activities include sports
fle1 ds , horse I;rai 1 s , and motorcycle trails .

High : The area is suItable for 1 ess intensIve actIvItIes
or activities that are limited to a sma11 area such
as F)1 ay structures . These activIties are 1 ess
disruptive of the natura1 landform, yet may re-
quire some landform alteratlion or may have negatIve
environmenta1 effects . Playgrounds , golf , dog traIn-
ing , and picnic shelters a11 have a "h{gh’' ratIng.

Moderate : The area is sultab1 e for passive activities such
as foot pa Ehs , picnic areas , frisbee Dlayi ng ,
nature study and in some instances , qo1 f .

The area is unsuitab1 e for any develoDment (or
sui tab1 e for Ini nor development such as fQot paths )
because of the hIgh sensitivity of the environment.

Low :

9
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£rec+p1 tat ion
Precipitation ranges from 32'' to 35" annua1 ly. Half of the annual pre-
ci pi tatlion fa11 s between October and January . July and August have 1 ess
than 5% of the tot:a1 rainfa11. Rai nfa11 in this area is usua11y of
llght to moderate intensity and contInues over a period of time rather
than downpours occurring at brief interva1 s . Hi nter snowfa11 is light.
In an average winter, frost may reach a so { 1 depth of 4'' to 8'' , depend-
ing on vegetatIon , sol 1 type, snow cover and temperature.I

I
I
I
I
I
I
I

The method of rating used is somewhat subjectIve. For each natura1
process , the study Lealn weighed Lhe F)ossi b1 e effects of different
leve1 s of deve]opmellt , creating scenerios demonstrating possib1 e re-
su1 ts , then chose the most appropriate rating . For example: the so11
underlying a portion of North Sea-Tac Park was found to be subject
to rapid erosion . Activities which 'are Included under the definition
of ''Very High'' have the potentia1 for dggravati ng an erosl ve condition
and consequently are inapproprIate for areas with this so11. Such
areas shou1 d receIve a ''Iliqh'' or lower rating .

In the text , fo11 owIng ttle discussion of each rated natural process is
a 1 i sting of the factors contributing to the ratings ; the ratings are
{]lustt-at:ed 1 n the upper corner of the maps . As previously stated , not
a11 natura1 factors were rated : hydrology , so11 s vegetation and wild--
1 ife were found to have c011sideratlons slgn1 fi cant enough for rating .

The Recreation Development Capacity Map ( page ) is a resu1 t of a11
rated natura1 process capac1 ties combined . It IndIcates those areas
which are best suited for the activities IIsted dbove .

CLIMATE

The qenera1 cllrnate of the Puaet Lowlands is a mId– latitude west
coast marine-type clinlate . MarItime air has a moderating influence
both in winter and in summer.

jem peratu re :
The normal range of temperatures recorded at the Sea-Tac /\ Irnort
Heather Statio n varies in summer months between 50o to the 1 ow 70 's
and winter temDeratures ranae from a minImum of 200 \~'1 th hjghs in
the rnid 30 's and 1 Ob/ 40 's . Extreme temperatures recorded at this
station were a low of OoF . and a hiah ot 99oF.

HI nds

Pieval 1 ing winds in the study area are from the south and southwest
In fa11 and wInter, gradud11y shifting to northwest in sprIng and
sulnmer . The strongest winds are from the south/southwest and usu-
a11y occur as the more intense Pac1 fic winter storli is inc)ve in1 and .
In summer , wInds are light and on most afternoons , a northerIY
breeze deve1 ops over the v/ater and 1 Oh'1 ands .

rhe sj te is also subject to lui croc1 -inlati c occurrances . Because
cold aIr sInks 3 coo1, moIst dir accuinul atles at Tub and Reba Lakes ,
and cc,<.)1 aIr masses fo11 ow the course of Mi 11 er Creek. The west
aspect of the site's stee})est slopes dre open to reglona1 clinlate
patterns .

1.Jj nd and cljlndt(. have no slqni fj cant 1 llnl ting factors requir1 nq
ra t 1 nq .
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Ti; P O(; RAP }IY /SL np [

The phys iographic character'is L it,'-. c>f :'lle , i t.e V'-'.l"',’ : r'f';:
depressIons to inode'r'atel y - i.€''':, ; '.' ) ? J ) (I!:'! '-, I

Tt-le forr*lati ons are f ,IiI- ly /1.: if -, T: r!

soit th sIr)pes jr! tht? soil Lht''-:,tr,r"l : .:.It' ' ,’'::i : :- ' ::, i !. . ' ,II
of Che direction of ' 1 1 r-ic in 1 !TIf:vt,l’:'-'rt t- . ..'Iii iT ' ' ' It“,-I I I:.: : i : jI ! !- 1-I’'l

fo 110 tv the previous I '/ c:IIt , iI .It. I ,' I It' '' , i iii . i , I’ , i I if ;l1,: 1 1, tI
marshy areas OCCUpy y -1 acl ,1 i :,it ' I'Ir t_':II; ! I, I ' --, . i'itr.' i dtI' i i - it-II iS .lyt:

st:dE)1 e; some hazards do oct:tlr t]i+ t) t.Lt( I’j;or s iII}iC’) .

II
I
I

I

SIR

IS

SC IIte parts of t Fte site hdv t .' i'r'i)II ',c'vt’''t:' 1 '/ ,1 : LI_'I-c?ii . [ ri r },'.' I-

residential deve1 ol:In lent P1,' : cri.'a ted II ';el--in', oF -::’!,, II ii1,', i.c'dtI
In the south , the runway ex:idris i =’ir: ha ': rl€'c(_*ssi tat. e:-t (:rn,it.IIta
1a rae , unnatura11y s villnletr IIja I s ': ni)e .
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The topography of the MorEII S€!d-Tac f’.:',I'k cred Les ,-,11 enyjrollinerl [ url i CtI
could strongly influence tFlc fot'lil of r.tIe fI rl(II lila', t,L':r' FJ ian . '.',;i’'ilel'dlly ,

the park exists in all el011yd\'LorI 1lOt„Il , ionli11ct 1:ect by t_tIe eds tot’rI iIi 11
fornlat1 on . This , reinforced by the vc’'.letatil)n Fi,-ltter'l'I cred Lc'’q fi cc)ni-
fortab1 e , secure fee1 ing that woti 1 d t)e desi raI->Ic to nlalrltal rl. lol>o-
graphy can a1 so be used to separate 'incon1 F)a Lib-to uses such as active
sports fac1 li ties and resIdential uses .

H YEROLaG Y

Context :

North Sea-Tac Park is ]oca torI iI, the i-}lper Mi 11 er Ct'c?!iF: 1)ra iitct:. Ic>

Basin , a Friqhl ~.’ u rF)dr-ii zed rTl--.-! I rl.r rit? ;It'''.I aIr!'r'€r\ tIIIa t '= 1 y 4 /’-Ffl 'It. t-':’s
In sIze . The : Ite i : t he foe ut-; r) f tFl t'r’e S !Jt) - CfIt CFtI’:OnE I r’r'a S . I rIc:i

re ores en ts the I' head i,'!at ers ' ' ti F FI i 11 OF" t:'l'C? ok . TFI tIt 'o aFC1 f.LO i :: L '.It
on the site : Tub La ke , a nil tui'f:l1 for!'lat i oil lind l_oLe Fic i',I , i: it'.': : rII I’Ll

pond created for runoff frol II tIle a it' i-'c.t~t _ III t}Ie !.last ti'tt't't? ’.I'’.: ' IcIt?S ,
MI 1 ] er Creek has und erctor Ie raDII chatIf:r) a rlcl '.-teq r,It-:! at i oil . /\I r Fit':li'-It

the North Sea-Tac Park site 1 s only a slna11 pot'tlon of che dt',IiI;aaf_=
bas Ill , many of the prob len IS the (-r'r)c}= is 5 tiFfel-i11c] d(rwrl'; t real:: c-an i'o
solved or mitigated upstre;I1'1 aE tht) p,:rk sil:(? . The FI.yr It" I-) locIV ('f tt:r
entIre basin rnli St be exan l1 llc(I t-,tI dr)tet-’'titto ( it'S 1 all .:'('iFl'; 1 dr'rri t 1 i~r--; al
North Sea-Tac Park.

T_hF_.P{_U'_T._y_qF_t. P_rp_ija_gp_ FI ,- I sItl :

There has been extensive re'.cat'crt dorIC I c)n the 1)roi:1 i.nls of L}1,- FIl11,-,t
Creek drainage basin . Stud i ,,s t. I(>rIf.* i>/ 1;ttl(lorIEs of +. tIll !.. It, i vet-:. jty (,f
Hashingt:on; Stevens , Tholnpsolt , jtl''j !{UII'.,'E.iII, it,(: . , at,d oLttt?f's d-I ! e\!,-1'<.3:;s
the need for nlethods of coil tl't, i 1 1 Il' I }Jt'i ; lutl itJ11 , 1 rId !, to r'Ill I'll: Ioff tIlt (,
Mi 11 er Creek .
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MI 1 ]er Creek suffers from winter floods , eroding banks , and a sever-
1y depleted w{ld1 Ife population. Hater quality studies have shown
t-hat M{11er Creek vjolates Hash{nqton State standards regardIng
co1 {form bacteria, dissolved oxygen content, temperature , and
turb Idlty. The stream also has chronic concentrations of pest:i-
cides and herbicides .

f'A

Thls situatIon is the result of po11ution and excessive runoff caused by
urban development. UrbanizatIon is characterIzed by vegetatIon remova1,
exposed soils, and extensive areas of impenetrable paved surfaces.
Rather than filtering slowly through the so11, rain water is forced
to flow overland carrying si 1 t and po11utants that are deposIted in Mi11er
Creek. The silt and po11utants reduce the capacity of the stream and
ki 11 wIldlife. A seasonal pattern of flow emerges : a torrent after win-
ter storms; a trlckle on warm, sunny days . Septic tank fa11ures , o1 1
and gasoline washed from roads , and the herbicIdes and pesticides from
suburban gardens have caused severe po11ution problems .

i

I
[-

i
r

Previous studies have listed a series of alternative solutions to the
Mi 11er Creek problem. Among those directly applicable to North Seatac
Park are: I ) the development of holding ponds to retain storm runoff and
function as settllng ponds ; 2) plant trees to shade streams and in-
crease vegetatIve cover; Instream temperature in shaded streams w111
be decreased and overall Infiltration wl11 Increase; 3) stream aeration
and removal of excess algae growth.

[

[
[

[
1-

F

On-Site Hydrology :

As in the rest of the Miller Creek basin, the hydrologlca1 cycle in
North Sea-Tac Park has been altered by urban development. Fortunately,
most of the development. has been residential ; there are few large paved
parking lots . A1 so, there are sti 11 large areas of natura1 vegetation
to {ntercept rainfall : trees and shrubs are much more effective as
inf11 t:ration devices than lawns. If left with natura1 vegetation, the
soils of the sIte are permeab1 e w1 th good water storing capabi]ltles .
Areas of f 111, however, have reduced water storage in the soils around
Tub Lake by compresslng the efficIent waterholding peat.

14
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Water pollutlon problems common to the entIre basin exist at the
sIte. 'Particular problems of the sIte are the po11ution and debris
caused by garbage dumped into the stream channe1 and fer'tII izers
from playfjelds , sports fields , and lawns that may have caused
Increased algae growth. A serious on-site source of po11ution is
found adjacent to Tub Lake. Apparently , the site had been used for
o1 1 dumpIng after World Har One. At present , the oII leaches through
the soil into the surrounding area . The IIght oil slick Intermitt-
antly visible on Tub Lake has been attributed to the abandoned dulnD.

I
I
I
I

There are three major water bodIes located on the North Sea-Tac Park site:
M{ller. Creek, Tub Lake, and Lake Reba . Mi11er Creek , north of Lake Reba ,
Is not a dIstInctIve stream. When it is not passing through narrow chan-
neljzed sectIons , the creek is lost in sha11ow, mucky areas with no
clear channel. Whether or not this is ent{rely the result of urbaniza-
tIon is not certaIn. Tub Lake and Lake Reba are important water storage
elements . The Sea-Tac/CommunitIes Plan delineated plans to increase
the holdIng capacity of Lake Reba.I

I
I
I
I

Factors Contributing to Recreation Development Capacity Ratings :

VerY High: Areas not adjacent to stream channels or poo1 s
not likely to erode cause lncreased sedimentation.

High: Areas not adjacent to stream channels or ponds
that are erosive or have vegetation that contri-
butles to infiltration capacity of site.
Areas adjacent to streams or ponds that contribute
to water storing capaci tv of water feature .

Areas that are periodica1 ly flooded and contribute
to water storing and infiltratlon .

Moderate :

Low :

I SOILS

According to USDA, Sol 1 Conservatlon Service surveys , there are ten
soi1 types at North Sea-Tac Park. The sol 1 s are, for the most part,
derived from glacia1 deposits .I
The most common sol 1 s, Alderwoods , Everett:s , and Indianola , are
sandy or grave11y with moderate to rapid permeability. Alderwoods
( Agd) have an underlying substratum of impermeable compacted glac{a1
ti11 which can cause seasona1 high water tables and on steeper
slopes , mod€'rate sllppage hazards . Steeper slopes of Alder\good and
Everett soi1 s (Agc, Agd , Evb) are subject to erosion hazards ranGIng
from moderate to severe. If erosion hazards are contro11 ed , a11
three soils, Alderwoods , Everetts, and Indianola, are suitable for
construction and farming (Everett and Indianola are better suIted for
permanent vegetation rather than row crops because of seasona1 drought:i-
ness )

I
I
I
I
I

r

i
L_ d

i

The remainder of the sol 1 s ai North Sea-Tac Park were formed in glacia1
. del)ressi ons or clayey alluviulll and are v('ry I)oorly drdl11ed . De–

rived from vegetation in varyl nq degrees of decomposition , the soils
are acidic wIth a high orqani c content. Orcas and Seattle Muck
(0r and Sk) are characterized by thick layers of peat. Orqanic soi 1 s

are inappropriate for construction because of high compressi bl 1 ity.
Because the water table is at or near the surfaces of these soils ,

they are unsuitable for development of any kind .I
I
I

Factors contributing to Recreation Development Capacity :
Very High: (EvC, InC) because of stable, we11-drained soils.
High: ( AgB) because of underlying impermeable layer; may

cause seasona1 hIgh water tab1 e.
Moderate: (AgC, AgD, EvD) because of erosion and slippage

hazards .
Low: (No, 0r, Sk, Tu) because of high water table, high

compress i bi 1 ity .
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VEGETAT I ON

The sIte can be descrIbed as havIng two distInct zones of veaetation :

one, a zone recoverIng from the impact of recent urbanlzati on in
qradua1 successive stages; and two, a zone comprised of "natural"
areas , that is , untouched landscapes uhi ch exist now because of
Inherent qua1 j ties that prevented urban deve1 or)ment.

Zone one is characterized by grassy open spaces dotted b/l th occas-
sional ornamental p1 ant groupings . Once a portion of the Boulevard
Park Neighborhood , the homes in th-is area have been relocated or
are in the process of being relocated. Left behind is an odd landscape
of sma-11 plateaus with rings of ornament:a1 plantings . Some areas are
just beginning to revert to a ''natura1 “ state: grasses are overtaking
foundations , ornament:a1 shrubs are gainIng unruly proportions and
blackberry and other pioneering species are beginnIng to appear. In
five years time, if left unattended , the grasses wi11 become less
prominent and the pioneering species of shrubs and trees wi 11 dominate.
Invasive ornamentals wi 11 spread in heavily scarred areas . Scotch
broom wi 11 become established as it has in the area south of Sunset
Jr. High. In ten to twenty years time, native forest vegetation wi 11

appear: young Douglas fir, full grown alder, big-leaf maple, cottonwood,
madrona, and typica1 understory. Lower growing ornamental s wi 11 begin
to die out in the forest environment. 0rnamenta1 trees may remain to
form an interesting blend wIth natives as evidenced at the southern
portion of the site where homes were removed between years 1960 and
1965
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Zone two is composed of four different vegetatlon types which occur
genera11y in the southern half of the site.
I Woodland: These areas occur mostly on upland portions of the site

or on slopes and create a strong vIsual edge and' sense of enclosure
for lower portions of the site. Forests of Douglas fir, bIg-leaf
maple, sala1, madrona, dogwood , and understory are typjca1.

Riparian Woodland: ThIs type of vegetatIon occurs in wetlands ad-
jacent to Mi11er Creek and along the north and east sIdes of Tub
Lake. Plants here thrive on the moist sol 1 condItIons. Charac-
teristic of the course of the creek and lake edge: w j 1 lows, alder,
cottonwood , vine maple, horsetai is , blackberries , rushes , grasses ,

occasiona1 cattails , and other water lovjng specIes.

11.

Tub Lake Bog: Tub Lake is located in the western portIon of the
site near Sunset Park and is characterIzed on Its northern and
eastern shores by riparian vegetation which gradua11y blends to
Douglas fir, alder, woodland, etc. The southwest:er ly tIp of the
the lake supports an undisturbed bog of swamp laurel, Labrador tea,
and a vlsua11Y attractive stand of Western hemlock.

111.

Lake Reba Marsh: Lake Reba is a manmade holding pond located at
the southwestern portion of the sIte. CharacteF ji jtc vegetatIon In_
cludes; wIllows, alder, cottonwoods , catta{ls , rushes ) iedges ) gr.assess
and typica1 water-loving and marsh specIes.

IV.

Factors Contributing to Recreation DeveloF)ment Capacity RatIngs:
Very High : Maintained playfields , portions of zone one without

large or significant vegetation that cannot be easily
replaced .
Portions of zone one with large or significant vegetatIon
that cannot be eas11y replaced.
Woodland and rIparian woodland ; moderate as long as
extensive clearing. does not occur.
Lake Reba Marsh and Tub Lake Bog because of sensitIvity
and individua1 ity of vegetation.

High :

Moderate :

Low :

WILDLIFE

As the site exIsts , there are three major categories of wildl ife habitat:
I ) urbanized and post urbanized, 2) woodland and 3) wetland. 0rdinarily,
in an urbanized environment such as North Sea-Tac Park, w11d1 ife would
be a minor consideration. However, this site has tremendous potentia1
to become a significant wild1 ife habitat, a rare amenity in population
centers. Therefore, in evaluatl ng habitats , the relatlve rarIty of each
habitat in the Sea-Tac community was considered. The most uncommon
habitats were judged to be highly sensitive to development as any altera-
tion would eliminate the already scarce habitat.

The least sensItIve and most common envIronment is the urbanized and
post urbanlzed habitat. This habitat does have the advantage of a di-
versi fied food source as the resu1 t of the introduction of ornamenta1
plantis , but the lack of contlnuous cover reduces wiId1 ife potentia1.
After the houses are removed , natural plant succession wi 11 Increase
cover

In ten to twenty years, the post-urbanized habItat wi 11 appear sImIlar
to the woodland habitat. This environment has a greater dIversIty of
species and greater number of native species than the urbanized habitat,
but motorcycles , people, cats , dogs , and poor aIr quaIIty may have IIm-
i ted the potentla1 of the exIsting woodland habitat. Dense brush pro-
vjded by overgrown blackberries , wi11ows, and other plants provide im-
portant barrlers to protect w11d1 ife species .

The loca11y most uncommon environment is the wetlands habitat. Marshy
areas and dense brush provide a barrier to human traffic, protecting
many wildlife species . The sha11 ow water areas of wetlands are an Im-
portant production area for juveni1 e fish. Unfortunately, poor water qual-.
ity has severely reduced fish population. Potentia11y, this envIronment
could provide habitat for a number of species that exIst in marshes
(marsh wren, Virginia rai 1 ) as well as a number of more common songb{rds
and wildfow1 .
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Factor_s Contributing to Recreation Develc#ment Capacity RatIng:

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

None except existIng playfields .

Recently urbanIzed areas wIthout weI 1-developed cover.
Woodland with Me11 developed vegetatIon and food sources.
Lake Reba and Tub Lake , loca11y uncommon wetlands habitat.

Very HIgh:
HIgh :
Moderate :

Low :

Although wildlife habitat would be a benefIt to the loca1 communIty, a

special consideration exists at North Sea-Tac Park in that bIrds could
create a hazard for overhead planes . To mitIgate this potential prob1 em,
wildlife habitat improvement measures should not encourage flocki ng
species of birds . AvoIdIng large expanses of water that attract flocks
of waterfow1 may so1 ve prob1 ems. Unfortunately, the star1 ing , which is
the most conlnlon hazard , is a very pervasive bird and as likely to be a
hazard if the sIte were covered with industrial deve1 opulent as a coni f-
erous forest.

The study team gave some consideratIon to the effect of noise on wlld1 ife.
Information of the subject is sparse, but the indicatlon is that w11d1 ife
wi 11 adjust to noise if it is presented somewhat predictably.

RECREATION DEVELOPMENT CAPACITY COMPOSITE

As previously stated, the recreatIon development map is the resu1 t of
a11 natura1 processes capacities combined . To reach this resu1 t, the
Recreationa1 Development Capacity ratings of Very High to Low Mere as-
sIgned nurnbers of one to four, respectively. By overlaying the maps
of Recreatlonal Development Capacity for hydrology , soils , vegetatIon ,
and wi ld11 fe, a composIte with cumulatlve tota1 s was developed . The
tota1 s were dIvided to reflect the Very High to Low rating system. The
composIte indicates those areas where dlfferent activIties may be devel-
oped with minilna1 expense and minima1 environment;a1 degradation.

North of Sunset Jr. High , the major factors jnfluenc Ing the ratIng of
the composite are soils and w11 d life. In most cases , these two factors
account for the difference between a hIgh rat1 ng and the very hIgh rat-
ing that may have been anticipated because this area is presently urban-
lzted. The erosive alderwood sol 1 predomInates in much of thIs area of
.North Sea-Tac Park. Under a reg IIne of motor('yc1 es , horses, or other
agents , this sol 1 wi 11 erode , decreasing the fert{ 1 Ity of the- sol 1 and
increasing the siltation and turb idl ty in the M11 ]er Creek draInage
basin . The potent1 a1 for wi Id1 ife habitat in thIs area is very good and
ul 1d 11 fe habitat is a valuable resource in an urbanized community. How-
ever, the ' High ' rating north of Sunset Jr. HIgh should not be {-nter-
preted to mean that no new sport fac 111 ties can be 10(.,ated in thIs area .
H1 th proper precaution to avoid soil erosion and adequate concessions
to 'Ni 1 dl ife habitat, ' Very HIgh ' recreatjona1 development may be appro-
priate here.

E1 s'?where on the site, the combination of the constraInts Imposed by the
nat:atal SYstems are nlore concise : variations from the suggested actIvI -
Lies should be discouraged. A11 dnalys js ] nd{ cate that thi areas around
Tub Lake and Lake Reba are h{ghly sensItIve to dev.elopment, and shou1 d be
p"n\ected . The large patches of vegetatIon ,Ind underlyIng eros Ive alder_
wood soIIs (and subsequent effects on hydrology and wj'ld1 ife) gIve rIse
to a moderate rating for the slopes in the soG-thern part of Lh; sIte.
Much of this area is in prIvate ownershIp .

22

F :=&Iy

I

F
f
[

I

F

[
[
[

[
F

!

}

[

i-

}

!

I
(

[
f

[
[

[
[!
T ' ; I



Mode@#

{\
P



f#
i

[
[

I
I
I
I
I

[

[
[
[
[
[
T

INa

I
I

Visual Assessment

Visua1 assessment 15 the record of the elements of the landscape that
have an effect upon human perceptions. These elements can be topo-
graphica1 characterisitcs , a building with an interesting shape, or an
actIvIty that creates an unpleasant noise or odor. These elements can
convey a sense of p1 ace and provide an historica1 context. Elements of
visua1 assessment can be reflected in the master plan in a variety of
ways. Some, such as wood1 and trails and appeallng views , are posltlve
features of the site that should be preserved or enhanced. Others ,
such as scarred landscape areas , are negative aspects that should be
considered for alteratIon.
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#[x1 stinp Bujdi pgs EWain:
' /Vnong the existIng buildings to remain is one that wi 11 have great im-

pact on the fina1 master p1 an : Sunset Jr. HIgh . Other buIldIngs such
as the King County Shops and those on private land may require screen1 ng
or other special condItions .

I
I

Manmade Factors

A

i

B 1 F • + f g •\ • t A1+= qI

The manmade factors of the sIte have been observed and noted to give an
Indication of the constraInts and potenti a1 s presented by these elements .

These factors Include physlca1 features such as roads , structures ,
sewers , and air support faci 11 ties . Constraints introduced by regula-
t:ions such as zoning and FAA recommendations Mere also considered in
this seCtion.

IT:riajRjltustrates the proposed ownershIp pattern. DesIgn consjdera-
tjons derIved from this map include location of private areas that maY

need bufferIng depending upon future development.

tIJL: IrTl::1::lp:gET::–i– iy whIch parcels of land are {mmedjately ava{]able
for pub1 jc use. If warranted , the fina1 mas'ter plan could have a
development sequence based on thIs map. ProvidIng that there were no
other constraInts , actlvities that received a- high priority could be
located in already acquired land; others could be introduced as land is
acqujred. (For detailed Information on liethods of acquisitIons see
appendix) .

Utilit1 es :
The ut:i 1 i ties map can give an Ind{cat1 ori of where fac{ 1 { tIes such as
restrooms and pIcnic shelters could be located to avoId the expense
of additiona1 sewer and water pIpes .
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THing maD is a refl,,tI,„ ,f 1,,d „,,, „,„,„„„dI„, ,„„,, ,,,_„,,
Patk. The area is zoneSI predominantly residentia1, in'dicatlng', amon5
other items , that the park wi 11 probably be used a11 week and at any
hour (as compared to a park in a business area that is heavily used“ at
lunch hour on week days) .

Vehicular and Pedestrian Access :

Highways and roadways in the community around North Sea-Tac Park form a

major land use. Numerous freeways cross the area forming barrIers be-
tween neighborhoods and altering drainage patterns . Cars using the
roads have increased noise and po11utlon leve1 s. The southern quarter
of the North Sea-Tac Park site is severed from the rest of the site by
State Route 518. Des Moines Hay. South is a major arteria1 forming the
western boundary of the site. This gently winding roadway lined with
historic e1 ems is an idea1 pedestrian/blcyc1 e corridor, but the aspha1 t
is too narrow and the shoulder in bad repair. The site 1 s affected by
five other secondary arteri a1 s . Three form the north , south and west
boundarIes. The other two dissect the site. The numerous roadways
cause problems , but also create benefIts . Vehicu1 ar and pedestrIan ac-
cess to the site is very good , but interna1 circulation patterns are
disrupted by the thoroughfares. Heavily traveled roads may require
buffering or screening.
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Air Support Fac$1ities:
The air support fac11'ities map indicates not only the structures re-
qulred by the airport, but also the boundaries of the clear zone and
extended clear zone. A c1 ear zone is an approach protection area and
is used to assure compatib1 e 1 and use in areas adjacent to airports .
The minimum dimensions of the clear zone are as shown below. The minI-
mum dimensions of the extended clear zone are 2,500 feet from the end
of the clear zone with 1,250 feet on either sIde of an extended runway
center line. However, the extended clear zone can include the area
from the minImum to the next natural or manmade boundary. At the North
,Sea-Tac Park site, tot:a1 extended c1 ear zone is from the end of the c1 ear
zone north to South 136th Street and from Des Moines Way South to 24th
Avenue South. Within the clear zones , there can be no features that
diSFUpt aIrplanes approachIng or leavIng Sea-Tac Airport. Ta11 bu11dings
and facilities that produce smoke or glare and areas that attract large
flocks of b{ rds are a11 potentla11y hazardous . Mewkr§neP
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' in: PSHE!!I Ay;a;{£Reidmjnjstrat jon is respons{ble for safe aIrcraft use.
If federa1 funds are used in acquisition, the lbcation and extent of run-
ways and air support fac11ities requires the approva1 of FAA.

No specific nationa1 standards have been established for the uses of aIr-
port clear zones and existing FAA literature can be broadly interpreted:
Compat{ble uses are described as : ''...agriculture, playgrounds , parks
(types which do not generate assemb1 ies , automobile parking) , industrY
(types whIch do not create smoke or electron ic interference) and sim11ar
use“ (FAA order 5100.17) .

Working with the citizens and the study team from Jongejan/Gerrard/
the FAA Northwest Reglona1 aff’ice, developed denslty guidelinesMcNeal

to aid the planners in the design of North Sea-Tac Park ese
rhich require strict ad.herr151 t_ gmno

numbVrCI"MIHr8Hag a B[f Fe9

zYnd be 8 fie

83{}}{}#

NOISE MEASUREMENTS AND EVALUATION

Introduction :

a-Tac Park is located directly north of Seattle-Tacoma
Internationa1 Airport and as a result is exposed to falrly hIgh noise
leve1 s from jet operatIons. Since the activities proposed for the park
are relat{vely short, lasting 1 to 3 hours , park users are likely to be
exposed to eIther jet departures or approaches during their stay, rather
than a mixture of the two. The jet departures produce significantly
hIgher noise leve is that approaches and would result in the higher noise
exposure wIth regard to actIvity or speech interference. A1 though ap-
prbaches may be Gore annoyIng at tImes , due to the hIgher pitched noise
from some jets, they don't adversely impact park activities as much as
the departures. To determine the highest noIse exposure from Sea-Tac
jet operations within the park, it was decided to measure the time
above specIfIed noise thresholds during a typica1 busy hour for jet de-
partures. 0rigina11y, the times above threshold were to be presented
as a contour map, but because of the aIrcraft operating conditions ,
this was not poss{ble.t Instead, the time above a specified threshold
Is shown for each measurement locatlon on the map.

Temporary groundIng of DC10' s by the FAA to correct structura1 failures
of engine mounts , during this study a1 tIered the types and frequencies
of aircraft flying over the site.
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Noise Measurements :
NoIse measurements Mere made at six locations within the Park during
the afternoon of June 25, 1979. The noise from at least seven jet
departures was recorded on calibrated magnetic tape at each measurement
location. The recordings at sItes 1,2, and 3 were made simultaneously,
as were those at sites 4, 5, 6.

The tape recordings were played into a sound level meter w{th an A-scale
frequency-weighting network to a graphic leve1 recorder. The latter
instrument was connected to a statistlca1 analyzer from whIch the time
(minutes) above 65, 70, 80, and 85 dBA was determined for each aircraft
fly-over. The resu1 ts of the seven or eIght f]yovers at each site
were then averaged to gIve the time above thresholds for a typica1
jet departure from Sea-Tac for each of the six measurement locatlons .

Examination of a schedule summary of Sea-Tac operations (based on a

report of 12/09/78) indicated the typica1 busy hour between 8:00 a.m.
and 6:00 p.m. had approximately 13 departures . Therefore, the average
times for a Jet departure were mu]tip1 led by 13 to get the tot:a1 time
above each threshold for a typical busy hour. The resu1 ting time in
minutes , out of an hour, above 65, 70, 75, 80, and 85 dBA are shown
for each of the measurement locations ( 1 through 6) \vi thIn the Park
in the attached figure. A summary showing the range of time above
thresholds over the entire Park is shown in Table I.

TABLE 1

Range of time above
thresholds at park (minutes )Leve1, dBA

65 6.8 - 8.8

70 5.6 - 7.5

4.6 - 6.175

3.3 - 4.3

1.9 - 3.2

80

85

0rigina11y, it yas proposed that a time above threshold contour map be
provided. However, the fact some aircraft practice noise abatement
procedures while others do not, tends to spread or smear the contours .

Noise abatement is practiced by Inltla11y applyi ng fu11 power on takeoff ,

then reducing power untII the aircraft reaches a high altitude after which
more power is applied . It wou1 d require more measurement locations with
many more jet departures at each in order to determIne the trends required
to develop an accurate contour map. However, the times for the locatlons
shown on the fIgure do provide a good estimate of the noIse exposure.

Genera1 aviation (prope11 er type) departures from Sea-Tac probably con-
trIbute some to the times above 65, 70, and perhaps 75 dBA. ThIs would
malnly be in the areas of Locations 1, 2, and 3 since they generally
turn to the east or west soon after taking off and rarely fly straight
over the length of the Park.

CriterIa
The fo11owlng outdoor recreationa1 uses require speech communication :
soccer, footba11, ' baseba11, basketba11, softba11, and tennis . The quaIIty
of speech communication is dependent upon the leve I of speech and distance
as we11 as the leve1 of interfering noise. Table 2 , 1 i sts the appropriate
talker-to-listener distances for just reliable communIcation for various
interfering noise leve1 s and voice levels .
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TABLE 2

APPROX. TALKER-TO-LISTENER DISTANCES (IN FEET) FOR
RELIABLE COMMUNICATIONINTERFERING

NOISE LEVEL,
dBA RAISED VOICE VERY LOUD SHOUTNORMAL VOICE

31

16

8

5

3

15

8

4

2.5

1.5

8

4

4

2

65

70

75

80

85

2

1

under I

1

under 1

under 1

Some aspects of the recreationa1 uses require speech communication over
relatively large distances (greater than 15 feet) i .e. coach to player,
game officia1 s making announcements , etc. This type of communIcation wIll
not be possible for 5 to 6 minutes out of an hour in the Park due to noise
frdm jet departures . Where the dIstance between a ta1 ker and listener is
less than 15 feet, then a speaker could not be heard for at least 2 to 3
minutes out of the hour. If desIred to not use more than a raised voice,
then no communication would be possible for about 5.5 minutes at 2 fePt,
7 minutes at 4 feet and 8 minutes at 8 feet distance between the ta1 ker
and listener. It should be kept in mind that the above times do not
represent a continuous interruption , but the tota1 time for thirteen
separate interruptions occurring during the hour.

The requIrements for speech communication within some of the proposed
enclosed recreationa1 facillties, such as Sunset Jr. High, are similar to
the outdoor facilities but more restrictive. These include meeting rooms ,
fjlm showIngs, and banquet facj1 {ties which may require that an unassIsted
speaker be understood over a distance of about 25 feet, assuming a sma11
to average size room. This would require the background noise not ex-
ceed about 48 dBA using a norma1 voice and about 54 dBA for a raised
voice. For the larger rooms , a sound reInforcement system may be neces-
sary for the speaker, in which case, the background noise should not ex-
ceed about 60 to 65 dBA.

The possible use of the faci1 ity as a music room for group practlce has
more critical listenlng requirements where the background noise levels
should not exceed about 35 to 40 dBA.
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IE:s:uTi£iga Figq1 IiI::re:o lse exposure can only be reduced by reducIng
the noIse emItted by the source ( jets) . Noise reductIOn policies have
been establlshed as part of the Sea-Tac/Comnunities Plan, but these
measures are not jrwned lately significant. However, it may be possible
to schedule events during those times of the day when fewer aircraft
operatIons occur, a1 though these times may be difficult to predict on
a regular basis.

The activities which occur indoors can be sufficiently protected from
the jet noise by treating the noise transmission path from outside to
Inside a bu11ding . These paths include windows , doors , wa11s , roof and
mechanica1 penet;rations . Norma11y, the windows are the most likely path
which could cause problems and may require double glazing and/or lami-
nat:ed glass along with being non-operable. Any exterior doors directly
to the rooms should be at least so1 id core with res11 lent gaskets and
automatic threshold closures with possIbly a vestibule required for a

musIc room. The Ma11 s and roof would be required to have enough mass to
sufficiently reduce the low frequency noise from the jets . Since the
windows cannot be opened to provIde vent:i latlion , an HVAC system must be
provided for the building and must be designed so that there is no direct path
through the mechanica1 ductwork into any rooms . Also, any mechanica1
penet;rations through the roof and exterlor wa11s should be adequately
sealed to prevent any noise leaks around the penet;rations . Refer to the
report " Aircraft Noise Study/Remedial Construction/Schools" ( August, 1973)
for a detaIled discussion of acoustica1 recomnendations made for Sunset
Jr. High Schoo1.

Two previous stud1 es on Sea-Tac Airport noise were analyzed for this re-
port: The Unbearable Menance of Airport NoIse, by Peter Breysse and
Aircraft Noise Study, by Larry lkenberry. Both studies were concerned
with residentia1 uses and therefore concentrated on sleep distrubance and
classroom interference without presenting much insight on recreationa1
uses . The Ikenberry study does state that exposure to excessive noise
can lead to dialated pupils, increased blood pressure and increased oxy-
gen consumption. Both studies were conducted before 1973 when noise
levels were much higher than at present.

Residents attending Steerlng Committee meetings expressed considerable
concern about the physiologlca1 effects of noise on the human body.
The study team was ab1 e to unearth some research performed on laboratory
anlma1 s with extremely high intensity noise, but there has been little
to no research performed wIth conditIons simi1 ar to those existing at
North Sea-Tac Park. These conditions are moderate to loud ( in the range
of 95 dBa) intermittant noise and open rather than enclosed space (which
could have psychological dIfferences) .

Such testing is not within the scope of this study. However, observa-
tlions of areas similar to the North Sea-Tac Park site may provide some
insight. Located at the south end of the Sea-Tac airport runMay, Tyee
Go1 f Course is under a nearly identical noise regime as North Sea-Tac
Park. - Yet, Tyee is a popu1 ar course competitive with other courses not
under airplane noise. The manager of Tyee explaIned that whi1 e some peop1 e
may not play the course because of noise, Tyee sti1 ] does a profltab1 e
business because many peop1 e do not consider the noise a prob1 em. Basic-
ally, the issue of noise at Tyee Golf Course is resolved by a right of
choIce. Those persons affected by the noise stay away, those not affected
use the facilities . (For a da11y record of noise leve1 s at North Sea-Tac
Park, see Appendix) .
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Carrying Capacity
Carrying Capacity is the reflection of the Recreation Development Capacity
canbined with the manmade factors and restrictions of the site. This gives
an indication of those areas that are most suitable for particular int:en-
sities of development. While these values are not absolutes, observIng
these guidelines while developing the North Seatac Park Master Plan wi11
provide the most safe, sensible and economica11y sound solut;ion.
The ratings are as fo1 lows:
Very High: This area is suitable for intensive activities that

may attract large groups of people (not exceeding
FAA density guidelines) , or require manipulation of
landform, so11s or vegetation.
The area is suitable for less intensive activities that wI11
not attract large numbers of people. These actjv{tles are
less disruptive of the natura1 landfonn yet may require al-
teratlion of vegetation and soils .

The area is suitable for passive to semi-passive activities
that will not attract large numbers of people nor require ex-
tensive alteration of landform.
The area is suitab1 e for only llm{ted development and IImIted
numbers of people.
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High :
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Introduction
Program development centered on user needs ; up until this point, major
consideration had been on the natura1 and manmade constraints of the
site. Now would be the opportunity for the community to voice its needs
and desires. Jongejan/Gerrard/McNeal, working closely with the Steering
Corrrnittee, Port of Seattle and King County, researched community plans ,
recommendations from people of the community and exIsting faci 11 ties .
By examining the advantages and disadvantages of different uses , a pro-
gram for the site was developed. The consultants used this program,
which sti11 had major variables , to develop schematic master plans. Af-
ter re-examining the acquisition sequence, a fina1 schematic master plan
was estab1 ished.

An issue which developed during the program development phase was the
agreement of community versus regiona1 needs. The issue was made more
complex by varying defInItions of "regional" and "community'' . After
some dIscussion, the consultants determined the Hlghline Community, the
area encompassing the Highline Schoo1 District, was in itself large
enough with a great enough population density to be considered a "region''
The area immediately surrounding North Sea-Tac Park was considered as
the loca1 community. This area includes a large portion of the Boulevard
Park region and extends , approximately, from South 154th Street to South
120th Street from lst Avenue to Military Road.

Comlnunity Plans

The process of determInIng user needs began with analyzing previously
prepared plans. The three plans that apply directly to North Sea-Tac
Park are: Sea-Tac/Corwnunlties Plan, the High11ne Corrrnunities Plan, both
produced by government agencies , and the Highline Recreation Counci1
Proposal , developed by a cItizens ' organization. Fo11owing is a synopsis
of each plan:

THE SEA-TAC/COMMUNITIES PLAN

The Sea-Tac Communities Plan, which was the major Impetus to this re-
port, makes the fo11ovding pollcy statements regarding the airport
acquIsitIon areas :
* the areas should be in open space use.
* uses should not further degrade the environment or residentla1

character of neighborhood .

The plan offered some recommendations concerning suitable open space
uses in aIrport acquIsItIon zones . These activities range from the
most actIve, soccer, rugby and tennls to passive uses such as golf and
naturewa 1 ks .

When addressing the North AcquIsition Area (North Sea-Tac Park) , the
Sea-Tac/Communities Plan supports these poIIcies :

* the area surrounding Tub Lake should be reserved for wetlands and
developrnent along M{11er Creek should be limited to a footpath.

* a go1 f course should -be included in the program, consideration
gIven to usIng Boulevard Park Elementary Schoo1 as a c1 uk)house.
Access and parkIng for the go1 f course should be near commercia1
concentratIon on Des MoInes Hay South and South 128th Street.

t Sunset Park should remain in itS present act 1 ve uses
* Sunset Jr. HIgh and Boulevard Park Elementary Schoo1 bu11dings

should be used as community fac11itles .

42



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

THE HIGHLINE COMMUNITIES PLAN

The Highline Communities P1 an, completed subsequent to the Sea-Tac/Com-
munities Plan is the policy standard by which KIng County judges land„
use decisions in the Sea-Tac vicinity. The Highllne Community P1 an ba-
sica11y upholds the Sea-Tac/Communities Plan wIth a few additiona1 recom-
mendatIIons :
t an athletic complex should be developed south of SR 518 on the North

Acquisition Area . This colup1 ex wou1 d eventua11y cons1 st of three
baseball and five soccer fields .

+ Preservation of the historic elm grove along Des Moines Way South.
* Inlprovenlents of Sunset Park to correct parking , drainage and irriga-

tion problems .
4

A techn j(.,a1 report whIch accompanied the Hlgh1 i ne CommunIties Plan
forecasted community recreation needs by the year 1990. These needs
In the areas adjacent to North SeaTac Park are predicted as fo11ows :

8 community sca1 e
1 neighborhood scale

15 community scale
9 neighborhood scale
2 community scale
5 community sca1 e

97.9 acres (neIghborhood & cornmuni ty scale)

Baseba] 1 fields :

Football/soccer fields :

Recreation centers ;

Tennis courts :
Passive -bark:

THE HIGHLINE RECREATION COUNCIL

The Highllne Recreation Counci 1 is an organization comprised of repre-
sentatives of activity assocIations throughout the Highline Community.
ParticIpating members are: gir1 s ' clubs , boys ' c1 ubs , footba11 leagues ,

soccer leagues , baseba11 leagues , servIce organizations and others.
Formation of this group was an attempt to combIne forces to circumvent
problems between different organizations and to Improve faci 1 i ties in
the local comnlunity.

III May , 1'i7 Ii , LIlo lliqhl ill(_' i?ecrc',it iOII COUIIt:-iI d('vc'l (iI)(?rI tI r('(:rc'atior\ I}ro-
IIoba 1 for dc(Ill is iLI OII ]£trttl\ ';III'rt>ullcl illcJ tIlt: v,It:,it.c:cI bull';(* t. \Jllll i tlr III tIll
Sc}luo I. Ttl is l>ro})Obcl1 is osI)c'cially val ual) lc' III LIla L il list.s I>oss iI)1 o
volunteer developers and corltact persons . Fo11owi IIg is a 1 ist of actIvi -
ties recommended by thIs proposal :

* Non-motorized bi cyc1 e course
* A11-terrain vehicles course
* Soccer/foot:ba 11 fields
* [3aseba11 fields
* Swedish jogging and fitness trai 1
* Outdoor Basketba11
* Short-nine go1 f course
* Handba 11 courts
* Tennis courts
* SUIt',et Junior Fligh ActivitIes Center
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Public Participation

People in the loca1 neighborhood, as well as the community surrounding
North Sea-Tac Park, were actively involved in program development. Some
attended pub1 ic meetings and Steering CommIttee meetIngs to present theIr
requests or questIons . Others telephoned or wrote directly to King
County, the Port of Seat;t:1 e and Jongejan/Gerrard/McNea1.

Community demands were numerous and disparate in focus. A sma11 group
of citizens 'favored no development whatsoever, preferring that North
Sea-'Tac Park be used as a greenbe1 t. Most requests centered on a particu-
lar recreational faci 1 ity, both in favor of or against the facj 1 Ity in
question. The most controversial i.tem seemed to be a request for an a11-.
terrain vehicles course. Other suggested faci 1 {ties or uses included
soccer/footba11 fields , horse shoes , bocce, handba11 courts , blcycle
moto-cross , horseback riding area , nature wa1 ks and P-patch gardenIng
areas . Rather than namIng facilities , some citizens made requests to
provide some type of activity that would appea1 to specific groups of
people; specifica11y, senior citizens , handicapped and sma11 children.

Existing Recreation Facilities

To he1 P comprehension of loca1 recreation needs, an inventory was taken
of recreation faci1 it les in the surroundIng communIty. s(..,hob1 s as we11
as prIvate and publlc parks were consIdered . As Indicated on the Rec.r.ea_
tion Fac11 i ties Matrix, the area surroundIng North Sea-Tac Park has many
standaPd SPort faciIIties such as gymnasIums and baseba11 fields . Ther e
are few or no specialized activities such as archery, bocce, or exercIse
courses . While most small neighborhood parks have the potentIa1 for pas_
slve activities , there are almost no parks developed for nature study)
wa1 king trails , or pIcnIckIng.
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Program Development: Proposals
The following section is a listing of various proposa1 s gleaned from the
three plans and citizen requests . Each proposa1 is accompanied by a 1 ist
of considerations . The dIscussIon fo11owi ng each proposa1 records the
process by which the Steering Committee, Jongejan/(;errard/McNea1, the
Port of Seatt1 e, and K1 ng County made decIsions .

PROPOSAL: INDUSTRIAL AREA

This proposa1 recommended that the North Seatac Park site be used as an
industrial area.

Considerations :

* Employment opportunIties in loca1 comlltuni ty could be ul)graded,
deF}endIng on type of devel opulent .

t Land would be in taxab1 e use.
* Land would be in private use, no pub1 ic faci 1 i ties .
* Use would be in opposition to Sea-Tac/Communities Plan and Hlgh1 {ne

CommunIties Plan, both of whlch recommend recreation and open space.
* The Sea-Tac CommunitIes Plan points out that industria1 and conrner-

cia1 development in acquisition areas would not be a logica1 -or
natura1 geographIc extension of existing development. Further, the
study states that the North Sea-Tac Park site does not have ''the
necessary economic factors and amenities to attract major industry
in competItion with nearby industria1 centers" .

* Use would be in vIolation of existing King County zoning .

t Land mIght be visually Impacted by homogeneous structures spreading
over a large land area (warehouses and manufacturIng buildi rIgs ) .

+ Land , air and/or water could become' poll ut:ed depending upon types
of industrIes whIch locate at the site. Effects would not be con-
fined to site, but would a1 so be experienced off sIte.

* Increased amounts of paved surfaces and broad roof expanses could
cause runoff problel11s and heavily impact Mi11er Creek.

* Noise po11utlon from manufacturing uses cou1 d contribute to the
exist1 ng noise prob1 em.

t Industrj a1 use would further degrade the residentia1 character of
the neighborhood.

* On some areas of the sIte, larger numbers of workers would not cor-
respond wIth FAA Density Recommendations .

* Industrj a1 use would requIre a number of workers who wou1 d spend
whole work days 1 n an area that has been declared unfit for homes
due to noise.

* Land for needed recreationa1 fdcilit1 es would have to be located
and purchased elsewhere in the communIty.

DIscussion and Recommendation :

ThTl@TvTa]-b–8as–o}Thdustria1 developnlent greatly out:weIght the pos-
s lb Ie posItIve aspects . Foremost considerations were- the increased poten-
tja1 for env{ronmenta1 problems and inconsistency wIth previous govern-
mental plans and zonIng. For thege reasons , industria1 development was
not further investIgated .
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PROPOSAL: GREENBELT

ThIs proposa1 was to dedicate the entire North Sea-Tac Park site to a

greenbe1 t wlth no recreation facilities.
Considerations :

*Grednbelt would form buffer between airport and residentia1 uses ;
loca1 residents would have attractive landscape to view.

* Fewer people would be on site to be affected by noise.
* Trees could provide visua1 barrier to overhead planes .

* Flood runoff in Mi11er Creek could be reduced by heavy vegetation.
* Areas of wildl ife habitat would be increased .

* Land for needed recreational fac11ities Mould have to be located
and purchased elsewhere in the community.

* Trails developed by children, animals, bicyc1 es and motorcycles
wou1 d penetrate into the qreenbelt.

* if unfenced, access would be uncontro11ed: a) contro11 ing unsav-
ory actIvItIes becomes more difficult; i11egal garbage dumping
could become more frequent; b) there would be less contro1 over
all-terraIn vehicles; erosIon and siltatlon could Increase as ATV
riders estab1 ish h111 climbs on erosive slopes; and c) environ-
mental 1y sensitIve areas would be less protected.

* if fenced, land would be unavailable for pub1 ic use, recreation or
education .

D{scusslon and Recommendation:
ne positive benefits of a greenbe1 t were desirable, yet use of the entire
sIte for a greenbe1 t ignored the need in the community for active recrea-
tion facilitles .

The need to control garbage dumpIng and i11ega1 vehlcle use was made ap-
parent during the natura1 processes inventory. An unfenced greenbe1 t
Is too a1 ike the existing situatIon in which these activIties frequently
occur. Fencing the area would create a barrier in a community saturated
with barriers.

The fina1 solution was to lnclude sma11 greenbe1 ts in the master plan .
These greenbe1 ts would protect environmenta11y sensitive areas , buffer
loca1 reslderlts from active sports areas and provide passive park space
for tra11s .
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PROPOSAL: ACTIVE SPORTS PARK

This prop&al waftmms-h an active sports bark at North Sea-Tac
Park , -i llc I UtiIIty as lnany ds 24 : 30cc[?r fie1 cIs , F» t)asr'l-Ja 11 fl c1 ds , and
other facilities such as outdoor lid':F.etl),111, llarl(I1)(Ill, tennis , and bi -
cycle nloto-cross .

Considerations :

* More people would be on sIte to be affected by noise.
* On some areas of the site, large groups of people would not cor-
* respond with FAA density recommendations.
* Areas environmenta11y unsultable for this type of development

would require costly alteration , unique vegetatIon and va]uable
wild1 ife habitat could be eliminated .

* Fertilizers from sports fields and storm runoff could cause
heavy storm flows and water qua1 ity prob1 ellis .

* High lllaintenance costs could force user fees- to be established .

* Residents surrounding the park could be negatively affected by
loss of privacy and increased noise.

Discussion and Recommendation :

hneecno IndbldFsome types of active recreation at North Sea-Tac Park
was apparent early in the study. The High1 1 ne CommunitIes Plan , the
Hlgh1 i ne Recreation Council, and a deluge of cItizen requests all em-
phasized the lack of existing facilitles in the community.

However, the number and types of recreation fac11ities was sti 11 in ques-
tion. BesIdes the above-mentioned negative effects of an extensive actIve
recreation park , the prob1 em of noise sti 11 persisted on the site. If
more deslrab1 e locatlons existed in the conlnlunlty, then those should re-
ceive prIority for developnlent. However, fie1 d sports require a large
area and space is limited in the community surrounding North Sea-Tac Park.
Further, if faci 1 i ties were dispersed throughout the corwnun ity, rather
than concentrated in one area , travel tIme and distance would be reduced
for users and residents in areas adjacent to North Sea-Tac Park would be
less impacted by people traveling through their neIghborhood .

The fina1 so1 utlion was to locate a limited number of faci 1 i ties at the
park, fitting the fields and courts Into areas between existing vegeta-
tion and greenbelt buffers . Of course , tIle faci 1 i tIes would be located
in areas deelned ap}troI)ri ate by the Carryi11cJ Cal)acl ty of the sIte. Court
gaInes such as tenrlis and outdoor basketl)a11 would be Included in the
program, but as these could fit into stlla11 neighborhood parks more easIly
than field games , the emphasis wou1 d be to disperse the courts throughout
the colnmuni ty .

Because of liml ted space and I)otentla1 inconl})atib11 ity of some recreation
faciIIties , priorities had to be established . To do this , Jongejan/
Gerrard/McNea1 surveyed the Steering CommIttee, reviewed the citizens '

requests , and reviewed previous plans to estab1 ish the fo11 owing 1 ist.
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& These facIIItIes were consIdered to be hIgh priority items and were to be

included in a1 1 alternatives developed by the consultants :
* Softball/baseba11 fields
* Football/soccer fields
* Totlots/playgrounds
+ Bicycle moto-crossI
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Some actlvjties Qere of moderate priority to be included as space al-
lowed . These were:

t Tennis courts
* Bocce
* Out;door basketba11 courts
* Skateboarding
* Exercise trail
* Nature wa1 ks

t Picnicking

Low priority items were:
+

•\•n = b/J I O V 1 \dO

* Handba11 courts
* Lawn Bow1 ing
+ Archery
* Horseshoes
* Skateboard course
* Ro11erskatlng
* FrIsbee field
* Indoor tennis
* Dog training area

PROPOSAL: WATER SPORTS

-'r op water sports on Tub Lake and Lake Reba.

Cons iderati ong:
+ A number of Interest groups and age groups cou1 d benefit from multi-

use; canoeIng, rowlng, swImmIng.
* Dredging, cleaning and enlarglng' of the lakes could be necessary.
+ Peat and marsh soils would be {mpacted: compaction would lead to

less water holding capacity and less ability to support unique
vegetation.

+ Fishing: fish stocking and water qua1 ity improvement measures
would be necessary.

\ * Swimming : water qua1 ity measures would be necessary or const;ruc-
tion of a pool .

- :* Large expanses of water could attract flocks of water fow1, causing
a hazard to the overhead planes.

}
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DIscussIon and Recommendation:
The two lakes , ponds rea11y, are sma11 enough to be severely impacted
by any development for water sports. Therefore, the program does not
include canoeIng, rowing, fishing or sw{rrrning in natura1 water bodies.
Consideration was gIven to including an indoor poo1 in the master plan,
but such a faci 1 ity would be in nohcomp1 lance of FAA Density Recorwnenda-
t ions

PROPOSAL: EQUESTRIAN FACILI.1,Y
Fema large portIon of the site be devoted
to an equestrian fac11 ity, including trails , arenas and stables .

Considerations :

e ple would benefit from the use of open space. (This solu-
tion caters to select interest group. )

+ Fewer people would be on sIte to be affected by noise.
* Land for other recreatlona1 uses would have to be located on a

sma]ler portion of sIte and/or located elsewhere in the comnunity.
* Could be visua11y p1 easing if faci 1 ity included woodland trails

(also used by pedestrians ) , meadows , and open pasture areas .

* Areas with highly eros Ive or compressive soils would be unsultab1 e
for thIs type of development.

* Erosive slopes subjected to this use could increase situation in
Miller Creek. Slopes could show erosion, affecting vegetation.

* Mi11er Creek could show an Increase in co1 1 form ]evels .
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DIscussion and Recommendation
ThIs was a 11ttle-requested , little-discussed proposa1. ( it was men-
tioned briefly in the Sea-Tac/CommunIties Plan and one cItizen request
was received) . Hhi Ie there are horse owners in the area surrounding
North Sea-Tac Park, they are of an insuffIcient nulnber to justify a large
expenditure for equestriall faciIIties . Consideratiorl was given to InT
cludl ng horses on a path sy8teltl with pedestrIan and b1 cyclists , but
the hazards of such a system were calculated to tIe too great. And again ,
the sllla11 nulnber of horse owners did not justify establishi ng separate
faci 1 i ties with contro11ed access . For these reasons , and because of
the lack of Interest, horse riding was rIot includecl 1 11 the I)rogranl. If ,

In the future, greater illterest is evinced, this decision sFlould be re-
evaluated .

S. P

PROPOS AL : P- PATCH

This proposa1 was to estab1 ish a rentab1 e,, family-oriented agrjcultural
faci 1 ity. The P-patch program is a1 ready established jn KIng County.

Posslble Effects
* The costs could be covered by irtcoln ing rents .

* Some soils found at North Sea-Tac Park are inappropriate for agrI-
cultura1 uses.

Discussion and Recorrrnendati on

The P-patch proposa1 did not appear in any of the previously prepared
plans , however, numerous conruuni ty nlelnbers requested such a faci 1 ity.
An ililport:ant aspect of P-patches is that they are relatively inexpen-
sive to inlplcment. For the above reasons , P-l)atch facilities were rec-
Olnnlended to be Included in the master plarl III an al>})ror)riate area of
the site

PROPOSAL: SUNSET JUNIOR HiGH COMPLEX

One of the proposa1 s was to provide indoor recreation facjl{t1 es for the
conlnuni ty at the vacated Sunset JunIor High Schoo1 . DroppIng enro11ment
in the Highline Schoo1 DistrIct coupled with noIse jmpac_ts caused Sunset
Jun jor High School to be closed. The faciIIty has a 9ylnnas lum equIpped
with locker rooms and showers , a lunchrooln with kitchen fac11 jt les ,
classroorns , and an outdoor track. Other proposed uses Included meetIng
rooms , storage facilities , visitIng nurse fac{ 1 ] tIes , musIc rooms, and
a cul tura1 arts annex. Sunset Juni6r High is presently beIng used by
two community groups for recreatIon and as archIval storage. A fInal
proposa1 was to demo1 ish the structure ( see Architect's Report on Sunset
JunIor High Schoo1 in the AppendIx) .

ConsideratIons :

* Large gatherings of people would not correspond wIth FAA recommen-
dations to avoid groups of peop1 e for 1 ong perIods of tIme.

* The building would require rennovatlon to be protected from jet
noise. WIndows wi 11 require doub1 e glazing a11d/or lamInated
g 1 ass . Venti 1 ati on w111 have to be designr'ct t,o tI1(:r(: is not a

direct lirlk to ttIe (_'xtcriot' LtIt'(iu(Jtl lIIc:ctlalt i (:al (luc Lwork . Hllll ', ,III(I
roofs will require Insulation ( see Noise MItigation Measures , I)dye 39 ) .

* Buildings would need to be renovated for handicapped access .
* Roads for vehicular traffic wI 11 have to be maIntaIned Into the

site
* if proposal is not developed , I)ui 1 clings dlld ]atld VIi 11 have to t)e

located and purchased elsewFlere in tIle co111111ull { Ly.
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Discussion and Recomnendation:
As previously stated, numerous alternative uses were considered for the
former school, rangIng from re-occupation to demo1 it;ion of the structure.

Four issues influenced the fina1 recommended use for Sunset Jr. High.
First, the structure would require extensive expensIve acoust{ca1 mod if i-
cation to be suitable for use by the genera1 pub1 ic. Secondly, locker
rooms are located one story below the gymnasium; provIding handIcapped
access would require an extremely costly conversion . Third, due to the
location of the building complex, the FAA guide1 ]nes 1{m1 ts the tota1
number of people to sixty (60) . This elirninates spectator events in the
gym. Lastly, schoo1 closures in the High1 i ne schoo1 district are makIng
available to the community, four other surp1 us schools, one of which is

+

GlacIer High Schoo1, just two blocks east of the site
other schools would be more deslrable as a recreation

elilo ones an
F densi tIednae

For these reasons ; the use of Sunset Jr. High as an Indoor recreationa1
basis unti1 a more sultabl e facllfaci1 ity shduld be on only an in'

basketba1 111 ncludeIty can be found Interim {ck-upWalFM

{nd simik low-key a-
lfg

TI-tV iTould be a permanent element:' of the Master
Plan, but the track should be used for organized sports events.IP

this use.

PROPOSAL: ALL-TERRAIN VEHICLES COURSE

Severa1 variations of thIs propo£ai are receIved. One was to develop
a large-scale a11-terrain vehjcles course wIth fac j 1 Ity for jeeps, motor-
cycles and three-wheeled motorcycles . Proposals ranged from thIs extreme
to a sma11 motorcycle traInIng area, where un1 Icensed drIvers could
learn road bike sk111s .

Considerations :
* Un1 ess carefully located on the sIte, an ATV course wou1 d cause en-

vlronrnenta1 degradation.
* ATV 's are incompati b1 e wIth other recreation uses such as passIve

park and nature tra11s because of dust, noise and safety hazards .

+ An ATV course would further degrade noise and aIr qua1 Ity in dIrect
violation of policies established by SeaTac CommunitIes Plan.

+ By establishing an ATV course, the Hjgh1 {ne CommunIty would be pro-
mot;ing an energy consuming activity at a time when nationa1 po1 icy
is to conserve energy and gaso1 i ne.

Discussion and Recorrrnendatlon :

No proposa1 was as emotiona11y charged as this one. Many people were
actively opposed to any facility. Others repeatedly pointed up theIr
need to have a site to ride their vehicles lega11y as no such facIIIty
was available.
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TIle argulllerlts against tIle fac11 1 ty were corlv i llc iII tJ : tIle Ill(ILor’cycles
could cause erlvlronlnental dcgraddtioll, tIle use was i rlcolltI Jd Lil)1 tl w itIl
other recreation actIvitIes and the residenti d1 chardcLcl'is Li cs of the
local area. Also , the faciIIty would contr1 bute noIse to an already
noise- impacted area. The Steering Cornnittee was flna11y ab1 e to deter-
mine that if a faci 1 Ity was to be constructed , it should be an educati9n-
a1 fac11 ity, not a motorcyc1 e race course. The Steering Conlnlittee
reached a consensus to include an optiona1 nlotorcycle trainIng course
that would be fenced and contro11ed by a responsib1 e organization such as
the local schoo1 distrlct or po1 ice force. The purpose of this faci 1 ity
would be to teach un1 icensed rIders motorcycle road safety. Further, the
fac 1 1 ity would be sited where it would not dIsrupt the residential neigh-
borhood w1 th noise, dust, or fumes . A limited number of riders would
be ab1 e to use the course at a time to reduce any potential for adverse
effects

PROPOSAL: GOLF COURSE

There were three basic variations of Lt1 is proF)osa I : a11 cigtlt(:CII-tlO1 e

golf course, a nine-hole golf course , aIId a par three "P itch and Putt" .

Ancillary activities cou1 d include c1 uk)house , restaurant and drIvIng
range

Cons iderations :

* Golf course would act as greenbe1 t, buffer between aIrport and resi -
dent:ial uses .

* A large portion of the site would be dedicated to the go1 f course
reducing the area avaIlable to other activities or land uses (but
not eliminating such alternatives ) .

* A large portion of the sIte would be unavailable for use by the
general non-golfing pub1 ic.

* A fewer number of p'eople would be on site to be affected by noise.
* Most of the si te is environllientd]ly sul tdI)1 e for golf course; no

serious hazards should resu1 t, except runoff of stor111 water and
fertilizers which could cause water problems .

* Golf courses are high-maintenance faci 11 ties , a1 though presumably
the maintenance costs would be covered by user fees .

DiscussIon and Recommendation:
One of the uses the Sea-Tac/Communities Plan reconullended for North Sea-Tac
Park was a one-hundred and twenty acre golf course. Go1 f course proposals
were numerous among pub1 ic requests .

A golf consultant (Roy Moore) volunteered much informatIon which helped
the Steering Committee and the landscape architects deten11ine the type
of course that should be developed; practica1 econonli cs proved to be
the base of that declslon . An eighteen-ho1 e go1 f course is the most
profitable course to bu11d . Since people who prefer nine-ho1 e courses
and those who prefer eighteen holes can both play on an eighteen-hole
go1 f course, the longer course 1 s more versati 1 e. Further , a cost es-
tl111ate done by Jongejan/Gerrard/McNea I showed that a nine-hole go1 f
course cost seventy percent as much as to build as an eighteen-hole
course. The golf consultant indIcated that a nine-hole qo1 f course
received only ha1 f of the income of eighteen ho1 es . A1 so , Mr. Moore
expl a1 ned that a Par 3 "Pitch and Putt" was unecononljca1 because it
is an unpopular type of course. For these reasons , the Steering Conrnittee
and the landscape architects decided that , if poss+b1 e, an eighteen-hole
course wou1 d be included in the nlaster p1 an .

PROPOSAL : 0THE R PUBLIC IJS [S
Two s inli I dr reconrtlerldd ti OIIS reqarcl iIIO Lhc use of NorLtl S('a--i ,it. F’,rrk ,I';
811 elllergellcy tra i nilly area were 1-(!col vcd . Olle was fr(III t,tI(t 1 oc,Il Kill(J
County Fire District to use an area for once-a-week fIre del)dr Ll11ellt
drl 11 s . The second was from the Seattle Police Departl11e11t to develop
a large automobi 1 e pursuit course which would be used to traIn po1 Ice
officers from severa1 WashIngton State JurisdIctIons .

i*

r
[
[

I
r
[
[

[
[

r
I
[

[

i

t,
i
i

[

[
[
[
L

[
f$
i :-



Considerations :

od would be served by providing a slte for po1 ice and
fire protection training.

* The po1 icy faci1 ity would require a large portion of the site to be
fenced and made unavai]able -to the public.
The police fac{1 ity would be in opposltion to the Sea-Tac/Communi-
tIes Plan whIch recorwnends recreation and open space uses on the

t

site
* The po1 ice fac{1 Ity is incompatible with recreationa1 and residen-

tia1 useS.
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Discussion and Recommendation:
The FIre Department proposal was considered to be an event occurrlng
jnfrequently enough to be compat{ble with recreation and residentia1
uses and therefore was consIdered an approprIate use. Since this use
could occur anywhere on sIte, it is not a plan element.

The poIIce proposa1 required a large amount of land and was an incom-
pat{ble use. The Steering CommIttee, the Port of Seattle and the con-
sultants recorwnended against thIs proposa1.

Schernat ic Master Plans

Throughout the process of program development, Jongejan/Gerrard/McNea1
used a series of schematic master plans to help the Steering Cormlittee
v{sua]ize the effects of different programs . All the schematics re-
flected the carrying capacity of the site: FAA Density Guidelines and
environmenta1 considerations were observed.

The fIrst major schematic plans were Schemes A, B and C (pages 55 and 56) .
These were developed before the committee decided that if a golf course
was to be Included, an eighteen-ho1 e course was the most practica1 solution
Therefore, the major variable in S£hemes A, B and C is the golf course. At
the time the Steering Committee and Jongejan/Gerrard/McNeal discussed
the feaslb+lity of a golf course, they discovered the possi bl 1 ity of
using profits generated from a course to maintain and/or develop the
rest of North Sea-Tac Park. This new concept made the golf course a much
more attractive land use.

However, the acquisition sequence arose as a major concern at this point.
In Its present condItIon, the area of North Sea-Tac Park was quickly be-
cornIng a bl{ght, WIth no park development and few people us{ng the site,
the area was becoming a center for unsavory activities such as garbage
dumpIng and {1]ega1 motorcycle riding. To reverse this process , Jongejan/
Gerrard/McNea1, the Steering Committee, the Port of Seatt1 e and KIng
County wan.ted redevelopment to proceed as land became available. Most
of the area south of South 136th Street was acquired, but the area north
of South 136th Street WQUld probably not be acquired for ten, or more
years

i
/

i
!

[

If Scheme C were developed , the building of the go1 f course would be de-
layed untII a11 the land for the course was acquired. Secondly, FAA Den-
s Ity GuIdelines recommended against intensive use in the southern half
of the sIte. If a golf course were to be developed in the portion of
the sIte between South 136th Street and South 144th Street, no new soccer/
footba11 f{elds could be developed for ten or more years . An urgent
need for soccer/footba11 fields exists in the corwnunity.

(continued on page 57 )
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Scheme D (see page 56) Mas developed as a resolution to the above prob-
lems. It Includes a go1 f course but confines it to the southern portion
of ' the site where FAA DensIty Guidelines limit more intensive use.

However, Scheme D created new problems; essentia11y, a very expensive
overpass or underpass on SR 518. At this tIme, the consult;ants and the
Steering Comm{ttee' became aware of the possi bi 1 ity of expanding the go1 f
course south of the southwestern corner of the North Sea-Tac Park. With
this in mind , Scheme E (see Master Plan, page 58) was developed. The
master p1 an is a refined version of Scheme. E.
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Elements of the Master Plan

The construct, jon, use or function of many of the faci 1 i ties provlded bY

the pr(.;Bos8a-Mis£er Plan is self evident. Soccer fields ?re.sim11ar from
one bedbeat jon facIIIty to the next. The fo11owing description of master
plan elements wl11 focus only on the aspects unique to Notth Sea-Tac Pafk

Soccer/Football Fields
T6–MeTT-M Tj-ehEl–[y--R-e-conmendatlolls , the consu1 tan ts and the Steering Com-
mitt,ee agreed that no s})e(.,tator seat i rIg shou1 d be F)rovi dod in ordef to
dIscourage large assenlb1 Ies of pool)1 e .

Existing Little League Baseba11 Fields_
' This faci 1 ity, leased and developed by a specia1 interest group should
be retained . The fields serve a useful purpose and effectively demon-
strate the possIbIlities of user maintenance.

C;olf Course
The facillty indIcated in the proposed master plan is a nine-hole go1 f
course with expansion for a second nIne holes to the south. As prev i-
ously stated , an eighteen-ho1 e course is the most deslrable facIlity as
it is the most profitable. The clubhouse, parking lot and maintenance
fac11ities proposed for North Sea-Tac Park are sized for the eventua1
eighteen-hole course.

Future
Golf Course
Expansion

The go1 f course extends Into an area identified on the Carrying Capacity
map as "Low'' . ThIs area surroundIng Lake Reba is best suited for onIY
1 llnlted development. The golf course should be an appropriate activity
If the fo1 ] owIng condItions are met: FIrst , the course should leave a
substantja1 portIon of marsh and sha11 ow water areas to assure adequate
productIon areas for juveni 1 e fish and to maintaIn wi 1 d1 ife hab1 tat.
Se(.'ondly, as much as possible of the Mi 11 er Creek stream channe1 should
be shaded by large trees . Third , fertilizer and maintenance schedu1 es
shou1 d be established so that chenllca1 runoff into the hYdfological
system is reduced.
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o:rE: StE t::YFo;:£eet, under the land Ing ljght structure, a dramatIc vIew
of land Ing aircraft has created a safety problem as motorists stoP on the
narrow roadway to watch the approaching planes. To a11eviate this prob-
lem and take advantage of the view, -the proposed Master Plan indicates an
aIrcraft viewpoint including a sma11 (four car) vehicle turnoJt.

Path System
The path system is mu1 ti-purpose. , Many paths wi11 be paved with a hard
surface so that they wi 11 be suitable for skateboarding and ro11erskating
as we11 as bicyc1 ing and wa1 king. Secondary paths and those through sen-
sitive natura1 areas will be a cInder, grave1 or dirt surface.

Bicycle Moto-cross
This fac111ty is a dIrt track with earth jumps , moatIS and banks designed
to meet bicycle moto-cross (BMX) suggestions and guidelines . The fac111ty
should be fenced to prevent uncontrolled expansion of the course by track
users . The entire fenced limits of the facIlity should be planted with
dense buffers of shrubs and trees to screen thIs potentja11y unsjghtly
area from the rest of the park.

Buffer Areas
Generous passlve areas have been reserved between adjacent housIng
areas and the active areas of the park to buffer the residents from any
park-generated noise and to provide a pleasing landscape to view from
their homes .

U
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King County Pub1 ic Horks and Park Department Shops
These exlstlng faci11ties are located in a highly visible and awkward
situation within the park. Immediate steps should be taken to screen
the facillty with a fast-grow1 ng planted buffer. In the long range, the
facilities should be relocated to a sIte with better vehicular access and
where the faci 1 ity would have less impact on adjacent uses .

Sunset Park
This existing faci 1 ity consisting of two tennis courts, one soccer field
and three baseba11 diamonds w111 continue as an element of the master
plan. Parking will be relocated and screened so that it. is in accordance
with landscape guidellnes (page 64) . The p1 ay area and restroom will be
renovated to meet increased that wi11 resu1 t as North Sea-Tac Park is
developed .

Private Ownershi ps
Several private ownershi ps within the study area remain and must be
screened from the park to obtain a mutua1 privacy. The private land
uses range from Industria1 to neIghborhood business to dog kennels .

The Port of Seatt1 e has reserved two parcels of land at the southeast
corner of the project area for future aIrport expansIon.
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After the fina1 proposal has been developed and prior to implementation
of this facility, a further deta11 ed study should be conducted . This
study should include accurate noise measurements and resident surveys .
The results of the study should be reviewed by a commIttee of represen-
tatives from the Port of Seattle and King County, loca1 residents and
members of the North Sea-Tac Park Steering Committee.

The optional fac 111 ty indicated on the p1 an is sited near the existIng
noise generators : the airport and the freeway. The fac11 Ity is geo-
graphlca11y removed from adjacent houses , having been located at the
base of a slope and is further buffered by a forest of existing vegeta-
tion. Access to the faci 1 ity would be contro11 ed by a securlty fence,
the date monitored by the sponsoring group. The nunlber of users would
be necessarily lilllited to 25 persons to conlply with FAA Density Reconl-
rllendat ions .

The facility is in an area identified by the Carrying Capacity map as
"Moderate" which indicates that the area is suitab1 e for passive to semi -
passive activities that do not attract large numbers of poeple or requIre
extensive alteration of landform. The previously proposed study shou1 d
include detai 1 ed research concerned wlth the impact of the faci 1 ity on
hydrology , sol 1 s and vegetation . Special consideration shou1 d I)e givell
to laying out the faci 1 ity to lnaintal n vegetation altd lllinlnli ze landfornl
a1 terat lon .

Fina11y, if the motorcyc1 e faci 11 ty is not developed , consideration should
be given to developing equestrian tra11 s in thIs area . Horse trails would
a1 so require a study as outlined above .

61

[upset JunIor_._High SQl]Lo1
As discussed in Prograln Developlnent, the Sunset Junior lllgt1 (;ylnnasium
shou1 d be a recreation fac + 1 ity on Ollly dn interinl basis u11ti 1 a lnore
suI tat)1 e facj 1 Ity can be found . The bui 1 ding should be conti llued to
be used as a storage fac11 ity and the track should become a permanent
feature of North Sea-Tac Park. None of the faci 1 i ties at the GymnasIum ’

should be used for spectator events . The parking lot at the Junior High
should be made avaIlable for the Fire Department.

!3oulevard Park E:1 ellle11tdry Sclloo1
During the greater part of the study , urlcertaillty surrounded the future
of thIs faci 1 ity. Therefore, the consultants were directed to exempt the
school from the fina1 master plan . In September, 1979 , however, the
Hlghline schoo1 district announced that the schoo1 would close its doors
at the end of the 1979-80 schoo1 year.

Future uses for the schoo1 building should be Integrated with activities
and fac11ities of North Sea-Tac Park.

Opt'-lonal Motorcyc1 e Training Area
This faci 1 ity is proposed as a training faci 1 ity to 1 earn on-road motor-
cycle riding and motorcycle maintenance.

No sing1 e issue has been ntore controversia1 throughout thc plarlni ng pro–
cess than th ,is faci 1 ity. The need for such a fac i 1 ity has beerl demon-
st:rated as have potential adverse effects. The Citizens ' Steering Com-
mi ttee supports the concept, providing a sponsor can be found to operate
the faci1 ity under guidelines and condItions that do not adversely Impact
adjacent neIghborhoods with noIse ( to be defIned and proposed by a sepa-
rate subcommittee of the Citizens ' Steering Committee) .
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I Introduction

Fulfi11 ina the master plan requires more than buildinq the facj1 jt les jI-
lustrated in the plan. Development of North Sea-Tac Park must fo11ow a
design vocabulary to becane an integrated element with jtse1 f and wIthIn
the community. The fo11owing section establishes the design vocabulary;
its elements are: graphics, circulation, landscape, lightjng and parkIng.

Graphics

A comprehensive signage of graphic system is essentia1 to a park as large
as North Sea-Tac Park. A graphic system wi11 promote a savings of time
and energy and help prevent needless traffic on neIghborhood streets .

Fo11owing are the primary elements of this system:
* The proper freeway exit ramps should be identified with the accepted

standard State of Washington Department of TransportatIon signage
system

+ Regiona1 facilities such as the golf course and soccer fields should
be properly identified and directiona1 aids given to a11 vehicular
traffic immediately after exiting the freeway, at major intersec-
t:ions of the arterials and co11ectors that define the 1 {m Its of the
park

* A vehicu1 ar/pedestrIan park orientation area should be developed to
aid the "first-time'' park visitor and serve as a place to check for
park regulations, facilities schedules , assignments or announcements.
This orientation area should be accessible to a11 modes of transpor-
tatlion (auto, transit, pedestrian and b jcycle) and should be sIted
to achieve maximum exposure to the user public. The master plan jn-
dicates this orientation point on Des Moines Way between South 140th
Street and South 142}th Street.

t The signage should be easily read with categories of sIgns estab-
lished to suit various points. of vIew such as motorIst, pedestrIan or
cyc1 ist

* A sign system should ''rlng" the site with signs at each entrance
road and major pedestrian access points. Each sign should give the
park name and state what activities are served at thIs part{t_ular
point of access .

* The graphic system should anticipate change and should be easy to
expand .

* The system should be vanda1 resistant and requIre ljttle or no maIn-
tenance

* Regulatlions for all specifIc activity areas should be posted to fac Ill-
tate enforcement of park rules and tQ protect the pubIIc.
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Circulation
* Eliminate all non-essentia1 roads/streets that once served the res I-

dentia1 neighborhood that have been or wi 11 be relocated by the Port
acquisitIon. Retain only the streets that serve park, Port, private
and county facillties remaining or proposed within the study area.

+ Retain a11 arterials and co11ector streets essentia1 for community
traffic, park acCess and emergency servIces. These major streets
are South 142}th to South 142nd Streets and .South 138th Street.

+ Provi-db a comprehensive pedestrian/bicycle path system within the
bark that eliminates auto/pedestrian conf1 ict where possible. The
park path system should connect with existing and proposed street
ends , wa1 ks, trails and bi keways adjacent to the site, forming a

viable link in the community's pedestrian system.
* Create a bikeway/pedestrian path along the east side of Des Moines

Way South to link the north and south sections of the park.
* Create a nature t:rai 1 in the Tub Lake bog to permit access . A1 ign

trai 1 to prevent use as a 1 shortcut 1 and to restrict bicyc1 e traf-
fic and runnIng.

* A11 trails must be handicap accessible.
+ As requIred, the trall system should be capable of hand1 ing servIce

and emergency vehic1 e access to the park as we11 as to FAA navigation-
al equipment. Trall s to airport equipment should be built to FAA
standards .
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[ Landscape
The fo11owing– 'guidelines were formulated to encourage a public awareness
of the landscape. Through awareness and recognition of various compo-
nents , needless expenditures of funds may be eliminated during the plan
implementation process .

* Protect and enhance existing lakes and stream system.
* Remove garbage and debris from water bodies .
* Re-estab1 ish stream channels : increase capacity of stream

(for aesthetic reasons as weI 1 as water storing functions) by
construction of holding ponds and check dams . These pools
would also double as sett1 ing ponds , helplng to reduce silta-
tion in Mi]ler Creek.

+ Plant trees to shade the streams and Increase Infi1 tIration.
(Remova1 of structures and roads in the proposed North Sea-Tac
Park wi11 substantia11y increase infi1 tIration) .

Wtf #/@rt 3ectbn

+ Establish fertillzing and maintenance schedules that would
reduce chemica1 runoff into the water system.

* Protect and enhance existing trees . While serving as wildl ife habl-
tat and visua1 screening of incompatible or unsightly land uses ,
these trees are important in providIng interest and variety in park
spaces . In some areas, a11ow succession to proceed norma11y.
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* Plant street trees along roads within the park to provide defInition
at a1 1 park edges and to extend the street tree theme of Des MoInes
Way South .

+ Replace mIssIng or dead memoria1 trees along Des Moines Way South.
Extend tree plantings south of SR 518 along Des Moines Way South and
South 150th Street to visua11y strengthen the pedestrian/bicycle
1 ink between the sections of the park bisected by the limited ac-
cess highway.

* Utilize heavy screen or buffer plantings of sufficient height and
density to visua11y separate a11 unsightly and/or incompatible land
uses within or adjacent to the site.

+ Ut{1]ze existing roadways withIn the park where posslble in order
to rea1 {ze economic savings and to retain existing vegetatIon grow-
ing in close proximity to these roads.

+ Grade all slopes in a manner that promotes ease of maintenance and
user safety.

+ Restore the '’grave1 pit’' south of the Sunset complex to a more nat-
ura1 slope and plant with grasses and indIgenous woody plants .

I
I
I
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I Lighting

Even though the noise leve1 s in North Sea-Tac Park are somewhat less than
they were severa1 years ago, the site is sti 11 noisier than other recrea-
tiona1 faciIIties in the corwunity. Because these other facillties are
more desirable environments , they should have priority consideration for
night lighting, which is an extremely expensive site improvement. Sec-
ondly, to insure the safety of overhead planes , night lighting should be
restricted. Night lighting should be limlted in the clear zone or extended
clear zone. When and if night lighting is deemed necessary in order to
expand the availabil ity and use of North Sea-Tac Park facIIIties , the fol-
lowing guidelines should be considered:

* A11 i11umination Improvements sha l1 meet FAA standards.
+ Facilities with reglona1 impact such as the soccer fields and 8 ten-

nis courts should be considered for future lighting.
+ Facilities relat;ed to neighborhood needg should not be night

lighted in order to protect the neighborhood from increased traffic
and noise during the evening hours .

* Select 'cut-off ' fixture models to direct 1{ght toward the
ground and minimize glare away from lighted areas .

* Group lighted areas together for economic savings and to create a

minimum of on-sight lighted areas .

t Plant landscape buffers to contain ll]umination spi11age.

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
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i Parking

I
I
i
i
i
h
I
i
I
b
i
I

North Sea-Tac Park is both a regiona1 and corrrnunlty park and as such wi11
generate automobile traffic froh outslde the cownunity as well as in-
side the community. The analysis of parking demand is based on peak
tota1 facility capacity. However, readjustments were made for park users
who would arrIve at the park by a mode other than private automobile.
Further, the analysis was modified to reflect that at no time wi11 a11
the park facilities be in slmultaneous peak operation.

M

teaZI

ANALYSIS OF PARKING DEMAND

Faci1 ity Capacity
(We )le}

No. Cars Required
Ea. Fac_i 1 ity GroupActivity/Faci 1 ity

golf course (18 holes )
soccer/footba11 ( 13)
baseball/softba11 (6)
tennis courts ( 12)
basketba 31 court (2)
fitness trai 1

_bicycle moto-cross
-trail system
nature trai 1

group picnic shelters (2)
play areas ( 3)
passive meadows/woodlands
P-patch
motorcycle training area
sunset canp1 ex

100
715
240
48
20
50
20

100
15

100
75

200
3d
20
75

i
i
I

i
i

SUBTOTAL

LESS 20% (MODE SPLIT)'
1808

SUB TOTAL

LESS 20% (ANTICIPATED AVERAGE USE)'-

TOTAL PARKING

+

Mode SP1 it - Assume 20% of park users get to park by means other than automobile such as
transit, bicycle, on foot , etc.

** AntIcipated Average Use = Faci1 ity Capacity - 20%. Assume - 20% as function of seasona1
nature use patterns , weekday vs . weekend activity loads etc. We are not
sizing parking lot for peak load ( Fact 1 ity Capacity) .

[

100
325

90
36
10
25

5

20
5

40
25
80
10
10
25

806
-16]

645
- 1 29

516 one way trips 1 754
total trips 3508

tbily
Turnover

Dai 1 y
No. Trips

3

3

3

6

6
4

6

4

8
1.5

4
3

8
4
6

2741
- 548

2193
-439

tbily Tota1
No. People

300
975
270
216
60

100
30
80
40
60

100
240

80
40

150

300
2145

720
288
120
200
120
400
1 20

38
600
240

80
450

,+eChO

6233
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Implementation
For purposes of implementation and cost estimating , the park has been di-
vided into three sections:

1. South -. South 154th Street to South 14z}th Street.
2. Centra1 - South 144th Street to South 136th Street.
3. North - South 136th Street to South 128th Street.

Two of these sections , South and Centra1 are owned (or wi11 be shortly)
by the Port and w11 1 be available for immediate implementation. The
North sectIon is sti 11 in private ownership but is slated for acquisi-
tion during the next decade.

The park facilities in the South section are a golf course, P-patches
and an optlonal motorcycle training area. The Steering Committee recog-
nizes that the golf course, while of the highest priority, is only pos-
sible with the large amount of capita1 necessary for construction. The
P-patch and the motorcycle faci11ty could be constructed first because
of the sma11er construction prIce tag.

The fac 11 it ies in the Centra1 section are considerably more diverse than
the South section. The Steering Corwnittee established the fo11owing
priority groups for this section:

First Priority:
+ 3 soccer/footba11 fields
+ path system
* bicycle motocross
+ 1 playground

Second Priority :
+ 2 basketball courts

Third PrIority :

+ 2 picnic shelters
+ 1 playground

Fourth Priority :

* 1 soccer/footba11 field
Fifth Priority :

* 2 tennis courts
+ 1 bocce court

SIxth Priority:
* nature t:rai 1

These 1 istled priority items are activ1 ty facilitles only. Each of the
items would requIre support features such as parking , restrooms , fencing
and landscaping to be developed corrrnensuratie with the activity faci1 ity.

Recognizing that the North section is not yet owned by the Port, and that
recreation demands and needs are subject to change, the evaluators -dId
not establish priorities for this area. The Master Plan is a gulde1 {ne
subject to change as future needs change. The North section should be
developed as land becomes available rather than waiting LInt{ 1 a11 the
area is purchased .

The Steering Committee realizing that the implementat jon of the master
plan would require a substantia1 investment, formed a fundIng subcornnjttee
to identify and consider potentia1 means of fundIng park development.
The following implementation strategies were consIdered :

1. A park and recreation county-wide bond issue proposed to be on
the ba11ot in November, 1980 was endorsed as the most favored
method of implement:ing the park. Bond funds could also then be
used for matching funds from the Interagency Committee for Outdoor
Recreation (matching money is presently in short supply and thus
the competition for those funds wi 11 be stiff ) . The subcommittee
encouraged volunteer donations of labor and equipment by user
groups to deve1 op facilities on land presently owned by the Port.
Application for federa1 and state funds for land and water recla-
matlion is also a possibi 1 ity.
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2. UtIIIze a revenue bond offered by King County to assure long-term
funding for potentia1 revenue-generating facillties such as the
golf course. The receipts of the golf course operation could then
be used to pay insta]lments of the bond. Again, volunteer donations
of labor and materials and applicatlons for federa1 and state
funds for land and water reclamation should be utilized.
The subcoarnittee also investigated the formatIon of a park and
recreation district which could float revenue bonds with a favor-
able vote of the people withIn the district. A few such districts
exist in King County but have a history of inactivity and ineffec-
ti veness .
The subcommIttee also considered private development of part of the
site in revenue-generating recreation deve1 opments (i .e. , golf ,

tennIs) . Funds generated by prIvate developments could then be
used as capita1 for public facilities. Many lega1 problems may
exist: could funds from private operators be directed to this spe-
cIf ic project or would they have to be deposited in the county's or
county park's general fund? Further, PQtentia1 problems would re-
qui re constant management review.

I
I

3.

iI
I
I
I
I
I

4.

[
[
[Port of Seattle has funds a11ocated for "clean up" after houses are

removed from recently acquIred land. The ''clean up" procedure includes
removIng debrIs, gradIng -to break down foundatIons and terraces , and
reseed Ing. After approva1 of the master plan, these funds could do
doub1 e servIce by cleaning up the site in a way that M)uld hasten imple-
mental, jon of the plan. For example, the areas designated as future soc-
cer fIelds could be rough graded to soccer field specifications.

[
I

Cost Estimate fig

It
I

!-:

I
I

Cost estimates were based on a11 the facilitles meeting standards and
requirements established by King County and being constructed by the pub-
1 Ic competitive bid process. This is the only dependable way funds can
be budgeted for future development. Some facilitles may ultimately be
constructed by volunteer user groups, but for purposes of this estimate,
this type of effort has been discounted. The estimates do not reflect
the costs of maintenance.I

I
I
I
I
I
I [

L.
L
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North Sea-Tac Park South (south of ]54th Street to South 142lth Street)*
PRELIMINARY ESTIMATE OF PROBABLE CONSTRUCTION COST

September 25, 1979

$ 25,000.001. Demolition

2.

3.

4.

5.

C1 earl ng and (;rubbing

Grading

IrrIgation

Site Utilities
Water
Sewer
Electrica1

6. Construction
Optiona1 Motorcycle Training Area
Clubhouse
Parking Lot (asphalt with concrete curb)
Parking Lot (crushed rock)
Path System
Maintenance Shop

7. Landscaping
Mi11 er Creek Restoration
Fine Grading
Sand Traps
Green Insta1 lat ion
Tee Insta11ation
Seed i ng
Plant Materia1

51 , 884 ,000 . ooSubtota1
Other Project Costs

Fees (6.6%)
Mobilization (5%)
Sales Tax (5.3%)
Permits

8.

$2 ,208 , 396.00
220 . 840 . 00

$2,429,236.00

Su bto ta 1
10% Contingency
TOTAL

+including an 18-hole golf course

1 90 , 000 . 00

200 ,000. 00

410,000.00

6.200.00
14 ,000.00

2 ,000.00

6 ,800.00
85 ,000.00
70 ,000 . 00

2 ,000.00
61 ,000.00
30 ,000.00

48 , 000 . 00
78 , 000.00
72, 000.00

144 , 000.00
45 ,000.00

185 , 000.00
210.000.00

124 , 344.00
94.200.00
99.852.00
6.000 . 00
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North Sea-Tac Park - Central (south of South 136th Street and north of South
144th Street)

ESTIMATE OF PROBABLE CONSTRUCTION COSTS

Septanber 18, 1979

1. Danolition

Clearing and C;rubbing2.

3.

4.

5.

Grading

Irrigation

Site Utilities
Water
Sewer
Electrica1

Construction
Restrooms (2)
Restroom Renovation ( 1 )
Picnic Shelter (2)
Playground (2)
Parking Lots (asphalt with concrete curb)
Path Systan (asphalt/9' wide)
Nature Trai 1
Bicycle Moto-cross
Tennis Courts (2) (lighted)
Basketba11 (2)
Bocce (1)
Soccer/Footba11 Fields - "Cushionturf" (4)

5% Slope (4)

6.

Landscaping
Deciduous trees
Coniferous trees
Shrubs
Fine Grading/Preparation
Seed i ng

7.

Subtotal
Other Project Costs

Fees (6.9%)
Mobilization (5%)
Sales Tax (5.3%)
Permits

8.

Subtota1
10% Contingency
TOTAL

* Cost included in specIfic construction items.
** Cost includes clearing, grading, drainage, irrigation , surface and

equ ipmentI .

$ 7 ,000.00

42 ,000 . 00

+

+

1 , 500.00
1 ,000.00

12 ,000 . 00

80 , 000 . 00
20 , 000.00
80 , 000 . 00
50 ,000.00
98 ,000.00

1 70 ,000.00
27 ,000.00

2 , 000.00
65 , 000 . 00+*
IO , 000 . 00++
4 ,000 . 00++

387 , 000 . 00++

88 , 000 . 00
18,000.00
17 ,000.00
39 ,000 . 00
35 ,600.00

$1 ,254 , 100 . 00

86 ,533.00
62 ,705.00
66 , 467 . 00

2 , 000.00

$ 1 ,471 ,805.00
147 ,180.50

$1 ,618,985.50
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North Sea-Tac Park - North (north of South 146th Street)
ESTIMATE OF PROBABLE CONSTRUCTION COST

September 18, 1979I
i
b
b
h

I
t
i

1. Demolition
$

4 ,000.00

2.

3.

4.

5.

C1 earl ng/C;rubbing 50 , 000 . 00

+

+

Gradi ng

Irrigation

Site Ut11ities
Water
Sewer
Electrica1

3.000 . 00
2 ,000 . 00

6 , 000.00

6. Construction
Restroom (2)
PicnIc She1 ter ( 1 )
Playground (1)
Parking Lots (aspha1 t with concrete curb)
Path System (asphalt/9' wide)
Par Course
Tennis Courts (8) ( lighted)
Baseba11 Fields with Backstop and Fence (3)
Soccer/Footba11 F{elds - ''Cushlonturf" (8)

0% Slope (2)
3% Slope (4) '
5% Slope (2)

80 .000 . 00
40.000.00
25.000.00

132 , 000 . OOt+
140.000.OOt+
30 . 000 . 00**

134.000.00++
161 ,000 . 00**

142 . 000 . 00++
327.000.OOtt
193 ,000 . 00*+

7. Landscaping
Deciduous trees
Coniferous trees
Shrubs
Fine Grading/Preparation
Seed i ng

71 .000.00
10 , 000 . 00
1 1 .000.00
55.000.00
50 . 000 . 00

8. Other Project Costs
Fees (6.7%)
Mobilization (5%)
Sales Taxes (5.3%)
Permits

Suk)total $ 1 ,666 ,000. 00

111.622.00
83.300.00
88 . 298 . 00
2.000.00

i

i
I

SubtIota 1
10% Contingency

$1 ,951 ,220.00
195.122.00

TOTAL $2 , 146 , 342.00

* Cost included in specific constructIon items .

** Cost Includes clearing , grading , drainage, irrigation , surface, and
equIpment .
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INDEX TO ACTIVITIES, USES, AND FACILITIES

Al 1-Terrain Veh{cles Course/Motorcycle Training Facility

Archery

Baseba11 (softball )

Basketba11 (outdoor)

Bicyc1 e Trails/Moto-cross

Bocce

Dog Training Area

Equestrian Facilities

Frisbee

Golf Course

Gymnas lum

Handbal 1

Horseshoes

Indoor Tennis

Industria1

Lawn Bow1 ing

Nature Wa1 k

P-patch

Par Course

PassIve Recreation/Greenbe1 t

Picnlcki ng

Rugby

9, 43-44, 52-53, 58,
6] , 66-67.

44-46, 50.

43-46, 49-50, 55-59,
66, 70.

43, 45-46, 49-50,
55-58, 66-67, 69.

43-46, 49-50, 55-58,
60, 66-67.

44-46, 50, 59, 66-67,
69 .

9, 50.

9, 44, 45-46, 50, 61.

9, 45-46, 50.

9, 42-43, 45-46, 53-59,
66- 68 .

44-46, 51.

43-44, 49-50.

44-46, 50.

50.

47.

45-46, 50.

9, 42, 44-46, 50, 55-58,
66-67 , 69.

44, 51, 55-58, 66-67.

44-46, 50, 66.

42-46, 48-49, 55-58,
66-70.

9, 44-46, 50, 66-67,
69-70.

42, 50.
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Ro1 lerskati ng

Skateboard Course

Soccer/ Foot;ba 11

50, 58, 60.

45, 50,' 58, 60.

42-46, 49-50, 54-59,
62, 65-57, 69-70.

7, 26, 42-43, 51-52,
58, 61.

7-8, 42-43, 60.

42-46, 49-50, 55-58,
65-68 .

9, 45-46, 50, 55-58,
66-67, 69-70.

51-52, 58-59.

9, 28, 30-31, 44-46,
48, 62, 65-66, 70.

44-46, 50.

Sunset Jr. High i
Sunset Park

Tennis
[
[
F
[
[

Tot/Lot Playground

Track

Tra i 1 s

Water Sports (fishing, boating, swimning)
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t
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STEERING COMMITTEE MEMBERS

Steering Committee
Lee Atwood, Chairman
Peggy Rus , Secretary
Dot;tie Harper , Subcommittee
Nlta Price
Rick Lent:e

Dorothy Laird
Gerald P. Scott
Ca11y Leighton
Ken Becker
Mark Casebolt
John Kreiss
Lenore Holmes
Bi 11 Holmes
Morris T. Robinson
A1 fred de-Leest
Ted Juran
Marian J. Belt
Carolyn Sanders

._Robert Revi a .

Beverly M. Egan
Forrest Dinwiddie
Gust:af Anderson
Gary Filcher
Tom Haynes
Ted Hartung
Ruth Hunt
Bev Kessack
01aMae Crawford
Gay1 ord Rose
Carolyn Logan
Anny Mohr
Kathryn Tauschy
Jeanne Zalud
L. R. Schumacher
Rick Gi lmore
VirgInia Dana
Geri VanNotric
Jodi Cabreros
Tony Scocco1 o
Kat:hi Hand

Roy Moore

Chairwoman

/
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DAILY RECORD OF NOISE LEVELS IN NORTH SEATAC PARK

ALL DEPARTURES

(Runway 34 flow)

Dates (1979) : July 2, 13, 16
August 25
September 12, 13

AverageTIme

0000-0100I
I
I
I

0500-0600

1100- 1 200

I
I
I

1700- 1800

2300-2400

I
I
I
I
I
I

Range (of 6)

82
80
73
72
72
79
80
86
84
79
80
84
84
83
82
79
80
82
82
83
78
78
78
80

80-84
77-82
45-78
43-79
45-77
64-87
74-86
84-88
81 -87
77-80
77-84
82-86
84- 86
79-86
82-83
75-81
78-82
80-83
80-84
80-84
74.-80
72-80
76-80
77-84

ALL ARRIVALS

(Runway 16 flow)

July 25, 27
August 17, 30
September 7, 27

Range (of 6)Average

73
72
70
71
64
73
76
75
74
77
75

. 81

79
78
74
76
77
78
79
78
79
79
78
79

66-78
59-76
48-75
58-75
51-66
69-75
71-79
71-77
73-75
73-79
69-78
80-82
73-82
74- 80
72-76
74-77
72-79
77-79
76-80
74-80
78-81
78-8]
75-79
76-81
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TEIHPg?lowj ££oVls{i£ogect jon of the SeaTac CommunItIes Plan summary whIch
describes th& land acquisitlon process: PROGRAM APPLICATION CRITERIA.

f
I
i
[
I
i
I

A unique analytica1 procedure was developed by the Study Team to determine
how and where a given nolse remedy program category could best be app1 led.
As described {n the detaIled SeaTac Corwnunities Plan document, the pro-
cedure employed a grid system made up of 40 acre ce11 s and Adjusted
Noise Exposure (ANE) values for each ce11. The 1 at:ter were based on
measured (1973) and forecast. (1978, 1983, and 1993) exposure conditions .
The application criteria selected for use can be summarized as fo11ows :

Noise exposure areas permanently above ANE 40 should be acquired
outright to prevent any residentIi a1 or other noise sensitive
use. (Note: "Permanent" is defined as remaIning at an ANC 40 or
higher value throughout the 20-year planning period of the SeaTac
Communities P1 an. )
Areas exposed to sustained noise levels of ANE 40 or above should
be eligible for programs that guarantee publlc purchase of noise-
impacted private properties , if so desired by the affected property
owner. (Note: A "sustained'' exposure leve1 is one that is ex-
pected ta fa11 below ANE 40 at some point during the planning
period . )
For exposure areas permanently above ANC 35 (but below sustaIned
ANE 40) , a program of cost-sharing ’noise insulation and acquisl-
tion of easement:s should apply.
For areas exposed to sustained noise levels of ANE 35 or above (but
below permanent ANC 35) , a more 1 init:ed program of cost-sharlng
insulation assistance and limlted. term- easementIS should apply.
Programs Involving special development contro1 s (zoning , subdivi-
sIon regulatlons, building codes ) and property advIsory services
should be app1 jed with the Study Area wherever an ANE value of 25
or higher is indicated.

1

2

3

5

4.

ACQUISITION

Tw9 peperate ?reas p involVIng some 481 acres , have been IdentIfIed for
putrjght acquisitjon bY the Port of Seattle (boundarIes as shown are

J : i : : I i = f : i C : : { }: : E : i : : i : : i ? T c ; i E e E ! it in gr gaP : gEIS IS !teES big 1 : i BEg and

T

+
i

i
I
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ARCHITECT'S REPORT ON SUNSET JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL P

RIDENOUR, COCHRAN & LEWIS AIA ARCHITECTS

las 114th Avenue S.E./Suite 212/Bellevue. Washington gq)04 / 454 :Irl

I
Site Visit IUg)rt
Ibn(lay, June 4, 1979
locatIon: Sunset Junior High Sctxx>I
Present: Bill RiderDur & Dave Mcbki1, Jorge jan & GerardI

I The sch:x)1 site is urxler the rDrthern flight ruth of the anln rwMay at
Seattle Tamrn International AirFX)rt, Fnrtups just slightly to tIe best
of the anal flight ruth. At the tim of the inspection, several jets of
size from 747 on (kxdn to 7275 aoproachal tIn fl.eld CMU tty_' setrx) I, are
one proFnller driven aircraft.

&

I
I
I
I

I nIe site is approachal fran the rDrth with a Fnrklrx; lot on the saIth
side of south lz10th Street. The strucLures mrrsist of faIr ruin buildirns.
@©qN4inBa SM&b&iMbhl;} The supFX)rt facilities;
lockers, ala drek5irB ard shmr areas are on a lohw level on the best
side of the building, with ruin str)r Ne, fcxx3 preparation, multi-use Full
enclosal lcx:ker by on the rdn level with the gywusiun, [Iin alministrative
area is a half-level higher on the end of tIn east wiry of this structure.

f Buil ag B ara Building C are essentially the sane stluctura1 plan reversed\a
TIny have tho stories , entry fran on<Trade or slightly blow grade to the Udp

orientation .

/The fourth builda, Buildirx; D, mntMs metal shop, uxxl shop, aM an

i:{ {1S b= 1 d? }; S ::][ : rE : ={E) sl 1E:L]:=: 1 11S):=U : = Eh 1 : i =: := 1:=gael Jd
extx)saI steel tIUSses or Exams overhead. RX)f deckirns are either U
accoustica11y treata3 T-steel or a aalvanizal flutai structural steel
deck, otwiously with riaid insulation ani bu.i it un flat rmfs on top.
Walls inf ills are prirrnrily brick. tR:xxI is used in a few cases in
secondary bans in covered walkway situations , rmf fascias anl on the
trAn stow buildings, a bevel siding s=randrel or belt course between
flu)rs . Walkways are primarily concrete slab on grade are all major
connections are coveral.

lowr level on the knck side are a single loaded knlmny to tIe second Ad
level. Main wincIcm areas in these bn btlildirHS have best/IDrttrwst H'-

arts and crafts area with their supFnrt areas. It is one level on-grade.

mncrete floors or slab on-grade, upsed steel mlunns unprotectal and Ajl

G+'lb

I I

k
I
I
Bi

in

I
I
I
I

Drawirns are dated 1956 arxl acmrd£ra to the Parks EeurtrTent reDresenta-
tire wb sFx)wa us through the faciIIty , they were atnrxjona3 fob sctxx)1
use approximately five years ago.

The narn storaae uea s and ale au'ali ar,.' nhvsical aJ’=r_atic,n soace in
B'-=Lldlx A are k ina used for matt=131 storage. The wlk of Buildings B,
C & D are kx3ilr'; usa for Sc:ha)I D15-Jlcc nuiw,ent md material storage.

I
I

Wry

1
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Site Visit l@nrt
F&)rxiay, Jure 4, 1979
I£xntion: Sunset Junior Hjgh ScFxx)I
Page 2

The general coraitien of the tlaldirus is ocallent. As I wxlerstand it,
nDst of the nuveable a]uiFnent, such as in the kitchens, sIx)ps, class-
runs aId science ar'oas will all kn raTr>val by Un Sctxx>1 District. All
of the win<tnw tnve teen mvera] with plwcxxl, tx)ltd to the outside.
TYpical of tIn era, fran sill-lire approxbrntely 3 feet in the classrmn
btalciirBS up tD winn; height, is a winfkn#hnll assanbly. It wrsists
of a sirnIe layer of glass in unFninted qalvarLizal steel sash.' On the
oar)site side, aInve tIe 7 foot entry dmr head twig;ht, is generally a
oontintDus

Heel„l, i rUl
J;@@aq

EnId of clear story wirx3m7s anan f)0

©®g C a:] a
i not De usa a

A JJn.ti- JIf?1 EFr Ba CO

aD '&d#

Flmrs are gererally asRlaLt tile in FIX)r mniition. The g}wnsitm
flrx)rs are tIe old spline<1 stDtt strip maple flmrirr; installed dlrutly
on insulation ara asphalt-treata3 ppa with a glubMwr process .

;kXDniirrg tI> the munt)' rewesentative , une reBirs tnve keen nude barue
there tuve been rmf leaks.

The mnsonry walls aF>par to tn in gag axx3ition, cenera1 intuior surfaces
are in much tntter mn3ition than the typical junior high sc:-ml that we
have experiercal of this age. Fixturu ara tte toilet Brtitions are in
fair shEn for a building of this age , all Fnrtitions aenerally kninc.I flush
Fnnel steel. M)ne of tIn toilet runs neet the huaicap r%uiraent ara
}ou tuve a flmr separatIon that hDlad te diff lunt to mlve for hanlicap
ra]uirarents kntheen tIe gym flmr ara tIe grnmJ/dressiry areas, toilet
r&iILS blm.

T,_br£&!!@,,.t=@ficaw%&#mMs , although
huI rai:Ls, knllstrades, d3 nut current Me ruar ur,ents for the 9 inch
rrnxirrruh OBILings tet:©en intenu3iate rubrs . He County is in the
process of doIN some rmf repairs at the present time. I have rD idea
of what the rust F6LnterarEe remrd has ben on t:lu.. He steel Erales
and decks are in gcx:xI mrklition with ver/ little n'.st slDhtng , alUnucgh
they are at the EX)int rD'v,’ where the\' should ruei'.'e attention as auickly
as possible as sorrue rJninun rusting is SUrfIng to sIr)w. If it is left
tL’nnintaLnal for any lengdr of time, cbe mrrectlve oalntinJ repair will
be much rore difficult.

The heating s)'stan hould a3pear to tn stem or hot kata fran a central
boilu, pipai to w,x)saI overFea(1 unit h&3cers in cin ceillrn of tIn
irx3usUial ulucation tnildin; and various nilmrt areas in Buildiw A
aql to exterior wall unit ventilators in L-'.e Baditional fashion irl Che

rnjorit)' of the acaduac areas . SUre r:ai3tion Ats we in =n11er
s:=DU)rt areas. The Cl)LL-:tV r£rSOILnel have rD :'_mwlNae of C-le cor:ditton of
he heating systul or of Ue electrical g;sUl, ale-hIgh on initial survey,
1 b?'s in.Dress€x3 with dIe cen&r3llv sul,sU-:tial chuacta of the structural
g.'s:',:!„., lr:a ot-ier ma'£riais utilizd. ;.II of t:e buildircs lre illwi_r, eta
c’/ l:'.J?.descent fixUrres h-_til He c,:cerIie: cS ':fr) :Ie.ssr:(rs in EIJildu„: B

I
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Site Visit ReFxrrt
lbrx3ay, Jure 4, 1979
IDation: Surset Junior High Sdhm1
Page 3

that Fnve keen retrofitta3 to minimize the IDise fran jets averhUdt
are classrmn a1 tIe lwr level of BLa1(itV B arxl tIn other (iiratly
overhead on the nEW level . In genua1, Urey tnve eithu rawva3 the
astnstos wiliru w mvera3 it with gypsLrn wallIDarrd with a Brimeter of
ure tyre of amrstic tIle. Peryjant nDunted fltDresant i11urLinatiar
fixUres, carpeta1 floors mre insta11al. Itn win3ms mre infilled with
ure tyre of an assanbly tInt is either vertically anIIed stuom Hnels
or pruast concrete Fnnels, with some tyre of a flatie ara g)'I)sun wal;-
txnra assanbly on tIe inside. CHer tIn unit ventilators, tIny left one
fixal light wiran aId kDxa3 the exterior of tIn unit ventilator gills
with a null-trap trxBirv with a galvanizal sheet steel exterior.

All of tIe octerior dX>IS in the classrmns are solid mre uni. On the
tr)llnl Hetal jaw aId lead ara awoss tIe metal threshtx>Id wwe ntxrnta3
ahnLirurn amrstical stl>ps.

It ms intuutirB tI> IDte anpiriaally tInt there !ws IDt a substantIal
nwa raiu:tion listuin; tD tIe planes approach werteal in the aa)usti'-'
cally troatal runs aITIFnra] to the untreata3 library, altlDugh the library
did tnve a traTerxt>us aruunt of vm11 stacks on tIe perhntero in tIn
amustiu11y treataI rmls, tIn mak link apFnara3 to te tIe amr assanbly
tunuse tIe uxrrr3 wre alrrDst as a EX)int mira fran tIe amr.

aU) Ca
aaC

jjri Ti£Ur©&+@W©uPh;b,areqy sWMbMih£wl,to . heat;dos%1.

2. aSu 6&art@;ina

correction of this hDuld urhubtedly also serve as a mrrection for the
first itan. of Feat loss. Tre big offenders are dmrs ara tIe large
glass areas.

th&deAd' tIe haGaR!BLUe
provisiQps wuIcI .k®nnb+ particularly tte vertical cirarlatiar

Vt%lans fran PE supwrt areas up to the 9ynnasiuns, ara access to the
semni level of kraldirqs B & C. TU

E_iBF%#=
I

'idors wtrre '

hM\Fe.
Lcfg

for ore ID
'eas- oF wire’ - ’'

ltiQ{r.

E:xI of reNrt.

Bill Pi_d&rICE,r
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I RELEVANT LETTERS AND NEWS ARTICLES

I
I The fo11owjng sectIon jncludes news articles and letters which emInent

on the fina1 master plan (page 58).
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(i})RT OF SEATTLEP
P.0. BOX 1209 SEATTLE. WASHINGTON 981'11

February 11, 1980

Mr, Dave McNeill
Jonge jan , Gerrard , McNeal
23 10 3rd Avenue N, E,

Bellevue , Washington 980004

Dear Mr e McNe a1 :

Re : North Sea-Tac Park

As Chairman of the Policy AdvIsory Committe , I thank you for Jonge jan , Gerrard ,
McNeal1 s work on the North Sea-Tac Park Plan, Two presentations were made to
PAC, one by yourself , which detailed the project process and initial proposals ,
and one on February 6 , by Ed Parks of the Part of Seattle staff o

After long and serious discussion, the Policy Advisory CommitEee voted on
February 6 , 7 to 1 (with one abstention) to 'ladopt the North Sea–Tac Park
Plan as shown in the draft documenl, 11

Acceptance of the North Sea–Tac Park SteerIng Committee 1 s recommendations
does not constitute a full approval of all aspects of the plan for issues
such as a motorcycle training area and

gP MM,wlWiM&ddres#=(: Funding foi projects, maintenance , leasing of
Frajected recreational faciIIties and providing security for a neighboring
residential areas must be fully scrutinized before individual park projects
are implemented ,

t_ppe !WP&:pet ac. Fe._

The Policy Advisory Committee is pleased to recommend to the Port Commission
and tIle County Council acceptance of the North Sea-Tac Park Plan as a guide
and policy for -implementation of [he Sea-Tac and llintrline Colnlnrllri ty Plans ,

Sincerely 1

Oris Dunham
Chairman Policy Advisory Committee

EP/16/15

PoLicy Advisory Commi Ctee Members
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l’/’CJ23 3/,LII Avc , So ,
SohC Llc 9 Ills , 98133

February 3p lcJ30

Port of Seattle Com I'd ssiorr
i .r , Paul Fri8dltLnLlor , President

Dear Colnlaisslollers J

The hiclrlln8 Recreation Council, at their January 22, 1930 rruetinu

unanImously voted theIr approval of the proposed North Sea-Tac Park ,

We congratulate the Port of Seattle and Kline County on their tirmly

action on co-sporrsorship ol' tlro plannIng of tho north cl,Jar zone into,

what we think is tuI innovative and corlll)rehonsive r8cr8 atten plc,11,

WIth an extclltlolr of tI,o }trol>osud nine-lro1,el t:oII' cuurse j dc)WII tIle

w8stsldo to mako' arl oi LIILe,in-hole course J we see st&bilizati OII to the

ad j oi rd nc com'lunt ty ,

TIle use ol' Swlso L Jr , JUL, II by tho cornlnuni Ly sllould bo of rlex’t corlccr II ,

WllcrI posse ssiorr is taIcell by tho Port , Occrlpuncy by tIle State archives is

h Loo(i bol.tlririnC ,

IJe tt+?411k tIle P.)rt of Sci,Ltle 9 whl tlrelr staff j for tllclr responsivonoss

to con Inlunity needs in ra creatIon bIrd look forward to worklnc wIth them in

tile fuLltry for our ';nI tuc, I

l@
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£;Ill(:t3T't 3 1 y y(ltIT'r; !

L. ;c4ary ;II, ./ /L't )/dl,'
Gt3r•ul(IIlle Vilrl FJotri c , Pro sitlc:rlt
iII ctllIIlc Tie creation Council
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tri Lhlirle Schc>( t:L I>i strict

PTS A Softball

Soutllwu sl Ki nc Ci)UIt ty Ar't II Association

131 c/cla 1 (itOCT•l)s:;

ILiLtrlin(, Yi CA

Boys CLubs €)I' A!'k Irl cit (Tht s : .cit llc s )

Srluttr Ki IIL Criul Ity Jn , Fl i,) Ll,;, II L( I&,Luo

ILl ilhyTlc s (Hill.ic Iii, I' L )

Euro Lily Lui InI (,'lc)Lor(:/c Ic trill11l111 d )

IIi L.iI Li llc Tr luu :i

hut,Fly liitlll !

hi llc C'iull LJ Parks

t

1 ,,+i IIes & WIll to Center )
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DEPARTMENT OF TRAN! RTATION
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

EGIONNORTHWES

AA BUILDING KING COUNTY INT'l AIRPORI
bSEATTLE. WASHINGTON 98108

in }5 19Rn

Mr . Dave McNeal

Jonge jan , Gerrard , McNea:L
23-103rd Avenue Northeast
Bellevue , Washington 98004

Dear Mr . McNea1 :

As requested , we have reviewed the draft North Sea-Tac Park Report
which your firm prepared for the Port of Seattle and ’ King County.
As stated in your January 3 , 1980 , letter to the Port and to the
County, a copy of which is presented at the beginning of the report,
the North Sea-Tac Park study was undertaken with much enthusiasm and
a realization that this is nationally a pioneer land use planning
effort involving a major airport. We feel the report reflects this
enthusiasm and the pioneer nature of this important project in a well-
written manner .

Our overall views on the North Sea-Tac Park study are summarized belowo
In our August 6 , 1979 , letter to Ms . Janis Snoey of your firm, we
indicated our preference for the use of the "Modified Passive 2" plan
as the basis for further analysis and study in the development of a

final recreation plan for the area which would include open spaces as
well as active use facilities . This plan was one of five "pre-schematic
site" plans developed in July 1979 . Also, our August 6 , 1979 , letter
provided recommendations on what we feel are acceptable levels of
assemblies of people for recreatjon planning purposes in the study area.

After the more refined proposed park schemes (A through E) were pre–
pared , we stated in our November 14 , 1979 , letter to the Port that we
would prefer scheme "C" for further study . This was based on our
belief that scheme "C" is most closely related to the earlier "Modified
Passive 2" plan and also reflects major land use features originally
envisioned in the Sea-Tac Communities Plan. In that letter , we also
emphasized our concern that any final park plan should not only consider
the recreational needs of the community as a whole but also all of the
possible significant adverse impacts on the residential neighborhood
immediately adjacent to the study area .

Page 57 of the North Sea-Tac Park Report shows the master plan . . This
master plan relates more closely to scheme "E" than to scheme "C" , our
preferred choice . However , we believe that we can work with the Port
and the County using this master plan assuming that our density per
acre use guidelines and our concerns involving the possible adverse
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impacts on the residential neighborhood immediately adjacent .to the
study area are fully reflected in any implementation program for the
development of the proposed park. The development of such implementa-
tion programs should include the opportunity for further input from
the local residentso

Needless to say, we would also continue to strongly discourage any
recreation development which would create or increase the potential
for any possible problems with airport operations including those
involving bird hazards , incompatible lighting , and smoke-producing
and/or electronic interference-producing activities, We feel the
master plan reflects this concern for any such possible problems
with airport operations,

Our detailed review comments are furnished in the enclosed marked-up
copy of the draft North Sea-Tac Park Report. We would like to discuss
these comments with you+ Please return the enclosed report to us
as it is our only copy, We appreciate the opportunity to review the
draft report,

Sincerely ,

7

BULEY
Chief , Airports Planning Branch, IWW-610

Enclosure

cc: Art Yoshioka, Port of Seattle
Karen Rat\m, King County
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Mr, Dave McNea1
:Tonge jan, Gerrard , McNea1
23-103rd Avenue Northeast
Bellevue, Washington, 98004

/

Dear Mr e MeN eal :

The North Sea Tac Park proposal is inconsist;ant with the Sea
eac Communities Plan which envisioned a golf course 11under the
flight corridort1, running north and south to approximately So,
128t;h, it included passive open space uses , as well as 11c:om-
munity use reserves" for the future demand of our community,
Socce}/football/baseball/tennis/basketball and other types of
sports uses were mentioned as proponents for some of these lands ,

I
I
n
lb The need for a recreation/alternative use study for this area

was Important--time had elapsed since the PLAN was accepted by
the POS and King County, However, it is my belief that the
"volunteer group" was stacked ! Open-.minded people were not
wanted, Recreation was the prime goal for the "free land'1 +

V'QbUU,

I
I
I

A)

However, the land is not free , it was purchased, or will be pur-
chased , by the Pas with federal funds--that means there are strings
attached, While the noise is almost unbearable at times, the
acqujsition is for SAFETY, There were no funds available fo,r
noise ! The extended clear zone goes to So 140+;h-•.•-the same funds
are being used for acqujsition to So 1361;h, To now forget
SAFETY, is to have fraudulently obtained the fynds ! ! ! ! !i

ThQ acquisition from So 136tih to So 128th will be for noise !
I
U
U

J The FIA expressed their preference for the use of the 11MOdified
P;rssite 2lt plan as the basis for further analysis and study in
the d evel:pment of a final reCreation plane Using this plan
theJ made1 go:ne recorrlmendations on what they felt were acceptable
levels of assemblies of Deople for recreatiorr planning in the
study area, That map showed the Golf course down the corridor
with active sports to the sidelines ,

I
I
n

IB

Later, more refined proposed park s(;henes were prepared p The FAA
PI'eferred " Scheme Ctl- for further study , it was “most C].ose:Ly re-
12ted to the earlier ''Modi_fied Passive 2l’ plan and reflected
major land use feat:urea originally envisioned in the STCP+

Their co:lner.ts here jgnored ! I a'.ite.llpted to participate and was
icnr,red ! b/her, the eo if course v.ras moved from the original site
s,31.e(.,tion tc. so..rtb or 518 and up the \./est side of the airport , 1
objected__but \./a6 told__utc)o trj-you people can have all the
thin{s ice tre arr? iF may go up the westside if the golf course
isnt t pUt therelt ,
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No way will you ever convince me that soccer/football fIelds
should go under the flight pat),, No way will you ever ' convince
me that the densIty guideIInes for that area will ever be ad.-.
herr:ed to , The FAA , along with saying nkeep concentrations for
the sIdes’I also recommended that these be principally practice facil-
}ties with tournament type facilities elsewhereH , Too long--the
Rec Council has said th;It they want ?' regional park site , another
nFort Dent;H at the Sunset Cornp:Lex, ( A major urban park-.wA large
park area of 100 or more acre8, pr'ovidil',g broad expanses of n?t-
ural or man-made scenery, often including features of areawide
int;pl?est , and capable of accommodating large numbers of people) .

No way will you ever convince me that the FAA is recommendations
wont t be forgotten as soon as the soccer fields are in!

Incase you need remindIng-the same Highline planner8 planned a
High:Line Rec Complex in a place where o'ne should. not be--they
also planned a community/recreation center at Sunset Jr, Hi--where
one can never be ! I think that in their search for most needed
recreation land they have forgotten the reality of life--11there
is a time and a place for everything" , But this land and our kIds ,
with the airplanes that fly in and out of Sea Tac, should not be
t1 JoIned together11 at THIS particular site ,

In a letter dated July 3 , 1974 from Georee BIIley, FAA--a paragraph
That I Do:Ld a. great beIIef in is as follows , nln regard to a school
(Sunset) located. in an extended clear zone , it is beyond our aut;ho-
ritly or responsibIlity to impose :Land use requirernents upon local
communities , However, in the case where a school would bb acquired
with FAA participation then we would not allow this type of use .

o , 11 if it had hot;Iq @Ir IISt
HAve developed si.are then for Ollr local FALls decisions I would
have given up participation in the planning process a.long time ago ,

Wlether you recoenize it or not-the opportunity for further irnput
from the ]oc91 residents-the neighbors immediately adjacent to the
study area is of utln03t importance , it should be your job, either
thru tile POS or KC to see that t-}').ese Teop].e are made aware of the
PLAN-thru a public meet;inf , the newsT);!pers or a mailorrt, Include
the maps , the FF.At s guIdelines , the what , when and wtlys--do not skip
tIle subject ! bo not , as ',vas said at, a gteer.ing com:nittbe meeting-
tl'Don 1 t sho„/ the comm IInIt:y- tooooo much , it will only confuse them eU

II or lesty never hurt; anyone !

'Thank NOIr !',sr your p&rt,icipa€iorl in our rleig}lborlrood pro jeQt;-.-too
bad t!',at yoir dicin 1 t hear its ! ! 1 1 trl sure SLiM.E of us a.re willing tp
tTy a Hitin ,

Mr= , Virginia E, DorIa
?648 So 142 nd
Se:' CtI_e 1 ;I’ ;\ 98168
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Sunset Plan gains Rec Council nod
by KevIn Patterson

The Highllne Recreation Coun-
cII voted unanimous support
toward acceptance of the North
Sea-Tac Park Plan (Sunset Plan)
at Its regular monthly meeting
Tuesday and heard a request
from the council’s presideit to
urge other organizations and in.
dividuals in the Highline area to
endorse the plan.

The North Sea-Tac Plan pro
poses development of Sea-Tac In-
tenrational AIrport’s north clear
80ne Into a multi.use recreational
park.

The plan is nearly ready tor
presentation to the Port of Seattle
Canmission and King County
CouncII for final accei)tance or

nB nB gIB•l•aHB•l• HaHn =B

reJection.
TThe recreation council’s en-

dorsement is one of the items
sought by those who had worked
to develop the plan. ,

Following the unanimous en'
dorsement,Council President
Geraldine Van Notrick urged
council rnernbers to contact coun-
tV, school and Port officials and
inform them of the council’s en.
dorsement as part of an apparent
endorsement campaign.

D(YITIE HARPER, Southwest
King County Arts Coun&I chair-
woman, said she thinks the en.
dorsement should be followed by
a strong recommendation to.ex-
pand the proposed golf course
from nine to 18 holes and to en-

qligMne arillnS wan„day, J,n„„y 30, 1980 A.7

members and the few members
of the audience who turned out.

Among some af the suggestions
offered for 198) goals 'were to
make the council more well
known in the community in order
tofoster more communIty in
volvement with it and improve its
function.

Another suggestion, along the
same lines, was to change councII
meetIngs from monthly to
quarterly to encourage better ab
tendance.

OTHER SUGGESTIONS in.
eluded: Making better use of ex-
lsting parks; work with Metro to
develop more bus routes to
parks and insJall emergency
telephones at public parks.

courage the further use of Sunset
. Elementary School as a state ar.

ctdve8 site.
Her suggestion to expand the

golf course would extend the
course into the area the BoeIng
Corp. had planned to use as the
sIte of Its corporate headquarters
building, which has been halted
through legal action brought on
by West side airport residents.

“I Just feel we should make a
statement because It’s something
that would be of use,” she saId
and added later, “I think it’s im.
portant that we speak up. We’re
the only ones that will.”

In other business Tuesday, the
councII compIled a list of obJec-
tives for 1980 from council

=FT81



Per feet -recycle: Uirused sehool to become rdcords center
Officials of several levels of 'government are'

near agreement on what is describe<ias ''the perfect
recyle

It involves transforming part of a former junior , i
high school in the Seattle-Ta–cdma Airport nois6 zone
into a state archives. or record center:

I

All available governmental historical reGordi' -' :--_ '- ' ' ' FiWU'{U . '' LW'e ' : ' . -’-:'-::' .' j A ' ., . , „

The schooI gymnasium is being used for recre a. plans at thistate universities in those citie: ' - Some of the records from governments in King
tion now by youth groups, but officIals,bejievp.intqn;'f'{I=-'. But he said a survey-has ihown that records of -.''Calnty presently 'are stored bi the state in war&
sive use of ihe entire .ichool for recr&ation bF -as: d I. „Xing CoUnty go','crnmenis make up about four times :'',housei ds far aQay. as Bellinghim and even at Fort
SommunltY center is not ,desirabie sd c+o$e .to th9{. !as riuch 8s'ii some other regions'of the state which ,f :Columbia At the mbuth of thetolumbia River. -
busY_airport. . ; ' . . - . t '": : ' ' *!.':' i ':' '' '"'inchide 7 to 12 counties. The'’need is great, he said, '

.So, 'use as a storage cente/ $ith one 'dr two , : and with city and countg hnancii[he'j-and’cooper/
employes. and a haqdful af visitors seeking records is ’ ' tion of the FoR, the opjortwIity to be£in setting’up a
seen as ''jt8t the thing" for the buildings tbere.. ' . center here aow is tod good to ignore.- - '

Costs,-of .financing the operation, maintenance , I] ' J .M. Neii, city coTlservato-r, agrees and thinks
aid anY Capital . improvements' required, -qnd leas9 ' *?the reuse of the sciooi this way is a ';ptendid idea.
arrangements with ;hQ Port, still must tk w6rked t He said storage space oc-&upied-by city govern_

;out. 'But the state DepaHB.ent of General Adhini&. ' ment would be a3ailable at air estif+rated '$1.20 a
: tlatior\ is going qh?adw itt, llmitdd hInds tq .+stabtish ; , square foot a year –. a lot less than the s,>ac8 beink
the center-w.hiie it if available. ' 'I':' ' '.- ' .. : :' .'ojcupie$. p city Hall 1lgV is _worth to iii- Iity $;

more intensive uses. City records are stored in the
Cit9 HaII basement, in-'departments and in city
warehouses.

The same situation exists for the county, accord-
ing to Jake Thomas, county historic-pr6servation
officer.

The former classroom building being recycled
has two floors and wIll provide an eitimatid 30,(XX) to
a,CiD cubic feet of stotage space. Besides shelving,
the center will need equipnle-nt.to handle the stacks
of papers and documeilti, furniture and a research
room for visitors wIshing to use the documents.

Genealogists, in particular, have been unable to
track down a lot of information which could be
helpful, Neil said. Others interested in historic pre9

(D
Q

ervation, local history and public.planning research
are exbected to find the Burien.area cen-ter useful
he add&d.

Officials hope that information will be available
within a day after requests are milje_to the new
center when-it is fully operating.

Some of the more important documehts – tbd
originals, not microfitms – include Superior Court
records from the 18505, late 10th.Century land-officd
filings with the government and otherg relating to.
early<lay development of the area.

Saunders said it would cost several million doi.
lars to microfilm the records to OCcupy less space.
And because the area is younger, archiVists hd te do
not have a "$ear'’ problem an the materials as is
developing in East Coast communities – yet.

He said the main concern Ii that the papers tn
kept at a steady temperature and humi-dify... The
school’s heating -system. is expectqd. to .handle' . that, '
with no difficuliy ih the near future.

Volunteers from the Association of King County
Historical Organizations will help set up sto-el shelv-
ing in the classroom building in the weeks ahead.
ORicials hope the center wiH be open for at least
limIted public use by late spring or early summer. :.

The mcxiern-aA jet noise isn't likely ’to bother
the stacks of history-that will be stored there for
Qetter accesibility by occasi9n.al Visitors.

Seatt1 e Times
Decanber 2, 1979
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A trer,rendous p:an for Sunset
Here’s a question for

Highline residents :

What can you do with 240
acres of land which is inurl-
dated witll noise from low-
flying aircraft – so much
noise you can’t live there?

Consider that the land is
surrounded on three sides by
residerrces. It is flat and
hibhly developable. And it’s
adjacent to a busy interna-
tional airport which needs
rr)OI'e rooln.

Also, remember much of
the land has already been
developed into athletic
playfieids and there’s a
closed-down school with
usable classrooms and a
gymnasium in its midst.

\Vhat’s, the best usage of
this land?

Airport-related light in-
dustry is compatible with
aircraft noise. Industry
creates jobs and the result
could be a general econornic
spurt for the Highline area.

On ,the other hand, there’s
already the makings of a

park there with the athletic
fields and gymnasium. Why
not expand it into one gigan-
tic park facility?

These are the questions

currently facing residents of
Highline for the property
north of Sea-Tac Interna-
tional Airport. The Port of
Seattle owns most of this pro.
perty in the area called the
north clear zone.

Under the Port’s land ac-
quisition program, houses
are being purchased and
removed from the zone. The
homes xviII all be removed
within the next several
years.

Now, the predorninant
plan for the zone is a park.
The Port of Seattle and King
County have already spent
$15,000 each to prepare a
park proposal.

The plan is now on papeF
and has received much
publicity lately. There’ll be
soccer fields, softball fields,
tennis courts, nature trails, a
bicycle motocross course, a
golf course, and (hold on) a
motorcycle training area.

A citizens’ committee
which included Port and
County officials worked
several weeks on the plan
and presented it to the
general public in a meeting
last week.

And a firey meeting it

was! While many of the par-
ticipants liked the idea of the
park, there was heated
debate over the golf course
and motorcycle training
track .

Would a golf course serve
enough people, especially
considering tlrere’s already
a course at the south end of
the airport?

We’re among those who
don’t think so. One course
with aircraft buzzing the
greens is enough. Planners
should come up with a better
idea for that broposed golf
course property north of
South 154th Street and south
of State Route 518.

The motorcycle training
track was another hot topic.

“Nothing – 7475, cars,
trucks, even rifle shots –
drowns out the sound of
motorcycles,” one woman
complained. “They’ll hear
them on Vashon,” another
said a

Indeed, mctorcycles can
be noisy. But motorcycles
with legal mufflers – and
those will be the only ones
allowed on the track, ac-
cording to the plan – are no
more noisy that the cars and

trucks which travel SR 518.
Actually, the motorcycle

track s6crns to be one of the
better ideas for an already
noisy area. \Ye see no reason
why the motorcycle track
should be taken out of .the
plan.

However, there should be a
firm proposal for controlling
usaGe of the track before this
particular aspect of the plan
is implemented. The track
v/i!! be a nuisance to nearby
residents if the rules aren't
enforced.

Generally, the overall plan
for the park facility is a
tremendous one, we feel. It’s
good usage of the land and
will be of great benefit to
residents of all Southwest
King County.

Now the problem is finding
a way to pay for the park.
This may be the most dif-
ficult step lying ahead Eor the
people who are working hard
to see the plan a reality

We won’t offer any sugges.
Hons now on funding since
there are many avenues to
be examined . But we will say
afford to provide that the
Port could more than just the
land.

(,

V.
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