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I. Introduction 

Overview of SAMP 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (Sea-Tac or Airport) is an essential transportation resource 
serving as the primary air transportation facility for the Puget Sound region. The Port of Seattle 
prepared a Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) to establish a blueprint for changes at 
Sea-Tac to meet future demand. The SAMP was completed in 2018 and identified a Long-Term 
Vision, as well as a set of Near-Term Projects that are planned for construction by 2027.  

The Port of Seattle (Port) and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) are initiating an 
environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the State 
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) to evaluate and disclose the potential environmental effects of 
the Near-Term Projects (Proposed Action). 

Purpose of Scoping 
Scoping is an early and open process for determining the scope of issues that will be addressed 
in the environmental review document, soliciting input regarding the Proposed Action and 
reasonable alternatives, and for identifying concerns regarding the potential environmental 
effects of the Proposed Action. To ensure that public input was solicited and gathered, 
comments and suggestions were invited from all interested parties.  

There is no requirement under NEPA or SEPA to produce a scoping report. It was compiled at 
the request of the FAA to provide an update to the agencies and public on the results of scoping 
and because the Port determined it would be useful to the Commission and the public.   

 

II. SAMP Near-Term Project Scoping 

Overview 
The Scoping period opened on July 30, 2018 and lasted for 60 days, closing on 
September 28, 2018. The Port and the FAA advertised the Scoping period through newspaper 
advertisements, direct mail, and social media in five languages (English, Somali, Spanish, 
Vietnamese, and Arabic).  

Scoping information was produced in three ways by the FAA and the Port for agencies and the 
public to learn about SAMP Near-Term Projects and the Scoping process. A SEPA 
Determination of Significance and Scoping Notice (DS) was produced to provide information 
about Scoping and initiate the environmental review process. A Scoping Information Packet 
provided an overview of the need for the SAMP Near-Term Projects, including details of the 
Proposed Action (i.e. Near-Term Projects), and information on the environmental review 
process. Lastly, an Online Open House located at www.SAMPNTPenvironmentalreview.org, 
also provided an overview of the need for the SAMP Near-Term Projects, including details of the 
Proposed Action, and information on the environmental review process and included electronic 
copies of the Scoping Information Packet and the Determination of Significance and Scoping 

http://www.sampntpenvironmentalreview.org/
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Notice (DS). The Online Open House also provided a method for individuals to submit 
comments via the internet. 

The Port held an Agency Scoping Meeting and four Public Scoping Meetings during the 60-day 
Scoping period.  

The Agency Scoping Meeting was held on September 6, 2018 at the Airport. Seven agencies 
attended: 
 

1. City of SeaTac; 
2. City of Des Moines; 
3. City of Burien; 
4. City of Federal Way; 
5. Pierce County; 
6. Washington Department of Transportation (WSDOT); and  
7. Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 

 
The four Public Scoping Meetings were held in the cities of:  

• City of Des Moines on September 10, 2018 at the Highline College Student Union;  
• City of Seattle (Beacon Hill) on September 12, 2018 at the New Holly Gathering Hall;  
• City of Federal Way on September 17, 2018 at the Federal Way Community Center; and  
• City of Sea-Tac on September 19, 2018 at the SeaTac Community Center. 

 
Below are tables outlining the analytics of each Public Scoping Meeting. 

City:  Des Moines 
Date:  September 10, 2018 
Location:  Highline College Student Union 

Number of Attendees 168 
Number of Comment Sheets 75 
Number of People Speaking to Court Reporter 13 
 

City: Seattle (Beacon Hill) 
Date:  September 12, 2018 
Location:  New Holly Gathering Hall 

Number of Attendees 27 
Number of Comment Sheets 2 
Number of People Speaking to Court Reporter 5 
 

City:  Federal Way 
Date:  September 17, 2018 
Location:  Federal Way Community Center 

Number of Attendees 64 
Number of Comment Sheets 42 
Number of People Speaking to Court Reporter 14 
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City:  Sea-Tac 
Date:  September 19, 2018 
Location:  SeaTac Community Center 

Number of Attendees 45 
Number of Comment Sheets 14 
Number of People Speaking to Court Reporter 11 
 

Total 

Number of Attendees 304 
Number of Comment Sheets 133 
Number of People Speaking to Court Reporter 43 

Common Themes 
The comments received fell into 13 common themes: 

1. Master Plan/Purpose & Need/Proposed Action 
2. Alternatives 
3. Air Quality/Climate 
4. Noise 
5. Human Health 
6. Transportation 
7. Water Resources 
8. Socioeconomic 
9. Biological and Natural Resources 
10. Public Properties and Resources 
11. NEPA/SEPA Process 
12. General Scoping Comments 
13. Other General Comments 

All comments were received by Port of Seattle and FAA staff. The Port reviewed the comments 
and categorized and grouped them into the major topics and common themes above and 
reviewed with the FAA.   
 

III. Next Steps 
The comments will be considered as the approach to the environmental review is finalized and 
as the environmental analysis is conducted. The Port of Seattle will proceed with the 
preparation of the NEPA EA to comply with federal requirements. At the same time, the Port of 
Seattle will begin the preparation of a separate SEPA EIS. It is anticipated that the FAA will 
issue their decision on the NEPA EA prior to the completion of the SEPA EIS. 
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IV. Report Organization 
This report includes a number of attachments.  The attachments provide everything that was 
presented and received by the Port during the Scoping process.  Documents were created, 
specifically the Index of Comments, to provide cross references between comments received, 
topic, and the commentor.    



ATTACHMENT 1: SCOPING 

INFORMATION 



SCOPING PACKET 
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I. INTRODUCTION  
 
 
The Port of Seattle prepared a Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) to establish a 
blueprint for changes at Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (Sea-Tac or Airport) to meet 
future demand.  The SAMP was completed in 2018 and identified a Long-Term Vision, as 
well as a set of Near-Term Projects that are planned for construction by 2027.  The Port of 
Seattle (Port) and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) are initiating an 
environmental review to evaluate and disclose the potential environmental effects of the 
Near-Term Projects (Proposed Action).   
 
It is important to note that neither the Port of Seattle nor the FAA have issued 

approvals on the Near-Term Projects (Proposed Action).  No approvals or 
implementation of the proposed action will take place before the completion of 

the environmental review process that will follow the requirements of the 
National Environmental Policy Act and the State Environmental Policy Act. 
 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
 

Prior to implementation the FAA must comply with the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (NEPA) when implementing a Proposed Action involving one or more 
federal actions.  In this case, the Port of Seattle is seeking the FAA’s unconditional 
approval of the Near-Term Projects depicted on the Airport Layout Plan for the Airport 
and may request federal funding to implement the Proposed Action. Because these are 
federal actions that the FAA would undertake, the environmental analysis and 
documentation must comply with the requirements of NEPA as implemented in the 
regulations adopted by the Council for Environmental Quality (CEQ), 40 C.F.R. §1500 et 
seq., as well as FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, 
and FAA Order 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing 
Instructions for Airport Actions.   
 
Based on coordination and direction from the FAA, a NEPA Environmental Assessment 
(“NEPA EA”) will be prepared to determine if significant impacts are likely to occur with 
the implementation of the Proposed Action.  If the analysis indicates significant impacts 
that cannot be mitigated as a result of implementing the Proposed Action, a NEPA 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) would be required. 

 
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) 
 

Under Washington’s State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), environmental review is 
required for any proposal which involves a government "action," as defined in the SEPA 
Rules (Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 197-11-704), and which is not 
categorically exempt (Chapter 197-11 WAC PART NINE - CATEGORICAL EXEMPTIONS). 
Project actions involve an agency decision on a specific project, such as approval of a 
construction project. As the Port of Seattle is proposing the construction of the 
Proposed Action, this environmental review will be prepared in accordance with SEPA 
requirements, WAC 197-11, as well as the Port of Seattle Resolution 3650.   
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The Port of Seattle, as SEPA lead agency, acknowledges that there is public interest 
and concern about the potential environmental impacts of implementing the Proposed 
Action.  Based on that level of concern and the potential for impacts that may occur 
with the implementation of the Proposed Action, the Port of Seattle has determined that 
a SEPA Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), known as a “SEPA EIS,” will be 
prepared. 
 
The Port and FAA intend to prepare the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS in a coordinated manner to 
make review easier by the public, agencies, and potentially affected Tribes.  

 
The SAMP includes a Long-Term Vision for Sea-Tac which includes projects that are not 
ripe for environmental review at this time, as they require further study and are not 
reasonably foreseeable.  Before any of the Long-Term Vision projects are implemented, 
the appropriate environmental review process will be conducted. The Near-Term Projects 
(the Proposed Action) are the subject of a phased environmental review process to comply 
with SEPA. SEPA requires phased review for proposals that are ripe for environmental 
review and excludes from consideration actions that are not yet ripe for review.  The 
Near-Term projects will be the subject of the first phase of the environmental review 
process because they are ripe for review.  The Long-Term Vision projects will be subject 
to a later phase of environmental review when they become ripe for review.  Phased 
review is not required under NEPA. The Port and FAA anticipate conducting additional 
environmental review in the future regarding the longer-term projects identified in the 
SAMP; however, those potential future actions are not ripe for decision or environmental 
review at this time. 
 
During the environmental review process, a multi-disciplinary team of experts will study 
the potential environmental impacts of the Near-Term Projects, determine whether the 
environmental impacts are significant, and, if so, evaluate ways to mitigate those impacts. 
Before these studies begin, a 60-day period is reserved for the public to provide input on 
the range of issues and alternatives that should be studied as part of the environmental 
review.  This 60-day period is known as Scoping and represents the formal kick-off of the 
environmental review process.   
 
This Agency and Public Scoping Information Packet provides information about Scoping 
and the Environmental Review Process. The Port has developed user-friendly tools, 
including public open houses and an “online open house,” to make it easier for everyone 
to provide input to the scope of the environmental review.  More information is available 
about the SAMP at:  
 

www.SAMPenvironmentalreview.org   
 

The following information is presented in this packet for review during Scoping: 

− Overview of Scoping (Section II) 

− Public Participation in the Environmental Review Process (Section III) 

− Purpose and Need, and Proposed Action (Section IV) 

− Preliminary Environmental Review Schedule (Section V)  

http://www.sampenvironmentalreview.org/
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II. OVERVIEW OF SCOPING  
 
 
Scoping is an early and open process for determining the scope of issues that will be 
addressed in the environmental review document, soliciting input regarding the Proposed 
Action and reasonable alternatives, and for identifying concerns regarding the potential 
environmental effects of the Proposed Action.  Comments received during Scoping will be 
reviewed and taken into consideration during the preparation of the NEPA and SEPA 
analyses. 
 
How Will the SAMP Near-Term Project Alternatives be 
Identified? 
 
In addition to the Proposed Action, the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS will evaluate a range of 
alternatives to the Proposed Action to ensure other feasible and reasonable solutions have 
been considered.  One of the purposes of the Scoping process is to invite the public and 
agencies to provide input on the alternatives to be considered in the environmental review 
process. The identification and evaluation of alternatives will be subject to a three-phased 
approach: 

1. Identify a range of potential alternatives to the Proposed Action. 

2. Conduct a qualitative evaluation of the identified alternatives based on their 
ability to meet the “Purpose and Need” for the Proposed Action.  

3. Perform detailed evaluation of the alternatives capable of meeting the Purpose 
and Need, as well as their feasibility from an operational, cost, and 
constructability standpoint. 

 
Based on this three-phased approach, feasible and reasonable alternatives will be 
identified for further evaluation in the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS.  
 
In addition to the development alternatives, a “No Action” scenario will be prepared to 
describe the environmental impacts that may result if the Proposed Action is not 
implemented. The No Action scenario will evaluate the same future year as the Proposed 
Action (2027) and will include only the potential environmental effects of existing facilities 
and facilities currently under construction, including primarily the International Arrivals 
Facility, North Satellite Expansion, and the Concourse D Hardstand Holdroom. The No 
Action scenario is required for both NEPA and SEPA and will be used to compare 
environmental impacts of the Proposed Action and development alternatives.   
 
What are the Boundaries of the Study Area? 
 
For the purposes of the environmental review, study areas will be developed that reflect 
the nature of the potential impacts. Study areas may vary from one resource 
category/element of the environment to another, depending on the nature of the impacts 
to be assessed.  The area disturbed due to construction is expected to remain on Airport 
property as there is no acquisition of land included in the Proposed Action. 

--
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What Will be in the Environmental Review Document? 
 
In the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS, the Proposed Action and reasonable and feasible alternatives, 
including the No Action alternative, will be evaluated for potential environmental impacts 
in a number of resource categories/elements of the environment.   
 
The environmental review document will consist of the following sections: 

− Purpose and Need for the Proposed Action 

− Reasonable Alternatives 

− Affected Environment 

− Environmental Consequences  

− Potential Mitigation Measures 
 
The list below includes resource categories/elements of the environment that the Port will 
evaluate in the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS to meet federal and state requirements.  Within each, 
environmental analysis will focus on operational activities (such as the operation of 
aircraft, ground service equipment, automobiles, etc.), stationary sources (such as 
buildings, boilers, generators, pavement areas, etc.), and associated construction 
activities.  For more information on the specific requirements, thresholds, and 
methodologies used in an environmental review document, see FAA Order 1050.1F,1 Desk 
Reference,2 FAA Order 5050.4B,3and the Department of Ecology’s SEPA Rules (WAC 197-
114) and SEPA Handbook.5   
 
NEPA Resource Categories 
 

− Air Quality 

− Biological Resources 

− Climate 

− Coastal Resources  

− Department of Transportation (DOT) Section 4 (f) 

− Farmlands  

− Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention 

                                                 
1  NEPA.  FAA Order 1050.1F:  http://www.faa.gov/documentLibrary/media/Order/FAA_Order_1050_1F.pdf  
2  NEPA.  FAA Order 1050.1F Desk Reference:  

https://www.faa.gov/about/office_org/headquarters_offices/apl/environ_policy_guidance/policy/faa_nepa
_order/desk_ref/  

3  NEPA.  FAA Order 5050.4B:  
https://www.faa.gov/airports/resources/publications/orders/environmental_5050_4/  

4  Washington State SEPA Rules:  http://apps.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=197-11  
5 Washington State SEPA Handbook:  https://ecology.wa.gov/Asset-Collections/Doc-Assets/Regulations-

Permits/Environmental-review/Training-Handout-2017-SEPA-Handbook-Updates  

http://www.faa.gov/documentLibrary/media/Order/FAA_Order_1050_1F.pdf
https://www.faa.gov/about/office_org/headquarters_offices/apl/environ_policy_guidance/policy/faa_nepa_order/desk_ref/
https://www.faa.gov/about/office_org/headquarters_offices/apl/environ_policy_guidance/policy/faa_nepa_order/desk_ref/
https://www.faa.gov/airports/resources/publications/orders/environmental_5050_4/
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=197-11
https://ecology.wa.gov/Asset-Collections/Doc-Assets/Regulations-Permits/Environmental-review/Training-Handout-2017-SEPA-Handbook-Updates
https://ecology.wa.gov/Asset-Collections/Doc-Assets/Regulations-Permits/Environmental-review/Training-Handout-2017-SEPA-Handbook-Updates
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Historical, Architectural, Archeological, and Cultural Resources 
− Land Use 

− Natural Resources and Energy Supply 

− Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use 

− Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s Environmental Health and 
Safety Risks 

− Visual Effects 

− Water Resources 
 Wetlands 
 Floodplains 
 Surface Waters 
 Groundwater 
 Wild and Scenic Rivers 

 

SEPA Elements of the Environment 
 

− Earth 
 Geology 
 Soils 
 Topography 
 Unique physical features 
 Erosion/enlargement of land area  

− Air 
 Air quality 
 Odor 
 Climate 

− Water 
 Surface water movement/quantity/quality 
 Runoff/absorption 
 Floods 
 Groundwater movement/quantity/quality 
 Public water supplies 

− Plants and animals 
 Habitat for and numbers or diversity of species of plants, fish, or other wildlife 
 Unique species 
 Fish or wildlife migration routes 
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− Energy and natural resources 
 Amount required/rate of use/efficiency 
 Source/availability 
 Nonrenewable resources 
 Conservation and renewable resources 
 Scenic resources 

− Environmental health 
 Noise 
 Risk of explosion 
 Releases or potential releases to the environment affecting public health, such 

as toxic or hazardous materials 

− Land and shoreline use 
 Relationship to existing land use plans and to estimated population 
 Housing 
 Light and glare 
 Aesthetics 
 Recreation 
 Historic and cultural preservation 
 Agricultural crops 

− Transportation 
 Transportation systems 
 Vehicular traffic 
 Waterborne, rail, and air traffic 
 Parking 
 Movement/circulation of people or goods 
 Traffic hazards 

− Public services and utilities 
 Fire 
 Police 
 Schools 
 Parks or other recreational facilities 
 Maintenance 
 Communications 
 Water/stormwater 
 Sewer/solid waste 
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III. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL SCOPING PROCESS 

 
 
To ensure that public input is solicited and gathered regarding the Proposed Action, 
potential alternatives, and the NEPA/SEPA process, comments and suggestions are invited 
from all interested parties.  The following opportunities for public participation will be 
provided during Scoping for this NEPA EA/SEPA EIS: 
 
Scoping 
 
On July 30, 2018, the Port of Seattle issued a public notice opening the scoping period for 
the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS.  The Scoping period will remain open for 60 days and will close 
September 28, 2018.   
 
The notice identified the following opportunities for participation during Scoping: 
 

1. Written Comments.  You are invited to submit written comments on the scope of 
the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS via:  

− SAMP website (Click “Participate”):  www.SAMPenvironmentalreview.org   

− Email:  SAMP@portseattle.org 

− Mail to: Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA  98168 

 
Please direct your comments to the scope of the environmental review, potential 
environmental effects of the Proposed Action, purpose and need, alternatives to be 
evaluated, and the environmental categories/elements of the environment being 
assessed.  Also, be advised that your entire comment may be made publicly 
available at any time. 

 
2. Public Scoping Meetings.  You are invited to attend one or more of the four 

Public Scoping Meetings scheduled in September 2018. The locations and dates are 
as follows: 

− Meeting PS1 – 9/10. City of Des Moines  
5:30 PM – 8:30 PM 
Highline College Student Union    

− Meeting PS2 – 9/12. City of Seattle (Beacon Hill)  
5:30 PM – 8:30 PM 
New Holly Gathering Hall    

http://www.sampenvironmentalreview.org/
mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
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− Meeting PS3 – 9/17. City of Federal Way  
5:30 PM – 8:30 PM 
Federal Way Community Center    

− Meeting PS4 – 9/19. City of SeaTac  
5:30 PM – 8:30 PM 
SeaTac Community Center    

 
At the Public Scoping Meetings information regarding the Proposed Action and the 
environmental review process will be available.  For those unable to attend a Public 
Scoping Meeting, the same information will be available on the Port of Seattle’s 
website:  
 

www.SAMPenvironmentalreview.org 
 
There will be opportunities for the public to make formal comments at each 
meeting. 
 
If you need the assistance of an interpreter, or want to receive a response to a 
question in your native language, please call the Port’s language help line at 
(206)787-3797.  If other accommodations are needed at a Public Scoping Meeting, 
for assistance please call (206) 787-5725.   
 

3. Government Agency Scoping Meeting.  A government agency scoping meeting 
will be held: 

− Meeting AS1 – 9/6.   Sea-Tac Airport 
1:00 PM – 4:00 PM  
Central Auditorium 

 
At this meeting, information regarding the Proposed Action and environmental 
review process will be available, and agencies will be given an opportunity to 
comment. 

 
4. Tribes. FAA will conduct Government to Government Consultation with the 

potentially affected Tribes as part of this environmental review process.   
 
At the conclusion of the Scoping process all of the comments received will be reviewed 
and taken into consideration during the preparation of the NEPA and SEPA analyses and 
documents.  A Scoping summary report will be prepared and made available through the 
Port’s website following the end of the scoping period.  

http://www.sampenvironmentalreview.org/
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IV. PURPOSE AND NEED, AND PROPOSED ACTION  
 
 
Preliminary Statement of Need 
 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (Sea-Tac) is an essential transportation resource 
serving as the primary air transportation facility for the Puget Sound region.  In that role, 
it is expected that growth in passengers, aircraft operations, and cargo activity will occur 
with or without the implementation of the Proposed Action. The evaluation of airport 
operations and facilities conducted during the SAMP identified needs that could affect the 
ability of the Airport to maintain its critical air transportation function in the future. These 
needs included: 

1. Insufficient passenger terminal capacity to accommodate projected 
passenger levels efficiently 

An analysis of the existing passenger terminal facilities at Sea-Tac Airport found 
that they cannot efficiently accommodate future projected passenger demand of 56 
million annual passengers (56 MAP) by 2027. 

2. Insufficient facilities to accommodate projected cargo levels efficiently 

An analysis of the existing cargo warehousing, aircraft parking, and support 
facilities at Sea-Tac Airport found that they cannot efficiently accommodate cargo 
demand projected by 2027. 

3. Non-compliance with Federal Aviation Administration airport design 
guidelines 

During the SAMP, the Port identified irregular sizes and/or shapes of various 
taxiway pavements; less than optimal separation between Taxiway B and the 
adjacent Runway 16L/34R; and entrances to Runway 16L/34R that do not meet the 
most recent guidance for reducing pilot confusion.  None of these issues result in 
unsafe operation of the Airport.  

4. Excessive aircraft delays on the airfield 

As part of the SAMP, the Port of Seattle prepared a delay analysis that found that 
without intervention the Airport will experience average delay per operation 
(landing or take off) in excess of 20 minutes by 2027.  This level of delay results in 
a severely inefficient airfield operation at the airport. 

5. Lack of fuel storage to meet projected demand and to meet Port of 
Seattle’s Sustainable Aviation Fuel initiative  

As part of the SAMP, the Port of Seattle identified that the Airport’s fuel storage 
capacity cannot accommodate fuel storage and reserve needs based on projected 
growth.  Additional fuel storage is also needed to meet the goals of the Port’s 
Sustainable Aviation Fuel initiative.  
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Preliminary Statement of Purpose 
 
The purpose of the Proposed Action is to address the needs described above.  The project 
elements included in the Proposed Action serve to meet future growth in activity, comply 
with FAA standards, enhance airport efficiency, and meet future demand for fuel.  
 
Proposed Action (2027) 
 
Based on the SAMP forecast of future activity and the related analysis of the Airport’s 
needs prepared in the SAMP, the Port of Seattle developed a suite of Near-Term Projects 
(see Exhibit 1, Near Term Projects - Proposed Action). Each of the Near-Term 
Projects (Proposed Action for the environmental review) is described below and organized 
by its purpose in meeting the identified needs.  
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AIRSIDE 
A01 - Taxiway A/B Extension 

A02 - Runway 16R-34L Blast Pads 

A04 - Taxiway B 500' Separation & RIM Mitigation 

A0S - North Hold Pad 

A06 - Runway 34L Highspeed Exit 

AO? - Taxiway D Extension 

A08 - Hardstand (north) 

The drawing shows a conceptual layout of buildings, roadways, 
parking, and taxil.vays. The final layout will be dependent upon the 
final design, but the overall project boundary is not expected to 
change. 

S11$llli11ublr Airport Muster Pltut (SAJLP) Em•iroumeutul Re,·iew 

Port ~ 
of Seattle 

Seattle-Tacoma 
International Airport 

[ill] 

A09 - Hardstand (central) 

A 10 - Taxiway Fillets (not shown) 

CARGO 
C01 - Cargo 4 South Redevelopment 

CO2 - Off-site Cargo PH 1 (L-Shape) 

C03 - Off-site Cargo PH 2 (L-Shape) 

LANDSIDE 
L01 - NAE Relocation (southbound lanes) 

L02 - Elevated Busway & Stations 

L03 - Second Terminal Roads/Curbside 

L04 - Main Terminal North GT Lot 

LOS - North GT Holding Lot 

L06 - Employee Parking Surface Lot 

LO? - Employee Parking Structure 

--

TERMINAL 

T01 - North Gates 

T02 - Second Terminal & Parking 

AIRPORT/AIRLINE SUPPORT 
S01 - Fuel Farm Expansion 

S02 - Primary ARFF 
S03 - Secondary ARFF 

S04 - Fuel Rack Relocation 

Near Term Projects (Proposed Action) 

SOS - Triculator 

S06 - Consolidated De-icing Tanks 

SO? - Westside Maintenance Campus 
SOB - Airline Support (north) 

S09 - Airline Support (west) 

S10 - Centralized Rec. & Dist. Center 

0 1,200 

M 0 >-z 

EXHIBIT: 

1 
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1. Purpose: Meet Forecasted Passenger Demand 
 
A new Second Terminal would be constructed to provide the necessary facilities to 
meet the projected passenger demand at the Airport. The Second Terminal would 
include the following Primary Elements, Connected Actions, and Similar Actions: 

− New and modified Airport roadways to access the new Second Terminal (L03 – 
Second Terminal Roads & Curbside) 

− New parking garage and passenger terminal facilities for passenger check-in; 
passenger and baggage screening; airline offices, baggage conveyance and 
claim; concessions; and restrooms (T02 – Second Terminal & Parking) 

− New terminal concourse including typical functions such as baggage handling; 
passenger holdrooms, concessions, restrooms, etc.; office space; and walkway 
to the passenger terminal walkway (T01 – North Gates) 

− New elevated busway to provide a way for passengers to transfer among the 
Main Terminal, New Second Terminal, and Rental Car Facility (L02 – Elevated 
Busway & Stations) 

− New aircraft parking positions for aircraft waiting to park at a passenger gate, 
aircraft needing parking overnight, or remote aircraft gates where passengers 
are bussed to the airplane (A05 – North Hold Pad & A09 – Hardstand (central)) 

− Relocation of the southbound lanes of the North Airport Expressway to clear the 
site for construction of A09 Hardstand (central) and T01 North Gates (L01 – 
North Airport Expressway (NAE) Relocation (southbound lanes)).  The 
southbound lanes would also be widened near the terminal to alleviate 
congestion.   

− Construction of a new ground transportation lot on Port property north of State 
Route (SR) 518 to accommodate increased demand and replace the S 160th St. 
parking lot displaced by the L02 - Elevated Busway (L05 – North Ground 
Transportation Lot) 

− Relocation of the Primary Aircraft Rescue and Firefighting (ARFF) station to clear 
the site for the new passenger concourse T01 North Gates (S02 – Primary 
Aircraft Rescue and Firefighting (ARFF) station & S03 – Secondary ARFF).  The 
new ARFF would be larger than the existing ARFF to accommodate additional 
personnel.   

− Relocation of the fuel rack from its current location in the Cargo 6 area to clear 
the site for construction of the new passenger concourse T01 North Gates (S04 
– Fuel Rack Relocation). 

− In an effort to consolidate storage of aircraft deicing fluid and to clear a site for 
the construction of the new passenger concourse T01 North Gates, sets of 
deicing fluid tanks are proposed on both the north and south end of the airfield 
(S06 – Consolidated De-icing Fluid Storage Tanks) 

− Expansion of the existing north ground transportation lot to accommodate 
increased demand for charter and cruise passenger buses (L04 – Main Terminal 
North Ground Transportation Lot) 
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− A new surface parking lot would accommodate increased demand for employee 
parking.  The surface lot would be constructed on Port-owned property north of 
SR 518 (L06 – Employee Parking Surface Lot) 

− A new parking structure north of SR 518 would provide additional capacity to 
accommodate increased demand for employee parking. (L07 – Employee 
Parking Structure) 

− A new Centralized Receiving & Distribution Center would be constructed on Port-
owned property north of SR 518 to improve security and more efficiently screen 
and move supplies to concessionaires in the current and proposed future 
passenger terminals (S10 – Centralized Receiving & Distribution Center)   

 
2. Purpose: Meet Forecasted Cargo Demand 

 
Various cargo-related projects would be constructed to provide the necessary 
facilities to meet the projected cargo demand at the Airport. These include the 
following Primary Elements, Connected Actions, and Similar Actions: 

− A new cargo aircraft parking area would be constructed in the North Cargo area 
east of Taxiway A.  (A08 – Hardstand (north)) 

− The Cargo 4 South site would be redeveloped to address poor existing building 
conditions and configuration, and a larger building would be constructed to serve 
future demand.  (C01 – Cargo 4 South Redevelopment) 

− Two new cargo warehouse buildings with truck access would be constructed on 
the Port-owned L-Shape property.  No aircraft would utilize the L-Shape 
property because it is not located on the airfield. (C02 – Off-site Cargo Phase 1 
(L-Shape) & C03 – Off-site Cargo Phase 2 (L-Shape)) 

− The Port’s Aviation Maintenance Facility (AMF) would be relocated from its 
current location in the North Cargo area to clear the site for construction of the 
A08 Hardstand (north) project.  The AMF would be located on the west side of 
the airport in the West-side Maintenance Campus.  (S07 – West-side 
Maintenance Campus) 

− To accommodate displaced Ground Service Equipment (GSE) maintenance and 
aircraft maintenance functions from the United Airlines maintenance building 
and Swissport cargo facility, and aircraft maintenance functions from the United 
Airlines maintenance building, two airline support buildings/expansions are 
planned.  The first is a new building located in the far northeast corner of the 
North Cargo area.  The second is an expansion of the existing AMB/AFCO III 
building to the west. (S08 Airlines Support (north) & S09 – Airline Support 
(west)).   
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3. Purpose: Comply With FAA Airfield Standards/Guidance 
 
Various improvements would be constructed to comply with FAA standards and 
guidance. These include the following elements: 

− A runway blast pad is a surface adjacent to a runway intended to provide 
erosion protection from aircraft jet blast.  The existing blast pads on RWY 16R-
34L would be expanded to meet current standard dimensions.  (A02 – Runway 
16R-34L Blast Pads) 

− To provide the standard 500’ runway/taxiway separation, Taxiway B would be 
moved to the east between Taxiway C (at the north end of the airfield) and the 
approximate location of the existing Taxiway L.  Shifting Taxiway B would also 
result in Taxiway A being shifted east. (A04 – Taxiway B 500’ Separation & RIM 
Mitigation)  

− Fillets are essentially rounded corners created with pavement and markings, and 
are used as part of taxiways to provide adequate distances between aircraft and 
the pavement edges.  Fillets which do not meet current FAA standards would be 
improved when the fillet/area is in need of a reconstruction or impacted by 
another project. (A10 – Taxiway Fillets) 

 
4. Purpose: Improve Airfield Operational Efficiency 

 
Various improvements would be constructed to enhance the operational efficiency 
of the Airport. These include the following elements: 

− Taxiway A would be extended south of Taxiway S to provide a parallel taxiway 
to Taxiway B.  This taxiway will help reduce delay by providing additional 
pavement for ATCT to sequence aircraft.   

− To facilitate the taxiway work, the Runway 34R glide slope antenna and shelter 
may need to be relocated to the west side of Runway 16L-34R because it would 
be displaced by the Taxiway B construction.  Additional work that may be 
required to facilitate the taxiway construction includes a new Vehicle Service 
Road bridge over S 188 Street. (A01 – Taxiway A/B Extension)   

− High-speed exits allow landing aircraft to exit the runway at relatively higher 
speeds, leading to less time on the runway.  A new high-speed exit would be 
constructed for Runway 34L arrivals between Taxiway J and Taxiway E.  (A06 – 
Runway 34L High-speed Exit)   

− Taxiway D is currently a short taxiway between Runways 16C-34C and 16L-34R, 
and is used by aircraft waiting to take off from Runway 16C.  This project would 
extend Taxiway D from Runway 16C-34C west to Taxiway T.  (A07 – Taxiway D 
Extension) 
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5. Purpose: Provide Additional Fuel Capacity and Meet Port’s Sustainable 
Aviation Fuel Initiative 

 
Various improvements would be constructed to enhance the Airport’s fueling 
capabilities. These include the following elements: 

− Expansion of the fuel farm would include additional settling tank capacity and 
construction of infrastructure to support the Port’s Sustainable Aviation Fuel 
(SAF) initiative. The addition of four settling tanks adding approximately 10 
million gallons of storage capacity would require additional piping, expansion of 
the spill containment dike, and four above ground storage tanks. (S01 – Fuel 
Farm Expansion) 
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V. PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
SCHEDULE 

 
 

 

Planning Open Houses 
5/30, 6/14, 6/20 

Environmental Analysis NEPA EA/SEPA EIS comment period 
Fall 2018-Fall 2019 Fall 2019 

r ,,)...__----~~ 

Agency & Public Scoping Process 

, Start scoping process/notification: July 30 

Agency Scoping Meeting 
, September 6: Sea-Tac Airport 

Public Scoping Meetings 
, September 10: City of Des Moines 
, September 12: City of Seattle (Beacon Hill) 
, September 17: City of Federal Way 
, September 19: City of SeaTac 

, Scoping Process/Comment Period Ends 
September 28 

- 2019 ♦ ♦ 

Draft NEPA EA/SEPA EIS - Early Fall 2D19 J J 
Final NEPA EA/SEPA EIS- Early Winter 2019 

♦ 

Winter 2019 -----
• FAA NEPA Decision 
• Port of Seattle SEPA Determination 
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Port 
of Seattle 

SEPA DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (DS) 
AND REQUEST FOR COMMENTS ON 

Seattle-Tacoma 
International Airport 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

www.portseattle.org 

SCOPE OF SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (SEPA EIS) AND NATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (NEPA EA) 

Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (Sea-Tac Airport) 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 

The Port of Seattle is initiating an environmental review process for the Near-Term Project improvements 
proposed as part of the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP). The SAMP includes Near-Term 
Projects for Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (Sea-Tac) that are planned for construction by 2027 that 
are the focus of this environmental review, which is being conducted to comply with the State 
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The SAMP also 
includes a Long-Term Vision for Sea-Tac which includes projects that are not ripe for environmental 
review at this time, as they require further study and are not reasonably foreseeable. Before any of the 
Long-Term Vision projects are implemented, the appropriate environmental review process will be 
conducted. The Near-Term Projects (the Proposed Action) are the subject of a phased environmental 
review process to comply with SEP A. The Port and Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) anticipate 
conducting additional environmental review in the future regarding the Long-Term Vision projects 
identified in the SAMP. 

The SAMP identifies facilities and roadway improvements that are needed to serve expected growth in 
passengers, aircraft operations and cargo activity through 2027. Approximately 30 projects at the Airport 
are needed to enhance efficiency, accommodate projected growth in activity, and alleviate congestion on 
the airfield, in the terminal, and on the roadway system. 

Key elements of the Proposed Action include construction of a second terminal, a centralized 
maintenance campus, off-airport cargo handling facilities, realignment of airport roadways, and expansion 
of the fueling facilities. The Proposed Action would accommodate up to approximately 477,000 annual 
aircraft operations and 56 million annual passengers . 

SEPA EIS Required. The Port of Seattle, as lead agency, acknowledges that there is public interest and 
concern about the potential environmental impacts of implementing the Proposed Action. Based on that 
level of concern and the potential for impacts that may occur with the implementation of the Proposed 
Action, the Port of Seattle has determined that a SEP A EIS will be prepared. 

NEPA EA. The FAA will serve as the lead federal agency for the preparation of an Environmental 
Assessment to comply with NEPA. The NEPA regulations adopted by the Council for Environmental 
Quality (CEQ), 40 CPR § 1500 et seq., together with FAA Order 1050.lF, Environmental Impacts: 
Policies and Procedures, and FAA Order 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions, will guide the preparation of the NEPA Environmental 
Assessment (NEPA EA). 
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The lead agencies (FAA for NEPA and Port of Seattle for SEPA) have identified the following areas for 
discussion in the NEPA ENSEPA EIS. In accordance with NEPA and SEPA, the environmental review 
will consider the potential effects of the Proposed Action and a range of alternatives on each of the 
environmental factors below. 

SEP A Elements of the Environment 

• Earth • Environmental health 
- Geology - Noise 
- Soils - Risk of explosion 
- Topography - Releases or potential releases to the 
- Unique physical features environment affecting public health, such 
- Erosion/enlargement of land area as toxic or hazardous materials 

• Air • Land and shoreline use 
- Air quality - Relationship to existing land use plans 
- Odor and to estimated population 
- Climate - Housing 

• Water - Light and glare 

Surface water movement/quantity/quality - Aesthetics 

Runoff/absorption - Recreation 

Floods - Historic and cultural preservation 

Groundwater movement/quantity/quality - Agricultural crops 

- Public water supplies • Transportation 

• Plants and animals - Transportation systems 

Habitat for and numbers or diversity of - Vehicular traffic 

species of plants, fish, or other wildlife - Waterborne, rail, and air traffic 

Unique species - Parking 

Fish or wildlife migration routes - Movement/circulation of people or goods 

• Energy and natural resources - Traffic hazards 

- Amount required/rate of use/efficiency • Public services and utilities 

Source/availability - Fire 

Nonrenewable resources - Police 
Conservation and renewable resources - Schools 

- Scenic resources - Parks or other recreational facilities 
- Maintenance 
- Communications 
- Water/stormwater 
- Sewer/solid waste 
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NEPA Resource Categories 

• Air Quality 
• Biological Resources 
• Climate 
• Coastal Resources 
• Department of Transportation (DOT) 

Section 4 (f) 
• Farmlands 
• Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and 

Pollution Prevention 
• Historical, Architectural, Archeological, and 

Cultural Resources 
• Land Use 

• Natural Resources and Energy Supply 
• Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use 
• Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and 

Children's Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks 

• Visual Effects 
• Water Resources 

Wetlands 
Floodplains 
Surf ace Waters 
Groundwater 
Wild and Scenic Rivers 

Scoping. Scoping is an early and open process for determining the scope of issues that will be addressed 
in the environmental review document, soliciting input regarding the Proposed Action and reasonable 
alternatives, and for identifying concerns regarding the potential environmental effects of the Proposed 
Action. Comments received during Scoping will be reviewed and taken into consideration during the 
preparation of the NEPA and SEPA analyses. 

Agencies, potentially affected tribes, and members of the public are invited to comment on the scope of 
the SEPA EIS/NEPA EA. A Scoping Information Packet has been prepared and is available at the website 
listed below. You may comment on the resource categories/elements of the environment that will be 
evaluated, alternatives to the proposed action, and licenses, permits, or other approvals that may be 
required. 

It is requested that all comments include your name and address. Before including your name; address, 
telephone number, email or other personal identifying information in your comment, be advised that your 
entire comment - including your personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at 
any time. Comments may be submitted via: 

• SAMP Environmental Review website (Click "Participate"): 
www.SAMPenvironmentalreview.org 

• Email: SAMP@p01tseattle.org 

• Regular mail to: Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

All comments must be submitted or postmarked by September 28, 2018. 
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In addition to submitting comments on the website, or via email or regular mail, you may also submit 
comments in person at one of the scoping meetings listed below. 

Scoping meetings for the public will be held: 

September 10, 2018 
City of Des Moines 
5:30 PM-8:30 PM 
Highline College Student Union 

September 12, 2018 
City of Seattle (Beacon Hill) 
5:30 PM-8:30 PM 
New Holly Gathering Hall 

September 17, 2018 
City of Federal Way 
5:30 PM - 8:30 PM 
Federal Way Community Center 

September 19, 2018 
City of SeaTac 
5:30 PM - 8:30 PM 
SeaTac Community Center 

A scoping meeting for government agencies will be held: 

September 6, 2018 
Sea-Tac Airport 
1 :00 PM - 4:00 PM 
Central Auditorium 

Tribes. FAA will conduct Government to Government Consultation with the potentially affected Tribes 
as part of this environmental review process. 

At the scoping meetings information regarding the Proposed Action and the environmental review 
process will be available. For more information or for those unable to attend a Public Scoping Meeting, 
the same information will be available on the Port of Seattle's website: 
www.SAMPenvironmentalreview.org. 

Responsible Official: Ms. Arlyn Purcell 
Port of Seattle 
Director, Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
(206) 787-6527 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

July 30,201 
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Port 
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SEPA DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (DS) 
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Seattle-Tacoma 
International Airport 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

www.portseattle.org 

SCOPE OF SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (SEPA EIS) AND NATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (NEPA EA) 

Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (Sea-Tac Airport) 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 

The Port of Seattle is initiating an environmental review process for the Near-Term Project improvements 
proposed as part of the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP). The SAMP includes Near-Term 
Projects for Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (Sea-Tac) that are planned for construction by 2027 that 
are the focus of this environmental review, which is being conducted to comply with the State 
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The SAMP also 
includes a Long-Term Vision for Sea-Tac which includes projects that are not ripe for environmental 
review at this time, as they require further study and are not reasonably foreseeable. Before any of the 
Long-Term Vision projects are implemented, the appropriate environmental review process will be 
conducted. The Near-Term Projects (the Proposed Action) are the subject of a phased environmental 
review process to comply with SEP A. The Port and Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) anticipate 
conducting additional environmental review in the future regarding the Long-Term Vision projects 
identified in the SAMP. 

The SAMP identifies facilities and roadway improvements that are needed to serve expected growth in 
passengers, aircraft operations and cargo activity through 2027. Approximately 30 projects at the Airport 
are needed to enhance efficiency, accommodate projected growth in activity, and alleviate congestion on 
the airfield, in the terminal, and on the roadway system. 

Key elements of the Proposed Action include construction of a second terminal, a centralized 
maintenance campus, off-airport cargo handling facilities, realignment of airport roadways, and expansion 
of the fueling facilities. The Proposed Action would accommodate up to approximately 477,000 annual 
aircraft operations and 56 million annual passengers . 

SEPA EIS Required. The Port of Seattle, as lead agency, acknowledges that there is public interest and 
concern about the potential environmental impacts of implementing the Proposed Action. Based on that 
level of concern and the potential for impacts that may occur with the implementation of the Proposed 
Action, the Port of Seattle has determined that a SEP A EIS will be prepared. 

NEPA EA. The FAA will serve as the lead federal agency for the preparation of an Environmental 
Assessment to comply with NEPA. The NEPA regulations adopted by the Council for Environmental 
Quality (CEQ), 40 CPR § 1500 et seq., together with FAA Order 1050.lF, Environmental Impacts: 
Policies and Procedures, and FAA Order 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions, will guide the preparation of the NEPA Environmental 
Assessment (NEPA EA). 

POS SEPA No. 18-01 
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The lead agencies (FAA for NEPA and Port of Seattle for SEPA) have identified the following areas for 
discussion in the NEPA ENSEPA EIS. In accordance with NEPA and SEPA, the environmental review 
will consider the potential effects of the Proposed Action and a range of alternatives on each of the 
environmental factors below. 

SEP A Elements of the Environment 

• Earth • Environmental health 
- Geology - Noise 
- Soils - Risk of explosion 
- Topography - Releases or potential releases to the 
- Unique physical features environment affecting public health, such 
- Erosion/enlargement of land area as toxic or hazardous materials 

• Air • Land and shoreline use 
- Air quality - Relationship to existing land use plans 
- Odor and to estimated population 
- Climate - Housing 

• Water - Light and glare 

Surface water movement/quantity/quality - Aesthetics 

Runoff/absorption - Recreation 

Floods - Historic and cultural preservation 

Groundwater movement/quantity/quality - Agricultural crops 

- Public water supplies • Transportation 

• Plants and animals - Transportation systems 

Habitat for and numbers or diversity of - Vehicular traffic 

species of plants, fish, or other wildlife - Waterborne, rail, and air traffic 

Unique species - Parking 

Fish or wildlife migration routes - Movement/circulation of people or goods 

• Energy and natural resources - Traffic hazards 

- Amount required/rate of use/efficiency • Public services and utilities 

Source/availability - Fire 

Nonrenewable resources - Police 
Conservation and renewable resources - Schools 

- Scenic resources - Parks or other recreational facilities 
- Maintenance 
- Communications 
- Water/stormwater 
- Sewer/solid waste 
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NEPA Resource Categories 

• Air Quality 
• Biological Resources 
• Climate 
• Coastal Resources 
• Department of Transportation (DOT) 

Section 4 (f) 
• Farmlands 
• Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and 

Pollution Prevention 
• Historical, Architectural, Archeological, and 

Cultural Resources 
• Land Use 

• Natural Resources and Energy Supply 
• Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use 
• Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and 

Children's Environmental Health and Safety 
Risks 

• Visual Effects 
• Water Resources 

Wetlands 
Floodplains 
Surf ace Waters 
Groundwater 
Wild and Scenic Rivers 

Scoping. Scoping is an early and open process for determining the scope of issues that will be addressed 
in the environmental review document, soliciting input regarding the Proposed Action and reasonable 
alternatives, and for identifying concerns regarding the potential environmental effects of the Proposed 
Action. Comments received during Scoping will be reviewed and taken into consideration during the 
preparation of the NEPA and SEPA analyses. 

Agencies, potentially affected tribes, and members of the public are invited to comment on the scope of 
the SEPA EIS/NEPA EA. A Scoping Information Packet has been prepared and is available at the website 
listed below. You may comment on the resource categories/elements of the environment that will be 
evaluated, alternatives to the proposed action, and licenses, permits, or other approvals that may be 
required. 

It is requested that all comments include your name and address. Before including your name; address, 
telephone number, email or other personal identifying information in your comment, be advised that your 
entire comment - including your personal identifying information - may be made publicly available at 
any time. Comments may be submitted via: 

• SAMP Environmental Review website (Click "Participate"): 
www.SAMPenvironmentalreview.org 

• Email: SAMP@p01tseattle.org 

• Regular mail to: Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

All comments must be submitted or postmarked by September 28, 2018. 
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In addition to submitting comments on the website, or via email or regular mail, you may also submit 
comments in person at one of the scoping meetings listed below. 

Scoping meetings for the public will be held: 

September 10, 2018 
City of Des Moines 
5:30 PM-8:30 PM 
Highline College Student Union 

September 12, 2018 
City of Seattle (Beacon Hill) 
5:30 PM-8:30 PM 
New Holly Gathering Hall 

September 17, 2018 
City of Federal Way 
5:30 PM - 8:30 PM 
Federal Way Community Center 

September 19, 2018 
City of SeaTac 
5:30 PM - 8:30 PM 
SeaTac Community Center 

A scoping meeting for government agencies will be held: 

September 6, 2018 
Sea-Tac Airport 
1 :00 PM - 4:00 PM 
Central Auditorium 

Tribes. FAA will conduct Government to Government Consultation with the potentially affected Tribes 
as part of this environmental review process. 

At the scoping meetings information regarding the Proposed Action and the environmental review 
process will be available. For more information or for those unable to attend a Public Scoping Meeting, 
the same information will be available on the Port of Seattle's website: 
www.SAMPenvironmentalreview.org. 

Responsible Official: Ms. Arlyn Purcell 
Port of Seattle 
Director, Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
(206) 787-6527 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

July 30,201 



 

AGENCY INVITATION LIST 



Name Agency Adress Room No. City, State Zip Code 

David Allnutt U.S. EPA – Region 10 1200 6th Avenue Suite 900 Seattle, WA 98101

Eric Rickerson, State Supervisor U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 510 Desmond Drive SE Suite 102 Lacey, WA 98503-1263

Barry Thorm, Regional Administrator NOAA Fisheries, West Coast Region 7600 Sand Point Way NE Seattle, WA 98115

Rory Lee, Regulatory Contact Corps of Engineers, Seattle District 4735 E. Marginal Way S. Seattle, WA 98134

Jacalen Printz Regulatory Branch Section Chief US Army Corps of Engineers P.O. Box 3755 Seattle, WA 98124-3755

Lindsey Handel, Urban Area Engineer U.S. Federal Highway Administration 711 S. Capitol Way Suite 501 Olympia, WA 98501-1284

Amy Changchien, Director, Office of Planning 

and Program Management
U.S. Federal Transit Administration 915 Second Avenue Suite 3142 Seattle, WA 

98174-1002

Sharon Loper, Deputy Regional Administrator, 

Region 10

Federal Emergency Management Agency 

(FEMA)
130 – 228th Street SW Federal Regional Center Bothell, WA 98201-8627

Virginia Cross, Chair Muckleshoot Indian Tribe 39015 172nd Avenue SE Auburn, WA 98092

Leonard Forsman, Chair The Suquamish Tribe P.O. Box 498 Suquamish, WA 98392

Bill Sterud, Chair The Puyallup Indian Tribe of Indians 3009 E. Portland Avenue Tacoma, WA 98404

JoDe Goudy, Tribal Council Chair The Yakama Nation 401 Fort Road P.O. Box 151 Toppenish, WA 98948

Cameron Kukes, Northwest Region 

Environmental Programs Manager

Washington State Department of 

Transportation
15700 Dayton Avenue N Shoreline, WA 

98133

Bobb Nolan
Department of Ecology Northwest Regional 

Office
3190 160th Avenue S.E. Bellevue, WA  

98008

Department of Ecology SEPA Unit P.O Box 47703 Olympia, WA 98504-7703

Department of Fish and Wildlife SEPA Desk P.O. Box 43200 Olympia, WA 98504-3155

Gretchen Kaehler
Department of Archeology and Historic 

Preservation
1063 S. Capitol Way Suite 106 P.O. Box 48343 Olympia, WA 98504-8343

Steve Bottheim King County DEPR Permitting 35030 SE Douglas Street Suite 210 Snoqualmie, WA 98065

Ed Abbasi King County Industrial Waste Program 201 S. Jackson St. Room 513 Seattle WA 98104-3855

Peggy Rice King County Industrial Waste Program 201 S. Jackson St., Room 513 Room 513 Seattle, WA 98104-3855

Kathleen Larrabee, Resource Management 

Manager
Pierce County 930 Tacoma Avenue S. Tacoma, WA 

98402

Barb Mock, Director Planning and 

Development Services
Snohomish County 3000 Rockefeller Avenue Everett, WA 

98201

Steven Heacock Kitsap County Community Development 619 Division Street Port Orchard, WA 98366

Carol V. Helland, Land Use Division Director City of Bellevue 450 110th Avenue NE Bellevue, WA 98004

Chip Davis, Director Community Development 

Department
City of Burien 400 SW 152nd Street Suite 300 Burien, WA 

98166

Susan Cezar, Chief Strategic Officer City of Des Moines 21630 11th Avenue S. Suite A Des Moines, WA 98198

Robert "Doc" Hansen City of Federal Way 33325 8th Avenue S. Federal Way, WA 98003

Charlene Anderson City of Kent 220 Fourth Avenue S. Kent, WA 98032

Chad Tibbits, Senior Planner City of Normandy Park 801 SW 174th Street Normandy Park, WA 98166

Jennifer Henning, Planning Director City of Renton

Department of Community & 

Economic Development, Planning 

Division

1055 South Grady Way Renton, WA 

98057

Josheph Scorcio, City Manager City of SeaTac 4800 South 188th Street SeaTac, WA 98188-8605

Stephanie Haines, Land Use Team Manager City of Seattle Land Use Division 700 Fifth Avenue Suite 2000 Seattle, WA 98124 98124-4019

Shirley Schultz
City of Tacoma Planning and Development 

Services
747 Market Street Tacoma, WA 

98402

City of Tukwila Department of Community Development 6300 Southcenter Blvd. No. 100 Tukwila, WA 98188

Erika Harris, Senior Planner Puget Sound Regional Council 1011 Western Avenue Suite 500 Seattle, WA 98104

Carole Cenci, Compliance Manager Puget Sound Clean Air Agency 1904 Third Avenue Suite 105 Seattle, WA 98101

Don Billen, Executive Director of Planning, 

Environment and Project Development
Sound Transit 401 S. Jackson Street Seattle, WA 

98104
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SAMP Near-Term Projects
Environmental Review

Agency Scoping Meeting
September 6, 2018
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Regional Growth and Market Demand
Robust regional economy drive Airport demand and sustainable practices
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Puget Sound is home to a wide range of employers 
that contribute to the vibrant growth in the region. 
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Puget Sound Demographics
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Sea-Tac Airport Growth
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How to Serve Market Demand
Three Concurrent Strategies

Scoping is for SAMP NTP environmental review

Current Projects 
(46.9M Passengers Today) 

• North Satellite 
• International Arrivals 

Facility 
• Concourse D Hardstand 

Holdroom 
• Baggage Modernization 
• Airport dining and retail 

Development 

SAMP Near-Term Projects 
(56M Passengers by 2027) 

• Meet market demand 
• 19 additional gates & 

second terminal 
• Cargo facilities 
• Projects to improve safety, 

provide support facilities, 
improve efficiency, and 
access to the airport. 

Port ~ ~ 
of Seattle 

SEATTLE-TACOMA 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Long-Term Vision SAMP 
(Demand Beyond 2027) 

• PSRC regional aviation 
baseline study 

• Sea-Tac Airport airfield 
and airspace study 

• Additional environmental . rev1ew 



Proposed SAMP Near-Term Projects
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Al RSI OE 

A01 • Taxiway A/B Extension 

A02 - Aunwily 16R-34L Blii.st Pilds 

A04 • Taxiway B 500' Se~ration & RIM Mitigation 

A05 • North Hold Pad 

A06 • Runway 34L Highspeed E~it 

A07 • Taxiway D ExtHision 

A08 - Hardstand (oorth) 

A09 • Hardstand (central) 

A10 - Ta...:iway Fillets (not shown) 

CARGO 

C01 -Cargo 4 Sollth Redevelopment 

CO2 · Off-site Cargo PH 1 {L-Sh;ipe) 

C03 • Off-site Cargo PH 2 (L-Shape) 

LANDSIDE 

L01 - NAE R@location {southbound lanes) 

L02 - Elevated Busway & Stattons 

l03 -Second Terminal Roads/Curbside 

LO~· Millin Terminal North GT Lot 

LOS · North GT Holding lot 

l06- Employee Parking Surface Lot 

L07 • Employee Parking Structure 

TERMINAL 

TOt -NorthGates 

102-SEcond Terminal & Par1<ing 

AIRPORT/AIRLINE SUPPORT 

S01- Fuel Farm Expansiori 

502 - Primary ARFF 

503 - Secondary ARFF 

S04 - Fuel Rack Relocation 

505-Triculator 

S06 - Consolidated De-icing Tanks 

507 • Westside Maintenance Campus 

SOS-Airline Support {north) 

509 - Airline Support (west) 

510 - Centralized Rec. & Dist. Center 



Proposed SAMP Near-Term Projects

A new Second Terminal would be constructed to provide the necessary facilities to meet the 
projected passenger demand at the Airport. The Second Terminal would include the 
following Primary Elements, Connected Actions, and Similar Actions:

•  New and modified Airport roadways to access the new Second Terminal (L03 – Second Terminal Roads & Curbside)

•  New parking garage and passenger terminal facilities for passenger check-in; passenger and baggage screening;          
airline offices, baggage conveyance and claim; concessions; and restrooms (T02 – Second Terminal & Parking)

•  New terminal concourse including typical functions such as baggage handling; passenger holdrooms, concessions, 
restrooms, etc.; office space; and walkway to the passenger terminal walkway (T01 – North Gates) 

•  New elevated busway to provide a way for passengers to transfer among the Main Terminal, New Second Terminal, and 
Rental Car Facility (L02 – Elevated Busway & Stations)

•  New aircraft parking positions for aircraft waiting to park at a passenger gate, aircraft needing parking overnight, or 
remote aircraft gates where passengers are bussed to the airplane (A05 – North Hold Pad & A09 – Hardstand (central))

•  Relocation of the southbound lanes of the North Airport Expressway to clear the site for construction of A09 Hardstand 
(central) and T01 North Gates (L01 – North Airport Expressway (NAE) Relocation (southbound lanes)). The southbound 
lanes would also be widened near the terminal to alleviate congestion.

Purpose: Meet Forecasted Passenger Demand

Port~_, 
of Seattle 

SEATTLE-TACOMA 
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Proposed SAMP Near-Term Projects

A new Second Terminal would be constructed to provide the necessary facilities to meet the 
projected passenger demand at the Airport. The Second Terminal would include the 

following Primary Elements, Connected Actions, and Similar Actions:

•  Construction of a new ground transportation lot on Port property north of State Route (SR) 518 to accommodate 

increased demand and replace the S 160th St. parking lot displaced by the L02 - Elevated Busway (L05 – North Ground 

Transportation Lot)

•  Relocation of the Primary Aircraft Rescue and Firefighting (ARFF) station to clear the site for the new passenger 
concourse T01 North Gates (S02 – Primary Aircraft Rescue and Firefighting (ARFF) station & S03 – Secondary ARFF). The 

new ARFF would be larger than the existing ARFF to accommodate additional personnel.

•  Relocation of the fuel rack from its current location in the Cargo 6 area to clear the site for construction of the new 

passenger concourse T01 North Gates (S04 – Fuel Rack Relocation).

•  In an effort to consolidate storage of aircraft deicing fluid and to clear a site for the construction of the new passenger 

concourse T01 North Gates, sets of deicing fluid tanks are proposed on both the north and south end of the airfield (S06 

– Consolidated De-icing Fluid Storage Tanks)

•  Expansion of the existing north ground transportation lot to accommodate increased demand for charter and cruise 

passenger buses (L04 – Main Terminal North Ground Transportation Lot)

Purpose: Meet Forecasted Passenger Demand

Port~_, 
of Seattle 

SEATTLE-TACOMA 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 



Proposed SAMP Near-Term Projects

A new Second Terminal would be constructed to provide the necessary facilities to meet the 
projected passenger demand at the Airport. The Second Terminal would include the 
following Primary Elements, Connected Actions, and Similar Actions:

•  A new surface parking lot would accommodate increased demand for employee parking. The surface lot would be 
constructed on Port-owned property north of SR 518 (L06 – Employee Parking Surface Lot) 

•  A new parking structure north of SR 518 would provide additional capacity to accommodate increased demand for 
employee parking.  (L07 – Employee Parking Structure)

•  A new Centralized Receiving & Distribution Center would be constructed on Port-owned property north of SR 518 to 
improve security and more efficiently screen and move supplies to concessionaires in the current and proposed future 
passenger terminals (S10 – Centralized Receiving & Distribution Center) 

Purpose: Meet Forecasted Passenger Demand

Port~_, 
of Seattle 

SEATTLE-TACOMA 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 



Proposed SAMP Near-Term Projects

Various cargo-related projects would be constructed to provide the necessary facilities to 
meet the projected cargo demand at the Airport.  These include the following Primary 
Elements, Connected Actions, and Similar Actions:

•  A new cargo aircraft parking area would be constructed in the North Cargo area east of Taxiway A. 
(A08 – Hardstand (north))

•  The Cargo 4 South site would be redeveloped to address poor existing building conditions and configuration, and a larger 
building would be constructed to serve future demand. (C01 – Cargo 4 South Redevelopment))

•  Two new cargo warehouse buildings with truck access would be constructed on the Port-owned L-Shape property.  No 
aircraft would utilize the L-Shape property because it is not located on the airfield.(C02 – Off-site Cargo Phase 1 (L-Shape) 
&  C03 – Off-site Cargo Phase 2 (L-Shape)) 

•  The Port’s Aviation Maintenance Facility (AMF) would be relocated from its current location in the North Cargo area to 
clear the site for construction of the A08 Hardstand (north) project. The AMF would be located on the west side of the 
airport in the West-side Maintenance Campus. (S07 – West-side Maintenance Campus) 

•  To accommodate displaced Ground Service Equipment (GSE) maintenance and aircraft maintenance functions from the 
United Airlines maintenance building and Swissport cargo facility, and aircraft maintenance functions from the United 
Airlines maintenance building, two airline support buildings/expansions are planned.  The first is a new building located 
in the far northeast corner of the North Cargo area.  The second is an expansion of the existing AMB/AFCO III building to 
the west.  (S08 Airlines Support (north) & S09 – Airline Support (west)).

Purpose: Meet Forecasted Cargo Demand

Port~_, 
of Seattle 
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INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 



Proposed SAMP Near-Term Projects

Various improvements would be constructed to comply with FAA standards and 

guidance. These include the following elements:

•  A runway blast pad is a surface adjacent to a runway intended to provide erosion protection from aircraft jet blast.  The 

existing blast pads on RWY 16R34L would be expanded to meet current standard dimensions.  (A02 – Runway 16R-34L 

Blast Pads

•  To provide the standard 500’ runway/taxiway separation, Taxiway B would be moved to the east between Taxiway C (at 

the north end of the airfield) and the approximate location of the existing Taxiway L.  Shifting Taxiway B would also result 

in Taxiway A being shifted east.  (A04 – Taxiway B 500’ Separation & RIM Mitigation)

•  Fillets are essentially rounded corners created with pavement and markings, and are used as part of taxiways to provide 

adequate distances between aircraft and the pavement edges. Fillets which do not meet current FAA standards would be 

improved when the fillet/area is in need of a reconstruction or impacted by another project.  (A10 – Taxiway Fillets)

Purpose: Comply With FAA Airfield Standards/Guidance

Port~_, 
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Proposed SAMP Near-Term Projects

Various improvements would be constructed to enhance the operational
efficiency of the Airport. These include the following elements: 

•  Taxiway A would be extended south of Taxiway S to provide a parallel taxiway to Taxiway B. This taxiway will help reduce 
delay by providing additional pavement for ATCT to sequence aircraft. 

•  To facilitate the taxiway work, the Runway 34R glide slope antenna and shelter may need to be relocated to the west 
side of Runway 16L-34R because it would be displaced by the Taxiway B construction. Additional work that may be 
required to facilitate the taxiway construction includes a new Vehicle Service Road bridge over S 188 Street.   (A01 –
Taxiway A/B Extension) 

•  High-speed exits allow landing aircraft to exit the runway at relatively higher speeds, leading to less time on the runway. 
A new high-speed exit would be constructed for Runway 34L arrivals between Taxiway J and Taxiway E. (A06 – Runway 
34L High-speed Exit)

•  Taxiway D is currently a short taxiway between Runways 16C-34C and 16L-34R, and is used by aircraft waiting to take off 
from Runway 16C. This project would extend Taxiway D from Runway 16C-34C west to Taxiway T.

(A07 – Taxiway D Extension) 

Purpose: Improve Airfield Operational Efficiency 

Port~_, 
of Seattle 

SEATTLE-TACOMA 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 



Proposed SAMP Near-Term Projects

Various improvements would be constructed to enhance the Airport’s

fueling capabilities. These include the following elements: 

•  Expansion of the fuel farm would include additional settling tank capacity and construction of infrastructure to support 

the Port’s Sustainable Aviation Fuel (SAF) initiative. The addition of four settling tanks adding approximately 10 million 

gallons of storage capacity would require additional piping, expansion of the spill containment dike, and four above 

ground storage tanks.  (S01 – Fuel Farm Expansion)

Purpose: Provide Additional Fuel Capacity and Meet Port’s Sustainable Aviation Fuel Initiative

Port~_, 
of Seattle 
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Additional

NEPA EA Process
SAMP Near-Term Projects environmental review

Formulation of Revise Draft EA 
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NEPA Environmental
Impact Categories

All to be considered in SAMP NTP Environmental Review

•  Air Quality
•  Biological Resources
•  Climate
•  Coastal Resources
•  Department of Transportation Act Section 4(f) Resources
•  Farmlands
•  Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention
•  Historical, Architectural, Archaeological, and Cultural Resources
•  Land Use
•  Natural Resources and Energy Supply
•  Noise and Compatible Land Use
•  Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s Environmental Health and Safety
•  Visual Effects
•  Water Resources

•  Floodplains
•  Groundwater
•  Surface Waters
•  Wetlands
•  Wild and Scenic Rivers

•  Cumulative Impacts
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Additional

SEPA EIS Process:
SAMP Near-Term Projects

Respond to 
Comments

Comment
Period & 

Public Hearing

Formulation 
of 

Proposed 
Action 

and 
Reasonable 
Alternatives 

Background 
Data 

Collection 

Lead Agency 
- Issues Determination 

of Significance and 
Scoping Notice 

Prepare 
Final 
EIS 

Prepare and 
Distribute 
Draft EIS 

Scoping Period 

- Review 
scoping 

comments 

- Revise EIS 

Circulate 
Final EIS 

Notice of 
Action Taken 
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SEPA Elements
of the Environment

All to be considered in SAMP NTP Environmental Review
Natural environment
• Earth

• Geology
• Soils
• Topography
• Unique physical features
• Erosion/enlargement of land area (accretion)

• Air
• Air Quality
• Odor
• Climate

• Water
• Surface water movement/quantity/quality
• Runoff/absorption
• Floods
• Groundwater movement/quantity/quality
• Public water supplies

• Plants and animals
• Habitat for and numbers or diversity of species          

of plants, fish, or other wildlife                                
• Unique species
• Fish or wildlife migration routes

• Energy and natural resources
• Amount required/rate of use/efficiency
• Source/availability
• Nonrenewable resources
• Conservation and renewable resources
• Scenic resources

Port 
of Seattle 
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SEPA Elements
of the Environment

All to be considered in SAMP NTP Environmental Review
Built environment
• Environmental health

• Noise
• Risk of explosion
• Releases or potential releases to the 

environment affecting public health,
such as toxic or hazardous materials

• Land and shoreline use
• Relationship to existing land use plans and to 

estimated population
• Housing
• Light and glare
• Aesthetics
• Recreation
• Historic and cultural preservation
• Agricultural crops

• Transportation
• Transportation systems
• Vehicular traffic
• Waterborne, rail, and air traffic
• Parking
• Movement/circulation of people or goods
• Traffic hazards

• Public services and utilities
• Fire
• Police
• Schools
• Parks or other recreational facilities
• Maintenance
• Communications
• Water/stormwater
• Sewer/solid waste
• Other governmental services or utilities

Port 
of Seattle 

SEATTLE-TACOMA 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 



Land uses Adjacent to Sea-Tac
Study area boundaries to be developed for each resource category
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Air Quality And Climate
Regulations and Guidance

NEPA
Air Quality and Climate
•  National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
• FAA Order 5050.4B, NEPA Implementing

Instructions for Airport Actions
• FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts:

Policies and Procedures 
•  Clean Air Act (1990 Amendments)

42 U.S.C. §§ 7401- 7671

SEPA
Air Quality and Climate
•  Washington  Clean Air Act
•  Puget Sound Clean Air Agency and permit

requirements
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Aircraft Noise

• FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures
• FAA Order 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions
• 14 CFR Part 150 Land Use Compatibility Guidelines 

• Based on Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL)
• Noise-sensitive uses are considered non-compatible at or above 65 DNL
• Residential
• Schools
• Places of worship
• Hospitals
• Nursing homes
• Daycare facilities where licensed education occurs
• Libraries

• FAA provides methodology for preparing noise analyses and determining impacts
• Required use of Aviation Environmental Design Tool (AEDT)
• Threshold for significant impacts is 1.5 DNL increase within a 65 DNL noise contour over noise sensitive 

land uses

NEPA/SEPA
Regulations and Guidance
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Public Properties

NEPA/SEPA
•  Department of Transportation Act, Section 4(f)
•  Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965
•  National Historic Preservation Act
•  Executive Order 13175, Consultation and Coordination with

Indian Tribal Governments
•  Executive memorandum, Government-to-Government Relations

with Native American Tribal Governments

Regulations and Guidance

Port 
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Water Resources

NEPA
Wetlands
•  Clean Water Act
•  Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands
•  Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
Floodplains
•  Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management 
•  National Flood Insurance Act
Surface Waters
•  Clean Water Act 
•  Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
•  Rivers and Harbors Act
Ground Water
•  Clean Water Act
Coastal Resources
•  Coastal Barrier Resources Act
•  Coastal Zone Management Act
•  National Marine Sanctuaries Act
Wild and Scenic Rivers
•  Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

SEPA
•  Washington Water Pollution Control Act
•  National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

(NPDES) permit
•  Growth Management Act
•  Washington Hydraulic Code

Regulations and Guidance
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Biological and Natural Resources

NEPA/SEPA
Biological Resources
•  Clean Water Act
•  Endangered Species Act
•  Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act
•  Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 

Management Act
•  Marine Mammal Protection Act
•  Migratory Bird Treaty Act
Farmlands
•  Farmland Protection Policy Act
Natural Resources and Energy Supply
•  Energy Independence and Security Act
•  Energy Policy Act

SEPA
Biological Resources
•  Growth Management Act
• State Priority Habitats & Species
•  Shoreline Management Act
•  Forest Practices Act

Regulations and Guidance
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Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste,
and Pollution Prevention

NEPA/SEPA
•  Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
•  Emergency Planning and Community Right to Know Act
•  Federal Facilities Compliance Act
•  Hazardous Materials Transportation Act
•  Oil Pollution Act
•  Pollution Prevention Act
•  Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
•  Toxic Substances Control Act
•  Executive Order 12088, Federal Compliance with Pollution Control Standards
•  Executive Order 12580, Superfund Implementations
•  Executive Order 13423, Strengthening Federal Environmental, Energy, and Transportation Management
•  Executive Order 13514, Federal Leadership in Environmental, Energy, and Economic Performance
•  CEQ Memorandum on Pollution Prevention and the National Environmental Policy Act

Regulations and Guidance
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Social and Community

NEPA
Socioeconomics

•  Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 

Acquisitions Policy Act

Environmental Justice

•  Title VI of the Civil Rights Act

•  Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address 

Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and 

Low-Income Populations

Environmental Health

•  Executive Order 13045, Protection of Children from 

Environmental Health Risks and Safety Risks

SEPA
•  Land Use and Building Permits

•  Traffic and Transportation Approvals

Regulations and Guidance
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Transportation

NEPA
•  FAA Order 1050.1F, Desk Reference
•  Provides factors to consider when determining

impacts         
• Disrupt local traffic patterns and substantially reduce 

the levels of service of roads serving an airport and its 
surrounding communities

SEPA
• SEPA, Chapter 43.21C, RCW
• SEPA Guidelines and Rules, Chapter 197-11, WAC
• WSDOT guidelines and local guidelines. 

• Transportation operations guidelines from WSDOT 
and local agencies (Cities of Burien, SeaTac, and 
Des Moines) provide Operational standards and 
policies that determine levels of significance. 

• State and local transportation plans or 
comprehensive plans also provide guidance 
related to analysis of all transportation 
elements.

• SEPA, Chapter 36.70A, Washington Growth 
Management Act (GMA)

Regulations and Guidance
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Additional

Anticipated NTP Environmental 
Review Schedule

Planning Open Houses 
5/30,6/14,6/20 

Agency & Public Scoping Proce!SS 

• Start scoping process/notification: July 30 

Agency Scoping Meeting 

• September 6: Sea-Tac Airport 

Public Scoping Meetings 

• September 10: City of Des Moiines 
• September 12: City of Seattle (Beacon Hill) 
• September 17: City of Federal Way 
• September 19: City of Sea Tac 

• Scoping Process/ Comment Pe!riod Ends 
September 28 

Port 
of Seattle 

SEATTLE-TACOMA 
INTE RNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Environmental Analysis NEPA EA/SEPA EIS comment period 
Fall 2018- Fall 2019 Fall 2019 

,------A ..... _____ , , ____ 1,....._"""'l 

2019 ♦ ♦ ♦ 

Draft NEPA EA/SEPA EIS- Early Fall 2019 J 
Final NEPA EA/SEPA EIS- Early Winter 2019 

Winter 2019 ------
• FAA NEPA Decision 
• Port of Seattle SEPA Action 



How to Comment

•  Scoping comments may be submitted via:

•  SAMP Environmental Review website (Click “Participate”): 

www.SAMPNTPenvironmentalreview.org

•  Email: SAMP@portseattle.org

•  Regular mail to:     Mr. Steve Rybolt

Port of Seattle

Aviation Environment and Sustainability

P.O. Box 68727 Seattle, WA 98168

•  In person at a Scoping Meeting:

•  Submit written comments

•  Submit oral comments to court reporter

•  All comments must be submitted or postmarked by September 28, 2018.

Port 
of Seattle 

SEATTLE-TACOMA 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
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Scoping Meetings

Scoping is an early and open process for determining the scope of issues to be addressed 
and for identifying the significant issues related to a proposed action.

Scoping meetings for the public will be held:

September 17, 2018
City of Federal Way
5:30 PM - 8:30 PM
Federal Way Community Center

September 12, 2018
City of Seattle (Beacon Hill)
5:30 PM - 8:30 PM
New Holly Gathering Hall

September 19, 2018
City of SeaTac
5:30 PM - 8:30 PM
SeaTac Community Center

September 10, 2018
City of Des Moines
5:30 PM - 8:30 PM
Highline College Student Union

At the scoping meetings information regarding the Proposed Action and the environmental 
review process will be available. For more information or for those unable to attend a Public 
Scoping Meeting, the same information will be available on the Port of Seattle’s website: 
www.SAMPNTPenvironmentalreview.org

Port~_, 
of Seattle 

SEATTLE-TACOMA 
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Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
Near-Term Projects environmental review 
October 9, 2018 
 

POST SCOPING COMMENT PERIOD – UPDATE TO THE PUBLIC 
 
Thank you for participating in the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Near-Term Projects 
environment review public scoping process.  We appreciate your participation in the public scoping 
meetings and your comments. 
 
Over 300 people attended the public scoping meetings and we received over 750   comment submittals 
via email, regular mail, the Online Open House, and in person at the public scoping meetings.  
 
The Port of Seattle (Port) and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) are reviewing all comment 
submittals to inform the SAMP Near-Term Projects environmental review process. In the next few 
months, the Port and the FAA will prepare responses to the comments received. 
 
It is anticipated that we will brief the Port of Seattle Commission in early 2019 on the outcome of the 
scoping process and next steps. A scoping report will be made available following the 2019 briefing to 
Port of Seattle Commission and be available for review online at 
www.SAMPNTPenvironmentalreview.org.  
 
Following a detailed environmental analysis that will take most of 2019, in compliance with State 

Environmental Protection (SEPA) and the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA), the draft 

environmental review of the SAMP Near-Term Projects is expected to be available for public review and 

comment in the Fall of 2019.  

Stay tuned on the SAMP Near-Term Projects environmental review by visiting 

www.SAMPNTPenvironmentalreview.org, or subscribe to our e-newsletter via www.portofseattle.org, 

and check the “Sustainable Airport Master Plan” list. 

 
 

http://www.sampntpenvironmentalreview.org/
http://www.sampntpenvironmentalreview.org/
http://www.portofseattle.org/


Sustainable Airport Master Plan Environmental Review Scoping Begins July 30 

 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) is the blueprint for changes at Seattle-Tacoma 
International Airport to meet future forecasted demand.  SAMP identifies over 30 Near-Term 
Projects that are needed to serve the expected growth in passengers, flights and cargo activity 
through 2027.   
 
Today marks the launch of the 60-day environmental review scoping period for the SAMP Near-
Term Projects.  During this time, agency stakeholders and the public have the opportunity to 
provide input about the range of environmental categories to be studied in this environmental 
review process.  All comments must be submitted or postmarked by September 28.   
 
Visit the SAMP online open house (www.SAMPenvironmentalreview.org) to provide public 
comment and learn more about the SAMP environmental review process.  The environmental 
categories and the SAMP Scoping Information Packet are available on the online open house. 
 
Comments can be submitted through the online open house, by email, by USPS mail, and in 
person at any of the four public open houses: 
 

• September 10 – Highline College Student Union/Building 8 (City of Des Moines) 
• September 12 – New Holly Gathering Hall (City of Seattle – Beacon Hill neighborhood) 
• September 17 – Federal Way Community Center (City of Federal Way) 
• September 19 – SeaTac Community Center (City of SeaTac) 

 
All public open houses will occur from 5:30 PM to 8:30 PM, will be widely advertised, will 
cover identical content, and will include subject matter experts on hand to answer questions.  A 
stenographer will record verbal comments at each public open house.  A scoping meeting for 
public agencies will be held on September 6 at Sea-Tac Airport.  For more information on the 
public open houses and the various ways to provide comments, visit the SAMP Environmental 
Review website.   
 
If you need the assistance of an interpreter, please call the Port’s language help line at (206) 787-
3797.  If other accommodations are needed for any of the public meetings, please call (206) 787-
5525.    
 
 
 

http://www.sampenvironmentalreview.org/
http://www.sampenvironmentalreview.org/
http://www.sampenvironmentalreview.org/


 

Subject: SAMP Near-Term Projects environmental review post-scoping comment period update  
 
Thank you for participating in the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Near-Term Projects 
environment review public scoping process.  We appreciate your participation in the public scoping 
meetings and your comments. 
 
Over 300 people attended the public scoping meetings and we received over 750 comment submittals 
via email, regular mail, the Online Open House, and in person at the public scoping meetings.  
 
The Port of Seattle (Port) and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) are reviewing all comment 
submittals to inform the SAMP Near-Term Projects environmental review process. In the next few 
months, the Port and the FAA will prepare responses to the comments received. 
 
It is anticipated that we will brief the Port of Seattle Commission in early 2019 on the outcome of the 
scoping process and next steps. A scoping report will be made available following the 2019 briefing to 
Port of Seattle Commission and be available for review online at 
www.SAMPNTPenvironmentalreview.org.  
 
Following a detailed environmental analysis that will take most of 2019, in compliance with State 

Environmental Protection (SEPA) and the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA), the draft 

environmental review of the SAMP Near-Term Projects is expected to be available for public review and 

comment in the Fall of 2019.  

Stay tuned on the SAMP Near-Term Projects environmental review by visiting 

www.SAMPNTPenvironmentalreview.org. 

 
 

http://www.sampntpenvironmentalreview.org/
http://www.sampntpenvironmentalreview.org/


Delivered to the following govdelivery listserv on September 27, 2018:  
• Environment 
• Sea-Tac Airport 
• Ecology Fund 
• Sea-Tac Stakeholder Advisory Round Table (StART) 
• SAMP 
• Highline Forum 
 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan Near-Term Projects Environmental Review 
Scoping Concludes Friday, September 28, 2018 
 
The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) identifies Near-Term Projects (NTP) that 
are needed to serve the expected growth in passengers, flights and cargo activity 
through 2027.   
 
Friday, September 28 marks the conclusion of the 60-day environmental review scoping 
comment period for the SAMP Near-Term Projects. During this time, which included 
four public open houses, agency stakeholders and members of the public have had the 
opportunity to comment on the evaluation of the potential impacts in the environmental 
resource categories and elements of the environment required under NEPA and SEPA, 
as well as the reasonable range of alternatives.   
 
If you wish to provide comments by the deadline, please visit the SAMP online open 
house (www.SAMPNTPenvironmentalreview.org) to learn more about the SAMP NTP 
environmental review process and to provide comment. Additional information, including 
the SAMP NTP environmental review Scoping Information Packet, is available on the 
online open house.   
 
Comments also can be submitted by email, SAMP@portseattle.org, and by USPS mail 
at the address below. All comments must be submitted or postmarked before midnight 
Friday, September 28.   
 
Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA  98168 
 

http://www.sampntpenvironmentalreview.org/


Sustainable Airport Master Plan Near-Term Projects Environmental Review: September 

Public Scoping Meetings 

 

SAMP identifies Near-Term Projects that are needed to serve the expected growth in passengers, 
flights and cargo activity through 2027.   
 
The 60-day environmental review scoping period for the SAMP Near-Term Projects began on 
July 30 and concludes on September 28.  During this time, agency stakeholders and members of 
the public are invited to comment on the evaluation of the potential impacts in the environmental 
resource categories and elements of the environment required under NEPA and SEPA as well as 
the reasonable range of alternatives.   Four public scoping meetings have been scheduled in 
September to allow members of the public to interact with subject matter experts.  At the public 
scoping meetings, attendees can also either formally submit their comments in writing or have 
their verbal comments captured by a stenographer. 
 
Public scoping meetings: 

• September 10 – Highline College Student Union/Building 8 (2400 S. 240th Street - Des 

Moines) 

• September 12 – New Holly Gathering Hall (7054 32nd Avenue S. - Seattle - Beacon 

Hill neighborhood) 

• September 17 – Federal Way Community Center (876 S. 333rd Street - Federal Way) 

• September 19 – SeaTac Community Center (13735 24th Avenue S. - SeaTac) 
 
For the September 10 meeting: Attendees can park at Highline College’s East, North or South 
Parking Lot.  Port staff will be positioned at each lot’s parking pay station to distribute free 
visitor parking passes to attendees.    
 
All meetings will occur from 5:30 PM to 8:30 PM, are being widely advertised, will cover 
identical content and will offer translated materials, child care and food and beverages. 
 
Visit the SAMP online open house (https://sampntpenvironmentalreview.org/) to learn more 
about the public scoping meetings and environmental review process.  Formal comments can 
also be submitted through the online open house, by email and by USPS mail.   
 
If you need the assistance of an interpreter, please call the Port’s language help line at (206) 787-
3797.  If other accommodations are needed for any of the meetings, please call (206) 787-
5525.    
 
 
 



 

 

 
For Immediate Release 

September 5, 2018 
 Contact: Perry Cooper/Sea-Tac Airport 

 206-787-4923 
cooper.p@portseattle.org 

 
Beginning September 10: Attend Public Meetings on Seattle-Tacoma 

International Airport’s Sustainable Airport Master Plan Near-Term Projects 
Environmental Review 

Port inviting public comments in person at meetings, via mail, email, or through an online open 
house in English, العربية , Somali, Español, and Tiếng Việt 

 
(Seattle) -- The Port of Seattle will host four public meetings this month as part of the environmental review 
“scoping” process of the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Near-Term Projects for Seattle-Tacoma 
International Airport. During scoping, the public is invited to comment on the evaluation of the potential impacts in 
the environmental resources categories and elements of the environment required under NEPA and SEPA as well 
as the reasonable range of alternatives.  
 
The public may provide comments through September 28, the end of an official 60-day public comment period.    
 
The Port invites comments by email, regular mail, through an online open house, and during four public meetings 
scheduled during September. The online open house material is available in English, العربية , Somali, Español, 
and Tiếng Việt. 
 

• September 10 – Highline College Student Union Building 8, 2400 S 240th St, Des Moines, WA 98198 
(City of Des Moines) 

o Attendees can park at Highline College’s East, North or South Parking Lot. Port staff will be at 
each lot’s parking pay station to distribute free parking passes to attendees.    
 

• September 12 – New Holly Gathering Hall, 7054 32nd Ave S, Seattle, WA 98118 (City of Seattle – 
Beacon Hill neighborhood) 
 

• September 17 – Federal Way Community Center, 876 S 333rd St, Federal Way, WA 98003 (City of 
Federal Way) 
 

• September 19 – SeaTac Community Center, 13735 24th Ave S, SeaTac, WA 98168 (City of SeaTac) 
 

All public meetings will occur from 5:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. and all meetings have identical content. 
 
SAMP Near-Term Projects planning identified projects to improve efficiency, safety, access to the airport, and 
support facilities for airlines and the airport to accommodate forecasted demand of 56 million passengers by 
2027.  
 
These Near-Term Projects will be studied in this environmental review process. The proposed SAMP Near-Term 
Projects purpose is to meet forecasted passenger and cargo demand, comply with FAA airfield 
standards/guidance, improve airfield operational efficiency, provide additional fuel capacity and meet the Port’s 
sustainable aviation fuel initiative.   
 

Port 
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The SAMP includes a Long-Term Vision for Sea-Tac, which includes projects that are not ripe for environmental 
review at this time, as they require further study and are not reasonably foreseeable. Before any of the Long-Term 
Vision projects are implemented, the appropriate planning and environmental review process will be conducted. 
 
 
About Seattle-Tacoma International Airport 
Operated by the Port of Seattle, Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (SEA, KSEA) is ranked as the 9th busiest 
U.S. airport, serving 46.9 million passengers and more than 425,800 metric tons of air cargo in 2017. With a 
regional economic impact of more than $22.5 billion in business revenue, Sea-Tac generates more than 151,400 
jobs (87,300 direct jobs), representing over $3.6 billion in direct earnings and more than $442 million in state and 
local taxes. Twenty-eight airlines serve 87 non-stop domestic and 23 international destinations. 
 

#  #  # 



 

 

 
For Immediate Release 

July 30, 2018 
 Contact: Perry Cooper/Sea-Tac Airport 

 206-787-4923 
cooper.p@portseattle.org 

 

Sustainable Airport Master Plan Environmental Review Scoping Begins 
July 30th for Sea-Tac Airport 

Port of Seattle asking for public input online and through meetings in September 
 
(Seattle) -- The Port of Seattle is asking for public input beginning July 30th for the first phase 
of environmental review of the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) for Seattle-Tacoma 
International Airport. The public is invited to comment for the next 60 days through an online 
open house and during four public meetings scheduled during the month of September.  
 
This first phase of extensive studies about potential environmental impacts of SAMP is called 
‘scoping’ which invites public input on what topics should be studied in the Environmental 
Review. In compliance with the State Environmental Protection Act (SEPA) and the National 
Environmental Protection Act (NEPA), scoping provides the earliest possible opportunity for 
public and agency stakeholders to provide input about the range of environmental issues to be 
studied during the environmental review.  
 
Information on the SAMP environmental review, the scoping process and the opportunity to 
comment can be found at an online open house [link 
http://www.sampenvironmentalreview.org/ ]. Comments can also be summited by email, 
regular mail, and in person at the four public open houses occurring this September:  
 

• September 10 – Highline College Student Union (City of Des Moines) 
• September 12 – New Holly Gathering Hall (City of Seattle – Beacon Hill neighborhood) 
• September 17 – Federal Way Community Center (City of Federal Way)  
• September 19 – SeaTac Community Center (City of SeaTac) 

o All open houses will occur from 5:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m.  
 
What is SAMP?  
The Central Puget Sound region is expected to grow by another one million people by 2035. 
The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) is the blueprint for changes at Sea-Tac Airport to 
meet future forecasted regional demand. The first phase of SAMP recommends more than 30 
projects that will improve efficiency, safety, access to the airport, and support facilities for 
airlines and the airport to accommodate a forecasted demand of 56 million passengers by 
2027. Sea-Tac Airport served 46.9 million passengers in 2017, the seventh straight record 
year of passenger growth.  
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The first phase of projects includes a new north terminal with 19 gates and an automated 
people mover with three stations to connect the Rental Car Facility, a new terminal, and the 
main terminal.  
 
Scoping Topics 
To date the airport has identified 28 environmental categories such as environmental justice 
and children’s environmental health, climate and greenhouse gases, light emissions, visual 
impacts and noise to study during the environmental review. The public and stakeholders are 
invited to add comments and ideas to the scoping categories.  
 
 
About Seattle-Tacoma International Airport 
Operated by the Port of Seattle, Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (SEA, KSEA) is ranked as the 9th busiest 
U.S. airport, serving 46.9 million passengers and more than 425,800 metric tons of air cargo in 2017. With a 
regional economic impact of more than $22.5 billion in business revenue, Sea-Tac generates more than 151,400 
jobs (87,300 direct jobs), representing over $3.6 billion in direct earnings and more than $442 million in state and 
local taxes. Twenty-eight airlines serve 87 non-stop domestic and 23 international destinations. 
 

#  #  # 



 

  

Port of Seattle e @PortofSeattle , Sep 5 V 

The public is invited to participate in the @SeaTacAirport Susta inable Airport 

Master Plan Near-Term Projects envi ronmental review during our scoping phase 

with four public meetings on Sept. 10. 12, 17. 19. Learn more: 

tinyurl.com/ SAMPNTP 

Q Us • 11 El 

Port of Seattle O @PortofSeattle • Sep t 0 v 
Don' t miss the Public Scoping M eeting in @DesMoinesWA today from 5:30-8:30 

p.m. Hope to see you there to participate in t he @SeaTacAi rport Sustainable 

Airport Master Plan Near-Term Projects Environmental Review! Learn more: 

tinyurl.com/ SAMPNTP 

Q t.l.3 0 4 El 

V - === Port of Seattle e @PortofSeattle • Sep 12 

Hey #Seattle! We're on Beacon Hill t his evening for the @SeaTacAirport 

Sustainable Airport Master Plan Near-Term Projects environmental review Public 

Scoping Meeting from 5:30-8:30 p.m. Join us! Learn more: tinyurl.com/SAMPNTP 

o/Seanle 

Q t.l. 0 1 

Port of Seattle e @PortofSeattle • Sep 14 V 

The public is invited to participate in our Sustainable Airport Master Plan Near 

Term Proj ects environmental review during the scoping process at two remaining 

publ ic scoping meetings on Sept. 17 in # federalway and Sept. 19 in #seatac. l earn 
more: tinyurl.com/SAMPNTP 

Q t.1.1 0 3 

Port of Seattle e @PortofSeattle . Sep t 7 V 

Pon ::: 
ofSeanit- Reminder t hat the public is invited to participate in the @SeaTacAirport 

Sustainable Airport Master Plan Near-Term Projects environmental review during 

t he scoping process. We have a public meeting today in #Federa lWay. Learn 

more: tinyurl.com/SAMPNTP 

01 t.1.3 0 3 



 

  

Pon :i!!!i? 
ofSe;mle 

Port of Seattle O @PortofSeattle • Sep 19 

This evening is our final Public Scoping Meeting in the #cityofseatac for the 
@SeaTacAirport Sustainable Airport Master Plan Near-Term Projects 

environmental review. Get the details here: tinyurl.com/SAMPNT 

Q U1 C? 3 

Sea-Tac Airporte @SeaTacAirport, Sep 5 

V 

V 

The public is invited to participate in the @SeaTacAirport Sustainable Airport 

Master Plan Near-Term Projects environmental review during our scoping phase 

wit h four public meetings on Sept. 10, 12. 17. 19. Learn more: 

tinyurl.com/SAMPNTP 

Q Ut C? 2 1h 

10 
SAMP Near-Term Projects Environmental 
Review Scoping Meeting 
Puobc Hos.ea by Port of Seattle 

* lnterested 

Monday September 10 2018 al 5:30 PM - 8:30 PM PDT 
3~'\ ""'"U-.?9',) 

0 :;;t~~~ollege Stude<lt Union Building 8, 2400 S 240th S~ Des Moines 

Details 

The Sustainable Airport Master Pfan (SAMP) is the blueprin1 for changes at 
Sea-Tac Airport to meet future forecasfed demand for the proposed Near. 
Tem, Projects in 2027. "Scopin~ is an early component in lhe environmental 
re\1ew oft.he SAMP Near-Term Projects. 

The 60--day scoping comment period is open throug·h Sept 28. Scoping 
aJlows the public to comment on the evaluation of the potential impacts in 
the environmental resources categories and elements of the environment 
required uoder NEPA and SEPA as well as the reasonab1e range of 
aJtematives. Participate in our upcoming public scoping events, °' the online 
open house: ht1ps:/Jsampntpenwonmenfalreview org/ 

Attend the public scoping meeting for the City of Des Moines to participate. 

About Port of Seattle 

Port ~ 
of Seattle· 

Port of Seattle 
Pon S:.a!L.-: \\Gshingto.n 

!i'\'elool!'la 10 ms ~al ;a:C=O."'lOC ~ of tn.E Pon ofSunlcc. 

12 
SAMP Near-Term Projects Environmental 
Review Scoping Meeting 
Pubhc Hosted tiy Port of Seattle 

* Interested 

Wednesday September 12. 2018 at 5:30 PM - 8:30 PM PDT 
atou'I. 1 emnth ago 

O New Holly Gathering Hall 7054 32nd Ave S. Seattle. WA 98118 

Details 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) is the blueprinl for changes at 
Sea-Tac Airport lo meet future forecasted demand for the proposed Near
Term Projects in 2027. "Scoping" is an early component in the envi1onmental 
review of the SAMP Near-Term Projects. 

The 60-day scoping comment period is-open through Sept. 28. Scoping 
allows the public to comment on the evaluation of the potential impacts in 
the environmental resources categories and elements of the environment 
required under NEPA and SEPA as well as the reasonable range of 
alternatives. Participate in our upcoming public scoping events. or the online 
open house: https://sampntpenvironmentalreview org/ 

Attend the public scoping meeting for the Gity of Seattle to participate. 

About Port of Seattle 

Port of Seattle -Port=-
ofSeattle· 

Port Seattle, 'N3shiogton 

WelComE-lG lt!e c,"f,t">Ja,I F.3cebook ;:-age ::if:he Port of Seau:le. 



 

  

17 
SAMP Near-Term Projects Environmental 
Review Scoping Meeting 
~ b ~c --2 Ponc,fSe.1.I. 

• wiw .. t.a 

Wo1'1day S•pttrtbt:r H 2~1& it 5 30 P"' -8 30 Pf.• COT -
o Fe-!!t/'3 Wly Co1'N'!'L.nir1c.rtt1 ':,,:yof ~tGM..al\'~y1 S7tl S l33td S:.. 

Ftotra Way. l'IA 9!003 

0 Wtnt • 2 lnttnst.d 

Tr-i S\l'ili '"lible Airpo., Mn!er Pt•n SAr.t~) ::i V"i otu:1p.-.,oi1 fo, ct-•rcges at 
Sta•- i eAl'p0'1 iotTHI "ucU!e fo~c.s.:!Ni ctemir-J fi>r t.ii siropond f'.nr
T•Tm ?•o.i-~11 n 2C27 'S.:coin;~ iii'\ uriy ~rrpo .. i'"t in li'ii irvrorirr-tntill 
rwiewoft~i SA..\1P'lea·•Ttrin Pr~it?.'i 

Tt-t eo-oay scop ii1 c:crr,..,tnt ;..riod ,s. 01=,e-1 tlrct1gh Sep; 2a Sc;opmg 
attows lj-i put4ie tocom,...~nc O"l tte evilu.tion o;tM potil'ltil ftl:.l;c:s..., 
V.t ir~v--rorm•ntal ru~ron c.ie-.orie, ind ele"flrli of t"l t e~vu-orr--ir,1 
req11~id tinder "EP~. •nd SEPAii"Mllas V'i tUJOn.1b-. ,.,r.1c.f 
il?trt'litvH FimC~iti .. ., ou r .. ~m rJJ ,: .. blic ~pin~ iYif\:i or thi 0-,1:re 
ope:, ho..sc-· t:ttpi H"'l'1'~~tnrl(,r~nrn1r::1!rt-.i 1wo11! 

About Port of Sutt.It 

Port of Seattle 

Pon..=
o/Seattll" 

~ Sc!Qlse~"T! 

rtllbldltPl'J' ' ~ 

19 
SAMP Near-Term Projects Environmental 
Review Scoping Meeting 
Pulllic Hosted by Port of Seattle 

* lnterested 

'J Wednesday, September 19. 2018 al 5:30 PM - 6:30 PM PDT 
;;tioi..1 mc.r.:ti a~ 

0 ~;;~~;;mmunily Genier (Qty of SeaTac) 13735 241h Ave S SeaTac 

O Went • 1 Interested 
~: ~-TE rt,a cVent w.ih your fnenciE 

Details 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) is lhe blueprint for changes at 
Sea-Tac Ai:rpor1 lo meet iutwe forecasfed demand for the proposed Near
Tem, Projects in 2027. "Scoping4 is an early component i.n the environmental 
review of the SAMP Near-Term Projecis. 

The 60-day scoping comment period is open th.rough Sept 28. Scoping 
allows th.e public to comment on the evaJuation of the potential impacts rn 
the environmental resources categories and elements of the environment 
required under NEPA and SEPA as well as the reasonable range cf 
aUematives. Participate in our upcoming publ~ scoping events. or ihe online 
open house: https.//sampntpenmonmeotalreview orgl 

Attend the pubfic scoping meeting for the City of SeaTac to participate. 

About Port of Seattle 

Port .=" 
of Seattle 

Port of Seattle 
Port Se3:tle W'uhington 

IA'elcome ro .tie zlf.icial ~aCe!IOC« r:~ of~ Port cf Seanle. 

"""~ Port of Seattle 
..,Wffi,. September 5 ' 0 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) is the blueprint for changes at 
Sea-Tac Airport lo meet future forecasted demand for the proposed Mear
Tem1 Projects in 2027. "Scoping" is an ear1y componenl in the environmental 
review of the SAMP Near-Term Projects. 

The 60-day scopi.ng comment period is open through Sept. 28+ Scoping 
allows the public lo comment on the evaluation of the polential impacts in 
the environmental resources c,3fegories and elements of the environment 
required under NEPA and SEPA as well as the reasonable range of 
alternatives. Participate in our upcoming public scoping events, or lhe online 
open house: https://sampntpenvironmenlalreview org/ 

September 1 0lh al 5:30-8:30 p.m 
Highline College Student Union Building 8 (City of Des Moines) 
2400 S 240th St, Des Moines WA 98198 

September 121h at 5:30-6:30 p.m. 
New Holly Gathering Hall (City of Seattle - Beacon Hnl) 
7054 32nd Ave S, Seattle, WA 96118 

September 171h at 5:30-8:30 p.m. 

Federal Way Communil>/ Center (City of Federal Way) 
876 S 333rd St Federal Way. WA 98003 

September 191h at 5:30-8:30 p.m 
SeaTac Community Center (Crty of SeaTac) 
·t3735 24th Ave S, SeaTac. WA 98168 

SAJ.fOITTPENVIRONMENTALREVleN. ORG 

SAMP I Online Open House 
Sustamable Airport Master Pfan (SAMP) Near-Term projects environmenta_ 

ff> Share 



 

 

.... ;::;;.= Port of Seattle 
,,.....,._ September 14 - 0 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP} is the blueprint for changes at 
Sea-Tac Airport to meet future forecasted demand for the proposed Near
Term Projects in 2027. "Scoping" is an early component in the environmental 
review of the SAMP Near-Term Projects. 

The 60-day scoping comment period Is open th rough Sept. 28. Scoping 
allows the public to comment on the evaluation of the potential impacts in 
the environmental resources categories and elements of the environment 
required under NEPA and SEPA as well as the reasonable range of 
alternatives. Participate in our upcoming public scoping events, or the online 
open house: nttps://sampntpenvironmentalreview.orgl 

September 17th at 5:30-8:30 p.m. 
Federal Way Community Center (City of Federal Way} 
876 S 333rd St, Federal Way, WA 98003 

September 19th at 5:30-8:30 p.m. 
SeaTac Community Center (City of SeaTac} 
13735 24th Ave S, SeaTac, WA 98168 

18 lil<es 2 Comments 3 Shares 

":.'.i;i; Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (Sea-Tac) 
September 5 • 0 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) is the blueprint for changes at 
Sea-Tac Airport to meet future forecasted demand for the proposed Near
Term Projects in 2027. "Scoping" is an early component in the environmental 
review of the SAMP Near-Term Projects. 

The 60-day scoping comment period is open through Sept. 28. Scoping 
allows the public to comment on the evaluation of the potential impacts in 
the environmental resources categories and elements of the environment 
required under NEPA ana SEPA as well as the reasonable range of 
alternatives. Participate in our upcoming public scoping events, or the ontine 
open nouse: https:1/sampntpenvironmentalreview.org/ 

September 10th at 5:30-8:30 p.m. 
Highline College Student Union Building 8 (City of Des Moines) 
2400 s 240th St, Des Moines, WA 98198 

September 12th at 5:30-8:30 p.m. 
New Holly Gathering Hall (City of Seattle - Beacon Hill) 
7054 32nd Aves, Seattle. WA 98118 

September 17th at 5:30-8:30 p.m. 
Federal Way Community Center (City ofFederal Way} 
876 S 333rd St, Federal Way, WA 98003 

September 19th at 5:30-8:30 p.m. 
SeaTac Community Center (City of SeaTac) 
13735 24th Ave S, SeaTac. WA 98168 

SAMPNTPENVIRONMENTALREVIEW ORG 

SAMP I Online Open House 
sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Near-Term projects environmental 
review Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Near-Term projects 
environmental review ·scoping• is the first step in the SAMP Near-Term 
Project environmental review. This Online Open House is one way for you to 

p Share 



 

Open houses: September 10, 12.17, and 19 

OP('fl l>ouses: Sertember ~o. 12, 17, •nd 19 

Open houses: September 10, 12, 17, and 19 



l!t,e Seattle l!tmes 

Port of Seattle Aviation 
Environmental Programs 
PO Box 68727 

Seattle, WA 98168 

Re: Advertiser Account# 484819 

Ad#: 828506 

Agency Account#: 0 

Agency Name: 

Affidavit of Publication 
STATE OF WASHINGTON 
Counties of King and Snohomish 

The undersigned, on oath states that he/she is an authorized 
representative of The Seattle Times Company, 
publisher of The Seattle Times of general circulation 
published daily in King and Snohomish Counties, State 
of Washington. The Seattle Times has been approved as a 
legal newspaper by others of the Superior Court of King and 
Snohomish Counties. 

The notice, in the exact form annexed, was published in the 
regular and entire issue of said paper or papers and distrib
uted to its subscribers during all of the said period. 

Agent ~I() A.bshic 

Newspaper and Publication Date(s) 

Seattle Times 
Seattle Times 

07/30/18 
08/30/18 

Subscribed and sworn to before me on A-OG- ~Ot ::t.o1t, siateolWashington 

DATE f,ly Appointment Expires 
,t:f~ ~Lb..~ Debbfa Feb 15. 2022 



Re: Advertiser Account# 484819 

Agency Account #: 0 

AD TEXT 
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Ad#: 828506 

Agency Name: 



AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION 
STATE OF WASIDNGTON ) 
COUNTY OF KING ) ss. 

Witness, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
That she is the Principal Clerk of the West Seattle Herald, White 
Center News, Ballard News Tribune, Highline Times, Des 
Moines News, Westside Seattle, weekly Newspapers, which is 
now and at all times herein mentioned, has been published and 
printed in the office maintained at the place of publication at 
Seattle, King County, Washington; That by order of the Superior 
Court of the state of Washington, In and for King County, said 
newspaper is now, and at all times mentioned herein, has been 
approved as a legal newspaper for the publication of any 
advertisement, notice, summons, report, proceedings, or other 
official document required by law to be published; That said 
newspaper is published regularly, at least once a week, in the 
English language, as a newspaper of general circulation in the 
Seattle area, King County, Washington, and at the time of 
application for approval by the aforementioned Superior Court, was 
published at least six months prior to the date of said application. 

That the annexed is a true copy of a POS SEPA #18·01, as 
it was published in regular issues of said newspaper each week for a 
period of TWO consecutive week(s), commencing on the 3rd day of 
August 2018, and ending on the 3 pt day of August 2018, inclusive; 
and that said newspaper was regularly distributed to its subscribers, 
as a newspaper of general circulation during all of said period. 

That the full amount of the fee charged for the foregoing 
publication is the s~.40 

\ fl\. C • C\.. 
Witness 

s e this ~ day of August, 2018. 

D.M. 
NOTARY PUBLIC. in and for the state of Washington 
My commission expires: 11/22/2018 

PUBLIC NOTICE 
LE6AL NOTICE

JULY 30, 2018 
SUSTAINABLE AIRPORT 

MASTER PLAN 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

SEPA DETERMINATION OF SIG· 
N!ACANCE (DS) AND REQUEST 
FOR COMMENTS ON SCOPE OF 
SEPA ENVIRONMENT Al IMPACT 
STATEMENT (SEPA EIS) AND 
NATIONAL EWIIRONM ENT AL 
PO UCV ACT ENVIRONMENTAL 
ASSESSMENT (NEPA EA). SEAT· 
TLE-TACOMA INTI:RNATIONAL 
AIRPORT (SEA-TAC AIRPORT) 
SUSTAINABLE AIRPORT MAS
TER PLAN (SAMP) 

The Port of Seattle is Initiating 

lbno-Term· vrsmn projects are 
implemented, Iha appropriats 
environmental revfbw procBSs 
wll\ be conducted. The Near
Term ProjeGts (th!! Proposed Ac
tton) are the subject of a phased 
environmental review process to 
comply wltll SEPA. Thll Port and 
Federal Avlatlon Adminislratlon 
(FAA) antlclpate conducUIV,I ad
dltlonal envlronmanlBI review in 
th& future re,;iardlng the Long
Term ViSlon projects id!llltifled In 
the SAMP. The SAMP ldenliffes 
fliclllHes and roadway Improve
ments that are needed to serve 
expected growth In pasa!!llgars, 
alm111t operations amt cargo 
activity tim1ugh 2027. Approxi

mately 30 prajeclll al the Airport I 
are needed lo Bllhance effi
ciency, accommodate projected 
growtll ln activity, and alle~te I 
congestion on the l!lrfleld, ln the 
terminal, and on the rm!llway l 
svstem, Key elements of the 
Proposed Ac\!an lnclooe r;on• 

an environmental review pro
cess fur the Near-Term Project 
tmpmvemeo\s proposed as 
part of 1h11 Sustalne.bte Airport 
Master Plan (SAMP). ThB SAMP 
Includes Near-Teon Projects 
for Seattle-Tacoma lntema
tionru Airport (Sea-Tac) that 
are ~anned for cori,truc\1on by 
2021 that are ttle focus of this 
enlllmnmental review, which is 

being conducted to comply with I 
the State Enllironmen!BI Polley 
Act tSEPA) and National Envi
ronmenllll Polley Act (NEPA). 
The SAMP also Includes a LOJl!l· 
Term V!Slon for Sea-Tac which 
includes projects \hat are not 
ripe for environmental review at 
this. tlfll1!, 39 lhey require furtherl 
study and are not reasonably 
foreseeable. Befura any Of th& 

struction of a 88C1:lnd terminal, 
a centralized maintenance cam
pus, off-alrjJort cargo handling 
facllltlas, realignment of airport 
roadways. and IIICl)ans!Clll of the 
fueling facllltles. The Proposed 
Action would accommodate up 
Ill approidrMtely 477,000 an
nual aircraft operatloos and 
56 million annual passengl!lll. 
SEPA EIS R6lplimi. The Port 
of 5ealtle, as lead agency, a&· 

knowledges Ulat there ts public 
Interest and 0011Cam about the 
potentfal environmental lmMC18 

NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE Or WASHINGTON 

D ~.~ lEE 
I Expires November 22, 2018 



l
onffll)lementrng the Proposeil (8iiil 'niiiiibers or diverslty of 
Action. Based on lllat l':"el of I ~~les of l)laots, ftsh, or other 
concern and the potential tor wlk!llfe, Unique species, Ash or 
Impacts that may occur with wlldlffll migration mutes; Energy 

"ics, El)Vlronmenlai-Jusllce, ana ldeiillfjmij nlo~ Y r niv1ew p«JCtlSS. ~ 7 
Cllilllren's Envtronmental Health be mads publicly awllable at I meetings Information regalll· 
and 5afe\)' Risks, Visual Etfeots, any tune. comments may be ing the Proposed Action and the 
Wat&r Resources: Wellands, submitted m: SAMP E'nvtron- envtrnnmental review process 

the lmpklmentatlon of the Pro· and natural resources, Amount\ 
posed Actloo, the Port of seatue raqulreG/rate of use/llfflclency, 
has determined that a SEPA EIS Source/avallablllty, Nonrem,w-
wtll b!I prepared. NEPA EA. The ab!e resDIJrces, CollSllfV"alion 
FM will sarw as the lead fad- and ranawable r11SOUrces, See· 

eral agency tor the preparation nlc resources: Environmental 
of an Environ mental Assess- lleallh, Noise, Risk of explosion, 
menl to comply with NEPA. The Rell!aleS or potenHal releases 
NEPA regulations adopted by ID 111G environment afl!!ctill!l 
the Coun~ I for Envl ronmanlzlt public healtD, such as toxic or 
Quality {CEO), 40 . CfR § 1500 hazardOU:11 materials; Land and I 
et SIil!-, together with FM Onler shoreline Ull!I, RelaUonship ID 
1050. l F, &mroomen1Bl Impacts: e,dsting land use plans and to 
Po/Jcies and Prrlc8duf8S, and estlmatad popumtion, Housing, 
FM Order 5050.4B, Nlftlonlll .t.ighl and glare, Allslhlltl1:s, 
Envlronllllllltal Pol/c't Act /NEPA} Recreation, Historic BIid cultural 
lmp/fmentlng lnslroctftlns for pmervation, Agricu1tural crops; 
Al,port ActkHJs, wlll guide ~ Tl"lll15portati0n, Transportation 
pmparal!oo 01 !he NEPA Envi- systems, Vehicular traffic, Wa· 
ronmental Asses&ml!llt (NEPA terbome, raR, and alr traffic, 
EA). The h!8d agencies (FAA Parking Movament/clrcula
for NEPA ~nd Port _of Seattle for lion of ~eop!e or goods, Traffic 
SEPA) have Identified the fol- hazarUS· Pubtie services and 
lowing areas for discussion In utlllties.' Fire, Police, Schools, 
ltte NEPA EA/SEPA EIS. In ac- Pal1<8 or other recre.<1tional 
coroance with NEPA and SEPA, facilities Maintenance Com-
lhe environmenlllJ . review wm munlcatlons, Water/BID-r, 
cons!cler the potential effects of Sewer/solid waste. NEPA R/J· 
the Proposen Action and a rangl! source categorlos. Air Quality, 
of altematiVes on each 01 Ille Biol<lglcal Resources, Climate. 
environmental factors blllow Coastal RBSOurces, Departmenl 
SEPA Elements of Ille Envlron- of Transportation (DOT) ~lkm 
ment. Earth, Geology, Solis, 4 (fl. Farmlands, Hazardous 
TopographY Unique physical Matmials, SoHd Wesle, end Pol-
features, Eroshm/an!arg11menl lut!on Prevention, Historical, Ar· 
of land araa:, Air, Air quail\)', chltectural, Archeologlcal, and 
Odor, Climata: Water, Surface Cultural Resouroes, Land use, 
water miwemenl/quantlty/quat- 1 Natural Resources and EoMgy 
ity, Runoff/absorption, Flamls, liupply, Noise and Nolse-Com-1 
Groundwater movemenl/quantt- patl~e Lan<I use, Socloaconom• 
ty/quallty, PubUc water supplies: I 
P\anlll and animals, Habitat to_rJ 

Floodplains, Surface Waters, mental ReVlew websl!& (CIiek wm be avetiable. For more ln-
Grcundwater, Wild 811d Sl:l!llic •PartJClpate"): www.SAMPen tormatton or tor those unebte to 
Rivers. Scoping. Scoping Is an vlronmenta\revlew .org. Email attend a Publ!c Scoping Meel-
earlv and open process for de- SAMP@portseattle.org. Regu!ar Ing. the same lnfurmatloo will be 
termlning Ille SCOPB o! Issues ma\\ to: Mr. Slllve Rybol~ Port available an the Port of Seattle's 
that w\\\ be addressed in the en- o! Seattle, Aviation E™ron- website: www.SAMPen"llron 
viron~ntal review document, mentaodSustainal>lllty, P.O. Box mentalr8Ylew.orv. Respons\ble 
sottc\ting Input regarding tllB 68727, seattle, WA 98168. All Official: Ms. Arlyn Purcell, Port 
Proposed AcUon and reasonable comments must be stJbmltted or ot seattle. Director, Aviation 
alternatives, and for identifying postmarked by s1111tembl!r 28, Erwirnnmenl and SIIS!alllablllty, 
concerns regarding the paten· 2018. In addltle!1 to submitting (206)787-8527,P.O.Box68727. 
tlal eR'llronmental effects of the comments on the website, or via t Seattle, WA 98168 I 
Proposoo Action. Comments email or l'ellUIBr maH, you may I 
received during Scoping will be also submll comments In person Publll;hed In the Westside Sa-
revtBwed end taken into consk! • at 0118 Of the scoping meetings altle on August 3, 31, 2018 
eratlon during the preparation of 

I 
llsled belOW. scoping meetings #2B1 

lhe NEPA anil SEPA a!18lyBes. for Ille public will be held: sep-
Agencles, potentla\ty affected tamber 1 o, 2018 
trllles. and membars of thB I City of Des Mol~. 5:30 PM 
publlo are invited ID comment _ 8:30 PM, Hlo~"ne College 
oo the scope or lhe SEPA. E\51 student u 11\on. September 12, 
NEPA EA. A Scoping lnforma- 2018, C4ty of Seattle (Beacon 
tlan Packet has bellll prepared Hit\), 5:30 PM - 6:30 PM, New 
and Is available at Ille wabslte )lolly Gattiedng Hall. September 
IIS!lld below. Yau may comment 17, 2018, city of Federal Way, 
on the resource categortuJe\e· 5:30 PM-a:ao PM, lilderal w111 
menm o! Ille environment that communi\)' center. September 
will be ewlualed, altemallvas \9, 2018, Clty of SeaTac 5:30 
111 the proposed action, and PM _ 8:30 PM, SeaTac Com-
llCt!r1BeS, permits, or otlll,r ap- mun\ty center. A swplng ml!tlt-
prtMlls tllat may be reqll\rell. ll l ing for governmillll agencies will 
Is requested that al\ comments be held: Septembef 6, 2018, 
include your name and address. sea• Tac Airport, 1 ·.00 PM - 4:00 
Before Including your name, ad· PM, central o\udllDrium. Trtbes 
dress, te4epoone number, ema\l FM wlll cooducl tlovemment to 
ll4' other personal lllentlfylll!l Government ConsullB\ion wtlh 
information in your comment. Iha potentially affected Tribes 
be advised that your enltra cam· es part of thr. environmental 
ment - Including your l)Brsonal 



STATE OF WASIIlNGTON, COUNTY OF KING} 
AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
Polly Shepherd, being first duly sworn on oath that she is the 
Publisher of the 

Federal Way Mirror 

a weekly newspaper, which newspaper is a legal newspaper of general 
circulation and is now and has been for more than six months prior to the date 
of publication hereinafter referred to, published in the English language 
continuously as a weekly newspaper in King County, Washington. The 
Federal Way Mirror has been approved as a Legal Newspaper by order of 
the Superior Court of the State of Washington for King County. 
The notice in the exact form annexed was published in regular issues of 
the Federal Way Mirror (and not in supplement form) which was regularly 
distributed to its subscribers during the below stated period. The annexed 
notice, a: 

Public Notice 
was published on August 3, 2018 & August 31, 2018 . 
The full amount of the fee charged for said foregoing publication is the 
sum of $2331.00 . 

Polly She erd 
Publisher, Fede1-.....,>1Tay Mirror 
Subscribed and sworn to me this 31st day of August, 2018 . 

.... 

Public for the State of Washington, Residing in 



LEGAL NOTICE - July 30, 2018 - Sustainable Airport Master Plan Environmental Review 

SEPA DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (DS) AND REQUEST FOR COMMENTS ON 
SCOPE OF SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (SEPA EIS) AND NATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (NEPA EA), Seattle
Tacoma International Airport (Sea-Tac Airport) Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 

The Port of Seattle is initiating an environmental review process for the Near-Term Project 
improvements proposed as part of the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP). The SAMP 
includes Near-Term Projects for Seattle-Tacoma International Airport (Sea-Tac) that are planned 
for construction by 2027 that are the focus of this environmental review, which is being 
conducted to comply with the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The SAMP also includes a Long-Term Vision for Sea-Tac 
which includes projects that are not ripe for environmental review at this time, as they require 
further study and are not reasonably foreseeable. Before any of the Long-Term Vision projects 
are implemented, the appropriate environmental review process will be conducted. The Near
Term Projects (the Proposed Action) are the subject of a phased environmental review process to 
comply with SEPA. The Port and Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) anticipate conducting 
additional environmental review in the future regarding the Long-Term Vision projects identified 
in the SAMP. The SAMP identifies facilities and roadway improvements that are needed to serve 
expected growth in passengers, aircraft operations and cargo activity through 2027. 
Approximately 30 projects at the Airport are needed to enhance efficiency, accommodate 
projected growth in activity, and alleviate congestion on the airfield, in the terminal, and on the 
roadway system. Key elements of the Proposed Action include construction of a second terminal, 
a centralized maintenance campus, off-airport cargo handling facilities, realignment of airport 
roadways, and expansion of the fueling facilities. The Proposed Action would accommodate up 
to approximately 477,000 annual aircraft operations and 56 million annual passengers. SEPA EIS 
Required. The Port of Seattle, as lead agency, acknowledges that there is public interest and 
concern about the potential environmental impacts of implementing the Proposed Action. Based 
on that level of concern and the potential for impacts that may occur with the implementation of 
the Proposed Action, the Port of Seattle has determined that a SEPA EIS will be prepared. NEPA 
EA. The FAA will serve as the lead federal agency for the preparation of an Environmental 
Assessment to comply with NEPA. The NEPA regulations adopted by the Council for 
Environmental Quality (CEQ), 40 CFR § 1500 et seq., together with FAA Order 1050. lF, 
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, and FAA Order 5050.4B, National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions, will guide the 
preparation of the NEPA Environmental Assessment (NEPA EA). The lead agencies (FAA for 
NEPA and Port of Seattle for SEPA) have identified the following areas for discussion in the 
NEPA ENSEPA EIS. In accordance with NEPA and SEPA, the environmental review will 
consider the potential effects of the Proposed Action and a range of alternatives on each of the 
environmental factors below. SEPA Elements of the Environment. Earth, Geology, Soils, 
Topography Unique physical features, Erosion/enlargement ofland area; Air, Air quality, Odor, 
Climate; Water, Surface water movement/quantity/quality, Runoff/absorption, Floods, 
Groundwater movement/quantity/quality, Public water supplies; Plants and animals, Habitat for 
and numbers or diversity of species of plants, fish, or other wildlife, Unique species, Fish or 
wildlife migration routes; Energy and natural resources, Amount required/rate of use/efficiency, 
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Source/availability, Nonrenewable resources, Conservation and renewable resources, Scenic 
resources; Environmental health, Noise, Risk of explosion, Releases or potential releases to the 
environment affecting public health, such as toxic or hazardous materials; Land and shoreline 
use, Relationship to existing land use plans and to estimated population, Housing, Light and 
glare, Aesthetics, Recreation, Historic and cultural preservation, Agricultural crops; 
Transportation, Transportation systems, Vehicular traffic, Waterborne, rail, and air traffic, 
Parking, Movement/circulation of people or goods, Traffic hazards; Public services and utilities, 
Fire, Police, Schools, Parks or other recreational facilities, Maintenance, Communications, 
Water/stormwater, Sewer/solid waste. NEPA Resource Categories. Air Quality, Biological 
Resources, Climate, Coastal Resources, Department of Transportation {DOT) Section 4 (t), 
Farmlands, Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention, Historical, 
Architectural, Archeological, and Cultural Resources, Land Use, Natural Resources and Energy 
Supply, Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use, Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and 
Children's Environmental Health and Safety Risks, Visual Effects, Water Resources; Wetlands, 
Floodplains, Surface Waters, Groundwater, Wild and Scenic Rivers. Scoping. Scoping is an 
early and open process for determining the scope of issues that will be addressed in the 
environmental review document, soliciting input regarding the Proposed Action and reasonable 
alternatives, and for identifying concerns regarding the potential environmental effects of the 
Proposed Action. Comments received during Scoping will be reviewed and taken into 
consideration during the preparation of the NEPA and SEPA analyses. Agencies, potentially 
affected tribes, and members of the public are invited to comment on the scope of the SEPA 
EIS/NEPA EA. A Scoping Information Packet has been prepared and is available at the website 
listed below. You may comment on the resource categories/elements of the environment that 
will be evaluated, alternatives to the proposed action, and licenses, permits, or other approvals 
that may be required. It is requested that all comments include your name and address. Before including 
your name, address, telephone number, email or other personal identifying information in your comment, 
be advised that your entire comment - including your personal identifying information - may be made 
publicly available at any time. Comments may be submitted via: SAMP Environmental Review 
website (Click "Participate"): www,SAMPenyironmentalreview.org. Email: 
SAMP@portseattle.org. Regular mail to: Mr. Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, Aviation 
Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168. All comments must be 
submitted or postmarked by September 28, 2018. In addition to submitting comments on the website, or 
via email or regular mail, you may also submit comments in person at one of the scoping meetings listed 
below. Scoping meetings for the public will be held: September 10, 2018 
City of Des Moines, 5:30 PM-8:30 PM, Highline College Student Union. September 12, 2018, City of 
Seattle (Beacon Hill), 5:30 PM-8:30 PM, New Holly Gathering Hall. September 17, 2018, City of 
Federal Way, 5:30 PM - 8:30 PM, Federal Way Community Center. September 19, 2018, City of SeaTac 
5:30 PM- 8:30 PM, SeaTac Community Center. A scoping meeting for government agencies will be 
held: September 6, 2018, Sea-Tac Airport, 1 :00 PM - 4:00 PM, Central Auditorium. Tribes. FAA will 
conduct Government to Government Consultation with the potentially affected Tribes as part of this 
environmental review process. At the scoping meetings information regarding the Proposed Action and 
the environmental review process will be available. For more information or for those unable to attend a 
Public Scoping Meeting, the same information will be available on the Port of Seattle's website: 
www SAMPenvironmentalreview.org. Responsible Official: Ms. Arlyn Purcell, Port of Seattle, 
Director, Aviation Environment and Sustainability, (206) 787-6527, P.O. Box 68727. Seattle, WA 
98168 
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LEGAL NOTICES 
PUBLIC NOTICE - In acconjance wflh Sec.106 of NASA Plan, avallable at 
the Program matlc Agreement, T-Moblle Wast, LLC http:tlwNw c!tygff1a1raJwav,com/nogOIJ &74 and 
plans to upgrade an eXisUng telecommunlcatlons address one or more of Iha goals and strateglt:s 
faclllty at 601 3rd Avenue Seattle, WA 98104 . outlined In Iha plan. 
Please direct comments to Gavin L. at 818-898- Whal IJl)■s DI pniJ•ets are ellglbla far COB& 
4866 raganHng sfta SE03521 A. land17 Any CDBG pro)BCI must maal one of Ille 
Published In the Ftldaral Way Mirror 712.7, 813111 three nalional abjectivas: 
ntn401 • Na~anal Objective #1: Activities Benef!Ung 

Low- and Moderate-I nco ma P1rsans 
Dor.ovan Bmtt,ar,,, DM l<ealor, 1801 W Vellsy • National DbjBC!lve 12: Activities Which Aid In 
Hwy N St& ,o, AiJ>um, WA 9B001, 1s seeking cov- the Prevention or Ellm!nalion of Slums or 
•=under Iha We.shlngtan Sblta Dep-•nl of Blight 
Eco • Connucticn Stormwater NPDES and • Natlona! ObjBC!lva 13: AclMlles □eslgn!ld to 
W::e,,,:.::.~•~=.6J=:,':m~aa!Gd Sl=e, Meat C-Ommunlty Development Needs Havfng ;i 
1 localed aw •• -• Particular Urgency 
~ng caunfy"' 

2010 
3SBth 

st In Federal Woy In For mora lnlorma11on on eligible aCIMties, please 
This pro)act lnvo"'61 ~.21 """" ol aoll dlsturbanoa visit Ille following website and ravlaw 24 CFR 
ror eommarclal caM!rUCtlan 8Cll\lltl8.oi. 570.200-207: http;l/wWW RCfr ggy/col-blnllm
;;:'!.,,'!:,";"'~~-v 1• c11y o1 F1<1am1 way ldg?SIM31fbda&59J 3a1coro1so3b1!0f971 B5&mc 
Arr, pe01on1 daolrl"II to prHont !hair Ylawa to Iha =1otft&QQdbSD24.3 S70 c&rgn:dMi 
Wutdngt,,n s- Oepanmont a1 Ecology reganllng CDBG funds may be used to provide assistance 
this Appllcatlon, or Jnte,,.,rted In Ecaiogyl action en lo carry oul ravllllllzallon actlvttles, Including job 
this Appllcatlcll, may notify Ecolaw In writing no lat· creation and community revlt.alfzatlon. Examples 
ar than 30 day,, al th• i.st date .;i· publlcatlon cf tlda of eUglble projects Include, but are not llmlted to: 
notlce. Ecology nwt...-. public =m1onta and can- • Business attraction and retention 
lkllOI "'1ether dl3chargu from this "'°}act would 
cauaa a maa,nnl>la change In raclivlng water • Education, training, and tachnlcaJ asslstanct 
quality, and, ff so, whelhar Ifie pn,Jact 1s nac""""'Y programs that craate new )Obs Illa! Increase 
and fn Iha ow,rrldlng pu!IRc lntare5t eccordl'\,t ID llvfng wai;as f~2~1~~•tlcn ,aqulremant. undar Ar; • Programs that support job growth for low· or 
eommonbl can b• &ubmffted to: modarate- low Income lndlvld ua!s 
Departmont al Ecology • Community revttallzatlon 
Attn: wau,, Quality PTognlm, Co"81rUction Storm- • BuHdlng construcl!on a r acqulslllon and 
water redevelopment 
P.O. Box 47698, Olympia, WA 98604-7696 • Community or neighborhood facilltlH 
# 818107 S1 I 
712ma, 813118 • reat mpralll!ments such as sidewalks, 

lighting In low- to moderate- low 
neighborhoods PUIUC NOTICE 

FEDERAL WAY KHOOL DISTIIICf '21 D 

FtJ~~~t=ar Wllo CID ■pply7 Qualifying nonproffi organlzal!ons 
TI!E 201a.111u00ET HEARIND and public agencies SBrving Federal Way rasldents 

AND 2018-19 BUDGET ADOPTION who are prt111umed benaftt or QlllllifY as low- and 
Thi, Is to r.otlfy pllnln, ot tha Ftd1ral W1y Pu~lc Schools moderate-Income. If appMng to provide public 
thallha 11am1 "'Dlrtctan servwes the organlzallon must be a C-Ommunlty 
wlll meot on Tuosaay, Aogust 14, 201 B II 6:00 p.m. !or Based ' Development a ""'nllatlon (24 CFR 
llrl p\Jrpasa of flllng and '.,. 
adQilting the 2018-19 t>uduit. Tho lccaUon for llrl! mm- S70.204(cl(1)). All applicants must ba ellglb!e to 
Ing will be at llrt fWPS receive federal funding and must ba raglstered In 
Erluc:ation 5ervlet center, 38830 8llr Avanuo s, ftd1r.11 the System for Awafd Management at 
Wr,, WA 98003. https://sam gov 
lntmmd clllzons may appear at !ht h,artng ar,:J SpW Required ProJ•~ EIJnlblllly Kavin,? All for ongalnsl ar,n,art of llr1 • 
budgot, which lnduc!ls tha G.onaral Fund; llra Tran1po11a- potentlal applicants arti ™!Ulred to have a 
tion V1hlcll Fund; 11r, Capital conversaUon Yltth staff prior to submitting. The 
Projects Fend: !he O,bl S,l\llco Fend; ano Iha Assocllrllld mallllng and/or conversatlon must takJ placa not 
Sbrd1nt B~ fullll. rater than August 31 2018 Staff will wort,; with 
lnlorma1fon Is avaEabll II llrt Educational Servk:1 C.nt!r. •npllcants to determine eilnfblllty and provide Dr. T11111my Campbell, Sup1rlnt8ndInt ..., • 
Publlshtcl 1n Ftd1111 Way Mirror technical assistance. 
Dn August 3 and August 10. Wh■n ■nd where will eppllcallons It■ 
1119674 avallabla7 Applications will be aval!able bag!nnlng 

_.A 
Federal Way 

Updated NoUca of FIJnds Avallallle (NOFA) 
2011 COmmun lty Dmlopment Block Gnnt 

(CDBG) 
Community Economic RevtblllZIUon Funding 

The City of Ftlderal Way will ba saaldng 
appllcatlans from non-profit and public agencies 
for projects thal beneflt Federal Way low- and 
moderate-Income residents. The locus of this 
funding Is Job craatlon, aconom!c davelopment, 
BJ1d community rev11a11ia11on In the approved, 
designated Neighborhood Revlllllzatlon Strategy 
Ania (NRSA). Tha dsslgnated NRSA In Federal W6i 
Is bordered by Interstate 5 on the east, Pacific 
H lghway Soutli on the west, Soulh Z881h Slraal on 
Iha north, and primarily South 296th, Soutll 298th, 
and MIiitary Road S on Ille south. The apprllVlld 
NRSA Plan should be cansullad for Iha exact araa; 
tt lncludas all bordering streets and a map of Iha 
area. The approved NRSA plan Is available al 
http:ttwww cltygffed•ralway cgmtnodat]§Z4 

Proposed projects must be el!gl ble for 
C-Ommunlty Development Block Grant (CDBG) 
funds approprlat!ld lo Federal Way under Ille 
Housmg and Com munlty Davelopment Act of 
1974, as amended. Projects must seNe Hll!aral 
Way residents lllat quallly as presumed beneffl or 
qualify as low- and moderate-income and reside 
wtlhln the catchment area of Iha N RSA. Proposed 
pro/eels must ba In alignment with Ille approved 

Frtday, August 3, 2018, al City Hall and on Iha City 
website al 
httD:ltwww cllygfftderatwav cgm/ngdef1674. 

Whan and 111h1re wlll lhB NOFA guldtllnn IHI 
IIYllll■ble? The NOFA guidelines will be avallabla 
beginning Frtday, August 3, 2018, at City Han and 
on the City wabsHe at 
http://www.cllyoffederalway.tom/oode/1674. 

Tllchnlcal worbllap? A technical assistance 
workshop will ba held on Wednesday, August 1 S, 
2018 from 10:00 a.m. - 12:00 p.m. at Federal Way 
etty Hall, City Councn Cllambers (second floor). 
Technical assistance Includes answertou questions 
about CDBG regulations; application requlraments; 
d!Scusslng Ilia proposed pro/eel's compliance wtth 
program regulauons; and ellglllillty tor funding. We 
have rasarved ttme al Ille end of the workshop for 
lndMd ual conferencas with p rosptettve applicants, 
ff naadad. Attendance at Ille workshop Is 
racommended, but not mandatory for submitting 
an application. You do not naad to RSVP to attend 
the workshop. 

DHdlln1 lo Apply1 No later than 4:00 pm on 
Frtday, September 7, 2018. 

Celllact Jafl Watson at (253) 835-2650 or 
jell. wats011Ccltyolfederalway.com for mora 
lnformalfon. 

For lDD relay service, call 1-800-833-638B/TDD 
or 1 ·80()-B33·6384/volce. This notice Is avallable 
In attemate formats for lndMdua!s with dlsab1111ies 
and wm be translated upon reQuest. 
Published In the Ftlderal Way Mirror on August 3, 
2018. #21 B2726. 

LEGAL NOTICE -July 30, 2G11- Susuin.ble estimated population, Housloa, Ught and glara, 
Airport Melter Plan Eavlronmelllll Rnlaw Aeslhatlcs, Racraation, Historic and cultural prtis-

BEPA DEliRMINATIDN OF SIGNIFICANCE (DS) ervatlon, Agrtcul1Ural crops; Transpotlatfon, Tran&• 
AND REQUm FDR COMMENT8 ON portatlon systems, Vehicular traffic, Waterborne, 

SCOPE OF IEPA EHVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ran' and alr !raffle, Parking, Movem!nl/clrculauon 
STATEMENT (SEPA ES) AIIIJ NATIONAL EIIVI- Of people or goods, Traffic halards; Public services 

RDNMENTAL POU CY ACT ENVIRONMENTAL AS· and llll!lllas, Ara, Police, Schools, Parks or other 
SESBMENT (NEPA fA). S11llle•Tact1m■ lrrtema- recraatlonal facilities, Maintenance, Communfea-
llanel Airport (Ste-Tac Airport) Sudaln■bte Air- tions, Water/slormwatar, Sewer/solid waste. NEPA 

porl MNlllr Pl1n (UMP) Resource Categories. Afr lluallty, BlollllJlca! Re-
The Port of Seattle Is lnlllatlng an environmental sourcBB, Climate, Coastal Resources, D1partmen! 
review process far Iha Near-Term Pro}ecl Improve- of Transportation {DOTI Sactlon 4 (I), Farmlands, 
menlB proposed as part of !ht Sustahiable Airport Haz.ardous Materials, $olld W3sle, and Pollutlon 
Master Plan (SAMP). The SAMP Includes Near- Prewntlon, Hlstortca!, Aichltectural, Arthaologlcal, 
Term Projects for Saa!Ue-Tacoma International Air- and Cultural Re-sources, Land Use, Natural R&
part (Saa-Tac) Illa! are planned tor construcl!on by sourcBS and Energy Supply, Noise and Nols&-Com-
2027 that are Illa focus of this l!!lvfronmentaJ ra- patlbla Land Use, Socloecooomfcs, Environmental 
villW, whlch Is be!ng conducted lo comply with Ille Justlct, and Chlldren's Envlronmental Health and 
Ste1e Environmental Polley Act (SEPA) and Nation- Salety Risks, Visual Effects, Water Resources; 
al Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The SAMP Wetlands, Roodplalns, Surface Waters, Groundwa
als!J Includes a Long-Term Vision tor Sea-Tac tllr, WIid and Scenic Rivers. scoping. Scoping ls 
which lncludss projects that are not rlJ)e lot envl- an early and open process for datermln!ng the 
ronmental re'llew at this time, as !hay raqulra fur- scope of Issues that will be addressed In Ille envl
lher study and are not rua.sonably loreseaable. B&- ronmental review document, solicltlng Input 111-
tora BllY of Illa Long-Tarm Vision projects are Im- gardlng the Proposed Act!on and raasanable anar
plementlld, Iha appropriate an'llronmentaJ ravtew nallves, and for ldentffylng cone1ms ragardlng Ille 
process will ba conductad. The Near-Term Pro/eels potential anvlranmH1lll elleets of the Proposed 
(tlle Proposed Acflon) are the subject of a phased Acflon. Comments racelv&d during Scoplflll W111 be 
environmental rllView process to comply wllll SE- revlew1u1 and take!I Into consideration duflng Ille 
PA. The Port and Rtdaral Aviation Administration praparatlon of Iha NEPA and SEPA anaiylDB. Agen
(FM) anllclp,te conducllng addltlona! en'llron- cles, potanllally affected tribes, and members of 
menlill nrvlew In Iha future ~anding lh1 Long- Ille public are Invited lo comment on the S-Oope of 
Term Vision pro/BC!s fdanlffled In the SAMP. The Ille SEPA EIS/NEPA EA. A Scop!ng Information 
SAM P klentlfles facllltles and roadway Improve- Packll has been prepared and Is avallab1e at the 
ments that ara naed!ld lo saNa axpactad growth In website listed below. You may comment on the 
passangars, aircraft operations and ca1110 actlvily rusource catego ~es/elements of Ille envfronment 
lllrough 2027. Approx!mately 30 projects at Iha that will ba evaluated, attemallves to Iha proposed 
Al rpa rt are na!ld!ld to enhance afflclency, accom- acl!on, and licenses, permits, a r other approvals 
modale proJactad g rowlh In acttvtty, and alleviate that may be raqulr!ld. It Is request!ld that all com
congestion on Ille alrflald, In Ille terminal, and on mants Include your nama and addruss. Bafora fn
lhe roadway system. Key elements of Ille Proposed eluding your name, addrass, telephone number, 
Acilon Include construcl!on ol a second terminal, a email a r other persona! Identifying lnfarmatlon In 
centralized malnlanance campus, off-airport cargo your comment, be advised that your entire com
handling facllltles, mllgnment of airport road- ment - lncludmg your peraonal ldenlllylng ln!Or
ways, and axpanslon of the fueling lacll~les. The mation - may be made publicly available at any 
Proposed Action would accommodate up to ap- Ume. Comments may be submitted via: SAMP En
prolllmately 4n ,ooo BJ1nual aircraft operations and vlnmmental Review website (CIiek "Participate"): 
56 million annual passengers. SEPA EIS Requ!r111L www.SAMP1nvtronmontalrevlew.orv. Email: 
The Port of Seattle, as lead agency, acknowledges SAMPOpartofsaattle.org. Regular mall to: Mr. 
lhllt !hare Is public Interest and concern about Iha Ste'111 Rybott, Pon of Seattla, Aviation Environment 
potential env1ronmerrtar Impacts of lmpfemarrtlng and SustBlnablllty, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 
Ille Proposed Action. Based on that lave! of con- 98168. All commenlll must ba submitted or post
cem and Iha polantial for Impacts that may occur marked by Septem bar 28, 2018. In addition to sub
with the lmplementatfoo of Ille Proposed Action, mfttlng comments on the website, or via emall or 
the Port of Saattle has determined that a SEPA EIS ~ular mall, you may also submit cammenlli ln 
will ba p raparad. NEPA EA. The FAA will SB Ne as person at one of Iha scoping meellngs listed ba
the lead federal agency for the preparation of an low. Scoping meetings for Iha public will be held: 
Environmental Assessment to comply W1lh NEPA. September 1D, 2013 
The NEPA regulations adopted by the Council far Clly of Des Moines, 5:30 PM - 8:30 PM, H!ghline 
Envlronmantal llua!lty {CEil), 40 CFA § 15DO at Co111111e student Union. September 12, 2018, City 
seq., IDlJelher with FAA Order 1050.1F, Enllfron- of Seattle {Beacon HIii), 5:30 PM - 8:30 PM, New 
mental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, and FAA Holly Gathertng Hall. September 17, 2018, City or 
Order 5050.4B, National Environmental Polley Act Ftderal Way, 5:30 PM - 8:30 PM, Federal Way 
(NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport k- Community Center. September 19, 2018, City of 
lions, will guide the preparation of the NEPA Envf- SeaTac 
ronmental Assmmenl JNEPA EA). The lead agen- 5:30 PM - 8:30 PM, SeaTac Community Center. A 
cles (FAA for NEPA an Port ol Seattle !or SEPA) scoping meeting tor govemmant agencies will be 
have ldantlfleo Ille IOllowJna areas for discussion hllfd: September 6, 2013, Sea-Tac Airport, 1 :DO PM 
In Ille NEPA EmEPA EIS. In accordance wtlll - 4:00 PM, Central Auditorium. Trtbas. FAA will 
NEPA and SEPA, the anvlronmtntal review will conduct Government ta Government Consultatlon 
consider Ille pottnllaJ effects of the Proposed Ac- wtth Ille poltmtla!ly affected Tribes as part of this 
llon and a range ol attamlltives on each of Ille envl- environment.al review process. At Iha scoping 
ronmentaJ factors b1low. SEPA Elements of Iha En- mDlllngs Information regarolng Iha Proposed Ar,
v!ronment. Earth, GeOIOilY, Soils, Topography uon and lhf envltonme11tal ravlaw process will be 
Unique physical fBBturn, Eroslon/anlargement of available. For mora lnformat!on or for those 
land araa; Air, Air quality, Odor, Cllmatll; Water, unable to attend a Public Scoping Meetlng, the 
Su rfaca water movement/quanttty/quellty, Ru11- same Information will be avallabl& on Iha Port 01 
offfabsorptlon, Raods, Groundwater move- Saattli!'s website: 
meRllquantlty/qua!lty, Public water supplies; Plants www.SAMPenvlronmentalrevlew.org. Responsible 
and animals, Habnat for and numbers or dlVllrslty llfllcfal: Ms. Artyn Purcell, Port al Saall1a, Director, 
al spacles of plants, fish, or other w11dlll8, Unique Aviation Environment and Su61alnablllty, 
species, Ash or wlldllla migration routes; Energy (208) 787-6527, P.O. Box 68727, Seattla, WA 
and natural rasou rces, Amount raqu!radlrata al 98168 
use/efficiency, Saurca/avallablllty, Nonrenawabla # 8188117 
rnaurces, Conservation and renewable resources, B/3118, 8/31 /18 
Scenic resources; Environment.al haatth, Nolsa, 
Risk of explosion, Releases or potantla! raleases to --------------
!ht eRvlronment affecting public health, such u 
toxic or hazardous materials; Lend and shorallne 
use, Relationship lo existing land usa plans and to 

... - n . ... -, 
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Affidavit of Publication 

The undersigned, on oath states that he is an authorized representative of The Daily Journal of 
Commerce, a daily newspaper, which newspaper is a legal newspaper of general circulation and it is now 
and has been for more than six months prior to the date of publication hereinafter referred to, published in 
the English language continuously as a daily newspaper in Seattle, King County, Washington, and it is now 
and during all of said time was printed in an office maintained at the aforesaid place of publication of this 
newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce was on the 1th day of June, I 941, approved as a legal 
newspaper by the Superior Court of King County. 
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State of Washington, King County 

Port of Seattle 
LEGAL NOTICE - July 30, 

2018 - Sustainable 
Airport Master Plan 

Environmental Review 
SEPA DETERMINATION 
OF SIGNIFICANCE (DS) 

AND REQUEST FOR 
COMMENTS ON SCOPE OF 
SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT STATEMENT 
(SEPA EIS) AND NATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY 

ACT ENVIRONMENTAL 
ASSESSMENT (NEPA EA). 

Seattle-Tacoma international 
Airport (Sea-Tac Airport) 

Sustainable Airport 
Master Plan (SAMP) 

The Port of Seattle is initiat
ing an environmental review pro
cess for the Near-Term Project 
improvements proposed as part of 
the Sustainable Airport Master 
Plan {SAMP). The SAMP includes 
Near-Term Projects for Seattle
Tacoma International Airport 
(Sea-Tac) that are planned for 
construction by 2027 that are 
the focus of this environmen• 
tal review, which is being con• 
ducted to comply with the State 
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) 
and National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA). The SAMP 
also includes a Long-Term Vision 
for Sea-Tac which includes proj
ects that are not ripe for environ
mental review at this time, as they 
require further study and are not 
reasonably foreseeable. Before any 
of the Long-Term Vision projects 
are implemented, the appropri
ate environmental review process 
will be conducted. The Near-Term 
Projects (the Proposed Action) are 
the subject of a phased environ• 
mental review process to comply 
with SEPA. The Port and Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) 
anticipate conducting addition
al environmental review in the 
future regarding the Long-Term 
Vision projecta identified in the 
SAMP. The SAMP identifies facil
ities and roadway improvements 
that al'e needed to serve expect
ed growth in passengers, aircraft 
operations and cargo activity 
through 2027. Approximately 30 
projects at the Airport are needed 
to enhance efficiency, accommo
date projected g1·owth in activ
ity, and alleviate congestion on 
the airfield, in the terminal. and 
on the roadway system. Key ele
ments of the Proposed Action 
include construction of a second 
terminal, a centralized mainte-

nance campus, off-airport cargo 
handling facilities, realignment 
of airport roadways, and expan
sion of the fueling facilities. The 
Proposed Action would accommo
date up to approximately 477,000 
annual aircraft operations and 
56 million annual passengers. 
SEPA EIS Required. The Port of 
Seattle, as lead agency, acknowl
edges that there is public interest 
and concern about the potential 
environmental impacts of imple
menting the Proposed Action. 
Based on that level of conce1·n aud 
the potentia I for impacts that may 
occur with the implementation of 
the Proposed Action, the Port of 
Seattle has determined that a 
SEPA EIS will be prepared. NEPA 
EA. The FAA will serve as the lead 
federal agency for the preparation 
of an Environmental Assessment 
to comply with NEPA. The NEPA 
regulations adopted by the Council 
for Environmental Quality (CEQ). 
40 CFR § 1500 et seq .. togeth
er with FAA Order 1050.lF, 
Enl'ironmental Impacts; Policies 
and Procedures, and FAA Order 
5050.4B, National Entrironmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing 
Instructions for Ai,por/. Actions, 
will guide the preparation of the 
NEPA Environmental .Assessment 
(NEPA EA). The lead agencies 
(FAA for NEPA and Port of Seattle 
for SEPA) have identified the fol
lowing areas for discussion in the 
NEPA EA/SEPA EIS. In accor
dance with NEPA and SEPA, the 
environmental review will con
sider the potential effects of the 
Proposed Action and a range of 
alternatives on each of the envi
ronmental factors below. SEPA 
Elements of the Environment. 
Earth, Geology, Soils, Topography 
Umque physical features, Erosion/ 
enlargement ofland area; Air, Air 
quality, Odor, Climate; Water, 
Surface water movement/quantity/ 
quality, Runoff/absorption, Floods, 
Groundwater movement/quantity/ 
quality, Public water supplies; 
Plants and animals, Habitat for 
and numbers or diversity of spe
cies of plants, fish, or other wild
life, Unique species, Fi!clh or wild
life migration routes; Energy 
and natural resources, Amount 
required/rate of use/efficiency, 
Source/availability, Nonrenewable 
resources, Conservation and 
renewable resources, Scenic 
resources: Environmental 
health, Noise, Risk of explosion, 
Releases or potential releases to 
the environment affecting public 
health, such as toxic or hazard
ous materials; Land and shore
line use, Relationship to existing 

land use plans and to estimated 
population, Housing, Light and 
glare, Aesthetics, Recreation, 
Historic and cultural pres• 
ervation, Agricultural crops; 
Transportation, Transportation 
systems, Vehicular traffic, 
Watel'borne, rail, and air traffic, 
Parking, Movement/circulation 
of people or goods, Traffic haz
ards; Public services and utili• 
ties, Fire, Police, Schools, Parks 
or other recreational facilities, 
Maintenance, Communications, 
W11ter/stormw11.ter, Sewer/solid 
waste. NEPA Resource Categories. 
Air Quality, Biological Resources, 
Climate, Coastal Resources, 
Department of Transportation 
(DOT) Section 4 (f), Farmland&, 
Hazardous Materials, Solid 
Waste, and Pollution Prevention, 
Historical, Architectural. 
Archeological, and Cultural 
Resources, Land Use, Natural 
Resources and Energy Supply, 
Noise and Noise-Compatible 
Land Use, Socioeconomics, 
Environmental Justice, and 
Children's Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks, Visual Effects, 
Water Resources; Wetlands, 
Floodplains, Surface Waters, 
Groundwater, Wild and Scenic 
Rivers. Scoping. Scoping is an 
early and open process for deter
m in ing the scope of issues that 
will be addressed in the environ
mental review document, solicit
ing input regarding the Proposed 
Action and reasonable alterna
tives, and for identifying concerns 
regarding the potential environ
mental effects of the Proposed 
Action. Comments received dur
ing Scoping will be reviewed and 
taken into consideration during 
the preparation of the NEPA and 
SEPA analyses. Agencies, paten• 
tially affected tribes, and mem• 
hers of the public are invited 
to comment on the scope of the 
SEPA EIS/NEPA EA. A Scoping 
Information Packet has been pre• 
pared and is available at the web
site listed below. You may com• 
ment on the resource categories/ 
elements of the environment that 
will be evaluated, alternatives to 
the proposed action, and licenses, 
permits, or other approvals that 
may be required. It is requested 
that all comments include your 
name and address. Before includ
ing your name, address, tele
phone number, email or other 
personal identifying information 
in your comment, be advised that 
your entire comment - including 
your personal identifying infor
mation • may be made publicly 
available at any time. Comments 

may be submitted via: SAMP 
Environmental Review web
site (Click "Participate"): ~ 
SAMPenyjronmentalreview 
m:2:. Email: SAMP@portseattle 
Jll'.ll:. Regular mail to: Mr. Steve 
Rybolt, Pott of Seattle, Aviation 
Environment and Sustainability, 
P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 
98168. All comments must be 
submitted or postmarked by 
September 28, 2018. In addition to 
submitting comments on the web
site, or via email or regular mail, 
you may also submit comments in 
person at one of the scoping meet
ings listed below. Scoping meet
ings for the public will be he Id: 
September 10, 2018 

City of Des Moines, 5:30 PM -
8:30 PM, Highline College Student 
Union. September 12, 2018, City 
of Seattle (Beacon Hill), 5:30 PM 
- 8:30 PM, New Holly Gathering 
Hall. September 17, 2018. City 
of Federal Way. 5:30 PM - 8:30 
PM, Federal Way Community 
Center. September 19, 2018. City 
of SeaTac 

5:30 PM - 8:30 PM, SeaTac 
Community Center. A scoping 
meeting fm· government agencies 
will be held: September 6, 2018, 
Sea-Tac Airport, 1:00 PM - 4:00 
PM, Central Auditorium. Tribes. 
FAA will conduct Government to 
Government Consultation with 
the potentially affected Tribes 
as part of this environmental 
review process. At the scoping 
meetings information regarding 
the Proposed Action and the envi
ronmental review process will be 
available. For more information or 
for those unable to attend a Public 
Scoping Meeting, the same infor
mation will be available on the 
Port of Sesttle's ..-ebsit1;: ~ 
SAMPenvironmentalreview. 
QU. Responsible Official: Ms. 
Arlyn Purcell, Port of Seattle, 
Director, Aviation Environment 
and Sustainability, (206) 787-
6527, P.O. Box 68727. Seattle. 
WA 98168 

Dates of publication in 
the Seattle Daily Journal of 
Commerce, July 30, August 30, 
2018. 
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS SIGN IN SHEETS  

   

Public Scoping Meeting Sign In Sheets  

Public Scoping Meeting Speaker Sign In Sheets  
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Regional Growth and Market Demand
Robust regional economy drives Airport demand and sustainable practices

Puget Sound is home to a wide range of employers
that contribute to the vibrant growth in the region.
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Puget Sound Demographics

KING COUNTY EDUCATION LEVELS, 2016 
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Sea-Tac Airport Growth

C: 
0 

5,000,000 

O'I 
~ 4,500,000 
-0 
C: 
;j 
0 

V'I 

~ 4,000,000 
;j 

a_ 

~ 
C: 

~ 3,500,000 -0 
C: 
0 

·,.;:; 
ro 

g_ 3,000,000 
0 

a_ 

2,500,000 

2017 
4.06 Million Population 
46.9 Million Total Passengers 

0 2017: 416,000 total air operations 

____ Population 

. . . . . 
. -. 

2027 
4.7 Million Population 
66 Million Total Passengers 

4.3 Million Population 
56 Mil lion Total Passengers 

Q 027: 480,000 total air operations Q 2034: 540,000 total air operations 
---~ 

Port 
of Seattle 

SEATTLE-TACOMA 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

... 
70 

-

..., 
ro 

t--

ro 
Cl.I 

V'I -ro 

40 ~ 
°' C 
Cl.I 
V'I 
V'I 

30 ~ 
ro ...... 
.8 

20 o 
V'I 
C 

2 

10 ~ 

0 

Projected Population ___ Total Passengers ....... Projected Passengers 



How to Serve Market Demand

Current Projects
(46.9M Passengers Today)

SAMP Near-Term Projects
(56M Passengers by 2027)

Long-Term Vision SAMP
(Demand Beyond 2027)

•• North Satellite
• International Arrivals
   Facility
• Concourse D Hardstand
   Holdroom
• Baggage Modernization
• Airport dining and retail
   Development

• Meet market demand
• 19 additional gates &
   second terminal
• Cargo facilities
• Projects to improve safety,
   provide support facilities,
   improve efficiency, and
   access to the airport.

• PSRC regional aviation
   baseline study
• Sea-Tac Airport airfield
   and airspace study
• Additional environmental
   review

Scoping is for SAMP NTP environmental review

Three Concurrent Strategies

Port 
of Seattle 

SEATTLE-TACOMA 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 



Proposed SAMP Near-Term Projects

AIRSIDE

A01 - Taxiway A/B Extension

A02 - Runway 16R-34L Blast Pads

A04 - Taxiway B 500' Separation & RIM Mitigation

A05 - North Hold Pad

A06 - Runway 34L Highspeed Exit

A07 - Taxiway D Extension

A08 - Hardstand (north)

A09 - Hardstand (central)

A10 - Taxiway Fillets (not shown)

CARGO

C01 - Cargo 4 South Redevelopment

C02 - Off-site Cargo PH 1 (L-Shape)

C03 - Off-site Cargo PH 2 (L-Shape)

LANDSIDE

L01 - NAE Relocation (southbound lanes) 

L02 - Elevated Busway & Stations

L03 - Second Terminal Roads/Curbside 

L04 - Main Terminal North GT Lot

L05 - North GT Holding Lot

L06 - Employee Parking Surface Lot 

L07 - Employee Parking Structure

TERMINAL

T01 - North Gates

T02 - Second Terminal & Parking 

AIRPORT/AIRLINE SUPPORT 

S01 - Fuel Farm Expansion 

S02 - Primary ARFF

S03 - Secondary ARFF

S04 - Fuel Rack Relocation

S05 - Triculator

S06 - Consolidated De-icing Tanks 

S07 - Westside Maintenance Campus 

S08 - Airline Support (north)

S09 - Airline Support (west)

S10 - Centralized Rec. & Dist. Center

Legend 
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Long-Term Vision
Additional development needed to meet demand beyond 2027

Long-Term vision not ripe for environmental review

-
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NEPA EA Process

�
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SAMP Near-Term Projects environmental review
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NEPA Environmental
Impact Categories

�

•  •  Air Quality
•  Biological Resources
•  Climate
•  Coastal Resources
•  Department of Transportation Act Section 4(f) Resources
•  Farmlands
•  Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention
•  Historical, Architectural, Archaeological, and Cultural Resources
•  Land Use
•  Natural Resources and Energy Supply
•  Noise and Compatible Land Use
•  Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and 
   Children’s Environmental Health and Safety
•  Visual Effects
•  Water Resources
     •  Floodplains
     •  Groundwater
     •  Surface Waters
     •  Wetlands
     •  Wild and Scenic Rivers
•  Cumulative Impacts

All to be considered in SAMP NTP Environmental Review
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SEPA Process:
SAMP Near-Term Projects

�

Formulation
of 

Proposed
Action

and
Reasonable
Alternatives

Background
Data

Collection

Lead Agency
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of Significance and
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- Review
scoping

comments

Prepare and 
Distribute 
Draft EIS

Conduct
Public Hearing

Prepare
Final
EIS

Circulate
Final EIS

Notice of
Action Taken

- Respond to
substantive
comments

- Revise EIS

SAMP Near-Term Projects environmental review
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SEPA Elements
of the Environment

�
•  •  Natural environment

• Earth
        • Geology
        • Soils
        • Topography
        • Unique physical features
        • Erosion/enlargement of land area (accretion)
• Air
        • Air Quality
        • Odor
        • Climate
• Water
        • Surface water movement/quantity/quality
        • Runoff/absorption
        • Floods
        • Groundwater movement/quantity/quality
        • Public water supplies

• Plants and animals
        • Habitat for and numbers or diversity of species of plants, fish,
           or other wildlife
        • Unique species
        • Fish or wildlife migration routes

• • Energy and natural resources
        •         • Amount required/rate of use/efficiency
        •         • Source/availability
        •         • Nonrenewable resources
        •         • Conservation and renewable resources
        •         • Scenic resources

All to be considered in SAMP NTP Environmental Review
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SEPA Elements
of the Environment

�•  •  Built environment
• Environmental health
        • Noise
        • Risk of explosion
        • Releases or potential releases to the environment affecting public health,
            such as toxic or hazardous materials
• Land and shoreline use
        • Relationship to existing land use plans and to estimated population
        • Housing
        • Light and glare
        • Aesthetics
        • Recreation
        • Historic and cultural preservation
        • Agricultural crops

• Transportation
        • Transportation systems
        • Vehicular traffic
        • Waterborne, rail, and air traffic
        • Parking
        • Movement/circulation of people or goods
        • Traffic hazards
• Public services and utilities
        •         • Fire
        •         • Police
        •         • Schools
        •         • Parks or other recreational facilities
        •         • Maintenance
        •         • Communications
        •         • Water/stormwater
        •         • Sewer/solid waste
        •         • Other governmental services or utilities

All to be considered in SAMP NTP Environmental Review
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Anticipated NTP
Environmental Review Schedule

Winter 2019

Draft NEPA EA/SEPA EIS- Early Fall 2019

Planning Open Houses 
5/30, 6/14, 6/20 

Environmental Analysis 
Fall 2018- Fall 2019 Fall 2019 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS comment period

• Start scoping process/notification: July 30 

• September 6: Sea-Tac Airport 

• September 10: City of Des Moines
• September 12: City of Seattle (Beacon Hill)
• September 17: City of Federal Way
• September 19: City of Sea Tac 

September 28
•  Scoping Process/ Comment Period Ends 

Public Scoping Meetings 

A gency & Public Scoping Process 

Final NEPA EA/SEPA EIS- Early Winter 2019
A gency Scoping Meeting 

• • FAA NEPA Decision
• • Port of Seattle SEPA Action

A ,, 
2018 ♦ 2019 ♦ 

J 
1 

' 

Port 
of Seattle 
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♦ ♦ 



How to Comment

�

•  •  Scoping comments may be submitted via:

      •  SAMP Environmental Review website (Click “Participate”):
           www.SAMPNTPenvironmentalreview.org

      •  Email: SAMP@portseattle.org

•  Regular mail to:     Mr. Steve Rybolt
                                        Port of Seattle
                                        Aviation Environment and Sustainability
                                        P.O. Box 68727
                                        Seattle, WA 98168

•  In person at a Scoping Meeting:
      •  Submit written comments
      •  Submit oral comments to court reporter

•  All comments must be submitted or postmarked by September 28, 2018.
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Scoping Meetings

�

September 10, 2018
City of Des Moines
5:30 PM - 8:30 PM
Highline College Student Union

Scoping meetings for the public will be held:

September 12, 2018
City of Seattle (Beacon Hill)
5:30 PM - 8:30 PM
New Holly Gathering Hall

September 17, 2018
City of Federal Way
5:30 PM - 8:30 PM
Federal Way Community Center

September 19, 2018
City of SeaTac
5:30 PM - 8:30 PM
SeaTac Community Center

At the scoping meetings information regarding the Proposed Action
and the environmental review process will be available. For more
information or for those unable to attend a Public Scoping Meeting,
the same information will be available on the Port of Seattle’s
website: www.SAMPNTPenvironmentalreview.org

Scoping is an early and open process for determining the scope of
issues to be addressed and for identifying the significant issues
related to a proposed action.
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Public Hearing Protocol

�
1. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of issues that will be addressed in
      the environmental review document and identify concerns regarding potential 
      environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects.

2. The purpose of this scoping meeting is to give all interested people the opportunity 
      to put their comments and questions regarding the scope of the environmental 
      review on the record. Written responses to all comments and questions will be 
      prepared for the record and will be available for public review in the 
      Draft NEPA EA/SEPA EIS

3. People wishing to make comments will do so by writing their comments on a form,
      sending an email to SAMP@portseattle.org, or making an oral statement to the 
      court reporter.

4. People wanting to have their comments taken by the court reporter
    a. must register at the sign-in table. Please be courteous and
      respect the rights of all commenters.

5. Each commenter will be allotted 3 minutes with the court reporter.

6. People desiring more time may register to speak again with the court reporter. 
      They will be given another opportunity to speak after all other registered
      commenters have had their chance.

7.  You may either complete the forms today and leave them in the Comment Box or
  take them with you and mail them to the indicated address.

     All written comments must be postmarked by September 28, 2018
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Proposed SAMP
Near-Term Projects

�

•  •  New and modified Airport roadways to access the new Second Terminal
    (L03 – Second Terminal Roads & Curbside)

•  New parking garage and passenger terminal facilities for passenger check-in;
    passenger and baggage screening; airline offices, baggage conveyance and claim;
    concessions; and restrooms (T02 – Second Terminal & Parking)

•  New terminal concourse including typical functions such as baggage handling;
    passenger holdrooms, concessions, restrooms, etc.; office space; and walkway to the
    passenger terminal walkway (T01 – North Gates)

 
•  New elevated busway to provide a way for passengers to transfer among the
    Main Terminal, New Second Terminal, and Rental Car Facility
    (L02 – Elevated Busway & Stations)

•  New aircraft parking positions for aircraft waiting to park at a passenger gate, aircraft
    needing parking overnight, or remote aircraft gates where passengers are bussed to
    the airplane (A05 – North Hold Pad & A09 – Hardstand (central))

Purpose: Meet Forecasted Passenger Demand
A new Second Terminal would be constructed to provide the necessary
facilities to meet the projected passenger demand at the Airport.
The Second Terminal would include the following Primary Elements,
Connected Actions, and Similar Actions:
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Proposed SAMP
Near-Term Projects

�

•  •  Relocation of the southbound lanes of the North Airport Expressway to clear the site
    for construction of A09 Hardstand (central) and T01 North Gates (L01 – North Airport
    Expressway (NAE) Relocation (southbound lanes)). The southbound lanes would also
    be widened near the terminal to alleviate congestion.

•  Construction of a new ground transportation lot on Port property north of State Route
    (SR) 518 to accommodate increased demand and replace the S 160th St. parking lot
    displaced by the L02 - Elevated Busway (L05 – North Ground Transportation Lot)

•  Relocation of the Primary Aircraft Rescue and Firefighting (ARFF) station to clear the
    site for the new passenger concourse T01 North Gates (S02 – Primary Aircraft Rescue
    and Firefighting (ARFF) station & S03 – Secondary ARFF). The new ARFF would be
    larger than the existing ARFF to accommodate additional personnel.

•  Relocation of the fuel rack from its current location in the Cargo 6 area to clear the
    site for construction of the new passenger concourse T01 North Gates
    (S04 – Fuel Rack Relocation).

Purpose: Meet Forecasted Passenger Demand
A new Second Terminal would be constructed to provide the necessary
facilities to meet the projected passenger demand at the Airport.
The Second Terminal would include the following Primary Elements,
Connected Actions, and Similar Actions:
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Proposed SAMP
Near-Term Projects

�

•  •  In an effort to consolidate storage of aircraft deicing fluid and to clear a site for the
    construction of the new passenger concourse T01 North Gates, sets of deicing fluid
    tanks are proposed on both the north and south end of the airfield
    (S06 – Consolidated De-icing Fluid Storage Tanks)

•  Expansion of the existing north ground transportation lot to accommodate increased
    demand for charter and cruise passenger buses
    (L04 – Main Terminal North Ground Transportation Lot)

•  A new surface parking lot would accommodate increased demand for employee
    parking. The surface lot would be constructed on Port-owned property north of SR 518
    (L06 – Employee Parking Surface Lot)

 
•  A new parking structure north of SR 518 would provide additional capacity to
    accommodate increased demand for employee parking.
    (L07 – Employee Parking Structure)

•  A new Centralized Receiving & Distribution Center would be constructed on
    Port-owned property north of SR 518 to improve security and more efficiently screen
    and move supplies to concessionaires in the current and proposed future passenger
    terminals (S10 – Centralized Receiving & Distribution Center)     

Purpose: Meet Forecasted Passenger Demand
A new Second Terminal would be constructed to provide the necessary
facilities to meet the projected passenger demand at the Airport.
The Second Terminal would include the following Primary Elements,
Connected Actions, and Similar Actions:
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Proposed SAMP
Near-Term Projects

�

•  •  A new cargo aircraft parking area would be constructed in the North Cargo area east
    of Taxiway A.  (A08 – Hardstand (north))

•  •  The Cargo 4 South site would be redeveloped to address poor existing building
    conditions and configuration, and a larger building would be constructed to serve
    future demand.   (C01 – Cargo 4 South Redevelopment))

•  Two new cargo warehouse buildings with truck access would be constructed on the
    Port-owned L-Shape property. No aircraft would utilize the L-Shape property because
    it is not located on the airfield. 
    (C02 – Off-site Cargo Phase 1 (L-Shape) &  C03 – Off-site Cargo Phase 2 (L-Shape)) 

•  The Port’s Aviation Maintenance Facility (AMF) would be relocated from its current
    location in the North Cargo area to clear the site for construction of the A08 Hardstand
    (north) project. The AMF would be located on the west side of the airport in the
    West-side Maintenance Campus.   (S07 – West-side Maintenance Campus) 

•  •  To accommodate displaced Ground Service Equipment (GSE) maintenance and aircraft
    maintenance functions from the United Airlines maintenance building and Swissport
    cargo facility, and aircraft maintenance functions from the United Airlines
    maintenance building, two airline support buildings/expansions are planned.
    The first is a new building located in the far northeast corner of the North Cargo area.
    The second is an expansion of the existing AMB/AFCO III building to the west.
    (S08 Airlines Support (north) & S09 – Airline Support (west)).

Purpose: Meet Forecasted Cargo Demand
Various cargo-related projects would be constructed to provide the
necessary facilities to meet the projected cargo demand at the Airport.
These include the following Primary Elements, Connected Actions,
and Similar Actions:
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Proposed SAMP
Near-Term Projects

�

•  •  A runway blast pad is a surface adjacent to a runway intended to provide erosion
    protection from aircraft jet blast. The existing blast pads on RWY 16R34L would be
    expanded to meet current standard dimensions. 
    (A02 – Runway 16R-34L Blast Pads)

 
•  •  To provide the standard 500’ runway/taxiway separation, Taxiway B would be moved
    to the east between Taxiway C (at the north end of the airfield) and the approximate
    location of the existing Taxiway L. Shifting Taxiway B would also result in Taxiway A
    being shifted east. 
    (A04 – Taxiway B 500’ Separation & RIM Mitigation) 

•  Fillets are essentially rounded corners created with pavement and markings, and are
    used as part of taxiways to provide adequate distances between aircraft and the
    pavement edges. Fillets which do not meet current FAA standards would be improved
    when the fillet/area is in need of a reconstruction or impacted by another project.
    (A10 – Taxiway Fillets)

Purpose: Comply With FAA Airfield Standards/Guidance
Various improvements would be constructed to comply with FAA
standards and guidance. These include the following elements:
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Proposed SAMP
Near-Term Projects

�

•  •  Taxiway A would be extended south of Taxiway S to provide a parallel taxiway to
    Taxiway B. This taxiway will help reduce delay by providing additional pavement for
    ATCT to sequence aircraft.

 
•  •  To facilitate the taxiway work, the Runway 34R glide slope antenna and shelter may
    need to be relocated to the west side of Runway 16L-34R because it would be displaced
    by the Taxiway B construction. Additional work that may be required to facilitate the
    taxiway construction includes a new Vehicle Service Road bridge over S 188 Street.
    (A01 – Taxiway A/B Extension) 

•  High-speed exits allow landing aircraft to exit the runway at relatively higher speeds,
    leading to less time on the runway. A new high-speed exit would be constructed for
    Runway 34L arrivals between Taxiway J and Taxiway E.
    (A06 – Runway 34L High-speed Exit)

•  Taxiway D is currently a short taxiway between Runways 16C-34C and 16L-34R, and
    is used by aircraft waiting to take off from Runway 16C. This project would extend
    Taxiway D from Runway 16C-34C west to Taxiway T. 
    (A07 – Taxiway D Extension) 

Purpose: Improve Airfield Operational Efficiency 
Various improvements would be constructed to enhance the operational
efficiency of the Airport. These include the following elements: 
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Proposed SAMP
Near-Term Projects

�

•  •  Expansion of the fuel farm would include additional settling tank capacity and
    construction of infrastructure to support the Port’s Sustainable Aviation Fuel (SAF)
    initiative. The addition of four settling tanks adding approximately 10 million gallons
    of storage capacity would require additional piping, expansion of the spill containment
    dike, and four above ground storage tanks. 
    (S01 – Fuel Farm Expansion)

Purpose: Provide Additional Fuel Capacity and
Meet Port’s Sustainable Aviation Fuel Initiative

Various improvements would be constructed to enhance the Airport’s
fueling capabilities. These include the following elements: 
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VIDEO 

 

A video was prepared for the Online Open House and can be accessed at 

https://youtu.be/dd9C73hqv88https://youtu.be/dd9C73hqv88  

https://youtu.be/dd9C73hqv88
https://youtu.be/dd9C73hqv88
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COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING SCOPING 

Within each comment letter or oral statement from the public and agency scoping 
meetings, brackets are used to identify the specific items commented on within 
each comment letter or oral statement. The bracketed comments in each letter or 
transcript are labeled by number to provide an identifier for each comment. 
Additionally, comments were given an alpha identifier denoting whether they were 
directly related to the scope of the environmental review for the SAMP Near Term 
Projects or not. Comments related to the scope of environmental review for the 
SAMP Near Term Projects are denoted with an ‘S’, comments that were not directly 
related to the SAMP Near Term Projects are denoted with an ‘N’. Comments were 
organized into a total of 22 topical categories: 

SAMP Near Term Project Scoping Topics 
 

Comment Topic Description 
S1 Master Plan/Purpose & Need/Proposed Project 
S2 Alternatives 
S3 Air Quality/Climate 
S4 Noise 
S5 Human Health 
S6 Transportation 
S7 Water Resources 
S8 Socioeconomic 
S9 Biological and Natural Resources 
S10 Public Property and Resources 
S11 NEPA/SEPA Process 
S12 General Scoping Comments 

 
Other Topics 

 

Comment Topic Description 
N1 Master Plan 
N2 Air Quality/Climate 
N3 Noise 
N4 Human Health 
N5 Effects of 3rd Runway 
N6 Socioeconomic 
N7 Biological/Natural Resources 
N8 Water Resources 
N9 Public Property & Resources 
N10 General 

 
For all comments the first numerical digit is the Comment Topic. The second 
numerical digit behind the decimal is the specific comment within that topic. Each 



comment submitted was reviewed, summarized, and identified with a Comment 
Topic from one of the categories above. 

For example, Comment S3-1 was “Concerned about increased flights and air 
emissions as a result of the proposed action.” This issue was commented on by 
numerous individuals in both written and oral testimony. This comment is directly 
related to the scope of the environmental review process for SAMP so it is denoted 
with an ‘S’. Additionally, it focuses on the broader topic of Air Quality, which is 
denoted by the ‘3’. In every written or oral comment, this specific comment is 
identified as S3-1 and is addressed in the response to Topic 3 – Air Quality/Climate. 

Agencies and organizations that submitted comments were given a unique alpha 
identifier before the comment number. For example, Comment PS-1 was submitted 
by Puget Sound Regional Council, and Comment AA-1 was submitted by Alaska 
Airlines. There were 12 agencies and organizations that submitted written 
comments, and their unique alpha identifiers are as follows: 

 

Comment 
Identification 

Agency/Organization 

AA Alaska Airlines 
CST City of SeaTac 
DM City of Des Moines 
DoE State of Washington, Department of Ecology 
ECR El Centre de la Raza 
EPA US Environmental Protection Agency 
FW City of Federal Way 
JC Joint City Comments (Des Moines, Burien, Normandy 

Park, and Sea-Tac) 
PS Puget Sound Regional Council 
ST Sound Transit 
TU City of Tukwila 

WSD Washington State Department of Transportation 
 

Written and oral comments appear in the following order: 

Agency and organization comments 
Public comments 

 Handed in at public scoping meeting, provided through oral testimony, 
emailed, or mailed 

 Online comments 
 Fight the Flight form letter 
 Vashon Island Fair Skies form letter 

This summary includes agency, organization and individual comments that were 
received during the Scoping period. The Scoping period extended from July 30, 
2018 to September 28, 2018 and included four public meetings, one 
agency/organization meeting, and an online open house. In total, 344 people 



attended the public meetings. The Port and FAA received approximately 760 
comments from the public, agencies and organizations regarding the SAMP Near 
Term Projects environmental review. One hundred thirty-three comment sheets 
were handed in and 43 people provided oral testimony at the public meetings. An 
additional 141 comments were submitted online through the Online Open House. 
Fight the Flight and Vashon Island Fair Skies also created form letters for 
individuals to submit, with 360 and 16 respectively emailing or mailing those to the 
Port. In addition to the public comment, 12 agencies/organizations submitted 
written comments to the Port and the FAA. 

Below is an index of commenters with their comment codes. Following that is a 
matrix of topical comments, along with responses to the most common comments. 



Name/Organization Comment Numbers 
Alaska Airlines AA-1, AA-2, AA-3, AA-4 
City of SeaTac CST-1, CST-2, CST-3, CST-4, CST-5, CST-6, CST-7 
City of Des Moines DM-1, DM-2, DM-3, DM-4, DM-5 
State of Washington, Department of Ecology DoE-1, DoE-2, DoE-3, DoE-4 
El Centro de la Raza ECR-1, ECR-2, ECR-3 
Environmental Protection Agency EPA-1 
 
City of Federal Way 

FW-1, FW-2, FW-3, FW-4, FW-5, FW-6, FW-7, FW-8, FW-9, FW-10, FW- 
11, FW-12 

Joint City Comments (Des Moines, Burien, 
Normancy Park, and Sea-Tac) 

JC-1, JC-2, JC-3, JC-4, JC-5, JC-6, JC-7, JC-8, JC-9, JC-10, JC-11, JC-12, 
JC-13, JC-14, JC-15, JC-16, JC-17, JC-18, JC-19 

Puget Sound Regional Council PS-1, PS-2, PS-3, PS-4, PS-5 
Sound Transit ST-1, ST-2 
City of Tukwila TU-1, TU-2, TU-3, TU-4, TU-5, TU-6, TU-7, TU-8 

Washington State Department of 
Transportation 

WED-1, WSD-2, WSD-3, WSD-4, WSD-5, WSD-6, WSD-7, WSD-8, WSD- 
9, WSD-10, WSD-11, WSD-12, WSD-13, WSD-14, WSD-15, WSD-16, 
WSD-17, WSD-18, WSD-19, WSD-20 

Aaron Virshup N3-1, S4-5 

Ace Harrison S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Adelle Comfort S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1, S9-1 
Aimee Schantz N3-3 
Alan Davis N1-5, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S4-4, S5-1 
Alan R. Green N3-6 
Aleksandr Yeremeyev S6-2, S6-3 
Allen (no last name) N10-25, S2-2 
Allen Nelson S11-1, S11-4, S2-1, S4-4, S5-2 
Alli Larkin S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Amanda Hodges N3-7, S4-3 
Amie Rolfes N3-1 
Amy and Roy France S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Amy Glassman S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Amy Hitchens N3-1, N4-3, S1-6, S2-1, S3-1, S3-2, S3-3, S4-5, S6-2, S7-1, S7-2, S8-4 
Amy Kaminishi N10-2, S12-31, S12-7, S1-3, S2-2, S3-1, S4-8, S5-1, S6-8 
Andrew Wiesnet S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S4-1, S4-2, S5-1 
Andrew Wood N2-1, N3-15, N3-16, N3-2, N3-5, S11-1, S11-12, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, 

S2-1, S2-7, S3-4, S4-10, S5-1 
Andy Wilson N3-20, N3-4, N3-6, N6-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S12-23, S2-1, 

S4-10, S4-11, S4-3, S5-1 



Anet Fox N10-3, N2-1, N3-1, N3-2, N6-1, S11-9, S2-1, S6-1 
Angela Griffin S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Ann Dunn S2-2, S3-1, S3-4, S4-3, S8-2 
Anne Burkland S3-1, S4-3 
Anne Kroeker S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Anne Kroeker and Richard Leeds S11-1, S11-2 
Annie Phillips S1-6 
Ariana Nicoli N3-1, S5-1, S5-4 
Armond Swanson II N3-7, N5-5 
Ashley Baker S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Audrey Ise N3-1, N3-2 
Austin Smith S8-3 
Ayumi Luke S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S4-1, S4-2, S5-1 
Barbara Chin N3-25 
Barbara Cornwall S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Barbara Doornink S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Barry Smith  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Becky Casperson N2-1, N3-1, S2-1 
Becky Crompto N1-4, N3-7, N5-2, N5-4, S2-1 
Bernadine Lund N10-16, N10-28, N3-1, N3-2, N3-3, N3-7, N4-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, 

S11-4, S12-28, S2-1, S5-1, S8-6 
Beth Anne Freiling S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S4-1, S4-2, S5-1 
Beth McCasland N3-4, N3-7, S6-2 
Bette Allen S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Beverly Ching N3-1, N3-3, N3-6, N4-1, N5-5, N6-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, 

S4-12, S4-5, S4-8, S5-1, S5-3 
Bill (Billy) Small N5-3, N5-5, N3-6, N3-7 
Bill Adams S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Bill Morgan N10-8, N10-9 
Blanche Hill N4-3, S12-26, S2-6, S2-7, S3-4 
Bobby Stratton S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Bonnie Baker S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Bonnie Crawford N3-1, S7-2 
Bonnie West-Armstrong N2-1, N6-1, S12-27, S2-2 
Brad Jurkovich S11-2, S11-8, S12-20, S12-37, S6-3 
Brad McKeown S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Brett Piper S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Brian Bennett N3-1, N3-7, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 



Brieana Paice N10-37 
Bruce Davidson N10-10, S11-1, S11-3, S4-4, S4-5, S4-6, S5-1 
Bruce Dennis S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Bruce Perham S2-2, S2-5 
Calumi Gligorea  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Calvin Falter N10-20, N6-4, S2-1, S4-6, S5-1, S7-2 
Calvin Gligorea S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Candace Urquhart  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Cara Zemanek S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Carl Craven  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Carla Anderson S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Carla Rosen N3-1, N3-3 
Carol & Rod Sterley N3-2 
Carol Allread  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Carol Belland S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Carol Parsons S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Carol Ramey S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Carol Sabotka N3-1, N4-1, N5-2, S3-1, S3-4, S4-3, S7-2, S9-1 
Carol Stream S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Carole Kirkpatrick N10-10, N3-1, N4-1, S2-1, S2-2, S3-6 
Carolyn Corbin S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Carolyn Hale S2-7, S3-1, S6-8, S8-1 
Carey Huffman S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S4-1, S4-2, S5-1 
Caryl Utigard N8-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S3-4, S4-4, S5-1, S7-2, S8-4 
Catherine Grady S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S4-1, S4-2, S5-1 
Catherine Milne N10-6, N5-2, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S2-5, S4-7, S5-1, S6-2 
Cathy Barton S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Charles Michael S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Chely Robles N2-1 
Cheryl Evans S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Chestine Edgar N10-37, N1-3, S11-26, S11-27, S11-4, S3-4, S5-1, S8-3 
Chris Barbarossa S11-1, S11-2, S2-1, S5-1 
Chris DeBoer N3-1, S2-2 
Chris Hall N3-1, N3-7, N4-1, N5-2, N6-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S11-8, S2-1, 

S4-3, S5-1 
Chris Mitchell N10-10, N2-1, N3-3, S2-6, S6-8 
Christine Burdine S12-35, S2-1, S9-1 
Christopher Johnson S10-2, S12-5, S12-6 



Cindy (no last name) S5-4 
Cindy Codoni S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Cindy Cripe S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Constance Ace S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Craig Newman S12-22, S1-6, S4-1, S4-4, S4-6, S5-1, S5-2, S5-3, S8-2 
Cyndi White S2-2 
Dale & Linda Peterson N10-37 
Dan (no last name) S4-3, S5-1, S8-2 
Dan Schwartz N3-4, N3-9, N7-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Dan Simmons S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Dana Hollaway N10-15, N10-42, N3-15, N3-17, N3-28, N3-5, S10-2, S10-3, S11-1, S11-

2, S11-26, S11-3, S11-32, S11-33, S11-34, S11-4, S11-8, S12-32, S2-1, 
S3-4, S4-4, S5-1, S5-2, S5-5, S6-3, S6-8, S8-1, S8-2, S8-3 

Daniel Eulberg S2-11 
Daniel Kinney S4-4, S4-8 
Daniel Moore N10-26, N10-27, N3-1, S12-10, S1-3, S2-5 
Daniel Sadowitz S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Danylle Edson S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Darcy Battershell N3-1, N3-2, N3-4, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Dave Juberg N10-4, N5-2, N6-1, N6-2, S5-1 
Dave Ramey S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
David Berger  S2-1, S11-3, N3-1, S4-3, S11-8 
David Burger S12-22 
David Clark S1-1, S11-1, S11-2, S2-1 
David Dedrickson  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
David Elliott N3-3, N3-9, S2-5 
David Goebel S11-6, S11-7, S1-8, S4-1, S4-2 
David Ortman N10-38, N10-39, N6-1, S11-20, S12-30, S12-31, S2-1, S2-10 
David Reynolds S2-1 
David Scarselk S10-1, S11-19, S11-22, S4-14, S8-4 
David Schmidt S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
David Sharpe S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
David Stanford N10-35, N3-4, N6-1 
David Stevson S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
David Toner S12-14, S12-15 
David Zemanek  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Dawn Lemmel N3-20, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S12-23, S2-1, S4-11, S5-1 



Dayna Anderson N10-8, N2-1, N3-1, N3-6, N4-4, N5-2, N6-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3,  
S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 

Deb Yohann S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Debi Wagner N10-1, N10-40, N10-41, N2-1, N2-7, N2-8, N2-9, S11-27, S11-31,  

S12-2, S12-36, S3-1, S3-2, S3-8, S5-1, S8-3 
Deborah Dennis  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Deborah Harvey N3-3, N3-6, S10-1, S2-1, S4-3, S8-2 
Debra Seiler S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Debra Valpey S11-18 
Deirdre Curle N3-1, S3-1, S3-2, S4-4 
Denise Furman  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Denise Philips S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Denise Reinke  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Denman Smith S11-1, S11-3, S2-1, S5-1 
Dennis & Tammy Wallick S2-2, S3-4, S3-6, S5-3, S8-2, S9-1 
Dennis Maupin S12-10 
Dennis Wallick  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Derek Dexheimer S3-7 
Diane Bishop-Gullikson N2-1, N3-1, N3-6, N6-1, S2-2 
Diane Collier S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Diane Evans N10-1, N3-1, S3-1, S4-4, S8-2 
Diane Knutson N3-1, N5-5, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S3-1, S5-1 
Diane Numrich N10-8, N2-6, N3-7, N4-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Dianne Hoerle S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Dini Duchos S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Don Murray S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Donald Newman N3-6, N3-7, N5-5, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Donna Tarabochia S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Doreen Harper S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Dorothee Maces S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Dorothy Fish S2-2, S3-1, S8-2 
Dorothy Griffin S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Dorothy Ison S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Dorothy Pederson  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Douglas Wetz S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Earl Harper N10-37, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Earnest Thompson N10-10, N4-1, S10-3, S11-3, S12-26, S2-6, S3-4, S5-3, S8-7 
Eden Toner S12-14, S3-1, S4-3 



Edie Staiger N10-37, N2-1, N3-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Edward Plumlee N2-1, N3-1, S4-3 
Ehlisha Heckathorne S2-1 
Eileen Stauss N10-5, N3-1, N3-6 
Elissa Stern N3-2, S11-1, S11-12, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Elizabeth Bermel S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Elizabeth Burn S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Elizabeth Cook S2-1, S3-1, S3-2, S4-1, S4-4, S5-5, S7-1 
Elizabeth Heidner S4-1 
Ellen McCammon S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Emily Lo S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Erica Schindler S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Erik Peterson S11-1, S11-14, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Eunbok Sadowitz S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Frank & Elaine Young S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Frank Crosswhite S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Frank Needles N10-27, S12-19 
Frank Peto S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Gail Labanara S3-1, S4-3 
Gary Gibson S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Gary Kriedt S1-11, S1-12, S12-28, S2-1, S3-3 
George Scott S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Georgina Wickland S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Gerald Wieder S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S4-4, S5-1 
Gigi Sather N3-1, N5-2, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S11-8, S2-1, S4-3, S5-1 
Gina Mutter S2-1, S6-2, S8-5 
Glen & Rhond Smith N2-1, N3-1, N3-2 
Glen Sankey S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Glen Urquhart  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Gloria Crepeau S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Gordon Gray S2-1 
Gregory Peters N3-2 
Han Lee S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Harry Steinmetz S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Heather Biddy S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Heather Glen N3-24, S2-1, S3-2, S5-1 
Helen Plosky and Kevin Allen S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1, S5-2 



Hillary Britt S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
I Hart N3-3 
Ian D Curry S4-14 
Iris Hernandez N3-2, N3-5, N6-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1, S8-5 
J.S. Hutmacher N3-1 
Jacqueline Benster S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
James Carisle S12-11 
James McCartney N2-1, N3-1, N3-2, N3-5, N3-6, N3-7, N4-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, 

S2-1, S4-3, S5-1 
James Thomson S12-20 
Jamie Scatena S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Jan Anderson N3-3, N4-3, S2-1, S5-4 
Jane Bentley S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Jane Davis N10-33, N1-4, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S3-1, S3-2, S5-1 
Jane Riordan  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Janet Allman S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Janet Large S2-1, S2-2, S5-3, S6-8 
Janet Paige S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Janet Slezak S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Janet Smith S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S2-1, S5-1 
Jason Erskine S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Javier Tordable S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S4-3, S5-1 
Jay Hasbrouck S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
JC Harris N10-10, N3-14, S10-2, S10-3, S11-18, S11-19, S11-21, S11-3, S12-3, 

S2-1, S3-2, S4-4, S5-1, S5-4, S9-1 
Jean Hilde S11-2, S1-9, S2-2, S2-7, S4-3, S4-4, S4-5, S4-8 
Jean Higgins S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Jeanette Siburg N2-1, N3-3, N3-6, N3-9, N4-1, N6-3, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, 

S3-2, S4-3, S5-1, S5-3, S8-1, S8-2 
Jeanne Polk S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Jeff Lewis N10-23, N1-2, S1-10, S12-1, S12-13, S12-2, S12-27, S1-9 
Jeffrey Sewell N3-1, S3-1, S4-3 
Jenn Ross N10-1, N3-19, S3-1, S4-3, S8-1 
Jennifer Johnson S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Jennifer Stanton N2-1, N3-6, S12-7 
Jennifer Stock S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Jenny Smith S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Jerald Pederson S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 



Jeremy Trivelas S3-1 
Jesse Hart S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Jill Aldrich N10-36, N8-2 
Jill Tinker S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S12-1, S12-21, S2-1, S5-1 
Jill-Morgan Fisher N3-1, S10-5, S1-3, S2-2, S3-1, S4-3, S6-8, S7-1, S8-1, S8-2 
Jim & Paula Jobe N5-2 
Jim Burbidge N3-6, N9-1, S2-1, S2-2, S6-6 
Jim Jobe N2-1, N3-3, N3-5, S2-1, S3-1, S4-3 
Jim Paige S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Jim Siburg N3-1, N3-6, N3-9, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S3-2, S5-1, S5-3 
Joan Baily N3-1, N3-19, N3-22, N4-5, N5-5, S1-4 
Joan Seidel S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Joan Zatloukal S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
JoAnn Pasek N3-3, N3-6, N10-10, S3-1, S7-1 
Joanne Meyers S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Joe Scorcio S11-10 
Joe Teeples N10-31, N3-19, N5-5, S3-1, S4-3, S6-8 
Joel Walters S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S4-1, S4-2, S5-1 
John Burdine N3-11, S3-1 
John Johnson S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
John Raymer N10-4, N3-2, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S12-21, S2-1, S2-2, S3-2,  

S5-1 
John Rizzardi S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
John Schindler N10-8, N3-1, N3-6, N3-7, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
John Schneider S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
John Smythe N3-15, N3-2, N3-3, N3-6, N3-7, S2-1 
Jon Struss S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Joni Baily  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Joseph Albert N3-1, S2-2 
Joseph Radmacher S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Josephine Bayan S12-17 
Joyce Bernal S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Joyce Stratton S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Judi Armer S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1 
Judith Grande S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Judy Beste S2-9 
Judy Grande N10-18, N10-20, N10-32, N10-34, S12-2, S2-1, S5-1 
Julia Sennewald S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
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Steven Pedersen N2-1, N3-3, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S3-1, S4-3, S5-1, S8-2 
Steven W Cox N2-1, N7-1 
Stuart Jenner S10-1, S1-11, S11-10, S11-2, S12-1, S12-2, S1-6, S1-7, S2-8, S6-2,  

S6-9 
Sue Cornell N2-1, N3-1, N3-2, S2-1, S3-1, S4-3 
Susan & Robert Petersen N10-10, N3-1, N3-24, N4-1, N5-3, N6-1, S10-2, S11-8, S2-1, S4-4, S5-1 
Susan Bara S11-1 
Susan Canizales S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 



Susan Davis N10-1, N10-24, N2-1, N3-1, N3-4, N3-6, N3-9, N5-6, S11-25 
Susan Honda S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Susan Petersen  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Susan Plecko S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Susan Slettvet S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Susan White N1-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1, S5-3 
Tai Oh N8-1, S2-1, S3-1, S4-3 
Talia Clever S10-5, S12-13, S2-11, S3-1, S4-3, S6-2, S7-1 
Tamara (no last name) S4-4 
Tammy Wallick S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Terri Juberg N10-4, N4-1, N5-2, S1-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Terri Sankey S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Theresa Mintzer S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Therese Crosswhite S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Thomas McCarthy S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Thomas Mintzer S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Thomas Pelzel S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Thomas Wingard S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Tina Calico S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Tina Larson N3-2, N5-2, N6-1 
Tina Musselman N10-17, N2-1, N3-1, N3-17, N4-1, S11-1, S11-17, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, 

S2-1, S5-1 
Tom (no last name) N2-1 
Tom and Betsy Sproger N5-2, S3-1, S6-2 
Toni Lally S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Tony Rosso N10-37 
Traci Buxton S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Tricia Anderson  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
Twyla Lawrence S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Valerie Constantino N3-1, N3-3, N3-6, N4-1, N5-5, S2-1, S4-8 
Valerie Miller N3-1, N8-1 
Veronica Torres S7-2 
Vicki Andrews S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Vicki Dunakin S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S4-1, S4-2, S5-1 
Vicky Hartley S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Virginia Wetli S12-18, S6-8 
Walter H Jamison Jr S3-4 



Wasim Azzam N3-1, N3-6, S2-2 
Wendy Ghiora S11-1, S11-3, S2-1, S5-1, S5-2 
Wendy Haley S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Wendy Hall S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
William Corbin  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
William Damato N2-5, N3-3, S11-1, S11-17, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S12-14, S2-1, S5-1 
William (Bill) Feldt N3-15, N3-5, N5-5, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
William L Johnson Jr N2-1, S2-2, S4-3 
William Linscott S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
William Riordan  S2-1, S5-1, S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4 
William Vogel S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Wing Li N3-6, N3-7 
Yolanda Manato N10-5, N3-3 
Young Hee Lee S11-1, S11-2, S11-3, S11-4, S2-1, S5-1 
Yun Pitre N3-19 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
INDIVIDUAL COMMENTERS 

S1 Master Plan/Purpose & Need/Proposed Project  

 
 
S1-1 

Separate need for project into hub-facility versus 
regular flights, local demand versus connecting. Hubs 
are not a need. 

David Clark, Terri Juberg, Sheila Brush 
 

 
S1-2 

Concerned projected flight estimates may be too low, or 
high, and not based on historical trend. 

 
Steve Edmiston, Mr. Lewis, Sharyn Parker 

 
 
S1-3 

Request for additional stakeholder involvement and 
more time for the public to comment on the Master 
Plan. 

Lauren Frederick, Amy Kaminishi, Jill-Morgan Fisher, Kerry 
Hutchins, Daniel Moore, Martin Moore 

 
S1-4 

Concern that the Master Plan was not an open process 
and community views were not considered. 

Joan Baily, Penelope Mabie 

 
S1-5 

Concern that the purpose of the development is to 
increase flights. 

S. Ashurst 

 
S1-6 

The project should incorporate sustainable features like 
living buildings, solar, etc. Stuart Jenner, Annie Phillips, Craig Newman, Amy Hitchens 

 
S1-7 

Concerned that the site for the new terminal is too 
small. Stuart Jenner 

 
S1-8 

The SAMP forecasts have already been exceeded and 
should be updated. David Goebel, Margaret Nelson 

 
 
S1-9 

 
The passenger demand is falsely stated as being driven 
by the consumer. It is being driven by the airlines. Jeff Lewis, Jean Hilde 

 
 
S1-10 

The recent increases in operations and enplanements 
are a result of airline hubbing and not consumer 
demand. 

 
 
Jeff Lewis 

S1-11 The Hush House should be part of the plan. Stuart Jenner, Stan Lemmel, Gary Kriedt 
 
S1-12 

Purpose and need should be updated to include 
reducing impacts on people and the environment. 

 
Gary Kriedt, Ray (no last name), Sheila Brush 

 
 
S1-13 

Requests a detailed description of how the proposed 
facilities will operate and integrate with existing 
facilities. 

 
 
Roger Kadeg 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
S2 Alternatives  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S2-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Include use of existing or a new regional airport to 
reduce activity/impacts in the NEPA/SEPA studies. 

Jim & Paula Jobe, Mary Eun, Allen Nelson, Ken Boroughs, Anet 
Fox, Steven Pedersen, Kay Pedersen, Dayna Anderson, Helen 
Plosky & Kevin Allen, Judy Grande, Chris Hall, Andrew Wood, 
Kendra Wight, No Name, Donald Newman, Alan Davis, Jyl 
Poehlman, Karen Anthony, Laurie McEachern, Sue Cornell, Becky 
Casperson, Paula Jobe, Jim Jobe, Michael Kun, David Reynolds, 
Tina Musselman, Katrina Sandeen, Becky Crompto, Linda Purlee, 
Jim Burbidge, Robin Rawlings, James McCartney, Lauren 
Frederick, Molly Cone, Steve Numerick, No Name, S. Ashurst,  
Sheila Murray, John Smythe, Valerie Constantino, Mr. Roberson, 
Jan Anderson, John Raymer, Susan White, David A Berger, Mr. 
Wachtel, Sidney Carter, Marianne Markkanen, Kaylynn Griffee, 
Steve Edmiston, Susan & Robert Peterson, Rose Clark, Lorie 
Lucky, Gina Mutter, Edie Staiger, Rusty Zainoulline, Wendy 
Ghiora, Peter Phillips, Patricia James, David Ortman, Debi 
Wagner, Ray (no last name), Misty (no last name), Gordon Gray, 
Matthew Mahoney, Morgan Bell, Justin Kalm, Patti R Petruska, 
Heather Glen, Nancy Kennedy, Tai Oh, Amy Hitchens, Kyhra 
Hessel, Janet Large, Calvin Falter, Ryan Crompton, Carole 
Kirkpatrick, Mary & Kamran Mukhtar, Caryl Utigard, Elizabeth 
Cook, Christine Burdine, Ehlisha Heckathorne, Erik 
Peterson, Gary Kriedt, Fight the Flight, Vashon Island Fair Skies 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S2-2 

Requests that alternate flight procedures be considered 
as part of the plan. 

Allen (no last name),  Amy Kaminishi,  Ann Dunn,  Bonnie West-
Armstrong,  Bruce Perham,  Carole Kirkpatrick,  Chris DeBoer,  
Cyndi White,  Dennis & Tammy Wallick,  Diane Bishop-Gullikson,  
Dorothy Fish,  Janet Large,  Jean Hilde,  Jill-Morgan Fisher,  Jim 
Burbidge,  John Raymer,  Joseph Albert,  Kristin Tregillus,  Linda 
Gardner,  Lynette Andrews,  Marilyn Jones,  Mark Miloscia,  Mr. 
Christopherson,  Mr. McLees,  Nicolas Garcia,  Nicole Green,  
Norma Jean O'Mallley,  Peter Wang,  Richard Beutz,  Wasim 
Azzam,  William L Johnson Jr. 

 
S2-3 

Request to scale back plans to reduce the number of 
flights/impacts at the airport. Mike Welch, Jim and Paula Jobe, Peter Wang, Margaret Nelson 

 
S2-4 

Focus on FAA compliance projects before planning new 
projects. Mike Welch 

 
 
S2-5 

SAMP should propose limits on 3rd runway; restrict 3rd 
runway to newer, more environmentally friendly 
airplanes. 

Catherine Milne, David Elliott, Justin Kalm, Bruce Perham, Daniel 
Moore 

 
S2-6 

Requests Hyperloop be considered instead of expanding 
the airport. Earnest Thompson, Blanche Hill, Chris Mitchell 

 
 
S2-7 

Requests high speed rail be considered instead of 
expanding the airport; or use existing rail to move 
people & products. 

Andrew Wood, Blanche Hill, Nicole Green, Jean Hilde, Carolyn 
Hale, Matthew Phillips 

 
S2-8 

Requests parking lots L06/L07 be eliminated and more 
transit be used for employees. Stuart Jenner 

 
S2-9 

Requests parking lots L06/L07 be eliminated or 
relocated to the south. Judy Beste, Pam Fernald 

 
 
S2-10 

Alternatives were not included in scoping 
materials/meeting. Need to be looked at in NEPA/SEPA 
studies. 

 
 
David Ortman 

 
S2-11 

Requests NEPA/SEPA studies to include alternative 
procedures/mitigation to reduce noise. Daniel Eulberg, Talia Clever, Ryan Crompton, Steve Lewis 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
S3 Air Quality/Climate  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S3-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Concerned about increased flights and air emissions as a 
result of the proposed action. 

Amy Hitchens, Amy Kaminishi, Ann Dunn, Anne Burkland, Carol 
Sabotka, Carolyn Hale, Debi Wagner, Deirdre Curle, Diane Evans,  
Diane Knutson, Dorothy Fish, Eden Toner, Elizabeth Cook, Gail 
Labanara, Jane Davis, Jeffrey Sewell, Jenn Ross, Jeremy Trivelas,  
Jill-Morgan Fisher, Jim and Paula Jobe, Jim Jobe, JoAnn Pasek,  
Joe Teeples, John Burdine, Laurel Anne Bettridge, Lauren 
Frederick, Lynette Andrews, Margaret Jeffers, Marianne 
Markkanen, Marjie Witman, Matthew Mahoney, Matthew 
Phillips, Mike McDowell, Mira Palosaari, Molly Cone, Nicolas 
Garcia, Noelle Royer, Norma Jean O'Mallley, Penelope Mabie,  
Robert Maurus, Roger Kadeg, Ryan Crompton, S. Ashurst, Sheila 
Brush, Stephanie (no last name), Steven Pedersen, Sue Cornell,  
Tai Oh, Talia Clever, Tom and Betsy Sproger 

 
 
 

 
S3-2 

 
 
 
Requests air emission monitoring be conducted as part 
of the study. 

Jim Siburg, Jeanette Siburg, JC Harris, Sheila Brush, Debi Wagner, 
Samantha Good, Laurel Anne Bettridge, Deirdre Curle, Kerry 
Hutchins, Heather Glen, Ronald Glen, Amy Hitchens, John 
Raymer, Kathryn Rathke, Shari Sewell, Elizabeth Cook, Jane Davis, 
Mary & Kamran Mukhtar, Stan Lemmel, Marianne Markkanen 

 
S3-3 

Requests use of electric vehicles, solar, and alternative 
fuels to reduce emissions. 

Mr. Palosaari, Noelle Royer, Justin Kalm, Patti Petruska, Amy 
Hitchens, Gary Kriedt, Mira Palosaari 

S3-4 

Requests analysis of aircraft emissions/ultra fine 
particulates/Greenhouse Gases and the potential 
impacts to human health including breathing, ingestion 
of food grown near the airport, and skin contact. 

Roger Kadeg, Margaret Nelson, Andrew Wood, Sheila Murray, 
Earnest Thompson, Blanche Hill, Mark Proulx, Chestine Edgar, 
Sheila Brush, Dana Hollaway, Nicole Green, Walter H Jamison Jr, 
Noelle Royer, Matthew Mahoney, Ann Dunn, Dennis & Tammy 
Wallick, Carol Sabotka, Caryl Utigard 

S3-5 

Include assessment of emissions from ground vehicles, 
burned rubber from aircraft tires, other organic 
compounds, and trace metals. Roger Kadeg 

 
S3-6 

Requests study and mitigation of odor as part of the 
SEPA study. 

Sheila Brush, Dennis & Tammy Wallick, Carole Kirkpatrick, Shari 
Sewell 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
S3-7 

Requests study of climate change impacts on airport as 
part of the SEPA study. 

Sheila Brush, Derek Dexheimer, Penelope Mabie, Ryan 
Crompton, Mimi Matlack 

 
S3-8 

Requests study of air toxics in addition to criteria 
pollutants. Debi Wagner 

S4 Noise  

 
S4-1 

Study noise at same level of detail for communities 
outside the six neighboring airport cities. 

David Goebel, Elizabeth Heidner, Craig Newman, Shari Sewell, 
Elizabeth Cook, Krista Scott, Vashon Island Fair Skies 

S4-2 Noise study should include airframe noise. David Goebel, Patti Petruska, Vashon Island Fair Skies 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S4-3 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Concerned flights and noise impacts will increase as a 
result of the proposed action. 

Jim Jobe, Mary Eun, Neva Welch, David Berger, Chris Hall, Steve 
Lewis, Ray Miryekta, Kurt Moss, Susan Petersen, Gigi Sather, 
Sandra Bisordi, Jeanette Siburg, Steven Pedersen, Marjie 
Witman, Carol Sabotka, Mike McDowell, Lorie Lucky, Peter 
Philips, Vicki and Brian Lord, Nicole Green, Jean Hilde,  Gail 
Labanara, Jenn Ross, Amanda Hodges, Jill-Morgan Fisher, 
Margaret Jeffers, Dan (no last name), Ann Dunn, Sheree Johnson, 
Rolando Alcantara, Tai Oh, Talia Clever, Jeffrey Sewell, Anne 
Burkland, Paul Mocha, Ron Michaels, Marilyn Jones, Ryan 
Crompton, William L Johnson Jr, Edward Plumlee, Javier 
Tordable, Andy Wilson, Deborah Harvey, Eden Toner, Jim and 
Paula Jobe, Joe Teeples, Molly Cone, Robert Maurus, Roger 
Kadeg, S. Ashurst, Sheila Brush, Sue Cornell 

 
 
 
 

 
S4-4 

 
 
 
 
Requests study of sleep disruption, single event noise, 
or other metrics besides DNL. 

Allen Nelson, Scott Schaefer, Steve Edmiston, Daniel Kinney, 
Susan & Robert Petersen, Monique Cherrier, Gerald Wieder, 
Bruce Davidson, Sheila Brush, Roger Kadeg, Dana Hollaway, Jean 
Hilde, Tamara (no last name), Deirdre Curle, Matthew Mahoney, 
Craig Newman, Diane Evans, Ryan Crompton, Kathryn Rathke, 
Caryl Utigard, Elizabeth Cook, Alan Davis, JC Harris, Patrick Smith 

 
 
 
S4-5 

 
 
Requests consideration of noise impacts on sensitive 
populations, elderly, children, etc. 

Kate Nelson, Steve Edmiston, Bruce Davidson, Nicole Green, Jean 
Hilde, Noelle Royer, Lynette Andrews, Matthew Mahoney, Aaron 
Virshup, Kerry Hutchins, Penelope Mabie, Ray (no last name), 
Amy Hitchens, Beverly Ching 

 
S4-6 

 
There is a link between noise and health. 

Laurie Sherwin, Mark Proulx, Bruce Davidson, Sheila Brush, 
Samantha Good, Craig Newman, Calvin Falter, Lacey Swain 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
S4-7 

Concerned about combined noise impacts from more 
automobile traffic and aircrafts. Catherine Milne 

 
S4-8  

Requests additional noise monitoring be completed. 

Daniel Kinney, Orlando Samora, Monique Cherrier, Amy 
Kaminishi, Jean Hilde, Ray (no last name), Beverly Ching, Ms. 
Raymond, Valerie Constantino 

S4-9 Requests analysis of maximum noise levels. Margaret Nelson 
 
S4-10 

Concern that analysis does not consider frequency of 
flights. Andrew Wood, Andy Wilson 

 
S4-11 

Concern that airport expansion will cause more 
operations and jet aircraft to use the Burien turn. Dawn Lemmel, Marsha Sutton, Andy Wilson, Steve Edmiston 

 
 
S4-12 

Request for noise mitigation from any potential impacts 
as a result of the proposed development be extended to 
Des Moines and Federal Way. S. Ashurst, Beverly Ching 

 
S4-13 

Request independent noise study with noise 
measurements. Sheila Murray, Mark Proulx 

S4-14 Assess impacts of noise from cargo aircraft. David Scarselk, Ian D Curry, Romy Pirotte 
S5 Human Health  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S5-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Request for human heath impact/risk studies as part of 
NEPA/SEPA process. 

Laurie Sherwin, Dave Juberg, Catherine Milne, Scott Schaefer, 
Helen Plosky & Kevin Allen, Melody Edmiston, Judy Grande, Ms. 
Raymond, Dana Hollaway, Mr. Palosaari, Susan & Robert 
Peterson, JC Harris, Wendy Ghiora, Debi Wagner, Perry Kent, 
Mark Proulx, Bruce Davidson, Mr. & Mrs. Lord, Chestine Edgar, 
Sheila Brush, Roger Kadeg, Amy Kaminishi, Ray (No Last Name), 
Lynette Andrews, Dan (no last name), Matthew Mahoney, Craig 
Newman, Morgan Bell, Ariana Nicoli, Justin Kalm, Patti R 
Petruska, Heather Glen, Calvin Falter, Fight the 
Flight, Vashon Island Fair Skies 

 
 
S5-2 

 
Include worldwide studies that explore health impacts 
from airports. 

Allen Nelson, Helen Plosky and Kevin Allen, Steve Edmiston, 
Wendy Ghiora, Vicki and Brian Lord, Dana Hollaway, Craig 
Newman 

 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
 
 
S5-3 

 
Concerned about health effects of particulate matter, 
air emissions, and noise due to the increased operations 
with the proposed project. 

Laurie Sherwin, Jeanette Siburg, Jim Siburg, Kay Pedersen, Marjie 
Witman, Earnest Thompson, Ms. Raymond, Mark Miloscia, Susan 
White, Peter Philips, Craig Newman, Dennis & Tammy Wallick, 
Janet Large, Beverly Ching, Molly Cone, V. Kay Pedersen 

S5-4 Research connection between health/disease and 
neighborhoods impacted by air quality. 

Sheila Murray, Ariana Nicoli, Cindy (no last name), Jan Anderson, 
JC Harris 

S5-5 Requests study of impact on learning in schools. Sheila Brush, Elizabeth Cook, Dana Hollaway 
S6 Transportation  

 
S6-1 

Concerned that off-site ticketing will increase time of 
travel. 

 
Anet Fox 

 
 
 
 

 
S6-2 

 
 
 
 
Requests study of roadway impacts due to increased 
activity with SAMP, including health impacts. 

Catherine Milne, Stuart Jenner, Aleksandr Yeremeyev, Gina 
Mutter, Sheila Brush, Roger Kadeg, Noelle Royer, Justin Kalm, 
Rolando Alcantara, Patti Petruska, Beth McCasland, Tom and 
Betsy Sproger, Talia Clever, Amy Hitchens, Ryan Crompton, Shari 
Sewell, Mimi Matlack 

 
 
S6-3 

Request to include other major transportation 
infrastructure projects in the cumulative impact 
analysis. 

Aleksandr Yeremeyev, Ray (no last name), Brad Jurkovich, Dana 
Hollaway 

 
 
S6-4 

Request to work closely with the Port to consider the 
potential effects of the SAMP Near-Term Projects on 
existing transit operations. Norma Jean O'Mallley, Romy Pirotte 

 
S6-5 

Wants new freeways built to reduce time it takes to go 
east-west near the airport. Kaylynn Griffee 

 
S6-6 

Study should be combined with study on expansion of 
Highway 18. 

Jim Burbidge, Kaylynn Griffee 

S6-7 Concern regarding the closure of Air Cargo Road and the 
impact of shifting traffic to other routes. 

Jyl Poehlman, Roger Kadeg, Lynette Andrews 

S6-8 Concern over increased traffic and roadway congestion 
as a result of airport expansion; improve existing public 
transportation in the area. 

Dana Hollaway, Amy Kaminishi, Stephanie (no last name), 
Carolyn Hale, Jill-Morgan Fisher, Janet Large, Chris Mitchell, Joe 
Teeples, Robin Rawlings, S. Ashurst, Virginia Wetli 

 
S6-9 

Does not believe Uber/Lyft/Taxis will need that much 
room. Stuart Jenner 

 
S6-10 

Concern about closure of airport access via 170th and 
relocation of cell phone lot. 

 
Sheila Murray 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
S7 Water Resources  

S7-1 
Question/concern about stormwater/de-ice fluid runoff 
and impact to creeks from new airport development. 

JoAnn Pasek, S. Ashurst, Sheila Murray, Stan Lemmel, Ray (no last 
name), Jill-Morgan Fisher, Morgan Bell, Justin Kalm, Patti 
Petruska, Penelope Mabie, Talia Clever, Amy Hitchens, Elizabeth 
Cook 

S7-2 
Request to study the impact of airport expansion on 
water quality. 

Robert Maurus, Stan Lemmel, Veronica Torres, Amy Hitchens, 
Kyhra Hessel, Bonnie Crawford, Carol Sabotka, Calvin Falter, Caryl 
Utigard, Mimi Matlack, Margaret Jeffers 

S8 Socioeconomic  

 
 
S8-1 

The community south of the Airport is low- 
income/minority and may not be able to voice their 
concerns. 

Jeanette Siburg, Noelle Royer, Jenn Ross, Carolyn Hale, Jill-
Morgan Fisher, Jill-Morgan Fisher, Dana Hollaway 

 
 
 

 
S8-2 

 
 
 
Concerned about property values as a result of the 
proposed development. 

Jeanette Siburg, Dorothy Fish, Steven Pedersen, Lorie Lucky, 
Peter Philips, Vicki and Brian Lord, Lynette Andrews, Megan 
Campbell, Laurel Anne Bettridge, Dan (no last name), Ann Dunn, 
Craig Newman, Diane Evans, Dennis & Tammy Wallick, Ronald 
Glen, Dana Hollaway, Deborah Harvey, Jill-Morgan Fisher, 
Marianne Markkanen, Mary & Kamran Mukhtar 

S8-3 
Request to assess potential environmental justice 
impacts. 

Austin Smith, Steve Edmiston, Vicki and Brian Lord, Chestine 
Edgar, Debi Wagner, Dana Hollaway 

S8-4 
Consider the effects on businesses, tax base, and 
property values. David Scarselk, Amy Hitchens, Caryl Utigard 

S8-5 
Study the overall economic impact on the south side 
communities. Iris Hernandez, Gina Mutter, Sheila Brush 

 
S8-6 

The negative effects of increasing capacity of the airport 
should be calculated. Bernadine Lund, Ray (no last name), Sheila Brush 

 
S8-7 

 
Taxing public to pay for proposed development is illegal. Earnest Thompson, Kerry Hutchins 

 
S8-8 

Will airport invest in affordable housing for new 
employees at expanded airport? Justin Kalm 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
S9 Biological/Natural Resources  

S9-1 

Request analysis of airport/aircraft emissions on plants 
and animals (including fish, pets, and agriculture/food 
sources). 

Roger Kadeg, JC Harris, Noelle Royer, Justin Kalm, Dennis & 
Tammy Wallick, Ronald Glen, Penelope Mabie, Laurie Marum, 
Carol Sabotka, Shari Sewell, Christine Burdine, Adelle Comfort 

S9-2 Concerns about loss of habitat. S. Ashurst, Lorie Lucky 
S10 Public Property & Resources  

 
S10-1 

Concerned about effect of project on law 
enforcement/public services due to more people. 

Deborah Harvey, Stuart Jenner, David Scarselk, Steve Edmiston, 
Vicki and Brian Lord 

 
S10-2 

Security and Cyber Security of airport patrons not 
adequately addressed, include in SAMP. 

Christopher Johnson, Susan & Robert Petersen, JC Harris, Vicki 
and Brian Lord, Dana Hollaway 

 
S10-3 

 
Concerned about safety related to additional fuel tanks. 

Earnest Thompson, Marianne Markkanen, JC Harris, Vicki and 
Brian Lord, Matthew Mahoney, Dana Hollaway 

 
S10-4 

Concerned about negative effects to Police/Fire/EMS 
due to the project. Sheila Brush 

 
S10-5 

Requests complete study of impacts to Section 4(f) 
properties. Jill-Morgan Fisher, Ray (no last name), Justin Kalm, Talia Clever 

S11 NEPA/SEPA Process  

 
 
S11-1 

 
Assess impacts of recent growth in the NEPA/SEPA 
studies. Reset the baseline to include previous actions. 

Kate Nelson, David Clark, Steve Edmiston, Wendy Ghiora, Mark 
Proulx, Bruce Davidson, Anne Kroeker & Richard Leeds, Dana 
Hollaway, Allen Nelson, Fight the Flight, Vashon Island Fair Skies 

 
 
 
S11-2 

 
 
Assess impacts of Port's Long-Term Vision in NEPA/SEPA 
studies. 

David Clark, Scott Schaefer, Helen Plosky & Kevin Allen, Steve 
Edmiston, Mr. & Mrs. Lord, Anne Kroeker and Richard Leeds, 
Roger Kadeg, Dana Hollaway, Noelle Royer, Brad Jurkovich, Jean 
Hilde, Sheila Brush, Stuart Jenner, Fight the Flight, Vashon Island 
Fair Skies 

 
 
 
 

 
S11-3 

 
 
Delay NEPA/SEPA studies to include results of other 
studies, including University of Washington's ultra-fine 
particulate matter study and PSRC Regional Aviation 
Baseline Study. 

David Berger, Chris Hall, Steve Lewis, Ray Miryekta, Kurt Moss, 
Susan Petersen, Gigi Sather, Helen Plosky & Kevin Allen, John 
Raymer, Steve Edmiston, Mr. Wachtel, JC Harris, Wendy Ghiora, 
Perry Kent, Bruce Davidson, Sheila Brush, Dana Hollaway, Earnest 
Thompson, Sheila Murray, Fight the Flight, Vashon Island Fair 
Skies 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 

 
 
S11-4 

 
Assess impacts that exceed Near-Term Projects 
forecasted operations/worst case. 

Allen Nelson, Scott Schaefer, Helen Plosky & Kevin Allen, Perry 
Kent, Mr. & Mrs. Lord, Chestine Edgar, Sheila Brush, Fight the 
Flight, Vashon Island Fair Skies 

 
S11-5 

The scoping period should be longer or have started 
earlier. Mike Welch 

 
S11-6 

Request that thresholds/upper limits of tolerable 
impacts be established for environmental impacts. Robert Bisordi, David Goebel 

 
S11-7 

Requests study of the effects of NextGen impacts as 
part of the NEPA/SEPA study. David Goebel, Mark Proulx, Mike McDowell 

 
 
S11-8 

 
Study the No Action alternative as part of the 
NEPA/SEPA process. 

David Berger, Chris Hall, Steve Lewis, Ray Miryekta, Kurt Moss, 
Susan Petersen, Gigi Sather, Susan & Robert Petersen, Dana 
Hollaway, Brad Jurkovich, Lynette Andrews 

 
S11-9 

Limiting comments to 10 minutes is not indicative of an 
open process. Anet Fox 

 
S11-10 

Feels the process is intentionally piecemealed or hiding 
information to avoid scrutiny. Stuart Jenner, Mr. Wachtel, Joe Scorcio, Sheila Brush 

 
S11-11 

Feels this process is not addressing the need for future 
runway expansions. Kaylynn Griffee 

S11-12 
Request a larger study area to include more cities within 
the SAMP EA Study Area. Andrew Wood, Steve Edmiston, Elissa Stern 

S11-13 
Request that the SAMP EA address other ongoing 
projects at SeaTac Airport. Roger Kadeg 

S11-14 

Request that SAMP EA consider the geographic/land 
constraints and account for the impact of additional 
development within a limited space. Roger Kadeg, Erik Peterson 

S11-15 
Identify critical data gaps and collect the level of data 
required for the environmental analysis. Roger Kadeg 

S11-16 
What study has determined that the environmental 
impact will not be significant? Margaret Nelson 

S11-17 
Concern that the Master Plan development will proceed 
if public opinion is against it. Tina Musselman, William Damato 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 

S11-18 
Request to assess the overall impact of expansion upon 
the quality of life for those living near the Airport. Debra Valpey, Lauren Frederick, Robert Maurus, JC Harris 

S11-19 

Commitment from last EIS to have public stakeholder 
not implemented. This needs to be implemented prior 
to moving forward with this process. JC Harris, David Scarselk 

S11-20 Conduct a NEPA Environmental Impact Statement. Katrina Sandeen, David Ortman 

S11-21 
Port should be held responsible for mitigating impacts 
of the project. JC Harris 

S11-22 
Request that SAMP environmental process include the 
effects of the 3rd runway. Lauren Frederick, David Scarselk, Mimi Matlack 

S11-23 
Study impacts of airport development on children and 
the elderly. Marianne Markkanen, Sheila Murray 

S11-24 
Requests all studies be completed prior to moving 
forward with SAMP. Rebecca Megal, Sandra Mock 

S11-25 

Studies of noise and air quality impacts should be 
conducted and mitigated before an increase in aircraft 
operations. Susan Davis, Mark Proulx, Sheila Brush 

S11-26 
Include cumulative impacts for past, present, and 
reasonably foreseeable projects at and near the airport. Chestine Edgar, Dana Hollaway, Morgan Bell 

S11-27 
Requests all studies and conclusions be independently 
peer reviewed. Chestine Edgar, Debi Wagner 

 
S11-28 

FAA and Port must work cooperatively to identify 
impacts and develop solutions. Roger Kadeg 

S11-29 Reserved Reserved 
S11-30 Reserved Reserved 
 
S11-31 

Requests that the current study have a greater level of 
transparency/honesty than previous EIS. Debi Wagner, Larry Zuberbier 

S11-32 Requests that the project must adhere to NEPA. Dana Hollaway 

 
S11-33 

 
The Port of Seattle should not be the lead SEPA agency. Dana Hollaway 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 

 
S11-34 

The FAA should not be the joint lead agency for the 
NEPA/SEPA process. 

 
Dana Hollaway 

S12 General  

 
S12-1 

Subject matter experts at open houses were not 
informative or helpful. 

Mary Eun, Roberta Needles, Jeff Lewis, Stuart Jenner, Steve 
Edmiston, Jill Tinker 

 
S12-2 

The open house format/material was not useful or easy 
to understand. 

Ken Boroughs, Jeff Lewis, Stuart Jenner, Judy Grande, Orlando 
Samora, Mark Proulx, Debi Wagner 

 
S12-3 

Concern about cargo development north of airport 
negatively affecting the community. 

 
Ken Boroughs, JC Harris 

 
S12-4 

Would you let your children go to school and live in the 
area with the Port's proposal? Laurie Sherwin 

 
S12-5 

Requests recycling and reuse plan to be included in 
SAMP. Christopher Johnson 

 
S12-6 

Does SAMP consider technological investment, not just 
physical infrastructure development? Christopher Johnson 

S12-7 Airport outreach needs to improve. Mark Miloscia, Amy Kaminishi, Jennifer Stanton, Shari Sewell 
 
S12-8 

South-end communities denied engagement based on 
timing of meetings. Steve Edmiston 

 
 
S12-9 

Wants to see future construction projects utilize a 
"master community workforce agreement" for SAMP 
projects. 

 
 
Keith Weir 

 
S12-10 

Wants to see more focus on accommodating the 
community and not on aviation interests. Mr. Lewis, Dennis Maupin, Daniel Moore 

 
S12-11 

Doubling operations will negatively impact operational 
safety. Mr. Wachtel, James Carisle, Margaret Nelson 

 
S12-12 

Not enough advertisement for the study/meetings was 
done. Stephen Beer 

 
S12-13 

Request for study on impact of light emissions from 
airfield & aircraft lights. Margaret Nelson, Roger Kadeg, Talia Clever, Jeff Lewis 

 
S12-14 

Request to consider handicapped accessibility in new 
airport development. Eden Toner, David Toner, William Damato 

 
S12-15 

Request for airport terminal area outside of security to 
include additional restrooms and water. David Toner 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
S12-16 Request to study construction impacts. Lauren Frederick, Matthew Phillips 
 
 
S12-17 

Suggest improvements to the walkway from the light 
rail station to the terminal, including an automated 
people mover. Josephine Bayan 

 
S12-18 

Concern about crowded terminal area and long 
distances to walk. Virginia Wetli 

 
S12-19 

Commenter agrees that airport expansion and 
environmental study is essential. Frank Needles 

S12-20 In support of the Port's project. 
Ken Boroughs, Jeff Lewis, Stuart Jenner, Judy Grande, Orlando 
Samora, Mark Proulx, Debi Wagner 

 
S12-21 

Concern over taxpayer money used for this study that 
won't solve problems. James Thomson, Brad Jurkovich 

 
 
S12-22 

Request for a meeting or question & answer session 
with local neighborhood group as part of the SAMP EA 
Scoping Process. Jill Tinker, John Raymer, Mary & Kamran Mukhtar 

 
S12-23 

Request that FAA representatives and/or FAA air traffic 
personnel attend public meetings. David Burger, Marianne Markkanen, Craig Newman 

 
S12-24 

Request to study impacts of hazardous materials from 
airport development. Robert Maurus, Justin Kalm 

 
S12-25 

Complaint about the 5:30 pm start time of the scoping 
meetings. Patrick Smith, Mark Proulx 

 
S12-26 

State Representatives should have been invited to the 
meeting. Earnest Thompson, Blanche Hill 

 
S12-27 

The Port of Seattle is doing the public a disservice and 
the plans are destructive. Jeff Lewis, Bonnie West-Armstrong 

 
S12-28 

Various questions and concerns about the ability of the 
fuel lines to accommodate additional fuel. Bernadine Lund, Gary Kriedt 

 
S12-29 

Obtain trademarks from corporations before using logos 
on boards. No Name 4 

 
S12-30 

Port Commissioners should have attended the scoping 
meetings. Mark Proulx, David Ortman 

 
S12-31 

A scoping meeting should have been held in north 
Seattle. David Ortman, Amy Kaminishi 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 

 
S12-32 

Previous projects and 3rd runway growth should have 
gone through the EIS process. Dana Hollaway, Sheila Brush 

S12-33 Reserved Reserved 
S12-34 Reserved Reserved 
 
 
 
S12-35 

Elements of the SAMP are inconsistent with the Part 
150 and should be evaluated, including voluntary 
rescheduling of nighttime flights, preferential runway 
use, and use of noise abatement corridors. Ryan Crompton, Christine Burdine 

 
 
S12-36 

What is FAA's role in regional/state decision making 
regarding building another airport or expanding an 
existing airport? Debi Wagner 

 
S12-37 

Limit environmental review to those impacts directly 
related to the planned expansion. Brad Jurkovich 

N1 Master Plan  

 
N1-1 

Should have cited need for another regional airport 
because SeaTac is at maximum capacity. Susan White 

 
N1-2 

Adding the word Sustainable to the Master Plan is not 
valid. Jeff Lewis 

 
N1-3 

Made comments at SAMP master plan meetings and 
received no responses. Chestine Edgar 

 
 
N1-4 

Concerns that SeaTac Airport will not be able to handle 
additional flights within the existing airfield and 
property. Becky Crompto, Jane Davis 

N1-5 
The assumption that the Seattle region will continue to 
grow is flawed. Alan Davis 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
N2 Air Quality/Climate  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
N2-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Complaint/concern about the health impacts of 
increased flights producing more emissions, 
particulates, soot, etc. 

Marcia Wollam, Glen & Rhond Smith, Anet Fox, Steven Pedersen, 
V. Kay Pedersen, Dayna Anderson, Margaret Nelson, Tina 
Musselman, Mark Koppang, Andrew Wood, Chely Robles, James 
McCartney, Jeanette Siburg, Nikolai Gregoric, Sue Cornell, Susan 
Davis, Jim Jobe, Phil Yohann, Rose Hill, Chris Mitchell, Becky 
Casperson, Marianne Markkanen, Mike McDowell, Edie Staiger, 
Pam Fernald, Debi Wagner, Jennifer Stanton, Kyhra Hessel, Diane 
Bishop-Gullikson, Linda Schwab, Karen Pischel, William L Johnson 
Jr, Bonnie West-Armstrong, Peggy Jeffcoat, Steven W Cox, 
Edward Plumlee, Tom (no last name), Michael Kun, No Name 4 

 
N2-2 

Requests an independent testing of samples of 
soot/particulates. Marcia Wollam, Pauline Cheslock 

N2-3 Reserved Reserved 

N2-4 

Request to pay water bills for residents to wash away 
particulates from aircraft emissions/expansion of 
particulate emissions. Katrina Sandeen, Ray (no last name) 

N2-5 General concern about air quality. Keith Weir, William Damato, Kevin Carlton, Sandra Mock 

N2-6 

Request for offsets and mitigation measures to reduce 
emissions such as during aircraft taxiing and pushback 
and use of biofuels. Diane Numrich 

N2-7 
Request for regulation/guidance/AC that governs 
calculation of air quality modeling. Debi Wagner 

N2-8 
Air emission estimates from SAMP were lower than EPA 
estimates. Debi Wagner 

 
N2-9 

Greenhouse gas estimates prepared in 2017 are lower 
than the Port's estimate for 2015. Debi Wagner 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
N3 Noise  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
N3-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Complaint/concern about increased overflights, larger 
aircraft, low altitude, and noise in recent years. 

Audrey Ise, James Jobe, Mary Eun, Glen & Rhond Smith, Brian 
Bennett, David Berger, Chris Hall, Steve Lewis, Ray Miryekta, Kurt 
Moss, Susan Petersen, Gigi Sather, Anet Fox, Eileen Stauss, Dayna 
Anderson, Bernadine Lund, Scott Schaefer, Kendra Wight, John 
Schindler, Margaret Nelson, Tina Musselman, Mark Koppang, 
Pauline Cheslock, Jim Siburg, James McCartney, Stan Lemmel, Sue 
Cornell, Joan Baily, Krista Scott, Lisa Patton, Paula Jobe, Phil 
Yohann, Susan Davis, Rose Hill, Valerie Constantino, Beverly 
Ching, Mr. Moore, Wasim Azzam, Mr. McLees, Ms. Oliver, Becky 
Casperson, Kaylynn Griffee, Meg Reynolds, Susan & Robert 
Petersen, Monique Cherrier, Mike McDowell, Paul Wilson-Grills, 
Edie Staiger, Pam Fernald, Jill-Morgan Fisher, Deirdre Curle, Kevin 
Edy, Amie Rolfes, Aaron Virshup, Diane Knutson, Chris DeBoer, 
Diane Evans, Ariana Nicoli, Kerry Hutchins, Jeffrey Sewell, Amy 
Hitchens, Kyhra Hessel, Bonnie Crawford, Joseph Albert, Carla 
Rosen, Diane Bishop-Gullikson, Mark Lyke, Carol Sabotka, Sandra 
Darby, Karen Pischel, Carole Kirkpatrick, J.S. Hutmacher, Peggy 
Jeffcoat, Mary & Kamran Mukhtar, Edward Plumlee, Daniel 
Moore, Robert McMurry, Valerie Miller, Peter (no last name), Jim 
and Paula Jobe, Darcy Battershell, Micha Kang Kampe, Michael 
Kun, No Name 1, No Name 2, No Name 4 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
N3-2 

 
 
 
 
 
Request that flight paths be changed or equally 
distributed. 

Audrey Ise, Glen & Rhond Smith, Anet Fox, Darcy Battershell, 
Bernadine Lund, Tina Larson, Michael Kun, Andrew Wood, Pauline 
Cheslock, Nikolai Gregoric, James McCartney, Sue Cornell, Karen 
Anthony, John Smythe, John Raymer, Kenneth van Gerpen, Mike 
McDowell, Carol & Rod Sterley, Paul Wilson-Grills, Gregory Peters, 
Ronald Glen, Patrick Montgomery, Iris Hernandez, No Name 4, 
Elissa Stern 
 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

N3-3 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

General complaint about current noise and overflights. 

Mary Eun, Deborah Harvey, Scott Stallman, Yolanda Manato, 
Steven Pedersen, V. Kay Pedersen, Bernadine Lund, JoAnn Pasek, 
Linda Purlee, Jeanette Siburg, Nikolai Gregoric, I Hart, Roberta 
Needles, Jim Jobe, Keith Weir, Jyl Poehlman, John Smythe, 
Valerie Constantino, Beverly Ching, Meg Reynolds, Chris Mitchell,  
David Elliott, Jan Anderson, Mike McDowell, Lorie Lucky, Lynn (no 
last name), Aimee Schantz, Carla Rosen, William Damato, Micha 
Kang Kampe, No Name 2 

 
 
 
N3-4 

 
 
Complaint/concern about aircraft not following 
procedures, making early turns, such as over Burien. 

Ken Boroughs, Darcy Battershell, Scott Schaefer, Stan Lemmel, Jyl 
Poehlman, Susan Davis, Marsha Sutton, Andy Wilson, David 
Stanford, Paul Beeman, Beth McCasland, Dan Schwartz, Scott 
Carey 

 
 
 
N3-5 

 
Requests implementation of noise limits, operation 
reductions, curfews, or altitude restrictions as ways to 
reduce current noise/overflights. 

Neva Welch, Karen Feldt, Steve Lewis, William (Bill) Feldt, 
Andrew Wood, Stephen Barbarossa, James McCartney, Krista 
Scott, Jim Jobe, Patrick Smith, Iris Hernandez, Monique Cherrier, 
Perry Kent, Dana Hollaway, Mimi Matlack, No Name 4 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

N3-6 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Complaint/concern about nighttime noise and 
awakening. 

Wing Li, Deborah Harvey, Eileen Stauss, V. Kay Pedersen, Dayna 
Anderson, John Schindler, JoAnn Pasek, Roger Kadeg, Steve 
Lewis, Jim Siburg, Stephen Barbarossa, James McCartney, 
Jeanette Siburg, Roberta Needles, Robert Wetli, Paula Jobe, 
Donald Newman, Jyl Poehlman, Andy Wilson, Patrick Smith, 
Susan Davis, John Smythe, Valerie Constantino, Beverly Ching, 
Wasim Azzam, Orlando Samora, Monique Cherrier, Mike 
McDowell, Jennifer Stanton, Alan R. Green, Diane Bishop-
Gullikson, Sandra Darby, Jim Burbidge, Martin Moore, Micha 
Kang Kampe, No Name 2, No Name 4, Linda Schwab, Bill (Billy) 
Small 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

N3-7 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Requests mitigation for existing/past noise; re-start 
home insulation program/mitigation outside 65 DNL. 

Wing Li, Bernadine Lund, Brian Bennett, Marianne Markkanen, 
John Schindler, Chris Hall, Bill (Billy) Small, Pauline Cheslock, 
Katrina Sandeen, Becky Crompto, Linda Purlee, James McCartney, 
Keith Weir, Diane Numrich, Donald Newman, John Smythe, 
Kaylynn Griffee, Amanda Hodges, Lacey Swain, Laurel Anne 
Bettridge, Sharyn Parker, Beth McCasland, Kevin Carlton, Kevin 
Dallosto, Armond Swanson II, Roger Kadeg, Sheila Brush, Stan 
Lemmel 

N3-8 Requests noise monitors be reviewed every 5 years. Sandra Bisordi 
 
N3-9 

Complaints to the Port and FAA about noise have 
resulted in no action. 

Jeanette Siburg, Michael Kun, Jim Siburg, Susan Davis, Orlando 
Samora, David Elliott, Julie Fluke, Dan Schwartz 

 
N3-10 

Suggests quadrupling landing fees during overnight 
hours to reduce noise. 

 
Reserved 

N3-11 Nighttime jet testing disturbs sleep. John Burdine 

N3-12 

Complaint about nighttime noise from ground cargo 
handling activities including truck backup warning 
signals and cargo containers hitting the ground. Michael Kun 

N3-13 
Request for noise abatement procedures for departing 
aircrafts. Margaret Nelson, Monique Cherrier, JC Harris 

N3-14 Request for additional noise monitors. 
Mark Koppang, Andrew Wood, William (Bill) Feldt, Patrick Smith, 
John Smythe, Steve Edmiston, Dana Hollaway 

N3-15 
Request to increase the glide slope for a steeper 
approach for aircraft landings. Andrew Wood 

N3-16 Request for steeper takeoffs. Tina Musselman, Rose Hill, Dana Hollaway 
N3-17 Request for expansion of the noise mitigation area. Linda Purlee 

N3-18 
Request for ongoing reporting of noise monitoring 
results. Yun Pitre, Joan Baily, Joe Teeples, Jenn Ross 

N3-19 
Complaint about failing window treatments from 
previous sound insulation program. John Burdine 

N3-20 Request for ground run-up enclosure. Andy Wilson, Marsha Sutton, Dawn Lemmel, No Name 4 
N3-21 Noise levels are above the legal level. No Name 2 

N3-22 
Concerns about vibration and structural damage to 
home. Joan Baily 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 

N3-23 
Comment about phase-out of older louder aircraft to be 
replaced by third generation jet aircraft. Reserved 

 
N3-24 

Pilots who fly too low or do not follow procedures 
should be fined. Heather Glen, Susan & Robert Petersen 

 
N3-25 

 
Requests Port require quieter aircraft at SeaTac Airport. Barbara Chin 

N3-26 
Requests the use of NextGen, PBN, Continuous Descent 
procedures to reduce noise. Paul Wilson-Grills 

 
 
N3-27 

Port should tell FAA noise minimization should be 
primary environmental consideration when developing 
new arrival/departure procedures. Paul Wilson-Grills 

N3-28 Require airlines to reduce noise levels of aircraft. Paul Wilson-Grills, Dana Hollaway 
 
N3-29 

Port should take a leadership role in the industry to 
reduce noise. Paul Wilson-Grills 

N4 Human Health  

 
 
 
 
 

 
N4-1 

 
 
 
 
Concerned about physical and mental health effects and 
quality of life issues due to living/working near the 
airport. 

Dave & Terri Juberg, Linda Pappas, Bernadine Lund, Tina 
Musselman, Chris Hall, Steve Lewis, James McCartney, Jeanette 
Siburg, Roberta Needles, Diane Numrich, Rose Hill, Valerie 
Constantino, Beverly Ching, Mr. Roberson, Mira Palosaari, Mr. 
Palosaari, Ms. Oliver, Earnest Thompson, Kaylynn Griffee, Susan 
& Robert Petersen, Carol Sabotka, Carole Kirkpatrick, Peggy 
Jeffcoat, Mary & Kamran Mukhtar, Mira Palosaari, Orlando 
Samora, No Name 2 

 
N4-2 

Feels it is unfair to send hazardous waste from State of 
Washington to other states. Sidney Carter, Laurie Marum, Peggy Jeffcoat, Peter (no last name) 

 
N4-3 

Concerned about perceived higher cancer rates and ALS 
disease in neighborhoods adjacent to SeaTac. Blanche Hill, Jan Anderson, Kaylynn Griffee, Amy Hitchens 

 
 
N4-4 

 
Concerned there is a lack of studies regarding the past 
few years increase in flights and their effects on health. Dayna Anderson, Mr. Wachtel 

 
N4-5 

Concern that fruits and vegetables grown under the 
flight path are not safe to eat. 

 
Joan Baily 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
N5 Effects of 3rd Runway  

 
 
 
N5-1 

Complaint/concern about the health impacts of 
increased flights from 3rd runway producing more 
emissions, particulates, soot, and creating or 
exacerbating respiratory illness. 

Marcia Wollam, Paul Beeman, Ms. Oliver, Marianne Markkanen, 
Kaylynn Griffee 

 
 
 
 
 

N5-2 

 
 

 
Complaint/concern about the noise impacts of 
increased flights from 3rd runway. 

Chris Hall, Steve Lewis, Ray Miryekta, Kurt Moss, Susan Petersen, 
Gigi Sather, Dave Juberg, Terri Juberg, Catherine Milne, Dayna 
Anderson, Tina Larson, Kendra Wight, Marianne Markkanen, 
Becky Crompto, Carol Sabotka, Meg Reynolds, Paul Beeman, 
Keith Weir, Kaylynn Griffee, Vicki and Brian Lord, Lynette 
Andrews, Megan Campbell, Nancy Kennedy, Tom and Betsy 
Sproger, Kim Losnegard, Jim & Paula Jobe 

N5-3 
Request for mitigation in Federal Way for impacts from 
the 3rd runway. 

Margaret Nelson, Bill (Billy) Small, Susan & Robert Petersen, 
Stevan Gorcester, Linda Schwab, Martin Moore 

N5-4 
Request to study the effects of the 3rd runway as 
currently operated. Margaret Nelson, Becky Crompto, Stan Lemmel 

N5-5 General complaint about the use of the 3rd runway. 

Karen Feldt, Bill (Billy) Small, Robin Rawlings, Joan Baily, Paula 
Jobe, Donald Newman, Joe Teeples, Valerie Constantino, Beverly 
Ching, Diane Knutson, Kyhra Hessel, Armond Swanson II, Diane 
Knutson, William (Bill) Feldt 

N5-6 Request for limits on use of 3rd runway on weekends. Susan Davis 
N6 Socioeconomic  

 
 
 

 
N6-1 

 
 
 
Concerned about loss in property values due to noise, 
overflights, and pollution. 

Anet Fox, Dave Juberg, Dayna Anderson, Tina Larson, Chris Hall, 
Krista Scott, Paula Jobe, Andy Wilson, Beverly Ching, Ms. Oliver, 
Susan & Robert Petersen, Kim Losnegard, Diane Bishop-Gullikson, 
Richard Beutz, Bonnie West-Armstrong, Shari Sewell, David 
Ortman, Iris Hernandez, David Stanford 

N6-2 Tax money should not be going to Port of Seattle. Dave Juberg, No Name 4 

N6-3 
Concern that impacts from current airport operations is 
an environmental justice issue. Jeanette Siburg 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 

N6-4 
Tax revenue from increased airport operations should 
be used to offset loss of property value. Phil Yohann, Calvin Falter 

N7 Biological/Natural Resources  

 
N7-1 

Concern about the impact of noise and airport 
operations on animals. 

Dan Schwartz, Steven W Cox 
 

N8 Water Resources  

 
N8-1 

Concerned about water quality for creeks flowing into 
The Sound. Previous impacts to Miller Creek. 

Keith Weir, Matthew Mahoney, Nancy Kennedy, Tai Oh, Caryl 
Utigard, Valerie Miller 

 
N8-2 

Concerned how a creek near Des Moines Creek Trail is 
being protected from adjacent construction site. Jill Aldrich 

N9 Public Property & Resources  

 
N9-1 

Feels Federal Way has gotten bad publicity and, as 
result, a bad reputation.  

N9-2 Concern over impacts to schools and health. Lisa Patton, Ms. Oliver 
N9-3 There's too much traffic from airport today. Pam Fernald 
N10 General  

 
 
 
N10-1 

 
 
 
Concerned about tree removal by the airport. 

Roberta Needles, Lauren Frederick, Susan Davis, Marianne 
Markkanen, Mr. Palosaari, Debi Wagner, Jenn Ross, Matthew 
Mahoney, Kelsie Maney, Diane Evans,  Mimi Matlack, Mira 
Palosaari, No Name 4 

N10-2 The Airport has too many projects over budget. Mike Welch, Amy Kaminishi 
 
N10-3 

There should be an 'and' between the words Terminal 
and Parking on airport signage. 

 
Anet Fox 

 
N10-4 

Concerned about safety because of more 
flights/NextGen. 

Dave Juberg, Terri Juberg, Laurie McEachern, John Raymer, Laurel 
Anne Bettridge, Ronald Glen 

 
N10-5 

Complaint/concern about aircraft overflights affecting 
cell phone service. Eileen Stauss, Yolanda Manato, Ms. Oliver, Marianne Markkanen 

 
N10-6 

Requests more moving sidewalks in the airport for 
passengers that may not be able to walk easily. Catherine Milne 

 
N10-7 

Complaint/concern about aircraft overflights affecting 
television reception. Scott Stallman, Marianne Markkanen 

 
N10-8 

 
Complaint/concern about dumping of fuel. 

Bill Morgan, Dayna Anderson, John Schindler, Diane Numrich, 
Norma Jean O'Mallley, Patti Petruska, Michael Kun, No Name 1 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
N10-9 Concerned about safety due to birds in engines. Bill Morgan, Kevin Carlton 

 
 
N10-10 

 
The Port has not been a good neighbor and cannot be 
trusted. 

Susan & Robert Petersen, JC Harris, Mark Proulx, Bruce Davidson, 
Sheila Brush, Sharyn Parker, Carole Kirkpatrick, Chris Mitchell, 
Earnest Thompson, Sandra Mock, JoAnn Pasek 

 
 
N10-11 

Commenter questions the authority of jurisdictions to 
enact building codes which dictate certain standards for 
houses near the Airport. Kaylynn Griffee, Karen Feldt 

 
N10-12 

Lack of hearings and notices during recent years; 
increase in flights. Meg Reynolds 

 
N10-13 

It is favorable that seats are much wider and the 
number of seats increase. Peruana 

 
N10-14 

It is favorable that the boards of direction indicators are 
more visible and clearer. Peruana, Meg Reynolds 

 
N10-15 

Concern about missed approaches and full power climb 
out. Michael Kun, Dana Hollaway 

 
N10-16 

Port should change policies so that employees who 
point out safety issues are not fired/demoted. Bernadine Lund 

 
N10-17 

Request to provide data on aborted landings due to 
airport congestion. Tina Musselman 

 
N10-18 

What studies were done on the impact of recent growth 
prior to it occurring? Judy Grande, Kaylynn Griffee, Martin Moore 

N10-19 
Concern about the effects of concentrating flights within 
a narrow corridor. Mark Koppang 

 
 
N10-20 

How does Port collect pollution data? Where and how 
frequently is soil tested? Has soil been tested at new 
Des Moines Elementary School? Judy Grande, Calvin Falter 

N10-21 

The Port of Seattle should have representation from the 
south side communities and Port Commissioners should 
be elected by districts not at-large. Karen Feldt, Paula Jobe 

N10-22 
The "No Fly Zones" over wealthy areas of Seattle should 
be eliminated. Karen Feldt 

N10-23 
The Port of Seattle should be advocating on behalf of 
the people to Congress. Jeff Lewis, No Name 4 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 

N10-24 

The Port and airlines only consider profits and the public 
concerns are not taken into consideration. The 
expansion only serves the airline industry. Linda Purlee, Steve Numrich, Susan Davis 

N10-25 
Residential development should not be allowed near 
airports. Allen (no last name), No Name 5 

N10-26 
People should work together and use technology to 
solve problems. Roberta Needles, Daniel Moore 

N10-27 
Suggestion to relocate cargo operations to another 
airport. Daniel Moore, Frank Needles, Larry Knutson, No Name 4 

N10-28 

Security of airport is not adequate. Should have plans in 
place for updating security and notifying public of 
events. Bernadine Lund 

N10-29 Concerns about contamination from the fuel farm. S. Ashurst 

N10-30 
Question about the Port of Seattle funding for the light 
rail. Karen Anthony 

N10-31 Concerns about building security. Joe Teeples 

N10-32 
How much growth has occurred at other airports in the 
region? Judy Grande, Laurie Marum 

N10-33 

Use of the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL) in the 
noise model is flawed and does not account for the 
frequency and loudness of aircraft. Jane Davis 

N10-34 
What kinds of alternative fuels/electric aviation 
technology are there and when will they be used? Judy Grande 

N10-35 
Concern about changes in flight paths without 
notification. Jill Aldrich 

N10-36 Concern about other development near the airport. 

Rolf Amundson, Dale & Linda Peterson, Sharon Morehouse, Earl 
Harper, Carl Craven, Marianne Markkanen, Lauren Frederick, 
Brieana Paice, Kate (no last name), Kate Hudson, Kathy Roeder, 
Laura Feinstein, Ming-Dao Wu, Tony Rosso, Chestine Edgar, Edie 
Staiger, Laurie McEachern 

N10-37 No Attachment Submitted. David Ortman 
 
N10-38 

The Port wasted money and broke the law during the 
3rd runway construction. David Ortman 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
N10-39 EIS for 3rd runway failed to disclose all the impacts. Jane Davis 
 
N10-40 

Requesting FAA provide copy of EA, FONSI, CATEX from 
2006/2007. Debi Wagner 

 
N10-41 

Commitments to monitor air pollution in the 1997 EIS 
were not followed through. Debi Wagner 

 
N10-42 

Suggests Port should not accept federal funding so that 
they can implement nighttime curfew. Dana Hollaway 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
AGENCY/ORGANIZATION COMMENTERS 

AA Alaska Airlines  

 
 
 
AA-1 

 
The Port and FAA should prepare a NEPA EIS instead of 
an EA because it may be more cost-effective and may 
reduce the mitigation commitments on the project. 

 

 
 
 

 
AA-2 

Port should include an alternative development plan 
that eliminates the need for the north terminal so the 
airport is not overbuilt (suggested alternative includes 
expansion of the existing concourses in the main 
terminal). 

 

 
AA-3 

The upcoming airspace capacity study should be a part 
of the SAMP environmental review. 

 

 
 
 
AA-4 

 
Suggest that some of the SAMP projects could be 
separated out of the SAMP environmental review and 
processed independently as Categorical Exclusions. 

 

CST City of SeaTac  

 
 
CST-1 

The impacts of the Long-Term Vision elements of the 
SAMP should be analyzed and disclosed as part of the 
SEPA EIS. 

 

 
 
 
CST-2 

This SAMP environmental review needs to include 
analysis of the impacts and growth-related effects of 
recent projects, in accordance with the September 15, 
2015 LOU between the City and the Port. 

 

 
 
CST-3 

The transportation analysis should include impacts of 
projected use of public transit for passengers and 
employees accessing the airport. 

 

 
 
CST-4 

The transportation analysis should evaluate the impact 
of SR 509 construction on the airport-related cargo 
traffic. 

 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
 
 
CST-5 

 
Requests that wetland impacts and traffic impacts of 
the employee surface parking lot (L06) element of the 
Near-Term Projects be assessed as part of the EIS. 

 

 
 
CST-6 

Requests that traffic impacts of the cargo facility 
(C02/C03) elements of the Near-Term Projects be 
assessed as part of the EIS. 

 

 
 
CST-7 

The transportation analysis of the SAMP environmental 
review needs to address how the Port will mitigate off- 
site transportation impacts. 

 

DM City of Des Moines  

 
 
 

 
DM-1 

The process being used does not appropriately consider 
the development that has occurred and is occurring at 
the airport, specifically, the increased use of the 3rd 
runway and the overall growth of activity over the last 7 
years. 

 

 
 
 
DM-2 

The process appears to contradict SEPA requirements 
because it does not include the Long-Term Vision. This is 
an incremental approach, which is not consistent with 
SEPA. 

 

 
 
DM-3 

Actions to provide appropriate environmental review of 
the SAMP have taken place outside of the bounds of 
SEPA. 

 

 
 
DM-4 

Requests for various documents and questions in order 
to better understand the project and the process, 
including the following: 

 

 Tracon and Tower Standard Operating Procedures  

 Any Letters of Agreement between the Tower, Tracon, 
Boeing Field 

 

 Are there new instrument flight procedures being 
developed for the airport? 

 

 What is the status of the .41A process?  



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
DM-5 

Expressed concern about specific impacts on the city 
from aircraft operations, including the following: 

 

 Noise and health impacts  

 Fuel dumping  

 Fuel emissions  

 Transportation impacts  

 Siting a 2nd regional airport  

 Scoping needs to address the environmental and health 
impacts of NextGen implementation 

 

 Include a review of increasing the Runway 34R glide 
path 

 

 Include the results of the other concurrent studies (UW 
UFP, PSRC Regional Aviation Baseline, and the Budget 
Proviso) 

 

DoE State of Washington, Department of Ecology  

 
DoE-1 

It would be helpful if the document discussed GHG 
mitigation strategies. 

 

 
DoE-2 

Partnership GHG mitigation strategies would be 
worthwhile since there are scope 3 sources. 

 

 
DoE-3 

Requests that climate resiliency be considered in terms 
of its impact on the Near-Term Projects. 

 

 
 
DoE-4 

There are no known contamination sites in the area, but 
there may be other areas of contamination depending 
on where work will occur. 

 

ECR El Centro de la Raza  

 
 
ECR-1 

Request Port of Seattle to prepare quantitative air and 
noise study, focusing on health impacts/risk for Beacon 
Hill. 

 

 
 
ECR-2 

Request that Beacon Hill be considered an 
environmental justice community and to conduct the 
prescribed analysis of impacts for the project. 

 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
 
ECR-3 

Request that the study consider alternatives related to 
the construction of a regional airport or moving to a 
regional airport system. 

 

EPA US Environmental Protection Agency  

EPA-1 US EPA Comment Letter  

FW City of Federal Way  

 
 
FW-1 

 
The NEPA/SEPA process needs to include less expansive 
alternatives to the Port's Near-Term Projects, including: 

 

 No Project  

 Constrained Alternatives that do not meet the 
unconstrained forecasts but reduce impacts 

 

 
 
 

 
FW-2 

All current or recently completed projects should be 
evaluated together with the Near-Term Projects in 
order to determine cumulative impacts. Otherwise it is 
segmenting the projects, which only hides overall 
impacts. 

 

 
 
FW-3 

Cumulative impacts of all future projects, including the 
Long-Term Vision, must be analyzed now. To do 
otherwise would be segmentation. 

 

 
 
FW-4 

Scoping must incorporate results of other relevant 
studies, even if this delays the EA/EIS. These studies 
include: 

 

 UW UFP study  

 State of Washington Department of Commerce study of 
community impacts of SeaTac operations 

 

 PSRC Regional Aviation Baseline Study  

 Washington State Legislature Joint Transportation 
Committee Air Cargo Study 

 

 
FW-5 

Relevant impacts of past actions must be evaluated 
versus what was projected at that time. 

 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
 
FW-6 

Foreseeable changes relevant to SEA-TAC operations 
must be included in the SAMP environmental review, 
including: 

 

 NextGen RNP  

 Optimized Profile Descent, Wake RECAT  

 
FW-7 

Requests that supplemental metrics, other than DNL, be 
used to evaluate all the noise impacts, including: 

 

 Single event noise ("SEL")  

 Not limiting to 65 DNL contour area  

 Noise as quality of life and health issue, not just 
annoyance 

 

 
 
FW-8 

The Port should provide the community with the data 
and tools to independently confirm the results of the 
noise and air quality analysis. 

 

 
 
 

 
FW-9 

Requests that impacts associated with increased 
nitrogen oxide, fine particulate matter, ultra-fine 
particulate matter, air quality, risk analysis, and impact 
of transition to biofuels be analyzed as part of the SAMP 
environmental review. 

 

 
 
FW-10 

All feasible mitigation and abatement measures and 
alternatives to address impacts to the community must 
be considered, including: 

 

 Changing glide slope  

 Changing flight tracks  

 Changing flight schedules  

 
FW-11 

Environmental justice must be analyzed and include the 
results of previous and upcoming studies. 

 

 
 
FW-12 

Consider allowing the State Department of 
Transportation or appropriate state agency to serve as 
the SEPA lead agency. 

 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
JC 

Joint City Comments (Des Moines, Burien, Normandy 
Park, and Sea-Tac) 

 

 
 
 
JC-1 

 
The projected increase in operations and passengers will 
result in a substantial increase in noise and overflights, 
congestion, health impacts, and fuel releases. 

 

 
 
 
JC-2 

A sustainable master plan and good neighbor approach 
should result in an objective assessment of 
benefits/impacts to quality of life for the neighboring 
communities. 

 

 
 
JC-3 

 
The Port should analyze the impacts of the Long-Term 
Vision projects as well as the Near-Term Projects. 

 

 
JC-4 

The Port needs to assess the impact of changes that 
have occurred over the last few years. 

 

 
JC-5 

The analysis must look at the use of existing airports or 
siting a new airport as an alternative. 

 

 
 
JC-6 

The NEPA/SEPA studies should incorporate airport 
modeling data, TAAM, AEDT, and the work from the 
PBN working group over the last 10 years. 

 

 
 
JC-7 

The NEPA/SEPA studies should include evaluation of 
other air traffic procedures like the Burien turn, Wake 
RECAT, etc. that occurred since 2012. 

 

 
JC-8 

Existing and proposed run up pads need to be addressed 
in the EA/EIS. 

 

 
JC-9 

The EA/EIS should evaluate ways to mitigate noise (e.g., 
point merge, sound walls, etc.). 

 

 
JC-10 

The documents should clearly delineate the roles and 
responsibilities of the FAA and the Port. 

 

 
JC-11 

Address and mitigate impacts related to learning and 
environmental justice. 

 

 
JC-12 

Address ad mitigate congestion impacts associated with 
cargo growth. 

 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
JC-13 Quantify and mitigate for climate change impacts.  

 
JC-14 

Ensure all SAMP documents conform to Title VI of the 
CRA for limited English. 

 

 
 
JC-15 

The EA/EIS needs to address impacts associated with 
the L-shaped parcels and explain why they were 
selected in the SAMP. 

 

 
JC-16 

The EA/EIS needs to address congestion and traffic on 
local surface streets. 

 

 
 
JC-17 

The EA/EIS needs to address both indirect and 
cumulative impacts of the air traffic levels enabled by 
the project on DOT 4(f) resources. 

 

 
 
 
JC-18 

Elements of the SAMP are inconsistent with the Part 
150 and should be evaluated, including voluntary 
rescheduling of nighttime flights, preferential runway 
use, and use of noise abatement corridors. 

 

 
JC-19 

The EA/EIS should utilize supplemental metrics in 
addition to 65 DNL to assess and disclose impacts. 

 

PS Puget Sound Regional Council  

 
PS-1 

The SAMP and its implementation will help advance the 
regional goal of competing globally. 

 

 
 
 
PS-2 

Discussion of SeaTac Airport's regional context should 
acknowledge and consider the regional aviation system 
policies included in the Regional Transportation Plan 
(2018). 

 

 
 
PS-3 

The Port should consider alternatives that provide 
convenient access to components of the regional transit 
system. 

 

 
 
PS-4 

 
Benefits and impacts of the plan to transit, roads, and 
non-motorized facilities should be studied in the EIS. 

 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
 
 
PS-5 

Acknowledge the Airport's role in the SeaTac Regional 
Growth Center as defined in Vision 2040 and study the 
effects of the plan on the region's growth management 
plan. 

 

ST Sound Transit  

 
 
 

 
ST-1 

The SAMP EIS should evaluate the potential for 
cumulative construction period effects during 
construction of the Near-Term Projects along with the 
other various transportation projects occurring in the 
area. 

 

 
 
ST-2 

 
Evaluation of the Near-Term Projects should consider 
potential effects on existing transit operations. 

 

TU City of Tukwila  

 
 
TU-1 

Request that the Port examine traffic impacts on 
surrounding roadways, at least 10 miles from the 
airport, in the EIS. 

 

 
TU-2 

Request that the Port fund the Strander Multi-Modal 
Connector as possible mitigation for traffic impacts. 

 

 
 
 
TU-3 

Request that the Port study how to divert airport traffic 
from traveling on Tukwila International Blvd, and if that 
cannot be accomplished then the Port should provide 
funding to mitigate the impacts. 

 

 
 
TU-4 

Request that the EIS examine air quality issues 
associated with motorists and freight traffic and not just 
aircrafts. 

 

 
TU-5 

Request that future mitigation for air quality issues 
should account for impacts in the City of Tukwila. 

 

 
 
TU-6 

Request that the Port examine ways to prevent airport 
employees from parking at the light rail station to avoid 
paid parking. 

 

 
TU-7 

Request that the EIS examines social justice issues, 
specifically related to access to living wage jobs. 

 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
TU-8 

Request to see specific job numbers and salaries for 
Tukwila residents who work at the Port. 

 

WSD Washington State Department of Transportation  

 
 
 
WSD-1 

The scope of the environmental document should 
include detailed discussions of traffic impacts and 
propose multi-modal solutions to address these 
impacts. 

 

 
 
WSD-2 

FAA/Port should consider offering FHWA, FTA, WSDOT, 
and Sound Transit cooperating agency participation in 
the environmental review process. 

 

 
WSD-3 

Cumulative impacts should be identified for all 
disciplines analyzed. 

 

 
WSD-4 

Suggests that Transportation should be a new NEPA 
category. 

 

 
 
 
WSD-5 

Suggests the environmental review should share data 
and evaluate the Near-Term Projects' impact on other 
WSDOT projects (Puget Sound Gateway Program, I-405 
widening, and SR 518 Corridor Study). 

 

 
WSD-6 

What are the impacts of particulate matter and GHG 
emissions on air quality? 

 

 
WSD-7 

What mitigation and GHG reduction strategies are being 
considered? 

 

 
WSD-8 

Suggests including various air emission reduction 
strategies in the plan. 

 

 
WSD-9 

Requests equalizing fuel criteria for all vehicles, not just 
Taxi/TNCs. 

 

 
 
WSD-10 

Suggests including how land uses encourage mobility for 
people with disabilities, low income, and other 
disadvantaged populations. 

 

 
 
WSD-11 

Concerned the purpose and needs are too narrowly 
construed and should include more about connections 
to other modes of transport. 

 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
 
WSD-12 

Purpose and need should include a statement about 
growth management of major multimodal nodes serving 
SeaTac. 

 

 
 
 
WSD-13 

The way the purpose and need statements were 
organized were helpful and WSDOT is most interested 
on those projects that impact the local roads and state 
highways. 

 

 
 
WSD-14 

Suggests Port consider reducing the number of parking 
garages in the plan and consider demand management 
strategies. 

 

 
 
WSD-15 

How do the results of the Joint Transportation 
Commission's Air Cargo Study affect the need for 
additional cargo facilities at the airport? 

 

 
 
WSD-16 

Improvements to local roads/intersections should be 
addressed as part of the elevated busway element of 
the Near-Term Projects. 

 

 
 
WSD-17 

The Second Terminal element of the Near-Term Projects 
should address connectivity to the non-airport road 
network. 

 

 
 
 
WSD-18 

 
Improvements to local roads/intersections should be 
addressed as part of the north ground transportation lot 
element of the Near-Term Projects. 

 

 
 
WSD-19 

Capture impacts of the offsite employee parking 
element of the Near-Term Projects on local 
roads/highways should be included in the analysis. 

 

 
 
WSD-20 

Should address the issue of truck parking with the two 
new cargo warehouse buildings in the Near-Term 
Projects. 

 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
FORM LETTER COMMENTERS 

 Fight the Flight Form Letter  

S2-1 Include use of existing or a new regional airport to 
reduce activity/impacts in the NEPA/SEPA studies. 

Anonymous, Ace Harrison, Adelle Comfort, Alan Davis, Alli 
Larkin, Amy France, Amy Glassman, Andrew Wood, Andy Wilson, 
Angela Griffin, Anne Kroeker, Ashley Baker, Barbara Cornwall, 
Barbara Doornink, Barry Smith, Bernedine Lund, Bette Allen,  Bill 
Adams, Bobby Stratton, Bonnie Baker, Brad McKeown, Brett 
Piper, Brian Bennett, Bruce Dennis, Calumi Gligorea, Calvin 
Gligorea, Candace Urquhart, Cara Zemanek, Carl Craven, Carla 
Anderson, Carol Allread, Carol Belland, Carol Parsons, Carol 
Ramey, Carol Stream, Carolyn Corbin, Caryl Utigard, Catherine 
Milne, Cathy Barton, Charles Michael Stearman, Cheryl Evans, 
Chris Barboarossa, Chris Hall, Cindy Cripe, Constance Ace, Cindy 
Codoni, Dan Schwartz, Dan Simmons, Dana Hollaway, Daniel 
Sadowitz, Danylle Edson, Darcy Battershell, Dave Ramey, David 
Dedrickson, David Schmidt, David Sharpe, David Stevson, David 
Zemanek, Dawn Lemmel, Dayna Anderson, Deb Yohann, 
Deborah Dennis, Deborah Harvey, Debra Seiler, Denise Furman, 
Denise Philips, Denise Reinke, Denman Smith, Dennis Wallick, 
Diane Collier, Diane Knutson, Diane Numrich, Dianne Hoerle, 
Dini Duchos, Don Murray, Donald Newman, Donna Tarabochia, 
Doreen Harper, Dorothee Maces, Dorothy Griffin, Dorothy Ison, 
Dorothy Pederson, Douglas Wetz, Earl Harper, Edie Staiger, 
Elissa Stern, Elizabeth Bermel, Elizabeth Burn, Ellen McCammon, 
Emily Lo, Erica Schindler, Erik Peterson, Eunbok Sadowitz, Frank 
& Elaine Young, Frank Crosswhite, Frank Peto, Gary Gibson, 
George Scott, Georgina Wickland, Gerald (Gerry) Wieder, Gigi 
Sather, Glen Sankey, Glen Urquhart, Gloria Crepeau, Han Lee, 
Harry Steinmetz, Heather Bibby, Heather Biddy, Hillary Britt, Iris 
Hernandez, Jacqueline Benster, 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
  James McCartney, Jamie Scatena, Jane Bentley, Jane Davis, Jane 

Riordan, Janet Allman, Janet Paige, Janet Slezak, Janet Smith, 
Jason Erskine, Javier Tordable, Jay Hasbrouck, Jean Higgins, 
Jeanette Siburg, Jeanne Polk, Jennifer Johnson, Jennifer Stock, 
Jenny Smith, Jerald Pederson, Jesse Hart, Jill Tinker, Jim Paige, 
Jim Siburg, Joan Seidel, Joan Zatloukal, Joanne Meyers, John 
Johnson, John Rayme, John Rizzardi, John Schindler, John 
Schneider, Jon Struss, Joni Baily, Joseph Radmacher, Joyce Bernal, 
Joyce Stratton, Judi Armer, Judith Grande, Julia Sennewald, Julie 
Fluke, Julie Pangilinan, Karen Campbell Wood, Karen Connelly, 
Karen Feldt, Kathryn Conlbourn, Kathryn Enlow, Katie Jules, 
Katrina Sandeen, Kay Pedersen, Ken Olson, Kerry Allman, Keshjon 
Smith, Keyondre McDonald, Kimo Douglas, Kristi Brewer, Kurt 
Moss, Larry Cripe, Larry Knutson, Larry Mcdonald, Lauren 
Frederick, Laurie McEachern, Linda Bagley, Linda Castillo, Linda 
Purle, Lisa Meinecke, Lisa Patton, Liz Coleman, Louise Wessel, 
Lynn Meyer, M. Mizumoto, Malcolm Burn, Marcia Wollam, 
Margaret Ess, Margaret Nelson, Margo Rolf, Marian Julum, 
Marianne Markkanen, Marilyn Onstott, Mark Koppang, Marsha 
Sutton, Martin Moore, Mary Connelly, Mary Eun, Matthew 
Mahoney, Meschell Miloscia, Micha Kampe, Michael Kun, 
Michelle Chaves, Michelle McAlister, Mitzi Gligorea, Morgan Bell, 
Muriel Haegele, Nancy Corr, Nancy Leveson, Nancy Robertson, 
Nancy Stephan, Nancy Teeples, Nancy Tosta, Olga Drayton, OP 
Mark, Ophelia Mcdonald, Pat Kinney, Patricia Denniston, Patricia 
James, Patricia Moss, Patrick Smith, Patti Linscott, Patti Petruska, 
Paula McDonald, Pauline Cheslock, Penelope Edlund, Pete 
Stream, Peter Holder, Peter Leveson, Peter Phillips, Phil Yohann, 
Phillip Sell, R Wagner, R. Kathleen Oljar, Randall Parsons, Raphael 
Sadowitz, Ray Miryekta, 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
   

Raymond Hayes, Rebecca Maltos, Regan Erskine, Renee Brown, 
Rhonda Cavanaugh, Richard Connelly, Richard Tarabochia, 
Robbie Howell, Robert Herzog, Roberta Needles, Robin Rawlings, 
Rorie Zajac, Rose Stratton, Rosemary Mastro, Sandra Bisordi, 
Sara Aguilar, Sharon Morehouse, Sharyn Parker, Sheila Brush, 
Sheila Cavan, Sheila Murray, Shelley Merryfield, Stan Lemmel, 
Stephanie Leffler, Stephen Barbarossa, Stephen Griffin, Stephen 
Lewis, Steve Edmiston, Steve Numrich, Steven Pedersen, Susan 
Bara, Susan Canizales, Susan Honda, Susan Petersen, Susan 
Plecko, Susan Slettvet, Susan White, Tammy Wallick, Terri 
Juberg, Terri Sankey, Theresa Mintzer, Therese Crosswhite, 
Thomas McCarthy, Thomas Mintzer, Thomas Pelzel, Thomas 
Wingard, Tina Calico, Tina Musselman, Toni Lally, Traci Buxton, 
Tricia Anderson, Twyla Lawrence, Valerie Constrantino, Vicki 
Andrews, Vicky Hartley, Wendy Haley, Wendy Hall, Wendy Hall, 
William Corbin, William Damato, William Feldt, William Linscott, 
William Riordan, William Vogel, Young Lee 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
S5-1 Request for human heath impact/risk studies as part of 

NEPA/SEPA process. 
Anonymous, Ace Harrison, Adelle Comfort, Alan Davis, Alli 
Larkin, Amy France, Amy Glassman, Andrew Wood, Andy Wilson, 
Angela Griffin, Anne Kroeker, Ashley Baker, Barbara Cornwall, 
Barbara Doornink, Barry Smith, Bernedine Lund, Bette Allen, 
Beverly China, Bill Adams, Bobby Stratton, Bonnie Baker, Brad 
McKeown, Brett Piper, Brian Bennett, Bruce Dennis, Calumi 
Gligorea, Calvin Gligorea, Candace Urquhart, Cara Zemanek, Carl 
Craven, Carla Anderson, Carol Allread, Carol Belland, Carol 
Parsons, Carol Ramey, Carol Stream, Carolyn Corbin, Caryl 
Utigard, Catherine Milne, Cathy Barton, Charles Michael 
Stearman, Cheryl Evans, Chris Barboarossa, Chris Hall, Cindy 
Cripe, Constance Ace, Cindy Codoni, Dan Schwartz, Dan 
Simmons, Dana Hollaway, Daniel Sadowitz, Danylle Edson, Darcy 
Battershell, Dave Ramey, David Dedrickson, David Schmidt, 
David Sharpe, David Stevson, David Zemanek, Dawn Lemmel, 
Dayna Anderson, Deb Yohann, Deborah Dennis, Deborah Harvey, 
Debra Seiler, Denise Furman, Denise Philips, Denise Reinke, 
Denman Smith, Dennis Wallick, Diane Collier, Diane Knutson, 
Diane Numrich, Dianne Hoerle, Dini Duchos, Don Murray, 
Donald Newman, Donna Tarabochia, Doreen Harper, Dorothee 
Maces, Dorothy Griffin, Dorothy Ison, Dorothy Pederson, 
Douglas Wetz, Earl Harper, Edie Staiger, Elissa Stern, Elizabeth 
Bermel, Elizabeth Bermelt, Elizabeth Burn, Ellen McCammon, 
Emily Lo, Erica Schindler, Erik Peterson, Eunbok Sadowitz, Frank 
& Elaine Young, Frank Crosswhite, Frank Peto, Gary Gibson, 
George Scott, Georgina Wickland, Gerald Wieder, Gigi Sather, 
Glen Sankey, Glen Urquhart, Gloria Crepeau, Han Lee, Harry 
Steinmetz, Heather Bibby, 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
   

Heather Biddy, Hillary Britt, Iris Hernandez, Jacqueline Benster, 
James McCartney, Jamie Scatena, Jane Bentley, Jane Davis, Jane 
Riordan, Janet Allman, Janet Paige, Janet Slezak, Janet Smith, 
Jason Erskine, Javier Tordable, Jay Hasbrouck, Jean Higgins, 
Jeanette Siburg, Jeanne Polk, Jennifer Johnson, Jennifer Stock, 
Jenny Smith, Jerald Pederson, Jesse Hart, Jill Tinker, Jim Paige, 
Jim Siburg, Joan Seidel, Joan Zatloukal, Joanne Meyers, John 
Johnson, John Rayme, John Rizzardi, John Schindler, John 
Schneider, Jon Struss, Joni Baily, Joseph Radmacher, Joyce 
Bernal, Joyce Stratton, Judi Armer, Judith Grande, Julia 
Sennewald, Julie Fluke, Julie Pangilinan, Karen Campbell Wood, 
Karen Connelly, Karen Feldt, Kathryn Conlbourn, Kathryn Enlow, 
Katie Jules, Katrina Sandeen, Kay Pedersen, Ken Olson, Kerry 
Allman, Keshjon Smith, Keyondre McDonald, Kimo Douglas, 
Kristi Brewer, Kurt Moss, Larry Cripe, Larry Knutson, Larry 
Mcdonald, Lauren Frederick, Laurie McEachern, Linda Bagley, 
Linda Castillo, Linda Purle, Lisa Meinecke, Lisa Patton, Liz 
Coleman, Louise Wessel, Lynn Meyer, M. Mizumoto, Malcolm 
Burn, Marcia Wollam, Margaret Ess, Margaret Nelson, Margo 
Rolf, Marian Julum, Marianne Markkanen, Marilyn Onstott, Mark 
Koppang, Marsha Sutton, Martin Moore, Mary Connelly, Mary 
Eun, Matthew Mahoney, Meschell Miloscia, Micha Kampe, 
Michael Kun, Michelle Chaves, Michelle McAlister, Mitzi Gligorea, 
Morgan Bell, Muriel Haegele, Nancy Corr, Nancy Leveson, Nancy 
Robertson, Nancy Stephan, Nancy Teeples, Nancy Tosta, Olga 
Drayton, OP Mark, Ophelia Mcdonald, Pat Kinney, Patricia 
Denniston, Patricia James, Patricia Moss, Patrick Smith, 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
  

Patti Linscott, Patti Petruska, Paula McDonald, Pauline Cheslock, 
Penelope Edlund, Pete Stream, Peter Holder, Peter Leveson, 
Peter Phillips, Phil Yohann, Phillip Sell, R Wagner, R. Kathleen 
Oljar, Randall Parsons, Raphael Sadowitz, Ray Miryekta, 
Raymond Hayes, Rebecca Maltos, Regan Erskine, Renee Brown, 
Rhonda Cavanaugh, Richard Connelly, Richard Tarabochia, 
Robbie Howell, Robert Herzog, Roberta Needles, Robin Rawlings, 
Rorie Zajac, Rose Stratton, Rosemary Mastro, Sandra Bisordi, 
Sara Aguilar, Sharon Morehouse, Sharyn Parker, Sheila Brush, 
Sheila Cavan, Sheila Murray, Shelley Merryfield, Stan Lemmel, 
Stephanie Leffler, Stephen Barbarossa, Stephen Griffin, Stephen 
Lewis, Steve Edmiston, Steve Numrich, Steven Pedersen, Susan 
Bara, Susan Canizales, Susan Honda, Susan Petersen, Susan 
Plecko, Susan Slettvet, Susan White, Tammy Wallick, Terri 
Juberg, Terri Sankey, Theresa Mintzer, Therese Crosswhite, 
Thomas McCarthy, Thomas Mintzer, Thomas Pelzel, Thomas 
Wingard, Tina Calico, Tina Musselman, Toni Lally, Traci Buxton, 
Tricia Anderson, Twyla Lawrence, Valerie Constrantino, Vicki 
Andrews, Vicky Hartley, Wendy Haley, Wendy Hall, Wendy Hall, 
William Corbin, William Damato, William Feldt, William Linscott, 
William Riordan, William Vogel, Young Lee 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
S11-1 Assess impacts of recent growth in the NEPA/SEPA 

studies. Reset the baseline to include previous actions. 
Anonymous, Ace Harrison, Adelle Comfort, Alan Davis, Alli 
Larkin, Amy France, Amy Glassman, Andrew Wood, Andy Wilson, 
Angela Griffin, Anne Kroeker, Ashley Baker, Barbara Cornwall, 
Barbara Doornink, Barry Smith, Bernedine Lund, Bette Allen, 
Beverly China, Bill Adams, Bobby Stratton, Bonnie Baker, Brad 
McKeown, Brett Piper, Brian Bennett, Bruce Dennis, Calumi 
Gligorea, Calvin Gligorea, Candace Urquhart, Cara Zemanek, Carl 
Craven, Carla Anderson, Carol Allread, Carol Belland, Carol 
Parsons, Carol Ramey, Carol Stream, Carolyn Corbin, Caryl 
Utigard, Catherine Milne, Cathy Barton, Charles Michael 
Stearman, Cheryl Evans, Chris Barboarossa, Chris Hall, Cindy 
Cripe, Constance Ace, Cindy Codoni, Dan Schwartz, Dan 
Simmons, Dana Hollaway, Daniel Sadowitz, Danylle Edson, Darcy 
Battershell, Dave Ramey, David Dedrickson, David Schmidt, 
David Sharpe, David Stevson, David Zemanek, Dawn Lemmel, 
Dayna Anderson, Deb Yohann, Deborah Dennis, Deborah Harvey, 
Debra Seiler, Denise Furman, Denise Philips, Denise Reinke, 
Denman Smith, Dennis Wallick, Diane Collier, Diane Knutson, 
Diane Numrich, Dianne Hoerle, Dini Duchos, Don Murray, 
Donald Newman, Donna Tarabochia, Doreen Harper, Dorothee 
Maces, Dorothy Griffin, Dorothy Ison, Dorothy Pederson, 
Douglas Wetz, Earl Harper, Edie Staiger, Elissa Stern, Elizabeth 
Bermel, Elizabeth Bermelt, Elizabeth Burn, Ellen McCammon, 
Emily Lo, Erica Schindler, Erik Peterson, Eunbok Sadowitz, Frank 
& Elaine Young, Frank Crosswhite, Frank Peto, Gary Gibson, 
George Scott, Georgina Wickland, Gerald Wieder, Gigi Sather, 
Glen Sankey, Glen Urquhart, Gloria Crepeau, Han Lee, Harry 
Steinmetz, Heather Bibby, 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
   

Hillary Britt, Iris Hernandez, Jacqueline Benster, James 
McCartney, Jamie Scatena, Jane Bentley, Jane Davis, Jane 
Riordan, Janet Allman, Janet Paige, Janet Slezak, Janet Smith, 
Jason Erskine, Javier Tordable, Jay Hasbrouck, Jean Higgins, 
Jeanette Siburg, Jeanne Polk, Jennifer Johnson, Jennifer Stock, 
Jenny Smith, Jerald Pederson, Jesse Hart, Jill Tinker, Jim Paige, 
Jim Siburg, Joan Seidel, Joan Zatloukal, Joanne Meyers, John 
Johnson, John Rayme, John Rizzardi, John Schindler, John 
Schneider, Jon Struss, Joni Baily, Joseph Radmacher, Joyce 
Bernal, Joyce Stratton, Judi Armer, Judith Grande, Julia 
Sennewald, Julie Fluke, Julie Pangilinan, Karen Campbell Wood, 
Karen Connelly, Karen Feldt, Kathryn Conlbourn, Kathryn Enlow, 
Katie Jules, Katrina Sandeen, Kay Pedersen, Ken Olson, Kerry 
Allman, Keshjon Smith, Keyondre McDonald, Kimo Douglas, 
Kristi Brewer, Kurt Moss, Larry Cripe, Larry Knutson, Larry 
Mcdonald, Lauren Frederick, Laurie McEachern, Linda Bagley, 
Linda Castillo, Linda Purle, Lisa Meinecke, Lisa Patton, Liz 
Coleman, Louise Wessel, Lynn Meyer, M. Mizumoto, Malcolm 
Burn, Marcia Wollam, Margaret Ess, Margaret Nelson, Margo 
Rolf, Marian Julum, Marianne Markkanen, Marilyn Onstott, Mark 
Koppang, Marsha Sutton, Martin Moore, Mary Connelly, Mary 
Eun, Matthew Mahoney, Meschell Miloscia, Micha Kampe, 
Michael Kun, Michelle Chaves, Michelle McAlister, Mitzi Gligorea, 
Morgan Bell, Muriel Haegele, Nancy Corr, Nancy Leveson, Nancy 
Robertson, Nancy Stephan, Nancy Teeples, Nancy Tosta, Olga 
Drayton, OP Mark, Ophelia Mcdonald, Pat Kinney, Patricia 
Denniston, Patricia James, Patricia Moss, Patrick Smith, 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
   

Patti Linscott, Patti Petruska, Paula McDonald, Pauline Cheslock, 
Penelope Edlund, Pete Stream, Peter Holder, Peter Leveson, 
Peter Phillips, Phil Yohann, Phillip Sell, R Wagner, R. Kathleen 
Oljar, Randall Parsons, Raphael Sadowitz, Ray Miryekta, 
Raymond Hayes, Rebecca Maltos, Regan Erskine, Renee Brown, 
Rhonda Cavanaugh, Richard Connelly, Richard Tarabochia, 
Robbie Howell, Robert Herzog, Roberta Needles, Robin Rawlings, 
Rorie Zajac, Rose Stratton, Rosemary Mastro, Sandra Bisordi, 
Sara Aguilar, Sharon Morehouse, Sharyn Parker, Sheila Brush, 
Sheila Cavan, Sheila Murray, Shelley Merryfield, Stan Lemmel, 
Stephanie Leffler, Stephen Barbarossa, Stephen Griffin, Stephen 
Lewis, Steve Edmiston, Steve Numrich, Steven Pedersen, Susan 
Bara, Susan Canizales, Susan Honda, Susan Petersen, Susan 
Plecko, Susan Slettvet, Susan White, Tammy Wallick, Terri 
Juberg, Terri Sankey, Theresa Mintzer, Therese Crosswhite, 
Thomas McCarthy, Thomas Mintzer, Thomas Pelzel, Thomas 
Wingard, Tina Calico, Tina Musselman, Toni Lally, Traci Buxton, 
Tricia Anderson, Twyla Lawrence, Valerie Constrantino, Vicki 
Andrews, Vicky Hartley, Wendy Haley, Wendy Hall, Wendy Hall, 
William Corbin, William Damato, William Feldt, William Linscott, 
William Riordan, William Vogel, Young Lee 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
S11-2 Assess impacts of Port's Long-Term Vision in NEPA/SEPA 

studies. 
Anonymous, Ace Harrison, Adelle Comfort, Alan Davis, Alli 
Larkin, Amy France, Amy Glassman, Andrew Wood, Andy Wilson, 
Angela Griffin, Anne Kroeker, Ashley Baker, Barbara Cornwall, 
Barbara Doornink, Barry Smith, Bernedine Lund, Bette Allen, 
Beverly China, Bill Adams, Bobby Stratton, Bonnie Baker, Brad 
McKeown, Brett Piper, Brian Bennett, Bruce Dennis, Calumi 
Gligorea, Calvin Gligorea, Candace Urquhart, Cara Zemanek, Carl 
Craven, Carla Anderson, Carol Allread, Carol Belland, Carol 
Parsons, Carol Ramey, Carol Stream, Carolyn Corbin, Caryl 
Utigard, Catherine Milne, Cathy Barton, Charles Michael 
Stearman, Cheryl Evans, Chris Barboarossa, Chris Hall, Cindy 
Cripe, Constance Ace, Cindy Codoni, Dan Schwartz, Dan 
Simmons, Dana Hollaway, Daniel Sadowitz, Danylle Edson, Darcy 
Battershell, Dave Ramey, David Dedrickson, David Schmidt, 
David Sharpe, David Stevson, David Zemanek, Dawn Lemmel, 
Dayna Anderson, Deb Yohann, Deborah Dennis, Deborah Harvey, 
Debra Seiler, Denise Furman, Denise Philips, Denise Reinke, 
Denman Smith, Dennis Wallick, Diane Collier, Diane Knutson, 
Diane Numrich, Dianne Hoerle, Dini Duchos, Don Murray, 
Donald Newman, Donna Tarabochia, Doreen Harper, Dorothee 
Maces, Dorothy Griffin, Dorothy Ison, Dorothy Pederson, 
Douglas Wetz, Earl Harper, Edie Staiger, Elissa Stern, Elizabeth 
Bermel, Elizabeth Bermelt, Elizabeth Burn, Ellen McCammon, 
Emily Lo, Erica Schindler, Erik Peterson, Eunbok Sadowitz, Frank 
& Elaine Young, Frank Crosswhite, Frank Peto, Gary Gibson, 
George Scott, Georgina Wickland, Gerald Wieder, Gigi Sather, 
Glen Sankey, Glen Urquhart, Gloria Crepeau, Han Lee, Harry 
Steinmetz, Heather Biddy, Hillary Britt, 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
   

Iris Hernandez, Jacqueline Benster, James McCartney, Jamie 
Scatena, Jane Bentley, Jane Davis, Jane Riordan, Janet Allman, 
Janet Paige, Janet Slezak, Janet Smith, Jason Erskine, Javier 
Tordable, Jay Hasbrouck, Jean Higgins, Jeanette Siburg, Jeanne 
Polk, Jennifer Johnson, Jennifer Stock, Jenny Smith, Jerald 
Pederson, Jesse Hart, Jill Tinker, Jim Paige, Jim Siburg, Joan 
Seidel, Joan Zatloukal, Joanne Meyers, John Johnson, John 
Rayme, John Rizzardi, John Schindler, John Schneider, Jon Struss, 
Joni Baily, Joseph Radmacher, Joyce Bernal, Joyce Stratton, Judi 
Armer, Judith Grande, Julia Sennewald, Julie Fluke, Julie 
Pangilinan, Karen Campbell Wood, Karen Connelly, Karen Feldt, 
Kathryn Conlbourn, Kathryn Enlow, Katie Jules, Katrina Sandeen, 
Kay Pedersen, Ken Olson, Kerry Allman, Keshjon Smith, Keyondre 
McDonald, Kimo Douglas, Kristi Brewer, Kurt Moss, Larry Cripe, 
Larry Knutson, Larry Mcdonald, Lauren Frederick, Laurie 
McEachern, Linda Bagley, Linda Castillo, Linda Purle, Lisa 
Meinecke, Lisa Patton, Liz Coleman, Louise Wessel, Lynn Meyer, 
M. Mizumoto, Malcolm Burn, Marcia Wollam, Margaret Ess, 
Margaret Nelson, Margo Rolf, Marian Julum, Marianne 
Markkanen, Marilyn Onstott, Mark Koppang, Marsha Sutton, 
Martin Moore, Mary Connelly, Mary Eun, Matthew Mahoney, 
Meschell Miloscia, Micha Kampe, Michael Kun, Michelle Chaves, 
Michelle McAlister, Mitzi Gligorea, Morgan Bell, Muriel Haegele, 
Nancy Corr, Nancy Leveson, Nancy Robertson, Nancy Stephan, 
Nancy Teeples, Nancy Tosta, Olga Drayton, OP Mark, Ophelia 
Mcdonald, Pat Kinney, Patricia Denniston, 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
  

Patricia James, Patricia Moss, Patrick Smith, Patti Linscott, Patti 
Petruska, Paula McDonald, Pauline Cheslock, Penelope Edlund, 
Pete Stream, Peter Holder, Peter Leveson, Peter Phillips, Phil 
Yohann, Phillip Sell, R Wagner, R. Kathleen Oljar, Randall Parsons, 
Raphael Sadowitz, Ray Miryekta, Raymond Hayes, Rebecca 
Maltos, Regan Erskine, Renee Brown, Rhonda Cavanaugh, 
Richard Connelly, Richard Tarabochia, Robbie Howell, Robert 
Herzog, Roberta Needles, Robin Rawlings, Rorie Zajac, Rose 
Stratton, Rosemary Mastro, Sandra Bisordi, Sara Aguilar, Sharon 
Morehouse, Sharyn Parker, Sheila Brush, Sheila Cavan, Sheila 
Murray, Shelley Merryfield, Stan Lemmel, Stephanie Leffler, 
Stephen Barbarossa, Stephen Griffin, Stephen Lewis, Steve 
Edmiston, Steve Numrich, Steven Pedersen, Susan Bara, Susan 
Canizales, Susan Honda, Susan Petersen, Susan Plecko, Susan 
Slettvet, Susan White, Tammy Wallick, Terri Juberg, Terri Sankey, 
Theresa Mintzer, Therese Crosswhite, Thomas McCarthy, 
Thomas Mintzer, Thomas Pelzel, Thomas Wingard, Tina Calico, 
Tina Musselman, Toni Lally, Traci Buxton, Tricia Anderson, Twyla 
Lawrence, Valerie Constrantino, Vicki Andrews, Vicky Hartley, 
Wendy Haley, Wendy Hall, Wendy Hall, William Corbin, William 
Damato, William Feldt, William Linscott, William Riordan, 
William Vogel, Young Lee 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
S11-3 Delay NEPA/SEPA studies to include results of other 

studies, including University of Washington's ultra-fine 
particulate matter study and PSRC Regional Aviation 
Baseline Study. 

Anonymous, Ace Harrison, Adelle Comfort, Alan Davis, Alli 
Larkin, Amy France, Amy Glassman, Andrew Wood, Andy Wilson, 
Angela Griffin, Anne Kroeker, Ashley Baker, Barbara Cornwall, 
Barbara Doornink, Barry Smith, Bernedine Lund, Bette Allen, 
Beverly China, Bill Adams, Bobby Stratton, Bonnie Baker, Brad 
McKeown, Brett Piper, Brian Bennett, Bruce Dennis, Calumi 
Gligorea, Calvin Gligorea, Candace Urquhart, Cara Zemanek, Carl 
Craven, Carla Anderson, Carol Allread, Carol Belland, Carol 
Parsons, Carol Ramey, Carol Stream, Carolyn Corbin, Caryl 
Utigard, Catherine Milne, Cathy Barton, Charles Michael 
Stearman, Cheryl Evans, Chris Barboarossa, Chris Hall, Cindy 
Cripe, Constance Ace, Cindy Codoni, Dan Schwartz, Dan 
Simmons, Dana Hollaway, Daniel Sadowitz, Danylle Edson, Darcy 
Battershell, Dave Ramey, David Dedrickson, David Schmidt, 
David Sharpe, David Stevson, David Zemanek, Dawn Lemmel, 
Dayna Anderson, Deb Yohann, Deborah Dennis, Deborah Harvey, 
Debra Seiler, Denise Furman, Denise Philips, Denise Reinke, 
Denman Smith, Dennis Wallick, Diane Collier, Diane Knutson, 
Diane Numrich, Dianne Hoerle, Dini Duchos, Don Murray, 
Donald Newman, Donna Tarabochia, Doreen Harper, Dorothee 
Maces, Dorothy Griffin, Dorothy Ison, Dorothy Pederson, 
Douglas Wetz, Earl Harper, Edie Staiger, Elissa Stern, Elizabeth 
Bermel, Elizabeth Bermelt, Elizabeth Burn, Ellen McCammon, 
Emily Lo, Erica Schindler, Erik Peterson, Eunbok Sadowitz, Frank 
& Elaine Young, Frank Crosswhite, Frank Peto, Gary Gibson, 
George Scott, Georgina Wickland, Gerald Wieder, Gigi Sather, 
Glen Sankey, Glen Urquhart, Gloria Crepeau, Han Lee, Harry 
Steinmetz, Heather Biddy,  



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
   

Hillary Britt, Iris Hernandez, Jacqueline Benster, James 
McCartney, Jamie Scatena, Jane Bentley, Jane Davis, Jane 
Riordan, Janet Allman, Janet Paige, Janet Slezak, Janet Smith, 
Jason Erskine, Javier Tordable, Jay Hasbrouck, Jean Higgins, 
Jeanette Siburg, Jeanne Polk, Jennifer Johnson, Jennifer Stock, 
Jenny Smith, Jerald Pederson, Jesse Hart, Jill Tinker, Jim Paige, 
Jim Siburg, Joan Seidel, Joan Zatloukal, Joanne Meyers, John 
Johnson, John Rayme, John Rizzardi, John Schneider, John 
Schindler, Jon Struss, Joni Baily, Joseph Radmacher, Joyce Bernal, 
Joyce Stratton, Judi Armer, Judith Grande, Julia Sennewald, Julie 
Fluke, Julie Pangilinan, Karen Campbell Wood, Karen Connelly, 
Karen Feldt, Kathryn Conlbourn, Kathryn Enlow, Katie Jules, 
Katrina Sandeen, Kay Pedersen, Ken Olson, Kerry Allman, Keshjon 
Smith, Keyondre McDonald, Kimo Douglas, Kristi Brewer, Kurt 
Moss, Larry Cripe, Larry Knutson, Larry Mcdonald, Lauren 
Frederick, Laurie McEachern, Linda Bagley, Linda Castillo, Linda 
Purle, Lisa Meinecke, Lisa Patton, Liz Coleman, Louise Wessel, 
Lynn Meyer, M. Mizumoto, Malcolm Burn, Marcia Wollam, 
Margaret Ess, Margaret Nelson, Margo Rolf, Marian Julum, 
Marianne Markkanen, Marilyn Onstott, Mark Koppang, Marsha 
Sutton, Martin Moore, Mary Connelly, Mary Eun, Matthew 
Mahoney, Meschell Miloscia, Micha Kampe, Michael Kun, 
Michelle Chaves, Michelle McAlister, Mitzi Gligorea, Morgan Bell, 
Muriel Haegele, Nancy Corr, Nancy Leveson, Nancy Robertson, 
Nancy Stephan, Nancy Teeples, Nancy Tosta, Olga Drayton, OP 
Mark, Ophelia Mcdonald, Pat Kinney, Patricia Denniston, Patricia 
James, Patricia Moss, Patrick Smith, 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
  

Patti Linscott, Patti Petruska, Paula McDonald, Pauline Cheslock, 
Penelope Edlund, Pete Stream, Peter Holder, Peter Leveson, 
Peter Phillips, Phil Yohann, Phillip Sell, R Wagner, R. Kathleen 
Oljar, Randall Parsons, Raphael Sadowitz, Ray Miryekta, 
Raymond Hayes, Rebecca Maltos, Regan Erskine, Renee Brown, 
Rhonda Cavanaugh, Richard Connelly, Richard Tarabochia, 
Robbie Howell, Robert Herzog, Roberta Needles, Robin Rawlings, 
Rorie Zajac, Rose Stratton, Rosemary Mastro, Sandra Bisordi, 
Sara Aguilar, Sharon Morehouse, Sharyn Parker, Sheila Brush, 
Sheila Cavan, Sheila Murray, Shelley Merryfield, Stan Lemmel, 
Stephanie Leffler, Stephen Barbarossa, Stephen Griffin, Stephen 
Lewis, Steve Edmiston, Steve Numrich, Steven Pedersen, Susan 
Bara, Susan Canizales, Susan Honda, Susan Petersen, Susan 
Plecko, Susan Slettvet, Susan White, Tammy Wallick, Terri 
Juberg, Terri Sankey, Theresa Mintzer, Therese Crosswhite, 
Thomas McCarthy, Thomas Mintzer, Thomas Pelzel, Thomas 
Wingard, Tina Calico, Tina Musselman, Toni Lally, Traci Buxton, 
Tricia Anderson, Twyla Lawrence, Valerie Constrantino, Vicki 
Andrews, Vicky Hartley, Wendy Haley, Wendy Hall, Wendy Hall, 
William Corbin, William Damato, William Feldt, William Linscott, 
William Riordan, William Vogel, Young Lee 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
S11-4 Assess impacts that exceed Near-Term Projects 

forecasted operations/worst case. 
Anonymous, Ace Harrison, Adelle Comfort, Alan Davis, Alli 
Larkin, Amy France, Amy Glassman, Andrew Wood, Andy Wilson, 
Angela Griffin, Anne Kroeker, Ashley Baker, Barbara Cornwall, 
Barbara Doornink, Barry Smith, Bernedine Lund, Bette Allen, 
Beverly China, Bill Adams, Bobby Stratton, Bonnie Baker, Brad 
McKeown, Brett Piper, Brian Bennett, Bruce Dennis, Calumi 
Gligorea, Calvin Gligorea, Candace Urquhart, Cara Zemanek, Carl 
Craven, Carla Anderson, Carol Allread, Carol Belland, Carol 
Parsons, Carol Ramey, Carol Stream, Carolyn Corbin, Caryl 
Utigard, Catherine Milne, Cathy Barton, Charles Michael 
Stearman, Cheryl Evans, Chris Barboarossa, Chris Hall, Cindy 
Cripe, Constance Ace, Cindy Codoni, Dan Schwartz, Dan 
Simmons, Dana Hollaway, Daniel Sadowitz, Danylle Edson, Darcy 
Battershell, Dave Ramey, David Dedrickson, David Schmidt, 
David Sharpe, David Stevson, David Zemanek, Dawn Lemmel, 
Dayna Anderson, Deb Yohann, Deborah Dennis, Deborah Harvey, 
Debra Seiler, Denise Furman, Denise Philips, Denise Reinke, 
Denman Smith, Dennis Wallick, Diane Collier, Diane Knutson, 
Diane Numrich, Dianne Hoerle, Dini Duchos, Don Murray, 
Donald Newman, Donna Tarabochia, Doreen Harper, Dorothee 
Maces, Dorothy Griffin, Dorothy Ison, Dorothy Pederson, 
Douglas Wetz, Earl Harper, Edie Staiger, Elissa Stern, Elizabeth 
Bermel, Elizabeth Bermelt, Elizabeth Burn, Ellen McCammon, 
Emily Lo, Erica Schindler, Erik Peterson, Eunbok Sadowitz, Frank 
& Elaine Young, Frank Crosswhite, Frank Peto, Gary Gibson, 
George Scott, Georgina Wickland, Gerald Wieder, Gigi Sather, 
Glen Sankey, Glen Urquhart, Gloria Crepeau, Han Lee, Harry 
Steinmetz, Heather Bibby, 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
   

Hillary Britt, Iris Hernandez, Jacqueline Benster, James 
McCartney, Jamie Scatena, Jane Bentley, Jane Davis, Jane 
Riordan, Janet Allman, Janet Paige, Janet Slezak, Janet Smith, 
Jason Erskine, Javier Tordable, Jay Hasbrouck, Jean Higgins, 
Jeanette Siburg, Jeanne Polk, Jennifer Johnson, Jennifer Stock, 
Jenny Smith, Jerald Pederson, Jesse Hart, Jill Tinker, Jim Paige, 
Jim Siburg, Joan Seidel, Joan Zatloukal, Joanne Meyers, John 
Johnson, John Rayme, John Rizzardi, John Schindler, John 
Schneider, Jon Struss, Joni Baily, Joseph Radmacher, Joyce 
Bernal, Joyce Stratton, Judi Armer, Judith Grande, Julia 
Sennewald, Julie Fluke, Julie Pangilinan, Karen Campbell Wood, 
Karen Connelly, Karen Feldt, Kathryn Conlbourn, Kathryn Enlow, 
Katie Jules, Katrina Sandeen, Kay Pedersen, Ken Olson, Kerry 
Allman, Keshjon Smith, Keyondre McDonald, Kimo Douglas, 
Kristi Brewer, Kurt Moss, Larry Cripe, Larry Knutson, Larry 
Mcdonald, Lauren Frederick, Laurie McEachern, Linda Bagley, 
Linda Castillo, Linda Purle, Lisa Meinecke, Lisa Patton, Liz 
Coleman, Louise Wessel, Lynn Meyer, M. Mizumoto, Malcolm 
Burn, Marcia Wollam, Margaret Ess, Margaret Nelson, Margo 
Rolf, Marian Julum, Marianne Markkanen, Marilyn Onstott, Mark 
Koppang, Marsha Sutton, Martin Moore, Mary Connelly, Mary 
Eun, Matthew Mahoney, Meschell Miloscia, Micha Kampe, 
Michael Kun, Michelle Chaves, Michelle McAlister, Mitzi Gligorea, 
Morgan Bell, Muriel Haegele, Nancy Corr, Nancy Leveson, Nancy 
Robertson, Nancy Stephan, Nancy Teeples, Nancy Tosta, Olga 
Drayton, OP Mark, Ophelia Mcdonald, Pat Kinney, Patricia 
Denniston, Patricia James, Patricia Moss, Patrick Smith, 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
  

Patti Linscott, Patti Petruska, Paula McDonald, Pauline Cheslock, 
Penelope Edlund, Pete Stream, Peter Holder, Peter Leveson, 
Peter Phillips, Phil Yohann, Phillip Sell, R Wagner, R. Kathleen 
Oljar, Randall Parsons, Raphael Sadowitz, Ray Miryekta, 
Raymond Hayes, Rebecca Maltos, Regan Erskine, Renee Brown, 
Rhonda Cavanaugh, Richard Connelly, Richard Tarabochia, 
Robbie Howell, Robert Herzog, Roberta Needles, Robin Rawlings, 
Rorie Zajac, Rose Stratton, Rosemary Mastro, Sandra Bisordi, 
Sara Aguilar, Sharon Morehouse, Sharyn Parker, Sheila Brush, 
Sheila Cavan, Sheila Murray, Shelley Merryfield, Stan Lemmel, 
Stephanie Leffler, Stephen Barbarossa, Stephen Griffin, Stephen 
Lewis, Steve Edmiston, Steve Numrich, Steven Pedersen, Susan 
Bara, Susan Canizales, Susan Honda, Susan Petersen, Susan 
Plecko, Susan Slettvet, Susan White, Tammy Wallick, Terri 
Juberg, Terri Sankey, Theresa Mintzer, Therese Crosswhite, 
Thomas McCarthy, Thomas Mintzer, Thomas Pelzel, Thomas 
Wingard, Tina Calico, Tina Musselman, Toni Lally, Traci Buxton, 
Tricia Anderson, Twyla Lawrence, Valerie Constrantino, Vicki 
Andrews, Vicky Hartley, Wendy Haley, Wendy Hall, Wendy Hall, 
William Corbin, William Damato, William Feldt, William Linscott, 
William Riordan, William Vogel, Young Lee 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 Vashon Island Fair Skies Form Letter  

 
 
 
 
S2-1 

 
 
 

Include use of existing or a new regional airport to 
reduce activity/impacts in the NEPA/SEPA studies. 

Andrew Wiesnet, Anonymous, Ayumi Luke, Beth Anne Freiling, 
Cary Huffman, Catherine Grady, Joel Walters, Kaye Pierson, Kevin 
Jones, Laura Bienen, Norah Sullivan, Rayne Beaudoin, RJ 
Skiliman, Robert Luke, Sherene Zolno, Vicki Dunakin, David 
Berger 

 
 
S4-1 

 
Study noise at same level of detail for communities 
outside the six neighboring airport cities. 

Andrew Wiesnet, Anonymous, Ayumi Luke, Beth Anne Freiling, 
Cary Huffman, Catherine Grady, Joel Walters, Kaye Pierson, Kevin 
Jones, Laura Bienen, Norah Sullivan, Rayne Beaudoin, RJ 
Skiliman, Robert Luke, Sherene Zolno, Vicki Dunakin 

 
 
 
S4-2 

 
 
Noise study should include airframe noise. 

Andrew Wiesnet, Anonymous, Ayumi Luke, Beth Anne Freiling, 
Cary Huffman, Catherine Grady, Joel Walters, Kaye Pierson, Kevin 
Jones, Laura Bienen, Norah Sullivan, Rayne Beaudoin, RJ 
Skiliman, Robert Luke, Sherene Zolno, Vicki Dunakin 

 
 
 
S5-1 

 

Request for human heath impact/risk studies as part of 
NEPA/SEPA process. 

Andrew Wiesnet, Anonymous, Ayumi Luke, Beth Anne Freiling, 
Cary Huffman, Catherine Grady, Joel Walters, Kaye Pierson, Kevin 
Jones, Laura Bienen, Norah Sullivan, Rayne Beaudoin, RJ 
Skiliman, Robert Luke, Sherene Zolno, Vicki Dunakin 

 
 
 
S11-1 

 
Assess impacts of recent growth in the NEPA/SEPA 
studies. Reset the baseline to include previous actions. 

Andrew Wiesnet, Anonymous, Ayumi Luke, Beth Anne Freiling, 
Cary Huffman, Catherine Grady, Joel Walters, Kaye Pierson, Kevin 
Jones, Laura Bienen, Norah Sullivan, Rayne Beaudoin, RJ 
Skiliman, Robert Luke, Sherene Zolno, Vicki Dunakin 



COMMENT # COMMENT/SUBJECT COMMENTER 
 
 
 
 
S11-2 

 
 
 
Assess impacts of Port's Long-Term Vision in NEPA/SEPA 
studies. 

Andrew Wiesnet, Anonymous, Ayumi Luke, Beth Anne Freiling, 
Cary Huffman, Catherine Grady, Joel Walters, Kaye Pierson, Kevin 
Jones, Laura Bienen, Norah Sullivan, Rayne Beaudoin, RJ 
Skiliman, Robert Luke, Sherene Zolno, Vicki Dunakin 

 
 
 
 
S11-3 

 
Delay NEPA/SEPA studies to include results of other 
studies, including University of Washington's ultra-fine 
particulate matter study and PSRC Regional Aviation 
Baseline Study. 

Andrew Wiesnet, Anonymous, Ayumi Luke, Beth Anne Freiling, 
Cary Huffman, Catherine Grady, Joel Walters, Kaye Pierson, Kevin 
Jones, Laura Bienen, Norah Sullivan, Rayne Beaudoin, RJ 
Skiliman, Robert Luke, Sherene Zolno, Vicki Dunakin, David 
Berger 

 
 
 
S11-4 

 
 
Assess impacts that exceed Near-Term Projects 
forecasted operations/worst case. 

Andrew Wiesnet, Anonymous, Ayumi Luke, Beth Anne Freiling, 
Cary Huffman, Catherine Grady, Joel Walters, Kaye Pierson, Kevin 
Jones, Laura Bienen, Norah Sullivan, Rayne Beaudoin, RJ 
Skiliman, Robert Luke, Sherene Zolno, Vicki Dunakin 

 



COMMENTS RECEIVED



Actual Comments with Assigned Topic Code



3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Pub1 i c Meeting - September 10 , 2018 

f gotten wo r se and worse over the past -- less than a year . 

l,:t ' s just gotten bad . We need help. 

I think that's really all I have to say. Thank you . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And the name on the 

list is? 

MS. ALDRICH: Jill Aldrich. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Jill Aldrich. 

Thank you . Now you have three minutes. 

9 r MS. ALDRICH: My name is Jill Aldrich, a 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

r-J17 

l 1s 
oO 
~19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

property owner, along wi th my husband, for over 50 years. 

We have a concern about the newest building site on 24th 

Avenue South, not far from the federal detention center . 

About a month and a half ago , my husband and I walked 

on the Des Moines Creek Trail for about ten minutes and 

noticed a sign that said ''Critical Area" that was placed 

there by King County. Looking past that sign, over the 

stream and past not many trees , was some bulldozed dirt 

going up to a building site. 

As the building site has progressed, we have been 

watching to see what the process has been to protect the 

stream that is critically close to two dirt hills 

precipitously close to that endangered stream. 

So that's it . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Thank you. 

MS. ALDRICH: Thank you very much. 
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Good evening SeaTac Airport Commissioners 9-10-1018 

My name is Jill Aldrich, a property owner along with my husband, for over 
50 years. 

We have a concern about the newest building site on 24th Ave South, not far 
from the Federal Dention Center. 

About a month and a half ago my husband and I walked on the Des Moines 
Creek Trail for about ten minutes and noticed a sign that said Critical Area 
that was placed there by King County. Looking past that sign, over the 
stream and past not many trees, was some bulldozed dirt going up to a 
building site. 

As the building site has progressed, we have been watching to see what the 
process has been to protect the stream that is critically close to two dirt hills 
precipately close to that endangered streruIL ( 1~ // t ~ v-... /J 

2-ot, - 97J-ffDI O ~'- 2-00 1 0 -('- / f-/✓ 5' 



From-: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Dear Mr. Rybolt. 

Dayna Maerson 
SAMP Public Comments 
Nemo Genjtori 
Comment on Susti!inable Airport Master Plan 
Wednesday, September 26, 2018 12:27:59 PM 

jI am reaching out to you about how the increased traffic over Des Moines and surrounding cities has affected nearby 
residents. 

I have been tracking flights which takeoff/ land directly overhead or closely adjacent to 601 S 227th Street and those 
coming in over Vashon. 

Since 2013 the noise level and increased air traffic has risen exponentially. 

Jt cannot be expressed how much this has adversely impacted Des Moines as well as residents up to and adjacent to 
\ . 

C'(l ' Saltwater Park. 

<'.'., To date flights are come in for landing/ departure every 25-30 seconds over head with some actually banking 
-=::::,. directly over Mariner Manor. 

I 
C"'i. --z r returned to and settled in Des Moines for health and serenity. The environmental impacts ofincreased noise 

pollution as well as particulates overhead and over the Sound is especially concerning to all who live in these 
communities. 

~ C"1 .:-
.:: ~ l Has there been any fuel dumping at times? Why is the third runway being utilized so often? ~z 

:::J-- ddressed the noise and pollution factors with scientific studies along wjth how this will affect our marina, marine 

~

ince there is a huge increase of daily and night departures/landing coming in the future, why has the Port not 

::J-. fe, surface water, Noise Remedy programs for Marina district and those suffering under flight paths-especially 
< eniors and children. 

7""' !Personally I do not like to open my windows due to the noise chaos. I've smelled jet fuel several times. Pollution 
~ Lhas shown up on cars not only in airport crew lots, but especially down here in the marina district. ~-
~ L Aircraft seem to be especially louder during the night hours - is there no curfew like most major airports? 

~ .Qs Everette going to build its airstrips/ facilities to bring relief to SeaTac? 

¼ 
I've been out of the area when meetings have gone on so have not been able to voice these concerns _ 

_.1 [our property values have gone down due to the exhausting noise pollution. 
,,.,:::_ 

Please consider every all requests, comments and questions that are submitted to you and the Port. 

Puget Sound and the marina and our residents are ex1remely vulnerable with all of the stated above. 

~f""u is my sincere hope that flights will go back to using runways 1&2 and rarely 3 as needed and that this problematic 
~l.!ievelopment be address for the health and safety of everyone in SeaTac flight paths_ 

With Best Regards, 

Dayna Anderson 
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website, and I can give you that address . 

All comments, no matter how they are submitted, are 

treated equally . Most important is that all comments must 

be postmarked by September 28, 2018. 

With that, I'm officially opening the oral comment of 

the scoping mee.ting. And you are Jan Anderson? 

MS. ANDERSON: I am. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Okay. And you have 

three minutes. 

MS. ANDERSON: Okay. I have lived in my house 

for 53 years, so I've been able to assess the change that 

has occurred in the amount of traffic; t.he amount of noise, 

the amount of pollution, at least perceived by the people 

underneath flights, because we can't keep our cars clean. 

And I heard an excuse over here that it's perhaps fireplaces 

and wood stoves, but there's been a huge decrease in wood . 

Everybody has gas stoves now and electric fireplaces. 

My particular concern is the environment, which 

includes noise pollution, but it also includes whatever kind 

of particulate matter that is corning down and things of that 

nature, because my husband is the third person on my block 

to die of ALS, which is Lou Gehrig 1 s disease. And none of 

l them were genetically-induced ALS; they were all 

l 
!environmental. And his was particularly located in his 
i 
; 
:lungs. 
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And so I just really think -- and I know there ' s been a 

lot more stress and a lot more cancer cases in our 

neighborhood, and I can ' t help but believe the constant 

noise -- and I do mean constant, every minute, a minute and 

a half an airplane goes over most of the time -- that all of 

these things take their toll on the physical and mental 

health of the people who l~ve ~n this neighborhood. And to 

increase from 416,000, or whatever, ~lights a year just 

seems unfair. 

I feel that thA Port of Seattle -- I know they ' re 

working for the Port of Seattle and not someone else, but 

they should work more riqorously with outlying areas to 

increase the air traffi c in those places, which would help 

our ,traffic as well, because the traffic that ' s coming to 

the airport for all of these flights is a huge, incredible 

amount of noise. 

Is my three minutes up? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: No. You ' ve got 

another minute. 

MS. ANDERSON: Okay. And I personally have 

used the airport, of cour se. My husband, though, has bee~ 

in the neighborhood since 1938 . A~d his grandfather built 

our house, and he went to the opening of the original 

airport in 1948, I think, something like that. 

r And so the impact on a neighborhood from silence to 
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what's happening now has just been astronomical. But I do 

' think the envirorunent is the most important thing. Social 

~

·s important to me too because I can ' t talk on the phone to 

eople, I can't listen to my TV, I can't have parties on my 

eek because you can ' t hear anything. 

That's probably the extent of my rant . 

~ea).th, 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

MS. ANDERSON: Anyway, I'm really worried about 

mental and physical health. And thank you for 

listening and writing that down, and I think I ' ll probably 

submit a written comment as well when I have more time to 

think it through and edit it . 

HEARING OFFICER PHI1IPSEN : We will begin with 

Dana Hollaway, and then State Senator Mark Miloscia, 30th 

District. Okay? And I'll time you. 

MS. HOLLAWAY: Okay. Do I have to identify 

myself first? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Please do so. 

MS. HOLLAWAY: My name is Dana Hollaway . I 'm 

from Federal Way. Before the SAMP approval and 

implementation, the impact on human health and environment 

must be analyzed under applicable EPA, federal and state 

laws. Testing analysis and published results must be done 

prior to any increase in f light operations or of airport 

expansion. Testing for the toxic chemical thorium -- and 
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some positive way, whether it's with the schools and flights 

and different ways they can take off and impact our 

community so detrimentally. 

And that's kind of the way I feel. If there's anything 

as citizens we can do to engage more -- this is good. But I 

think there ' s a lot to address on the impact of south King 

County, which has always kind of been a dumping ground for a 

l ot of stuff, in my opinion, just living here for all that 

time . 

That ' s kind of all T have to say. I'll submit my 

comments .. 

you . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay . Thank you. 

MS. WHITE: There you qo. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Very good. Thank 

MR. AZZAM: My turn, right? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Your turn. 

MR. AZZAM: Okay. My name is Wasim Azzam. 

I ' ve been living in Federal Way for the last 27 years. I 

moved houses ten years ago. I now live in the Marine Hills 

on - - in the flight path, which was not really directly a 

flight path when I moved in ten years ago. 

- Recently, life has been changed to the worse because of 

the airport noise -- the airplane noise. We can't use the 

patio, we can 't use the backyard or the front yard; we can ' t 
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open a window even in the summertime. And this area here, 

we only get two months of summer, and we don't yet get to 

enjoy it. We are finding ourselves, many times, having to 

pause the TV if we have a window cracked or something if an 

airplane is going overhead. 

And the airplanes go directly over my house. They fly 

so low, sometimes I feel as if my girls that are jumping on 

the trampoline in the backyard, if they jump a little bit 

higher, they can reach the airplane. It ' s exaggerated a 

little bit, but it's that bad. The airplanes fly very low, 

Our quality of life has changed to the worse. In whac 

way? I haven't been able to sleep straight all night 

without being awakened once or twice or three times in the 

beginning of the late evening/beginning of the early morning 

hours, maybe; I want to say 11 p . m.' most 0£ the time , 

especially if I went to bed at 10:00. And then I woke up a 

few days ago at 3:02 in the morning at the noise of a very, 

very huge, probably a cargo airplane, very loud. And I went 

to sleep probably for half an hour for the rest of the time, 

for those three hours. And those usually are the hours that 

you really go into deep sleep, I think, where your body 

repai rs itself and it heals. 

I find myself tired during the day, same thing with my 

lw~fe, because of lack of sleep. So it has really affected 

re quality of life that we're living. Personally, I 'm not 
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against the expansion. That is a reality. The area's 

growing . They're saying we're expecting 1 mil.lion people in 

the area in 2035 . The airport can expand1 but they've got 

to take into consideration the quality of life of the people 

under the flight paths near the airport such as ourselves. 

I paid a lot of noney for my house; I love the area. 

My kids are all born in Federal Way. I don ' t want to look 

to go anywhere else, but I wanted to be able to at least 

enjoy my time and live a peaceful life and a healthy life. 

So if there ' s any way for the people in charge to change t h e 

flight path a little bit, maybe over the water , over the 

freeway to get it away from us so we can live a better life, 

I think that would be a good consideration . 

Again , I ' m not against the expansion because that is a 

reality; it's going to happen. But anything that can be 

done to change the quality of life for us citizens that li~e t the flight path of the airport would be appreciated. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Now John Burdine. 

MR . BURDINE : Burdine. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Burdine, thank you. 

You have the floor for three minutes and= will time you. 

MK. BURDINE: Okay. So my first issue is the 

jet poop issue. Other people might call ic jet pollution or 

particulates in the air, but jets produce a tremendous 

amount of pollution as they're landing and taking off. I 
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MR. BEEMAN: Paul . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Followed by? 

MR. WEIR: Keith Weir. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Keith Weir. Than~ 

So, Paul, you may begin. You have three minutes. Just 

a second, I'm just going to tell these other people the 

process. 

MR. BEEMAN: You want me to wait for you? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: It'll j ust be a few 

seconds, yeah . 

Okay. You have the floor. 

MR. BEEMAN: Okay. I am a minister and 

resident of Wesley Homes for 19 years, and have witnessed 

the flyover of the planes for that period of time. 

As I remember, the original flight pattern was a 

stepdown; it would fly straight, drop, fly -straight, drop, 

fly straight, drop. It's now been substituted by one 

straight-long glide path. We were misinformed, to put it 

politely -- the term i.s usually "lied to" - - by the Port, 

saying that the third runway would be used only in case of 

emergency or very heavy traffic. we find now that it's used 

primarily, and by my count, through much of the morning and 

evening. The planes come in every 90 seconds, either to 
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take off or to land. They come in directly over Wesley 

Homes, which is a retirement community of about 500 people. 

And it happens that as the plane comes ~own 11th Street, it 

then goes directly across our Wesley Homes -- what do we 

call it? -- health center, which is a nursing facility; it ' s 

where the most serious cases are. 

We have a resident who was part of the design team on 

the last five Boeing planes . He knows the field well . He 

9 says that the planes are coming in at an average of about 

10 

11 

12 

( 13 
\[) 
<._ 14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

I 
,95 feet above the hospital unit. So we're getting pretty 
I 

heavy pollution of, well, all of the pollutants -- I don't 

1need to name them, but all of the pollutants that are a part 
J 

;of the landing pattern . We were told that the planes would 

jcome in much higher than that, and that there would not be 
I 
jthat much pollution, either noise or particularly of the 

I . 
lvar1ous --

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have ten 

seconds left. 

MR . BEEMAN: -- the various chemical pollutions 

in the air. We feel that the glide pattern should be 

returned to a previous type or brought in at a much higher 

level to protect the health of our retired people. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

MR. BEEMAN: Now, i s that all I need to do 

here? 
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HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: That ' s all you need 

to do here. 

MR. BEEMAN: I mean, in the whole thing . I 

thought there was going to be a meeting. We were 

misinformed . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Well, you might s ay 

it is a meeting, but t his is one part of i t , where we tak~ 

your comments and record them. But there are e xhibits in 

there with people to answer questions and 

minutes. 

MR . BEEMAN : I understand . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Mr . Weir? 

MR . WEIR: Yes. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have three 

r MR. WEIR: I'm Keith Weir. I live at 21034 

Des Moines on the north hill; new I Second Avenue South in 

resident there. Formerly lived in Gregory Heights in Burien 

for 22 years. Just. a little concerned when we initially 

moved in . I ' m not one of these -- I live by an airport , but 

wi th the introduction of the third runway and the increase 

in flight patterns and the frequency of flights as we live 

there got progressivel y louder and nois i er. And we did move 

to Des Moines, I understand. I ' m up on the north hill and 

we have a view and it's beautiful and wonderful, but with 

the increased f l ights and everythi ng, comes increased air 
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From: stephen beer 
To: SAMP Public Comments 
Subject: Airport Expansion current SCOPE 
Date: Thursday, September 20, 2018 4:22:25 PM 

Simply, r believe that Mr. Steve Rybolt has not provided the community adequate information about 
c,i the proposed study currently underway. ! have not seen any TV ads about the four public meetings that 
""' occurred during September. 

l 

-----\n 
It seems that this entire process is much to "quite''. 

Old fashioned USPS mailings to Puget Sound Residence would be better. Yes. it might cost the Port some 
money, but. hell. your making plenty AND its a write off. 
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With that , you can proceed to the oral portion. And 

you have three minutes and I ' ll time you. But you can go 

over that a bit. 

MR. BERGER : So again, my name is David A. 

Berger. I'm submitting these oral comments on behalf of the 

Marine Hills Airport Noise Health I mpact Steering Committee. 

And this letter is addressed to Steve Rybolt, and I ' ll just 

read the letter . And I wil l be submitting the letter once 

all seven signatures are affixed to it. I will be mailing 

it to Mr. Rybolt before the deadline . 

So the subject is "SAMP DEI S Scoping Comments of Marine 

Hills Neighborhood, Federal Wa y. " 

Dear Mr . Rybo l t : In response to your July 30, 2018, 

public notic e, this l etter is written on behalf of the 

approximately 1,000 residents of the Mari ne Hills 

residential neighborhood of Federal Way, Washington . 

- We continue to expexience near constant excessive noise 

and adverse health i mpacts from Sea-Tac Airport overflights. 

We've suffered from the unmit igated impact of a 34 percent 

increase in Sea- Tac operations since 2 0 12 and a six-fold 

increase in north flow landings on the third runway since 

its 2008 opening; thus, the expansion of Sea-Tac to enable 

-
another 175,000 annual flights simply .is unacceptable to our 

neighborhood. - If t he 30-plus so-call ed Near-Term Projects proposed in 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780 . 6972 
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the Sustainable Airport Master Plan, otherwise known as the 

SAMP, were constructed, the resulting enormous increase in 

overfli ghts will cause an unjustifiable and unsustainable 

environmental impact on the Marine Hills neighborhood. 

As required by the State Environmentul Policy Act, or 

SEPA, statute, and its implementing rules, we demand that 

the SAMP Draft Environmental Impact Statement, or DEIS , 

contain an alternative to fuctheL· expdw.lluy Se.a-Tac by 

identifying other exi sting airports that could accommodate 

projected growth in regional , commercial, and air cargo 

flights. 

This alternative must be analyzed a t a level of detail 

equal to the proposed SAMP to enable comparison by both 

decision-makers and other laypersons of further irrever sible 

environmental harm that the proposed SAMP's 30-plus projects 

will cause to Marine Hi l ls and similarly impacted 

neighborhoods. 

As also required by SEPA, the DEIS should assess the 

potential for delaying implementation of the SAMP, given 

that the Puget Sound Regional Council ' s upcoming regional 

aviation baseline study will be analyzing additional 

capacity f or absorbing air travel and cargo growth at other 

airports ln Klng, Kitsap, Pierce, and Snohomish Count i es. 

Finally, we expect the DEIS to contain an unbiased 

objective analysis of the required no-action alternative , 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780.6972 
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which should determine the extent to which it would result 

in a lower environmental cost or degr adation than the 

30-plus projects in the proposed SAMP would create . 

Sincerely, Mar ine Hills Airport Noise Health Impact 

Steering Commi ttee. And the signatories will be on this 

l etter: Da vid A. Ber ger; Chris Hall ; Steve Lewis; Ray 

Miryekta , MIRY EK TA; Kurt , with a K, Moss ; Susan 

Petersen, that' s PETERSEN; and Gigi , that' s GIG I , 

Sather , SATHER. 

And again, once I get the final signatur es , I will 

submit this letter through the U.S . mail to Mr. Rybolt. 

HEARING OFFI CER PHILIPSEN: Okay . Thank you . 

Wi th that , I'm officially opening your portion of the 

o r al comment session of this scoping meeting . You have 

three minutes and I will time you . 

MR . WACHTEL: Okay. First thing I would like 

to bring up is that a New York State senator is currently 

calling for changes to the flight plan pattern at LaGuardia 

Airport after a study found the noise it generates could 

reduce the life spans of some Queens residents by about 

one year. 

The study was conducted by researchers a t Columbia 

University ' s Mai l man School of Public Health and published 

in the August 15th issue of the International Journal of 

Environmental Research and Public Health . I would like to 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623 . 6136 * To11 Free 866 . 780.6972 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

DONNA BERGER 

SAMP PYblic Comments 
SAMP BS 
Monday, September 24, 2018 5:12:08 PM 

MH SAMP DEIS Scoping Comment Ltr 919.18 oof 

TO: Arlyn Purcell, Port of Seattle 

Director, Aviation Environment and Sustainability 

Attached is a copy of the official scoping comment letter from the Marine Hills 
Neighborhood of Federal Way. For your information, I've sent the original of this letter 
to Steve Rybolt via U.S. Mail. I also read the letter verbatim into the public record at 
the September 19 "open house" in the city of SeaTac Community Center. 

We look forward to your favorable consideration of our comments in preparing the 
draft EIS. 

David Berger 



September 19. 2018 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

Subj: SA.MP DEIS Scoping Comments of Marine Hills Neighborhood, Federal Way 

Dear Mr. Rybolt: 

""';' In response to your July 30, 2018 public notice, this letter is written on behalf of the approximately 
1"1 1,000 residents of the Marine Hills residential neighborhood of Federal Way, WA who continue to 
~ experience near-constant, excessive noise and adverse health impacts from Sea-Tac Airport overflights. 

We've suffered from the unmitigated impact of a 34% increase in Sea-Tac operations since 2012, and a 
six-fold increase in north-flow landings on the third runway since its 2008 opening. Thus, expansion of 

(V\ Sea-Tac to enable another 175,000 annual flights simply is unacceptable to our neighbothood_ 
I I 

0'-- If the 30+ so-called, "near-term" projects proposed in the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) were 
V\ constructed, the resulting enonnous increase in overflights will cause an unjustifiable and unsustainable 

environmental impact on the Marine Hills neighborhood. As required by the state Environmental Policy 
ct (SEP A) statute and its implementing rules, we demand that the SAMP draft Environmental Impact 

_ Statement (DEIS) contain an alternative to further expanding Sea-Tac, by identifying other existing 
/ airports that could accommodate projected growth in regional commercial and air cargo flights. This 

f\J alternative must be analyzed at a level of detail equal to the proposed SAMP to enable comparison, by 
~ both decision-makers and other lay persons, of further irreversible environmental harm that the proposed 

SAMP's 3o+ projects will cause to Marine Hills and similarly impacted neighborhoods. As also 
":) required by SEP A, the DEIS should assess the potential for delaying implementation of the SAMP. 
-.!__ gi"Ven that the Puget Sound Regional Council's upcoming Regional Aviation Baseline Study will be S analyzing additional capacity for absorbing air travel and cargo growth at other airports in King, Kitsap, 

Pierce and Snohomish counties. Finally, we expect the DEIS to contain an unbiased, objective analysis 
~ of the required No-Action alternative, which should determine the extent to which it would result in a ....___ q lower environmental cost or degradation than the 30+ projects in the proposed SAMP would create. -

Sincerely, .. 

Marine Hills Aiiport Noise!He3!1h ~cts Steering Committee: 

~,#~ ~ -
Chris Hal.1 

-~~ 



firomi 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Dave Beste 
SAMP Pubnc comments 
parking lot 
Friday, September 28, 2018 7:09:26 PM 

To. SAMP committee: 

The idea of placing an employee parking lot along S. 136th St. in SeaTac is a horrible 
plan. There is already much activity with the recreation areas there, plus the SeaTac 
Senior Center. Additional traffic along 24th Ave. will make it more hazardous than it 
already is. PLEASE reconsider and place it somewhere else ...... how about the south 
end of the airport for a change? 

May we have some peaceful living in our area. 

Sincerely, 
Judy Beste 
3202 S. 148th St. 
SeaTac, WA 
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September 27, 2018 

To: 
Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

From: 
Sheila Brush 
24614 8th Ave S 
Des Moines, WA 98198 

Re: Comments on Scoping for Near Term Projects on Sustainable Airport 
Master Plan (SAMP) For SEPA EIS NEPA EA 

Dear Mr. Rybolt, 

In addition to the comments I submitted through Quiet Skies Puget Sound, I also 
am submitting the following declaration to be added to complete my public 
comment process. 

! The Port of Seattle must no longer seek to expand until the pending Sea-Tac 
Airport studies regarding human health and environmental impact/risk of 
exposure being conducted by the University of Washington are completed, both 
phase 1 and the pending phase 2. In addition to the UW study, known as the 
"Ultra-Fine Particle Study" the Port of Seattle (PoS) must stop all expansion 

7 1 plans until the Department of Commerce conducts the budget proviso baseline 
m· study on the Cities surrounding Sea-Tac International Airport. These two critical 
VJ studies will assess whether there is reason to believe that like the other global 

studies finding correlation between air traffic noise and emission from jet fuel, 
Sea-Tac International Airport does not have an adverse health effects and the 
mounting studies both internationally and nationally are not applicable to the 
communities around Sea-Tac International Airport. 

f"A11owing the cont.inued and increased air traffic to grow, while health and impact 
I ~tudies are in process is at the very least negligent and appropriately 

I dangerous. The impacts of aircraft emissions and engine noise has a long 
detrimental effect on human physical, mental and emotional health. To inflame 
any part of our environment for the sole purpose of profit should be considered 
a criminal act. 



To estimate the environmental burden of disease (EBO) due to environmental 
noise from aircraft and airport operations, a quantitative risk assessment 
approach has to be used and is lacking from both SEPA & NEPA identified 
discussion released by the Port of Seattle. Risk assessment refers to 
identification of hazard, the assessment of population exposure and the 
determination of appropriate exposure-response relationships. The EBO is 
expressed as disability-adjusted life years (DALYs). 

J DAL Y's are the sum of the potential years of life lost due to premature death and 
the equivalent years of "healthy" life lost by virtue of being in a state of poor 
health and or disability. 

\ I 

~ 
J 
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• How will the PoS provide guidance on the procedure for health risk 
assessment of environmental noise created by aircraft and Port of Seattle 
operations at Sea-Tac International Airport? 

• How will the PoS review all evidence on the relationship between 
environmental noise and health effects created from aircraft and airport 
operations? 

• How will the PoS provide exemplary estimates as to the burden of health 
impacts that are created from manmade environmental noise due to 
aircrafts and airport operations? 

• How will the PoS provide its discussion of the uncertainties and 
responsibilities of creating an environmental burden to the surrounding 
impacted communities? 

Assessment of exposure to noise requires consideration of many factors. How 
will the PoS address the following? 

• The measured or calculated/predicted exposure, described in terms of an 
appropriate noise metric and based on frequency of aircraft operations? 

l 
• The distribution of the exposure of the population to noise? Population 

noise exposure in this cannot be based on the noise mapping mandated by 
the FAA's part 150 study, itshouid use the annual average metric of 
cumulative noise exposure due to frequency in past and present 
operations. 
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*Cardiovascular disease due to NOISE and STRESS exposure: 

The evidence from epidemiological studies on the association between 
exposure to road traffic and aircraft noise and hypertension and ischemic heart 
disease has already increased during the recent years of airport growth in 
operations. Both road traffic noise and aircraft noise increase the risk of high 
blood pressure. 

Transportation noise has been linked to adverse effects on quality of life, 
wellbeing and health, due to factors such as stress, anxiety and raised blood 
pressure. 

Road traffic noise has been shown to increase the risk of ischemic heart disease 
including myocardial infarction and risk of high blood pressure. The following 
questions must be addressed as the road traffic growth in and around Sea-Tac 
Airport is directly associated with the PoS own operations and planned growth 
in operations. 

• How will the PoS track and report the growing health impacts due to 
increased operation's in both the construction phase, including current 
construction projects taking place outside of the SAMP and which should 
have been included into the SAMP as a whole. The capital projects 
underway are necessary to the long term and near term operations and 
overall growth as identified in your own long range plan. In other words if 
these project were not underway today, they would be in fact part of this 
scoping document, just because you managed to piecemeal them in, that 
should not exclude the impacts associated with current projects. 

• How has the PoS studied the past and present traffic impacts in all forms 
of transportation for the sole purpose of airport business, including 
deliveries of cargo and support services and cargo pickups, passenger 
pickups and drop offs, parking garage at the airport and off-site parking 
facilities for all airport travel and operations? 

• How has the PoS studied the noise impacts directly associated from road 
traffic due to past and present airport operations? 

• How will the PoS address the ground traffic health impacts: noise, 
emissions, road rage, distraction caused by stress and stress related 
incidents due to overly congested road ways both in the construction 
phase and afterwards? 

• How will the PoS mitigate the above impacts from ground movement of 
people and or goods in all forms of vehicular traffic? 
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• How is the PoS monitoring the past, present and future health impacts on 
the surrounding communities from increased airport operations? 

• What agencies are providing supporting documents that assures the PoS 
that they are not responsible for the statistically high rate of the above 
mentioned health impacts from noise exposure due to airport operations? 

• Will any such documents, studies, scientific proof be available for public 
viewing? 

• In lieu of scientific documentation that current and increased airport 
operations at Sea-Tac International Airport will not impact the 
surrounding communities, what mitigations measures will be taken to give 
citizens assurances that their quality of life, interruption of sleep, lack of 
sleep, asthmas, airborne illness and all noise related diseases are not a 
direct result from current and increased airport operations? 

*Cognitive impairment in children: 

The case definition of noise-related cognitive impairment is: the reduction In 
cognitive ability in school aged children that occurs while the noise exposure 
persists and will persist for some time after the cessation of the noise exposure. 
The extent to which noise impairs cognition, particularly in children has been 
studied with both experimental and epidemiological studies. To gain full 
assurances that the PoS understands its responsibility in contributing to such 
impairments in children, I ask the following: 

-

lo 
j 
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• What such studies has the PoS done In cognitive impairment due to noise 
impacts from operations at Sea-Tac International Airport? Please provide 
all past and current data and the time tables for ongoing monitoring. 

• Who are the Doctors and or experts the PoS has consulted, hired or 
staffed to assure that the current operations at Sea-Tac International 
Airport do not cause or contribute hard to the surrounding children 0-18 
years of age? 

• How will the PoS monitor cognitive impairments during the construction 
phase? 

• How will the PoS monitor the cognitive impairments ongoing? 

! • How will the public view this reporting? 
~ 
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Please do not use the noise attenuation program in the schools, we need to be 
assured that the PoS realizes the impacts taking pt ace outside and in their own 
homes. Where children are most vulnerable, where they play. socialize, sleep 
and develop into socially functioning adolescences. 

Besides the cognitive impairment factor there is also high risk of toss of hearing 
due to noise exposure, associated in learning disruptions from noise impacts, 
long term memory impairment and reading ability. 

• What is the mitigation plan for every parent/family who have children 18 
and younger not only in the noise corridor but those living in every 
impacted area associated with noise from airport/aircraft operations? 

• What is the lifelong mitigation plan for those children who are already 
showing signs of cognitive impairment factors due to airport/aircraft 
operations? 

• What is the risk assessment plan for every child exposed to overhead 
aircraft operations departing and arriving at Sea-Tac International 
Airport? 

There is sufficient evidence for the negative effects of aircraft noise exposure on 
children's cognitive skills such as reading and memory, as well as on 
standardized academic test scores. Further knowledge about exposure/effect 
relationships in different contexts would further inform decision~aking. It may 
also be informative to derive relationships for a range of additional noise 
exposure metrics, such as the number of noise events, with the planned growth 
in Airport operations, the frequency of impacts will also contribute to sleep 
deprivations, ADO, AOHO, and other stress's in our most vulnerable. 

• How is the Port of Seattle taking full responsibility for putting children at 
such a high risk due to airport operations? 

• Has any of this been studied in full detail as to the lifetime impacts on 
children? 

The FAA has done extensive studies on circadian rhythms in long distance flight, 
would it not be socially and ethically responsible for the Port of Seattle to 
partner with the FAA and do a similar study on sleep disruptions in the children 
who are impacted by the flight corridors'? Again, not the mapped noise contour 
but the actual flights over head due to increased operations in years past and 
planned growth under the Ports own long range plan and this SAMP. 
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If there are no plans to provide for or study impacts on children, I ask both 
agencies under SEPA and NEPA review to provide a detailed explanation as to 
why, especially when so many of these children fall under environmental justice 
protection and live in an environment that can only be classified as toxic soup. 

j * Air: Quality: 

l • What are the plans to add additional air quality monitors closer to and 

1 
around the Airport? 

I • Construction vehicle air quality analysis should be re-evaluated and the 
dispersion analysis should be redone to better predict potential air quality 
impacts prior to the start of construction. 

• What is the current method to evaluate the current construction zones? 
• Provide information on Master Plan Update implementation and 

conformity with the Clean Air Act. 
• Provide information on the State of Washington's Certification of 

Compliance with Air Quality Standards and a copy of Governor's Air 
Quality Certificate. 

• After 6 months of baseline data that has been collected at the new air 
quality monitoring sites, the area dispersion analysis must be re-evaluated 
for both the existing and future conditions, making re.suits public. 

• Conduct additional studies regarding long-term exposure to air toxins 
associated with Airport operations, making results public. 

• Mobile Sources - Re-evaluate the existing and future roadway intersection 
analysis to confirm the accuracy of the evaluation in the EIS and to correct 
for inconsistencies discussed by EPA, making results public. 

• All vehicles associated with Airport operations should comply with 
required vehicle emissions inspections and maintenance programs. 

*Air: Both Air Quality & Odor: This will fall under the role of Fireman/EMS 
professionals, quality in air will cause a rise is asthma attacks, heart attacks, 
heat stroke, lung damage and many other associated medical emergencies, this 
will result in higher call rates to the above departments and along with the 
apparent health danger and risk to the citizens, these emergency services will 
be at the taxpayers' expense. 

• How will the PoS mitigate the surrounding Cities for these impacts? 
• How will the PoS mitigate the affected citizens? 

~l • How will the PoS monitor the air quality without any permanent air quality 
monitors placed in the impacted cities? I.e. Des Moines, Burien, City of 
Seatac, Federal Way, Normandy Park and Tukwila. 

!:....... 



*Air: Ozone (03) Air Quality Standards: The Clean Air Act requires EPA to set 
national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) for ozone and five other 
pollutants considered harmful to public health and the environment (the other 
pollutants are particulate matter, nitrogen oxides, carbon monoxide, sulfur 
dioxide and lead). The law also requires EPA to periodically review the 
standards to ensure that they provide adequate health and environmental 
protection, and to update those standards as necessary. 

• How is PoS compatible with the above statement without permanent air 
quality monitors? 

l Has the PoS completed the following: 

• Assess the extent of pollutions and provide public report. 

• Provide air pollution data to the general public in a timely and ongoing 
manner and how will that data be provided to the public? 

• Support implementation of air quality goals or standards, provide data to 
public. 

• Evaluate the effectiveness of emissions control strategies, provide data to 
public. 

• Provide information on air quality trends. 
• Provide data for the evaluation of air quality models; and 
• Support and provide research (e.g., studies of the health effects of air 

pollution). 

*Air: Odor: Regulating odor is one of the most difficult processes, - odor is a 
highly complex and subjective issue and what is offensive to one person may not 
be offensive to another. How is the PoS defining "odor"? 

• Odor is perceived by our brains in response to chemicals present in the 
air we breathe. Humans have a good sense of smell and can detect odor 
even when chemicals are present in very low concentrations. 

• Although the main issue with odor is that it is a nuisance, it can also 
present risks to health and to the quality of the environment. 

As such, it is vital to prevent or reduce offensive odors where possible and to 
regulate activities that may cause odors or make them worse. 



• How does the PoS plan on managing the output of odors during the 
construction phase? 

• What mitigation practice will be provided to nearby homeowners who are 
now at risk? 

• What mitigation will be provided to nearby homeowners due to toxic odors 
from emissions and fueling? 

• How will nearby residents be notified, immediately, of any toxic odor 
spills? 

• Have there been studies on toxic odor impacts on nearby children? 

• Have there been monitors in place at the nearby schools to capture the 
current odor standards, at the current operating levels, and how will 
samples be collected in the foreseeable future? 

Ambient air pollution significantly increases both morbidity and mortality in the 
general population and there is strong support of the link between pollutant 
exposure and the risk of mortality. Removal of irritating and noxious gases and 
foul odors along with respirable particulate matter are major requirements for 
any air cleaning system to protect people and assure good indoor air quality. 

• How will the PoS manage the output of odors from increased operations 
after the construction phase? 

• Will the PoS be providing residents in the impacted area indoor air 
cleaning systems as they have in their own facilities such as Sea-Tac 
International Airport? 

• What is the ongoing mitigation plan for impaired air quality due to 
increased pollutions and toxic jet fuel odor? 

*Air: Climate: New attention to this issue shows that airports around the 
world will be affected by climate change in various ways. Consider this past 
summer where planes could not arrive due to our local air quality because of 
forest fires both North, South and East. 

A recent study by scientists at Lamont-Doherty Earth Observatory, at Columbia 
University, anticipates more troubles along those lines in coming years. 

"There are a number of potential climate change impacts on aviation 
operations/' said Perry Flint, a spokesperson for the International Air Transport 
Association (IATA). impacts range from "reducing the take-off performance of 



aircraft, to increased storminess - meaning flights have to route around weather 
more frequently," he said. 

Each of those operational elements can directly impact the surrounding 
communities, from flight delays and cancellations, to ground congestion, to air 
congestions due to aircraft not being able to land on time due to unforeseeable 
restrictions on the ground. Clearly, not all airports will experience the effects 
equally, but what happens in one airport can easily affect flights and passengers 
traveling through other airports too. 

• What is the Po$ plan to mitigate the impacts to the communities from 
"Act of God" congestion as described above? 

With the ongoing growth in dedicated cargo and cargo also going in the belly of 
both domestic and international flights, how rising temperatures will affect 
aircrafts take-off performance, finding that warmer temperatures will create 
weight problems for long-haul flights. Long haul trip require more fuel, creating 
more outgassing. 

• What is the emergency management plan for all climate related impacts 
both known and unknown? 

• How will the Po$ operate under unknown climate stresses? 
• How will the PoS mitigate the toxic outgassing impacts on the 

communities due to climate related ground congestion? 

Strategic partnerships may be one key to the success of climate impacts: 

• Explain what partnerships the PoS is developing into the new frontier? 
• Has the PoS been actively preparing for future risks by partnering with 

local agencies to study threats to the region and local watershed, 
working collaboratively to develop a clear plan? 

• What is the risk vs. reward assessment to date? 

Also key will be deeper industry and third-party inquiry into the costs and 
consequences associated with aviation of human-caused climate change, i.e. 
more humans at Sea-Tac International Airport, workers, travelers, support 
services, buses, cabs, etc. 

• What is the PoS mitigation plan for climate/airport/ground surface 
related impacts due to climate? 
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• Is there a current preparation of an adaptation report to consider and 
who will be involved in a comprehensive risk assessment of climate 
related risks to the direct and indirect operations of Sea-Tac? 

• Will this report be available to the public, now and will it be available 
ongoing in the future? 

• The adopted approach should be quantitative (where possible) 
incorporating climate modelling, literature review, and concerted 
consultation with all Sea-Tac's external partners. Has this been 
implemented? Please provide. 

In particular climate modelling should be undertaken for two time periods: the 
short term (i.e. now to 2020) and the medium to longer term (i.e. 2020 to the 2050s) 
considering high, medium and low emissions scenarios. The assessment 
addresses uncertainties by adopting a precautionary approach and classifying 
the uncertainty of risks identified. 

• What is the current climate modelling plan at Sea-Tac? 
• Is it a two phased approach? Both near and long term? 
• Will these reports be made available to the public? 

Please address the subject of climate change without using Bio-fuels as a 
possible solution to the unavoidable climate impacts. Bio-fuels as it states today 
is not a measurable methodology, it has not produced nor has it provided 
enough clean fuel for a quantifiable test result to be considered. 

J-.-/ 

Clearly, I could continue, the list of impacts is long and yet the mitigation plan is 
missing. The acknowledgement of social responsibility is missing. The Port of 
Seattle can no longer state it is a "good neighbor'' to those living around the 
airport without first addressing the above concerns and the thousands more 
submitted by the citizens that you as a government agency should first protect. 

The Port of Seattle must decide if Sea-Tac International Airport is too be the 
leader in environmental stewardship or only use the term "sustainability" as 
directed by Landrum & Brown. The Port of Seattle can be leaders too all, 
acknowledging that to grow will in fact not be sustainable to the communities 
and citizens that surround the airport, that sadly Sea-Tac is constrained and 
therefore cannot achieve the "unconstrained growth" they had hoped for. 



To quote your own Port Commissioner Peter Stelnbrueck, I submit this into 
public record: 

"I have a lot of concerns about the growth of Sea-Tac airport. It is by far the single largest 
source contributor to GHGs in the region, 90 percent of which is due to aviation. Air and noise 
pollution, including ultrafine particulate, are severely impacting the health and wellbeing of 
surrounding airport communities, and it is likely to get worse with increasing air traffic. At Sea
Tac and surrounding communities in south MLKing County, nowhere are the social and cultural 
inequities and health disproportionalities more apparent (please see attached demographics 
map of King County that I showed at the forum) . According to the 2014 Duwamish River Valley 
Cumulative Health Impacts/Just Health Action study and other health indictors, data collection, 
and geographic mapping by neighborhood throughout King County, far more people of color 
living in poorer neighborhoods, besides much lower incomes and educational attainment, have 
significantly lower life expectancy, rates of infant mortality, and chronic respiratory diseases 
attributed to far higher rates of exposure to air, water and historical industrial pollutants. 

According to Port of Seattle Aviation Projects Director Wayne Grotheer, in a capacity report, 
gate availability at Sea-Tac is now at "maximum capacity several times each day." It's clearly 
time now, to begin studies for the siting of a second regional airport. It may take decades before 
decisions can be reached, and funding in place to develop a second regional airport, but it is 
clear with the extreme rapid growth of flights out of Sea-Tac (7th largest and fastest growing 
airport in the nation), that this is necessary. Some of the expected growth could come by 
expanding at another airport in the Puget Sound Region. We need updated information from the 
2009 Long Term Air Transportation Study to look at all the options in planning for the region's 
future. All the expected growth in demand should not be assumed to be at SeaTac, without 
seriously studying other options and sites. The port can be a leader here." Peter Steinbrueck 
email received September 23, 2017 

l"J [All expected growth in demand should not be assumed to be at Sea-Tac, without 
-::!::- serious studies. This Sustainable Airport Master Plan must be stopped until ALL 
VJ serious and comprehensive studies are complete. 

I thank you for the consideration and ask you to perform as the government 
agent that you are and First DO NO HARM in your decision making process. 

Kind Regards, 

Sheila Brush 
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j 1. A carbon footprint assessment as affects our State's Greenhouse Gas 
: emissions output, needs to be undertaken, using any accepted metrics by 

the scientific community, on the current set of airport operations, as well as 
for the proposed Master Airport Plan, before starting the scoping process. 
As much as any other fossil-fuel emitting industry, our airport operations 
need to be included as a responsibility and full accountabil ity to our State's 

~ , efforts to understand and reduce our Greenhouse Gas Emissions. As 
M increased carbon-dioxide emissions are generally believed to be driving 
\/J climate change, which we are seeing specifically manifested in our region in 

the past few years in the form of smoke from severe and unprecedented 
forest fires, adding to this effect needs to be addressed immediately. 

Since 2006 at 345,290 annual operations to 2016 412,170 an increase of 66,880 
annual operations, CO2 went from 4.2 million metric tons per year to 5.4 
respectively. 

Operational increase = approximately 19 %, CO2 increase = approximately 28 % 

CO2 is directly tied to gallons of fuel pumped and there is currently no other 
standardized method to calculate CO2 emissions on a basis of fuel used in 
Washington or fuel used in King County but that is how the Port tallies the 
inventory. They calculate for only a 2.2 minute takeoff rather than the entire flight 
and zero for landings. 

Since 2007 when the first ever State of Washington Greenhouse Gas emission 
inventory was compiled by the Department of Ecology which divided airport sources 
into two categories, jet aircraft and all other sources, there has been a tremendous 
increase of over one million metric tons per year (considering fuel pumped) which 
represented 90% of the Sea-Tac inventory. 

Since 2007 the airport has reduced the all other sources category, the 10% by 
roughly 3%. In the same time period the jet aircraft sources, the 90% inventory 
has increased by 28%. With the proposed airport operations expansion, the current 
pumping of 2 million gallons of Jet A fuel per day will increase to over 3 million 
gallons per day. Continued fossil fuel usage along with safety of fuel delivery needs 
to be considered and addressed. -
O. Finally, how can we, as citizens of, and as agencies serving, our 
communities, State and Nation, continue to poison ourselves with these 
emissions of all kinds, especially for the least capable of protecting 
themselves from this onslaught? How can this be an economic stance? A 

~ practical and sustainable stance? A moral stance? We must stop this 
VJ process now and re-set it to a sensible approach to our infrastructure and 

our future way of health living for all. 

http ://www. ltwatch .at/wp-content/uploads/2017 /1 Of FT-Watch Green
Flying 2017.pdf 



Study on Impacts of Airport to Local Communities - $300K Grant from State with matching$$ 
from cooperating cities of Burien, Des Moines, Federal Way, Normandy Park, Seatac, Tukwila 

= -b~ l ;._ 
~ ✓ 

Project 2C Letter and 
Charter-SeaTac Stud Proviso.pdf 

5. The reasons to route Cargo through SeaTac vs other centrally located 
Washington locales, must be scrutinized from all angles before planning 
increases to Cargo operations. In fact, should reasons not pencil for this 
operation, current Cargo operations should be curtailed. 

4. The reasons to have airline hubs at SeaTac, simply to transfer cargo and 
people, must be scrutinized before planning increases to hub operations. In 

I vi fact, should reasons not pencil for this operation, current hub operations 
should be curtailed. 

3. Since Plans for building a new international airport outside of the heavily 
~ populated central King County were vetted decades ago and could still be 
~ revived, this plan needs to be addressed first before planning the continued 

expansion of the current Port footprint. 

fl. The economics of the Port activity revenue for the local communities 
I should be scrutinized from all perspectives: with dollars attached: to 
understand the true baseiine, before adding and expanding operations. 

a. A full 100% of the 31,000 DM residents carry the burden of 
overflights. But only a bit over 3% have airport jobs. What about the 96+% 
that face only the burden? 

.5- I 

1 ! b. Health costs 
~. 
v 7· c. Carbon emission costs 

- --.J 
irJ j For example, earlier this year, state regulators from the Washington Utilities 
, ; and Transportation Commission asked 3 utility companies in Washington who 
~ l serve more than 1.47 million customers to consider their carbon-emission costs 

• of producing electricity from fossil fuels. They asked them to consider the 
! social costs of carbon-dioxide emission in their economic bottom line, in 
: addition to their carbon emissions costs which are driving climate change. The 
regulators suggested using a federal carbon-price formula as the accepted form 

'. of measurement. 



r--. For example, the 1997 study recommended $148.1 Million mitigation ($232 Million 
~ in 2018 dollars) to Federal Way, but was ignored by the Port based on allegation of 
2 _faulty methodology. 

r-f' uhe current proposal is for no-lim it on full time use of the 3rd Runway, which would 
:r produce another 80,000 annual flights. ·v1 . 

t7. Since jet noise, chemical and light pollution deprives optimum health and 
• can cause death (sleep deprivation, asthma, heart conditions, cancer), 
• mitigation for this pollution needs to be dealt with now before planning 
increases in flights for the future. 

a. Night flights allowed, encouraged and marketed as a 24 hour Port 

b. much less than 3 degree glide allowed on approach and started 
, miles away so that thrusters need to also be added which increases noise 
I 

c. Particulate matter increase on the ground from lower flying jet 
~ engines (in addition to already poor environmental air quality in the 
~ populated region, especially during certain seasons) 

t--1 d. Cancer causing chemicals from jet engine fuels 

' 

"There's no safe level of exposure to smog and particulate pollution," said Elizabeth 
Ridlington, policy analyst with Frontier Group and co-author of the report. " Even 

• low levels of smog and particulate pollution are bad for health and can increase 
deaths." 

https : U environ mentwashington. org/news/wac/trouble-a i r-seattle-ya kima-spoka ne
wa-residents%E2 %80%99-hea lth- risk-n u merous-dirty-a ir-days-2016 

6. Several studies have been done and are in the works, to monitor the 
effects of pollution and disruption caused by airport operations. These 
results need to be incorporated into this plan before it continues. 

{just completed) 
Quiet and Healthy Skies Task Force (sponsored by City of Federal Way): 

cv1 http://www.federalwaymirror.com/news/guiet-and-healthy-skies-task-force-report-expected-
1 

- by-end-of-march/ 

~ 
~ 

Task Fo rce Repo rt Report of Federal 
release.docx Way Mayor's Qu iet, 

(not yet completed) 
, Ultrafine Particles Near Airports study {sponsored by WA State), conducted by UW School of 
• Health, presentation Nov 2017: 
• https://drive.google.com/file/d/1wOrBPt88tjfYvLHIKLb548ZyvoeVXnSs/view 



10 REASONS to Re-set the Sustainable Airport Master Plan 
(SAMP) Near Term Project Environmental Review Process 

1 10. The Statement of Purpose, reading "The purpose of Near-Term Projects 
j is to improve operational efficiency, accommodate future growth, and to 
' provide more capacity of fuel" needs to be re-stated to include the people 

and natural environment affected by airport operations and re-examined to 
better address the goal of future, and past, growth needs via air flights. It 

N follows that the Statement of Needs will be adjusted accordingly - passenger 
~ terminal capacity, aircraft capacity, fuel capacity and cargo capacity. 

VJ ; The definition of the word "Sustainable" as in " Sustainable Airport Master Plan" 
must be attempted with intention, before continuation of this planning process. 
This is the definition of sustainable: Sustainable development involves the goal of 
reducing environmental and resource consumption while maintaining economic 

~fficiency and social cohesion. 

9. SEA-TAC Airport has not had an EIS study done since 1997. 

fper the Statements of Purpose and Needs, the Plan is not starting its 
' baseline process from the correct point in time. The increase in flights, 

--i increased use of the 3rd runway, and the major renovation of the terminal, .~J \A!hlch a!! began in 2013 and earlier, never underwent environmenta! or 
VJ I community oversight and scrutiny. Now is the time to re-set that baseiine. 

~ a. 97,000 more flights were added out of Seatac from 2013 to 2017 -
~ '. 1140 daily over flights - 416,000 annually. 

I 
c-i "The third runway has gone from north-flow landings of 643 in 2013 to four years 
0 ; later having 3,839 - six times increase in 4 years." (from Steve Alvorson, 

• consultant hired by PoS) 

b. North Satellite Modernization; New International Terminals Hall -

120 construction projects are currently ongoing, none of which went through EIS 
processes, even t hough SeaTac's geographic footprint is one of the smallest in the 
nation yet it rs currently the 9th busiest in airport operations in the nation. 

8. The issues per the Letter of Agreement made for the 3rd Runway Use 
between the FAA and the PoS, at the behest of the public, in 2009, which 
the Port of Seattle administration and the Port Commissioners have not 
followed, must first be addressed. 

http://seatacnoise.info/ wp-content/uploads/r-APPEN DIX-1-Runway-Use-
Ag reement.pdf 
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Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and $EPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
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choose or even have an opportunity to defend . 

Basically, I ' d like the Port of Seattle and the FAA and 

its leadership to start being good neighbors and responsive 

civic leaders. That's my statement. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Okay. Thank you_ 

With that, I open this part of the hearing for oral 

comments by Jim Burbibge. 

MR. BURBIBGE: Burbibge, close .enough. 

Burbibge, BUR BIB GE. Close enough . I ' ve been called 

worse. 

HE.ARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Oh, I see. Okay. 

MR . BDRBIBGE: And what I say here , much of 

what I've already put in written comments, but I wou.ld like 

to point out that thi s -- the airport, one, I'm very much in 

favor of the airport . I live in Federal Way, and I ' m 

[concerned about the impact of the airport upon the City of 

Federal Way. I'm concerned about the in\pact that the noise 

and all of the bad publicity about the air pollutants and 

all that stuff affects the public perception of Federal Way. 

And I th i nk Federal Way is getting an undue reputation, 

partly because of that. 

I think this is a tremendous opportunity for the Port 

of Seattle and for the State of Washington to get together 

and to combine to make a transportation package that will 

greatly improve our life in the Puget Sound area. And that 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866.780.6972 

27 



1 

I 
2 

~ 3 

l 1 4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 1 

12 
~ '--· 
1 13 

,.j 14 

V, 
15 

16 

17 

18 

1 9 

, 20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Public Meeting - Sep tember 17, 2018 

is by considering the alternative of putting a new airport 

over on Highway 18, adjacent to Highway 18, anywhere in the 

vicinity of the Seattle international racetrack. There's a 

lot of vacant land over there; it would work very well . If 

that were combinP.d with a major expansion of Highway 18, it 

would solve many problems. It would allow for traffic from 

the Port of Tacoma up to this airport. 

I would also suggest that this airport -- that all 

cargo go into that secondary airport. In addition to some 

of the passenger transportation, have all cargo going in 

there ; that way cargo from the Port of Tacoma could go up to 

the airport, be transferred around the c.ountry. <:nrg-o from 

the Port of Tacoma could go up to I - 90, be transferred ~o 

Eastern Washington, to Bellevue -- they have a lot better 

access to that area and even into Seattle and up north to 

Everett and further north, in addition. It would provide a 

lot better transportation. 

And if Highway 18 were expanded from Tacoma all the way 

up to Everett, it would provide a very much needed 

additional north- south transportation venue for the people 

of the Puget Sound. 

That's basically my package . But I think there are -

in addition to that, moving .it to that area would distribute 

both the negative aspects of an airport and the positive 

impact of an airport to other areas . And it would -- to me, 

No rthwest Court Repor ter s* 2 0 6 . 623. 6136 * Toll Free 866 .780 . 6972 
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it just seems like a very logical thing to do. I would 

advocate that it be done under the authority of the Port of 

Seattle in forming an airport system for the Puget Sound 

area. And that ' s done in other parts of the country, and I 

think it could work very well here . 

But adding more traffic into Seattle internacional 

1 airport where it s i ts now i s going to have additional 

l negative impact upon traffic in that area; it ' s going to 
) 

I 
: have additional negative impact upon the communities 
l 

immediately adjacent to us, or like Federal Way, just a 

little ways away from it. And I think it ' s time to consider 

alternati ves outside the box. And, to me , this is a really 

good alternative. 

That ' s my push, that ' s what I ' m advocating . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Thank you. Thank 

you . That's very interesting . 

MR . BURBIBGE : And I think the Port of 

Tacoma -- I ' m sorry . This is -- Seattle, the Port of 

Seattle, it would still be under their auspices. It ' s not 

taking anything away from them; it ' s just moving what they 

have to do into a different area, and I'll bet you anything 

it would be less expensive to do . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: I ' m not an expert 

on this, but that sounds like a very i nteresting proposal. 

MR . BURBIBGE: Thank you . I hope they consider 

Northwest Court Reporters• 206.623 .6136 • To.ll Free 866.780.6972 
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against the expansion. That is a reality . The area's 

growing . They ' re saying we ' re expecting 1 million people in 

the area in 2035. The airport can expand, but they ' ve got 

to take into consideration the quality of life of the peopLe 

under the flight paths near the airport such as ourselves. 

I paid a lot of money for my house; I love the area . 

My kids are all born in Federal Way . I don ' t want to look 

to go anywhere else, but I wanted to be able to at least 

enjoy my time and live a peaceful life and a healthy life. 

So if there's any way for the people in charge to change the 

flight path a little bit, maybe over the water, over the 

freeway to get it away from us so we can live a better life, 

I think that would be a good consideration. 

Again, I'm not against the expansion because that is a 

reality; i~ ' s going to happen . But anything that can be 

done to change the quality of life for us citizens that live 

in the flight path of the airport would be appreciated. 

HEAR!NG OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Now John Burdine . 

MR . BURDINE : Burdine. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Burdine, thank you. 

You have the floor for three minutes and I will time you . 

MR. BURDINE: Okay. So my first issue is the 

jet poop issue. Other people might call it jet pollution or 

particul ates in the air , but jets produce a tremendous 

amount of pollution as they ' re landing and taking off . I 
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1 have lived in three different flight paths, and I would say

2 that Sea-Tac is medium and that jets are doing better at

3 lowering the amount pollution that they're producing, but

4 when I clean my carpets at my house, I get black soot from

5 my carpet.  And we're a family that's shoeless in Seattle,

6 so we don't wear shoes in the house.  That jet poop is

7 coming in through the windows, and it's on the garden.  And

8 it's not a subject that's talked about as noise pollution or

9 other aspects of the landing situation.

10   The second thing I'd like to advocate for is a curfew

11 at night.  I work at night, so it doesn't affect me

12 personally, but I see all the UPS planes and the FedEx

13 planes and Pony Express planes landing in the middle of the

14 night.  And I know that people don't get proper sleep.  So I

15 would advocate for a curfew from 1 a.m. to 5:30, 6:00 in the

16 morning.  I don't know that a curfew always works, but

17 San Diego, where I'm from originally, has a curfew and it

18 does work.

19   I think if you quadruple landing fees during that time

20 period that on their own, UPS, FedEx would figure out a way

21 to fit the planes during the business hours of an airport

22 where you have three runways accessible and working.  The

23 runways could be better utilized during the daytime then,

24 and they could be vacant from, you know, 1:00 to 5:00 in the

25 morning, some time period like that.  I see that flowing
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over into -- you know, just general irritability in the 

community because people are not getting a proper night's 

sleep. -
So we have jet poop; we've got a curfew. But if that 

doesn't: work, we ' ve got quadrupling the fees to eliminate 

or -- what ' s the right word? -- ameliorate that time period 

from 1 a.m . to 5:00 in the morning. 

I'm done. How much time do I got? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You've got 

20 secun& lefl. 

MR. BURDINE : Yeah, I ' ll take 20 more seconds. 

The other thlng that I notice is the jet engine 

testing, which I can really hear at night because noise 

travels a lot farther at night. I work at Wesley in 

Des Moines, and so I can hear those jet engines being tested 

all the time. And it's another aspect of people not getting 

proper sleep at night. 

Did I take my l ast 20 seconds? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Your 20 seconds are 

over, but do you have another point to make? 

MR. BURDINE: No . I ' m done for right now. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay . 

Now we proceed with this portion of the hearing with 

Orlando Samora. You have three minutes and I'll time you. 

MR . SAMORA: I've been in -- moved into Twin 
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HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And your name is? 

MS. CAPERSON : Becky Caperson . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you . Please 

proceed . You have t hree minutes. 

MS . CAPERSON : I'm going to talk about the fact 

that I live under the third runway . But I have been in thi s 

area most of my life . I have taught school for 31 years i n 

Hi ghline. And what I want to see happen is that we are 
.._ 
treated fairly. Why don ' t 50 percent o f our airplanes go to 

Paine Field? And why don't all the transport planes go to 

Moses Lake and then have them sent over by t ruck, that way 

we can share this wonderful thing called "noise" with 

another part of the country? 

- It has j ust grown and grown here. It upsets our 

school; it upsets the people where we live . It ' s both the 

noise, but then we also found out through studies tha t we _.,, 
get little gas particles that come straight down. They 

don ' t spread out like an umbrella; they come straight down 

into our houses . So when a plane takes off, we have to go 

inside real fast . We don ' t want any of those gas particles 

dropping down on us. 

So just to be fair , we need 5 percent of the planes to 

go north, even though the people up there object to that. 

Thank you for l i stening to me. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you for 
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MR. JOHNSON : So I will do it here. 

I am aware that the Chicago airport, ORD, has a rather 

robust r ecycling and reuse plan for waste and other 

materials that come into and out of the a i rport . I think 

!that that should be thoroughly researched and considered £or 

expansion of Sea-Tac Ai rport . :this 

Second thought is I am concerned that the security, 

cyber security, of individuals using the airport has not 

been adequately addressed in previous designs and should be 

con~idered -- should be considered in this master plan. 

And then my final thought is that we are -- we see a 

constant development of the airport in response to 

lncrea slng annual passenger COLUltS , but only ln the form 

of -- o r , rather, mostly in the form of physical plant and 

.infrastructure development. 

How has the master plan considered technological 

investments that coul d a l so alleviate and mitigate increased 

t tilization at the airport? 

That ' s it . That ' s all I got . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Your name, would 

you say again? 

MR. CARTER: Sidney Carter . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you, 

Mr . Carter . You have three minutes, and I'll time you . 

MR. CARTER: Well , my comment will be just one, 
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is the waste, the hazardous waste. We're sending it out of 

the state of Washington to other states. And I don't know 

what they can do about that, and I think it's unfair that we 

have to put out the garbage in the yard. 

The other thing is there's too many planes already in 

the Seattle area . They ' re talking about building a second 

terminal . Why does it have to be this close in the city of 

Seattle? Can we find a better place, a better location? 

And I think I ' m about done. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: All right. Very 

good. Well, you have done j us t what this calls f or , you ' ve 

given issues and topics to be considered. So thank you. 

MR. CARTER: Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Now we're ready to 

listen to your comments, and I ' ll be keeping time . 

MR. ROBERSON: Right now my only concern is 

noise pollution and land and water pollution and the 

hazardous materials. I don't know. I 'm out to play with 

the kids in the backyard, and there ' s a single file of 

planes goi ng by. We were entertained for a while, and now 

it becomes where we have to raise our voice to hear each 

other in our yard. 

And we don' t even know the total impact of what's 

falling down from the sky, particulate matter. We l ike to 

grow food ; we got pets and stuff like that, and i t ' s just --
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Hello: 

Monique Cherrier 
SAMP PubHcComments 
NEPA/SEPA review 
Tuesday, September 25, 2018 6:23:35 PM 

~I am a north beacon hill resident for the past 19 years, and the amount of noise from airplanes 

has steadily increased. The noise regularly wakes me up at night and I am often unable to 
.,c 

carry on ·a conversation inside the house and I am regularly unable to carry on a conversation 

in my yard. I have downloaded an app {NIOSH SLM) that provides fairly accurate I 
t'-1 
2 measurement of noise, and ft regularly achieves db levels above 65 when planes are 

overhead. 

I spoke with the noise representatives at the scoping meeting on September 12, and they told 

me that there is no indication, based on their noise monitors thatthe noise levels are above 

the allowable level for north beacon hill. In addition they stated that there is mitigation 

offered to neighborhoods, where noise is above allowable levels, and beacon hlll is not 

included. 

I am writing to you request the following based on my experience of excessive noise and it's 

adverse impact on my health: 

! ~ [-1. expand your noise monitoring to include additional monitoring sites in north beacon 

-Z ~ hill. 

lri 
' M 

2 

2 . . use an alternative method for acceptable level. the Noise experts at the scoping 

meeting stated that the noise is averaged over a year. Clearly if the noise at my location 

is adversely impacting my sleep and my health, this is not an acceptable way to calculate 

the impact of noise. averaging is the worse way- some other method such as number 

of high noise events and time above . 

. 1nclude some form of respite for beacon hill. currently the landing and take off pattern 

flies directly over beacon hill. It is not fair that one section of the city bear the full 

impact of plane noise. you can shift the landing and take off pattern to fly over water 

such as lake washington as the number of residents living on the lake is less than the 

residents of beacon hill. 

thank you for taking the health and well being of Beacon hill residents as a serious, and 

important factor in your NEPA/SEPA review. 

Monique Cherrier 

1621 S. Walker St. 

seattle, WA 98144 
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From: barbara chin 
To: SAMP Public comments 
Subject: please reduce the Airplane nofse 
Date: Thursday, September 27, 2018 5:52:29 PM 

½ =Hello, . ~. Ll have been to other areas and have noticed other airports regulate airplane noise. We need to 
~ step up our standards to require quieter airplanes at Sea-Tac. My Father worked at BOEING, 
2 and explaned it was possible. 

Best regards, 
Barbara J Chin 
Des Moines, WA 98198 
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airport. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

Now we begin the oral portion, and you can give your 

comment; I ' ll time you . 

MR. CHRISTOPHERSON: Okay. We live on 25th . 

I've lived under the airport since 1946 on 20th Avenue 

South . I went to all the schools that the Port has closed 

due to air-noise mitigations. They're currently building a 

brand-new school where Glacier High School was, and the 

reason theY' shut it down was because of noise. 

When Glacier and all these other schools were shut 

down, the planes would take off northbound or land 

southbound over 20th Avenue from air- -- Runway No. 1. 

Now, in the last -- quite a few years now, five, six 

years, the planes are coming ave= this building, the senior 

center, or community center, and they're going straight ove= 

22nd Avenue South. And I have friends who live on 22nd. 

When I•m talking to them, I ' m watching the planes coming 

right over. 

The airport can stop all of these complaints about 

noise on the eastside, specifically, if they could get these 

p i.lots to stay on 20th and/or 16th or 18th Avenue when 

they're landing and taking off. In bad weather, they stay 

over there because they ' re having to use landing systems; 

I'm not sure what it i s. On good weather, they're flying 
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right over this building, hit the Boeing Distri bution 

Center , and then they have to veer towards the west to get 

to the runway and land. And to verify this, we'll go to the 

perimeter road and watch the planes. And they ' re coming 

over this building and then veer off to land. The worst 

ones are the big jumbo jets and the air cargo. 

So I guess my thing is, if you could just get the 

airport to tell the pilots to stay on their original course 

over 20th or 18th until they get to 128th, which is the end 

of the clear zone, then they can go wherever they want. 

Somebody in the other room says it's five miles out. So t he 

planes are violating that rule, if it's an 'fAA rule. 

But we just wanted to say you could take care of a lot 

of noise mitigation problems just by -- just moving it over 

slightly, where i t used to be since 1946 till 1975. 

MS . MCLEES: I moved in there in my house, 

which is two blocks over, about 40-some years ago, and when 

I was outside, you could hear the planes, fine, but you 

could still talk. You go in the house, you couldn ' t hear. 

Now I have to turn the TV up even with the doors and windows 

closed when I ' m in the house because they're coming so 

close, I can read the bottom of t he Delta plane when it goes 

over. 

So one day I was out working in the yard, and an Alaska 

Airline plane was really off course; it came right over my 
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From; 
To: 
Cc: 

ROSE Cl.ARK 
Debi Wagner: SAMP Pub!ic Comments 
Jean HiJde· Nancy Tosta: Sharyn parker: John Pamass· Steve Edmiston· Dana Hollaway: waiter Bala: ~ 
~ Roseanne· timc@robinsonnews.com: Varden Wefdenfeld· Susan Petersen: Kent Palosaari: Teav Plumb· 
Joel wachtel· Srott: Schaefer:: Mjdlael Matthias • Qty of Des Moines: l&.c!Y: Stuart Jenner; eeter: Sheila Brush· 
Scott Stevsoa 

Subject: Re: Scoping comments 
Date: Sunday, September 16, 2018 5:51:20 PM 

1 l I so agree with this. Cf Lanother airport. 
The last statement is absolutely true. It would be cheaper to site 

Rose 

On September 16. 2018 at 5:41 PM Debi Wagner <debi.wagner@icloud.com> 
wrote: 

The attached Scoping comments are not meant to replace my comments submitted 
at the High line College Port of Seattle/FAA outreach but are meant as 
supplemental. r am copying below a list of additional questions from an email 
exchange with Cayla Morgan, FAA Environmental Specialist which she refused 
to answer unless submitted through the Scoping process. 

l fail to understand why the SAMP Scoping boards for air quality and climate are 
empty and why the public health board has risk of explosion and little else that 
has anything to do with public health concerns. 
These boards could be populated to provide at least some framework for the 
public to know or understand how much or little the Port of Seattle and FAA plan 
to cover. 

I was involved in the four-year process for the third runway from Scoping to Final 
Supplemental EIS, MOA air quality study, Record of Decision and Governor 
Locke's certification of the project. This entire process was an attempt to cover up 
the true impacts, provide false data, downplay impacts and as a result, further a 
dangerous, unmitigated airport poflution problem. The subsequent legal cases 
pushed this process out another 8 years while the community fought impacts with 
meager resources that pushed cities near bankruptcy. In the end what we received 
was a somewhat smaller environmental destruction. 

This current process should include a greater level of transparency and honesty. 
Agencies, officials and those responsible for oversight should assure the project 
not only complies with existing laws, but rises to an environmental standard that 
they themselves would want for their own families. This principle is reflected in 
state law at WAC 173 which guarantees each person in the State of Washington 
the right to a healthful environment. 

I also realize that the proper analysis may disclose the need for removing billions 
of dollars worth of residential land uses that are far too close to the airport. This 
proximity problem is a result of the L989 "Mediation'' agreement which kept 



incompatible land uses intact in exchange for a noise mitigation program. This 
was the cheap way out of a problem for the Port of Seattle. An Expert Noise Panel 
appointed by the State of Washington in 1996 determined the noise mitigation 
program wasn't successful. Subsequently, many of the insulated homes have had 
insulation and windows mold, fail and rot. There is currently no plan to repair. or 
expand the program. This is unacceptable. Other cities are getting updated 
products and upgrades. 

In summary, it would be easier to site another airport in the state with a proper 
buffer of 33,000 acres than to try and make this situation acceptable, livable and 
compatible. 

Thank you, 
Debi Wagner 

From: Deborah Wagner <debi.wagner4@gmail.com> 

Date: Wednesday, September 12, 2018 at 12:01 PM 

To: Sheila Brush <shebrush@gmail.com>, Steve Edmiston 

<sedmistoo@bracepo,ntlaw.com>, Scott Stevson <scottstevson@gmajl.com>, 
Bruce Dennis <bld522@yahoo.com>, Larry Cripe <Larrycrjpe@comcast.net>, 

Terry Plumb <tmcpl23@hotmail.com>, "walterbala@mac.com" 

<walte,rbala@mac com>, "Kelser, Sen. Karen" <Karen Kejser@leg.wa,gov> 

Subject: Fwd: follow-up 

--------- forwarded messaoe ---------,:, 

From: <Ca,yla,Morgan@faa.gov> 
Date: Wed, Sep 12, 2018 at 11:01 AM 
Subject: RE: follow-up 
To: <debi,wagner4@gmaiI.com>, <shebrush@~aiLcom>, 
<Larrycripe@comcast.net>, <annek@36524.com> 
Cc: <Patricia,Deem@faa.gov>, <Janell,Barrilieaux@faa gov>, 
<Purcell.Arlyn@portseattJe.org>, <R.,ybolt.S@portseattie.org> 

Dear Debi: 



Thank you for your comments regarding the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
Near-Term Projects environmental review. If you would like your comments to be 

included as part of scoping, t hey must be received or postmarked by September 28, 
2018 through at least one of the following methods: 

l . SAMP Online Open House: www SAMPNTPenvironmentalreview,org 
2. Email : SAMP@portseattle.org 
3. Mailed to: Mr. Steve Rybolt 

Port of Seattle 

Aviation Environment and Sustainability 

P.O. Box 68727 

Seattle, WA 98168 

4. Submitted Tn writing at any of the four public meetings 
5. Recorded by the Court Reporter at any of the four public meetings 

While we appreciate your comments, we cannot consider them as part of the SAMP 
Near-Term Project environmental review scoping process unless you resubmit them via 
one or more of the methods above. 

Once received, these comments will be reviewed by the Port and Federal Aviation 

Administration (FAA). We anticipate that we'll report out on the results of scoping to 
the Port Commission in early 2019. 

Thank you, 

Cayla D. Morgan 

Environmental Protection Specialist 

Seattle Airports District Office 

206-231-4130 

My new address is: 2200 s. 216th Street, Des Moines, WA. 98198 



From: Deborah Wagner-<debi.wagner4@gmai l com> 

Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2018 9Al AM 

To: Morgan, Cayla (FAA) <Cayla.Mo~an@faa gov>; Sheila Brush 

<shebrush@gmail.com>; Larry Cripe <Larrycripe@comcast net>; Anne Kroeker 

<annek@36524 com> 

Subject: follow-up 

Hello Cayla: Thank you for spending time discussing some .of our questions at the 
SAMP Scoping meeting last night. I have a few questions that I hope you can 
answer. 

The "air quality" team said the CO2 figure of 363,306 metric tons per year (2016) 
produced by Landrum & Brown in a prel iminary air quality draft l received six 
months ago uses only a takeoff cycle of approximately 2 minutes. The figure l 
received from Elizaheth Leavitt, Port of Seattle senior environmental staff 
member at the Energy and Sustainability Committee in 2016 was 5.4 million 
metric tons per year which includes all fuel pumped for CO2 in 2015 but not 
methane, black carbon or nitrogen oxides which are major contributors to climate 
impact and in my opinion, should be calculated for their respective contribution. 

The AQ staff said that FAA regulations requires them to use only the truncated 
figure, part of the L TO. 

Question: Please provide the regulation/guidance/AC or whatever governs this 
calculation? 

Question: I am also seeking a copy of any EA, FONSI, CA TEX document you 
referenced from 2006/2007? 

ram also concerned about the conditional approval FAA received from EPA in 
1997 which required an air quality analysis prior to any future build post 2010 due 
to predicted violations of the NAAQS. Monitoring around the airport drives in 
1998 found CO levels at roughly 80% of the federal standard during a slow period 
of operations along with particulate and N02 levels higher than any historical 
regional monitoring. The congestion around the airport along with the massive 
increase in operations over the years and lack of monitoring in the area combined 
With close-in communities is cause for concern for compliance meant to protect 



public health and welfare. 

Question: Will any monitoring of the air quality be required before approvals are 
issued? If so, will air toxics be included along with criteria pollutants? 

In 1993, McCulley, Frick and Gilman monitored hydrocarbons in the 
neighborhoods around Sea-Tac and found several of concern above the 
Washington State Acceptable Source Impact level including benzene, 
fonnaldehyde, acrolein, etc. Due to these and other studies showing increased 
cancer risk, the Port of Seattle and FAA were asked to conduct a risk analysis for 
the third runway EIS which did not happen due to the consultant citing "lack of 
infonnation." It now appears the community is experiencing higher than average 
respiratory illnesses and cancer and the State Department of Health map of health 
disparities along with EPA EJ Screen confinns the area surrounding Sea-Tac is in 
the above 80th percentile of negative health outcomes, These communities have 
already been identified by FAA in their PEA for the Automated Tum dated 
September 2017 as predominately minority and low income for Environmental 
Justice. There are requirements for notifications, HIA, SIA, and numerous other 
investigatory measures included in the Federal Interagency Working Group 
"Promising Practices" report from March 2016 and other regulatory framework. 

Question: Will FAA require a thorough evaluation of the EJ conditions and 
health disparities in the community surrounding Sea-Tac Airport including a risk 
analysis that uses monitoring to validate modeling? 

Lastly, I am still confused as to the role of FAA in planning aviation capacity in 
Washington. The DOT Air Transportation representative believes FAA has to 
provide direction for the state to move forward on siting and building or 
expanding facilities. Yet, it seems FAA has referred to the state as the lead on this 
process.ram concerned because the state does not necessarily understand 
airspace constraints or the potential for harm of the human environment from 
concentrated high noise and emissions in the congested corridors. Due to 
constraints on the Sea-Tac facility which drives up the expansion cost 
tremendously that FAA must help fund, does it seem wise, prudent or usual to not 
more aggressively pursue alternatives to Sea-Tac expansion that are less harmful? 

Question: What is F AA's role in regional or state decision-making to either stop 
expanding Sea-Tac or to build another airport/expand existing fac ii ities? 

Thank you, 

Debi Wagner 
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Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
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From: 
To: 
Subject 
Date: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; carlcraveo33@amaU.com 
Re: Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 7:13:44 PM 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Carl Craven of Burien, Wa, ·regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the. Port of Seattle's 
website~ email of public comment to this address is one oHhe 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other lmpacts We Should Be 
Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Craven be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



"' I 
U') 

z 

~ 
I 

V, 

2 

,.. 
I 

"'1 
'% 

~ 

2 

-Port::" 
of Seattle COMMENT FORM 

SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concems 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 

,I"?\-: ~ 

l - -c;_ 
- . - \ 

lt 
,. 

I 1 
~ 1 --

~ 

IA . , ... t-r -

f • I L -.,,; . 

;.,,--I,{ Jr: r; 

I 
J.J.. - .~ 

-, I ~.1!..,l 

Submit comments to: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 

-r:::-, !, -; 

Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
SAMP@portseattle.org 

-1 

,- - - . 
~ 

- [ ? ... :. 

. . . .., 

- II 
-' r -+- -1 

• I . it: ~ ,L-
I 

- ? J { a l -
x:: 

- _ __., , . -,. 

FROM (Please Print): 
Name: :B,u:,.lL"( J -:-r~ P' t"c 
Address: ;:?-7 04t-t \ u·# tr:,/ ( -:; 
U-Q_.--. 1-r ~- r-..2.5. rlA: ~'3' ~ c,. g 





-Port=-
of Seattle COMMENT FORM 

SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEA TILE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 

) 

1/0 ~ D"'\~ ~SP.-TA (._. A,-)D \)t;;.~ M O/~F-6, 
J 4 

I ;..J 1) E? S \f\-1 0 I ;.) 6---~ ~ S D I (.2... pL,,T L -( 

\"f ., v rJ 'D ~·✓-2- ~ ~ ~ -./\I\ , o O L---~ ,tL..v J-J 1--J A ·--( o w ,--¼ & ,....J 
I 

' 
~ ? l-¥l. rJ 0-<; A ~V--- ~ A \t--lN G o ~~ p,..,J\) LA ,;JO I ..0 G 

1 

ii) ""\" Id. ~ A) 0 \ £. ~ l c; v tv ~~A f2-C,.. ~ L---~) "'f;;(Z---1 L--Ovy. 

~ :C 1M A '--SO C-Or) &"£::-~;-' 'b() A~ 0 V\ £7' \1 A0STO 

, j; ~~~<-- AS ~\-\oub~
1
~bAa-VLGS~ OF 

1 VV\ A r-J '7f C-0 ~ 0c-.a-~ '\3i;> \-to ~ sov J'\_) "E;;-e....5 -r- t.l.. £:- 11 ? 0 .a-, 
CJ) 

0 p s ~(AT"\ L-Si? -J,) \L--L-- VO ~ l-\: tA- \ I "T" \-\ G--{ L,,J \~ l-\. 

~ >: ( f.> ,/\I\ C,. 0 M t' l..-- 0:-~G L ::{ Ab IA l ,-0 ~ 't A rJ i 
,._. ~:f ~P.r.J-5 lo~ 01<- 5Gt,A -\AL- Alv.2-t'o~Jv-J/ O 

1., · W\Orv~-C-A,()...-( '2.--E,..PA~t\'"l(OJJ..S~ :I:- ~G-~L-
A. l--L- A s~ A. l-t ( 0 ~...) l--A.0 .Sv lT W t ,_ L-

Submit comments to: 
'¢, ~ ~-$J \~ P."e, t..-~• 

FROM {Please Print): _ 
Mr. Steve Rybolt Name: '/,.J \ L-L- t il. N1 \:7 A vv7 14 l O 

Port of Seattle Address: \ ~ 1--? 1-+ (o~ ? '-• g~,. 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability -
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
SAMP@portseattle.org 



From: Bruce Davidson 
To: SAMP public Comments 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

fonnal submission of comment on SAMP 
Saturday, September 15, 2018 4:30:16 PM 
Aviation noise letter 9-15-18 d00< 

To Mr Rybolt and the Port Commissioners: 

Please take the attached letter as my comment. Would you please confirm receipt. 

Sincerely, 

Bruce Davidson MD MPH 

Email 
Tel 

brucedavidson@pobox.com 
(+1) 206 799 4513 



12209 Shorewood Dr SW 
Burien WA 98146 
September 15, 2018 

To the Port Commissioners and Management: 

lfi The same week the Seattle Times reported the Port Commission would pay contractors $968 million for 
Vl SeaTac airport's new international arrivals terminal, over three times its 2013 estimate, I attended a 

Port Commission "Open House" to see its plans for airport expansion. There were nine artful posters 
with past and future projections of tourists, cargo, and passengers. But there was zero about the human 
health impact of the recently added 97,000 flights per year, or the 80,000 further additional flights per 
ear planned for the near term. 

As healthy humans age, steep becomes more fragmented. Fragmented sleep interferes with control of 
"j- high blood pressure, increasing risk of stroke and heart attack. The closest residents to the Milan, Italy 

1 airport had nearly double the risk of sleep disorders (36%) compared to a reference population living 
elsewhere (20%). In adults, aircraft noise leads to worse daytime sleepiness and impaired cognitive 
performance the next day. Five years of night aircraft noise increases the risk of high blood pressure in 
men by over 50%. A study of 6 million Americans living near 89 different airports found an average 4% 
increase in hospital admission for strokes and other heart problems among those over 65 living close to 
irports, but for some American airports, hospital admissions for stroke, etc, were increased by 25%. A 

consensus panel White Paper published 2017 by scientists from FAA and elsewhere confirms aviation 
½ noise at home and school is associated with poorer reading skills and memory in children; any reduction 
~ in day and night aviation noise leads to an improvement in their reading comprehension. The White 
VJ Paper concluded there is good biological plausibility that aviation noise negatively affects health. This is 

settled science. 

When I asked Port Commission head airport planner Ms Arlyn Purcell why there were no data about 
human health or plans to acquire it, she told me this was categorized under "Environmental effects". 
When I pointed out that King County, Washington State, and our Federal government have each 
determined that concerns regarding human health and those regarding the environment should have 

separate budgets and departments, she told me "You should comment on that''. 

I am a physician with a great deal of public health experience. The Port Commission is seeking "public 
comment". In public health, we have learned: 

• Post-menopausal hormone replacement therapy increases risk of breast cancer, stroke, heart 
attack 

• Universal oral poliovirus vaccine administration should be replaced by injected poliovirus 
vaccine 

• All women who might become pregnant should take folic acid vitamin supplements to prevent 
the possibility of spinal cord disease in offspring 

We learned all this not from "public comment", but from scientific surveys and studies by experts. 

~ 
, ~When any of us start driving our cars to any destination, our first duty ls not to harm humans. The Port 
~ Commission process and management appear negligent regarding their duty to the American citizens 
~ near SeaTac airport. Ms Cayla Morgan, an FAA representative at the Open House, said the Port 

Commission has federal planning grant funding available, and that a "no action" decision on expansion is 

1 



indeed a possible outcorne. Local government should require a moratorium on new flights while the 
established experts from CDC and elsewhere (we have no local ones in Seattle) design and execute a 
robust survey-study to understand the risks to local residents. The study data and analysis can be 
presented to Seattle-King County Public Health, the Port Commission, and the public for comment. Then 

M we can determine if the number of excess strokes, heart attacks, and premature deaths in Americans 
I 

1/J living near SeaTac resulting from the projected cargo, tourist, and passenger growth the Port 
Commission currently promotes is acceptable. 

Sincerely, 

Bruce l Davidson MD, MPH 

2 
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From: chestine edgar 
To: SAMP Public Comments 
Subject: Written comments on the scope of the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS: 
Date: Monday, September 24, 2018 3:00:42 PM 

https://sampntpenv ironmentalrey iew .org/ 

To Whom It May Concern at the Port of Seattle and the FAA; 

z 

I am a Burien resident and my health and safety are at risk from the Sea Tac Airport. 

roperations. In spite of the years of input I have given to these Port of Seattle open houses and 
"meet the public sessions", I have found the Port of Seattle to be complicit in actions that are 

·1 contrary to resident and citizen concerns. 

r As an example, I attended two open houses put on by the Port about their Sustainability Plan. 
At both sessions, I put comments as well as two written Public Information Requests in the 
boxes provided by the Port at those meetings. After in excess of four months, I heard nothing 
back from the Port. Finally, I got one of my neighbors to go to a Port meeting and submit in 
person my Public Information Requests which the Port had never responded to. 

This means that the Port does not even bother to open and read the comments citizens turned 
in. The Port flat out lies to the public that the public's comments will be read, be made part of 
the public record and considered.. it is also complicit in following Washington State Law 
regarding Public Information Requests. The employee that was assigned to these comment 
boxes and reading their contents should have been tired. But I notice that he still is happily 
employed by the Port. rs there even anything honest about this Port's operntion and the 

l_questionable promises and data they allegedly collect? 

t<lnThe very skimpy. environmental justice rhetoric that the Port mumbles about is not happening 
c,h here in Burien. ln my below comments about Scoping, I am asking the Port of Seattle and the 
\;''") _I AA to step up to the plate and do what is the right thing to do and follow the law. 

Comments on $coping-

Scoping should be taken seriously. Past requests for the Third Runway analysis to address 
environmental considerations have been ignored. Please see attachment for an example of 
Puget Sound Clean Air Agency (PSCAA) formerly, Puget Sound Air Pollution Control 
Agency request for the third runway EfS to include a risk analysis and the response from the 
FAA/Port of Seattle. Where insufficient information exists (was not a valid excuse since EPA 
had just done a thorough risk assessmenl for Midway Airpurl 
http://www.csu.edu/cerc/documents/SWChjcagoCancerRisks I 993.pdt) or unknown risk exists 
as was the case with existing widespread community health disparities, it is the responsibility 
of the agency proposing the project involving additional impacts to use all available means to 
discover and disclose. NEPA § l 50827 
The f AA and Port of Seattle should analyze the fo II owing items in the Environmental 
Assessment and Environmental fmpact Statement: 
HUMAN HEAL TH AND ENVIRONMENT 

~ Conduct an air quality analysis for all pollutants of concern; hydrocarbon emissions, air 
I toxics, lead and criteria pollutants in the communities surrounding the airport and flight paths 



f'°"- where aircraft overfly to 3,000 feet. This was required by a MOA between the Port of Seattle, 
~ EPA, PSCAA and DOE to be done post 2010 (See Attached). Please note the request for 
~ chemical analysis of residues in flight paths. Funding shortfall prevented this from going 
< VJ forward. lt is still needed. Monitoring is used to validate modeling and has been recommended 

..J,y our air quality agencies 
-"2) Provide data on demographics and health in all communities affected by airport 

1 noise/emissions using existing data, science, agencies, institutions with city and citizen input. 
~ Give same consideration to multiple stressors (noise/emissions, traffic, etc.) in EJ community 
~ as was provided by the Port of Seattle in the near Port community grant for Duwamish 
~ residents. 
_l\[3) ldentify significant cumulative impacts considering past, present and reasonably 
';l foreseeable, multiple project impacts and high and adverse impact areas.509, SASA, South 
=: Satellite, flight path changes, modifications, hardstands, new terminal construction and 
VJ operation etc. 

~~ r:, c 4) Identify areas where low income and minority populations reside and analyze 
-:' ~ disproportiohate impact by airport operations, traffic, congestion, etc. 
v,--CS) Consider cumulative noise and emissions on resident's health 

) Consider unknown risk and develop methods to detennine sources, nature and develop 
control strategies 
7) Conduct a risk analysis using aJl air contaminants known to be produced by airport 

-.... operations using the collected monitoring and modeling data for validation as per Puget Sound 
½ Clean Air request in 1994 not yet completed 
VJ 8) Map the areas of impact 

9) Conduct a health impact assessment (l-llA) and social impact assessment (SCA). 
10) Provide meaningful insights into mitigation strategies 

METHODOLOGY-
! ) Both cq-lead agencies should use available science, data and input from 

_independent sources to inform and validate the process and conclusions 
t) Worst-case scenarios for impact analysis should be considered and developed 
3) Mapping the area of emission impact will be different than the noise contours and 
should highlight highest risk areas. 
4) A map shou.ld be color coded to easily identify: 
a) Low income and minority populations eligible for environmental justice 

.::,.. consideration 
~ b) High and adverse impact assessment by census tract 
c--;:i c) Lmpact from emissions and types of emissions 

d) At risk areas by type of risk 
e) Noise contours and highest noise sensitive areas impact 

_j) Existing health disparities 
r ) All assumptions and conclusions should be peer reviewed and independently 

verified for accuracy. For instance, industry data frequently reflects a bias: current 
!:;' emissions prepared by consultant for the SAMP varies widely from the EPA data for 
...L the same year using the same FAA operations, data and model. This problem 
V) plagued the third runway EIS data on emissions. Port estimates for 2014 are in white 

and EPA estimates in yellow -Residents are entitled to a fair process. The State Department of Public Health and State 
Board of Health has previously identified the areas around Sea-Tac Airport as experiencing 

V) high and adverse health consequences and eligible for environmental justice consideration. 



j Their recommendation in June 2001 was for a comprehensive independent air quality study. 
~ut golly that just never happened in a comprehensive manner. If you sense a sarcastic tone in 
my correspondence, it is because of the numerous lies the Port has told to the public to cover 
up for its continuous, numerous and complicit behaviors. 

Respectfully, 
C.Edgar 

P,S. lf l have mailed this on to the Wrong email address for scoping comments, please forward 
it on to the correct Port of Seattle and correct Ff A email addresses. I don't want to find out 
later that someone in the employee of the Port of Seattle just didn't bother to open his/her 
email and so my comments never got entered into the public record on scoping. Oh, and after 
not doing the job that Port employee was assigned to do with citizen comments, he/she got a 
raise and a bigger job title-as happened in the previous situations of not responding to my 
Public lnformation Requests or comments. I would like to receive a written response that this 
communication has been received and put on the public record. 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Melody Edmiston 
SAMP Publjc COmments 
auietskiesougetsound@grnail com 
Environmental Impacts 
Friday, September 28, 2018 3:36:08 PM 

,-
1 Please do the necessary studies on aJI environmental impacts of the enormous growth SeaTac 

-lAirport is planning. The air surrounding SEA is currently in the I 00 percentile of the worst in u\ · our nation. It is reckless to move forward without first getting all the facts together.evaluating 
\; J the impact and reviewing it with the public. 

Melody Edmiston 

206.371.0464\.~ 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 

Steve Edmiston 
SAMP public Comments 
Steve Edmiston; Quiet Skies 

Subject: SAMP scoplng comments for Envftonmental Review 
friday, September 28, 20181:13:20 PM Date: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt[sf,j 

Port of Seattle[s}~] 

Aviation Environment and Sustainability 

P.O. Box 68727;}~}Seattle, WA 98168 

Re: Sea-Tac Sustainable Airport Master Plan Environmental Review Dear Mr. Rybolt: 

I provide these comments in addition to, and as a supplement to, prior comments I 
provided: 

I. To tbe Court Reporter for transcription at the City of Des Moines - High line College 
SAMP scoping meeting on September l 0, 2018. 

2. fn a separate signed comment transmission (a Quiet Skies form) including ten ( 10) 
distinct comments for scoping relating to the SAMP, sent this same day. 

In this submission, I provide additional comments. 

..--
1 

COMMENT 1. I have reviewed and incorporate by this reference as my own additional 
comments the SAMP comments officially submitted by the City of Des Moines 
through its Mayor Matt Pina by letter dated September 28, 2018. 

COMMENT 2. Please include within the scope of the SAMP environmental review a 
study of the impacts of increasing the glide slopes of aircraft arrivals in North flow. 
This request has two components. 

First, including an assessment of the positive noise, pollution, and other impacts of 
increasing the glide slop for l6L/34R from the current 2.75 to 3.0. 

Second, an assessment of the positive noise, pollution, and other impacts of increasing 
the glide slop for 16R/34L from the current 3.0 to a steeper glide slope, including up to 
3.25. 

COMMENT 3. Please include within the scope of the SAMP environmental review a 
study of ~ow the increased frequency of overflights since 2012 and the proposed 
increases in overflights that associate with the Near Term Projects negatively impact 
the benefits of any noise programs, noise initiatives, noise mitigation, airplane design
based noise reductions, or other noise reductions arising from any other source. The 



~

urpose of this comment is to clarify the net gains or losses caused by flight increases 
o total noise impacting the community (including but not limited to total time of noise 
bove the 65 dnl, total events per day above the dnl) 

~ UOMMENT 4. Please include within the scope of the SAMP environmental review a 
i\ study of how economically disadvantaged and ethnically diverse populations are 
V) disproportionately impacted. 

_ ~OMMENT 5. Please include within the scope of the SAMP environmental review a 
,6 study of how the human environment is impacted by airport expansion in re lation to 
C1 ~rime and homelessness in the within the six cities south of the airport. 

!COMMENT 6. Please include within the scope of the SAMP environmental review a 
' study of how the impact from the increase in flight operations since 2012, and the 

proposed increase in flight operations in relation to the Near Tenn Projects through 
2027, will vary in relation to each tndividual property (residential or business) in the 

.,-- cities south of the airport based upon (l) the distance from each aircraft to every 
property due to the location of the property relative to the flight corridors and changing 

\, '1 altitude and engine power settings of the aircraft as they ascend from and ascend to, 
1 Sea-Tac; (2) the location of each such property to other noise sources; (3) the location 

and use of the flight corridors across the area in proximity to Sea-Tac; and (4) the 
varying topography throughout the area to the extent it affects the distance between the 
aircraft and the property and the propagation of sound from the aircraft to the property. 

Thank you. 

Steve Edmiston 

27043 ih Place South 

Des Moines WA 98198 
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MR . EDMISTON: Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: No . You may do all 

the - - all of the above . 

MR. EDMISTON: Very good. 

So my name is Steve Edmiston. I want to start off with 

some comment about the proces tonight. These are my own 

comments, but they're also comments I have heard from many 

that attended the event tonight. 

The first is a source of frustration in the community 

that we asked, and specifically the City of Des Moines 

asked, for a public town-hall style of engagement on this 

process by letters between the City of Des Moines and the 

Port of Seattle; that request has been denied, and a 

substitute engagement , this event tonightr was inserted, 

which is a room full of storyboards and individuals either 

employed by the Port or by the Port's consultant. And that 

is a source of frustration because the community has not 

been afforded the same style of participation that 

communities east, west, and north of the airport have been 

afforded . The planning period was not provided to 

Des Moines so -- or Federal Way or Normandy Park or Tukwila 

or Burien . Oh, no, Burien got one. So that's a source of 

frustration. 

Second is timing. This is our first participation 

under the SAMP, and we are 11 days before the close of --

Northwest Court Reporters• 206 . 623 . 6136 * 'lloll Free 866 . 780 . 6972 

25 



1 

2 

3 

'°4 
I 

N 5 

---
V1 6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

--14 
I 

N 1s 

v, 1 6 

17 

18 

1 9 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Public Meeting - September 10 , 2018 

two weeks before the cutoff on the 28th . The window's been 

running for 60 days, but today was the day we were provided 

subj~ct-matter experts, allegedly, to ask questions about. 

And so we really only have two weeks, which seems very 

inadequate . The City of Federal Way asked for an extension, 

and that ' s been denied . So it f eels like there ' s no 

meaningful engagement actually happening for the south-end 

communities. 

The third thing is walking through the meeting, what we 

found, although all marketing pieces that were sent out by 

the community said there would be subject-matter experts 

attending to answer our questions, what we discovered was 

the people in front of the storyboards wou l dn't answer 

questions; they wanted to turn the questions into a comment. 

In other words, we can't get information to help frame and 

phrase our comments; we ' re just looking at, in many cases, 

blank storyboards with categories. That ' s been a source of 

frustration. It feels like, to many in the community, this 

is about the least effective engagement that we could 

receive, and we're frustrated by that. 

I know we ' re going to run through time, but nobody ' s 

behind me. I guess, I can go back and line up again, but 

let ' s run through the three minutes. 

My first comment that I would like to share this 

evening is we need to include a complete assessment of the 

Northwest Court Report&rs * 206.623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866. 7 80 . 6972 
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growth that's already occurred in the last four years . We 

have 97,000 additional aircraft operations that have been 

added at Sea-Tac Airport since 2014 , January 1, and there ' s 

been no study and no assessment, no mitigation , no action 

plan, nothing's been ddne with respect to those flights. 

And we have a great concern that we won ' t be studying those 

flights as part of the baseline going forward for the 

Near-Term Projects. And if we leave those out, we really 

have warped what's really going on in the communities, 

because that ' s what's happening right now, and it's 

happening since the SAMP was first conceived . So we know 

it 's within the window . Tha t should be included, that 

~udy. 

Second is skipping forward to after the Near-Term 

Projects --

minutes --

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You ' ve done three 

MR. EDMISTON: Okay. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: but there's no 

one else in line, so I ' m giving you another three minutes. 

MR. EDMISTON: I appreciate that. And if 

someone shows up and we need to time it out, I ' m happy to do 

that . I totally understand the process. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: As you wish, yeah. 

MR. EDMISTON: Thank you very much. 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623.6136 * To1l Free 866. 780 . 6972 
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r 
The second comment I think is also kind of temporal in 

nature, what should be included temporally . Let ' s go beyond 

the Near- Term Projects that will end in 202 7 . That will add 

80 , 000 flights, so we'll be nearly a gross-up of 200 ,000 

flights from 2014 to 2027. But there ' s a long-term project 

envisioned, and originally that was going to be included in 

this SAMP process, but about six months ago, it got carved 

out . And there ' s a great concern that I have that I would 

like it included as a comment to include within the scope 

the impacts to human health and the environment from what is 

anticipated for long- term projects. Don't carve it out and 

leave it off the table because your own studies are 

showing - - the Port's own studies are showing we'll be at 

capacity in 2 02 9. So the idea that we would go forward with 

ten years of construction and growth with no idea what ' s 

actually going to happen i n the next ten years is hard to 

square in, I think, a rational sort of going-forward 

process. 

Third is adequate geography. I think we have -- so 

geographical scope, there is a great concern that there ' s a 

focus hi storically on what's called the "federal contour," 

what is looked at for mitigation very close to the airport 

and for windows and insulation and things like that, and 

i t's a very small area around the Port . The effects of the 

noise and the emissions from aircraft operations are clearly 
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felt to the southern border of Feder al Way, and so we need, 

~n geographic scope of this study, to make sure that all of 

the six south King County cities are included, their entire 

geography, in terms of the impacts to human health and 

environment. 
.--

Next, I think we want included in the scope of this 

study a complete and robust review of all of the science 

that has emerged in even the last three years about the 

impacts of noise and emiss i ons from aircraft operations over 

human beings, because all of those studies that I've been 

able to see with this high-tech tool called "Google" all 

come down the same way . And here's what they say: They say 

that aircraft operations -- let's say just noise . Aircraft 

operations and noise from overpopulated areas cause 

hypertension, heart. disease, heart attacks, delayed learning 

for children, has a worse impact on the elderly, has a much 

worse impact if there ' s night flights. And I can tell you 

that a hundred percent of the studies come to the same 

conclusion in the last two to three years . 

Now, they ' re associated studies. They're the kind 0£ 

studies that say, "We ' re finding associations between A and 

B." And there will always be more studies, but I don ' t 

think it's going to be any different then -- I don ' t think 

there ' s going to be where on the radio tomorrow you hear 

that it turns out red wine ' s good for you every day, and 
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then tomorrow -- the day after that , you hear red wine's bad 

for you, and it kind of bounces all over the place. I have 

a strong suspicion no one's ever come back and say, "It 

turns out loud aircraft noise is good for you . " 

I think what we're finding is the science is coming out 

and saying it ' s really, really bad, and it's far worse than 

we think. And obviously pollution, ultrafine particles and 

other problems, that science is a l so emerging. So not 

including that within the scope of our study would seem 

negligent because those studies are out there, and not 

accumulating them would seem a gross error. 

Next I would talk about including in the scope of this 

study the pending science that's already underway in 

Washington State . We have ultrafine particle studies 

underway at the University of Washington; we have a 

mitigation study that's just underway run by the state 

Department of Commerce. Those will take some time, but the 

notion that we would proceed in any format with the SAMP 

without the result of those studies also seems very 

short- sided. I think we should have the results of those 

studies before we go forward with the SAMP . That should be 

t
·ncluded in the scope . 

I think we should have special inclusion of study in 

his SAMP of sensitive populations . And what I mean by that 

l is we -- because we know from the science that elder 
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populations and children are more highly affected. We can 

just sort of say a human being is a human being . What we 

know from that emerging science is that we have a huge 

population in Des Moines of elderly communities, and they're 

impacted more. And we should carve that out and have a 

separate study, make sure we ' re doing that . 

Same thing with overnight flights; they are causing 

more damage than daytime flights because they interfere with 

and cause sleep disruption, and all the things that will go 

with that, on a chronic basis. 

And I would also like included in the scope of this -

of this environmental review -- and this is actually super 

important, but not for everybody, but it's super important 

for certain communities, and that is we've shifted to 

full-time use in the last two years of the third runway. I t 

used to be a part-time runway. The middle runway closed 

down for construction, shifted all of that flight to the 

third runway, and I think they liked it . I think the the 

bottom line is it was something that was considered 

advantageous. And now it is a full-time runway. 

So what's happened in the last even two years is that 

runway and the communities under that runway have seen -- I 

think it ' s a six-£old increase in the number of flights over 

their neighborhoods that didn't ever used to be there 

before. And that needs -- you know, that is not a base 
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that is -- has to be part of this study because it ' s brand 

new. 

Also, I'm concerned that the projections that are set 

forth already with the Near-Term Projects don't seem to add 

up in terms of the number of flights that will be coming 

in the next ten years. If you use any of the data that 

from the last four years and the year-on-year increases fro~ 

the last four years, tbe notion that in a four-year period 

we grew by 97,000 aircraft but in the following ten- year 

period, we're only going to grow by 80,000, it ' s a really 

hard number to -- especially with the growth that they're 

\ projecting in the population, which is more of a 

I straight-line hockey stick. It's sort of like, here's the 

!
population growth, here's the need for passenger growth, 

and -- but all of a sudden, the actual airline operations 
I 

growth is somehow way below that l ine . Doesn ' t seem to make 

sense . So the question, and I think what we can include in 

! this study, is a review of what happens if our estimates are 
I 

\ grossly low. - And the final thing I think we should include in this 
1 

\study, because it's clearly an alternative to handling all 
I 

:of the region's growth in one tiny footprint airport, is a 
' 
!regional airport now. And the notion that we would for, 
I 

;again, decades -- and we ' ve done it for decades now, decades 

I 
jand decades and decades -- keep saying it ' s something we 

I 
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r need to study. I haven't really run into anyone that 

, suggests there ' s a reason not to start the siting process 

immediately, other than folks that have an interest in 

economic growth right here in a very specific and small 

sliver of our state, our region. If that's what you want, 

then you want to handle all of the region's growth at 

Sea-Tac Airport . If you want an even and fair distribution 

of the costs and burdens of aviation, and perhaps even 

improve the overall efficiency in the long run, then you'd 

want to jump on a regional airport as soon as possible. 

Whether we can get that, I don't know . I think it should be 

included in the scope. 

Those are my comments . You ' ve been very patient. You 

gave me extra time, and I really appreciate that . I know -

I work with court reporters, and I know I just wore her out. 

So you've been very good . Thank you £or helping me out 

tonight . 

HEARING OFFICER PRILTPS"EN: Well, you've had a 

lot to say, and there was time. 

MR. EDMISTON: I appreciate it. 

MR. LEWIS: Well, I want to talk about demand, 

or actually, you know, hopefully generate some responses 

from responsible officials at the Port of Seattle about 

demand and bow it ' s defined. 

I ' m a retired air traffic controller and whistleblower, 
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in other places great; here, zero . A major investment that 

I ' m suffering from, as well. Is that environmental? I 

think so . And I've got Port windows; it means nothing. 

And I guess I don't know how close I am to three 

minutes , but every other day I'm trying to clean to keep my 

house clean for showing, and there's a l ways filthy grime 

every day that I ' m cleaning up from the oil in the air that 

we ' re breathing, the particles inside . It's the worst, the 

worst. And the only way i t' s going to be better is if the 

airport buys us all out. I can't think of anything that 

will work because ther e ' s nothing that I can do to counter 

the noise. 

I'm done. Thank you for listeni ng. But I ' m on the 

verge of a nervous breakdown because of it. 

comments. 

Sir? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Thank you for your 

MR. ELLIOTT: Are you ready for me? 

HEARI NG OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Yes . 

MR. ELLIOTT: My name is David Elliott, and I 

live west of the runway, slightly. And again, I've lived 

here for almost 13 years now, and likewise, it was -- it 

was -- I knew I was living near an airport, but it wasn ' t 

bad. It would entertain my in-laws; they ' d go out on the 

fron t porch, and they ' d count the approaching ai r craft. But 
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it was somewhat quiet . 

It has gotten -- the use of Runway 3 , from what I was 

told I wasn ' t here when they initially put in Runway 3 --

that it was only going to be used for maintenance, when they 

were doing on maintenance on 1 and 2 . Number 3 is used all 

the time . And there are alternatives that the Port can 

think about. I mean, I know we're going to use Runway 3. 

How about using it with some of the newer airplanes? I work 

for Boeing, so the 737 Maxes, the Airbus Neos , the 787 

Dreamliners ; much quieter airplanes, much more environmental 

friendly. Maybe we restrict Runway 3 to those kinds of 

airplanes that wouldn ' t bother the residents in the area so 

\much. 
1 

I mean, we have options. And from what I ' ve gathered 

in the time that I' ve been hearing about al l these -- about 

people/groups compl aining about it, it doesn ' t seem like the 

Port is listening to anybody. And I hope that the Port 

authorities remember that they ' re elected officials. If 

this is going to keep going and getting worse, we ' re going 

to find new elected officials for the Port . 

I don ' t think I have it maybe as hard as you, but I 

can't go into my backyard anymore without noise . You cannot 

have a normal-level conversation in the front yard or 

backyard. In the house, I ' m a little bit better off , but 

agai n, you go outside, you can ' t have conversations. It's 
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f gotten worse and worse over the past -- less than a year. 

l:.t's just gotten bad. We need help. 

I think that's really all I have to say. Thank you . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And the name on the 

list is? 

MS . ALDRICH: Jill Aldrich. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Jill Aldrich. 

Thank you. Now you have three minutes. 

MS. ALDRICH: My name is Jill Aldrich, a 

property owner, along with my husband, for over 50 years . 

We have a concern about the newest building site on 24th 

Avenue South, not far from the federal detention center. 

About a month and a half ago, my husband and I walked 

on the Des Moines Creek Trail for about ten minutes and 

noticed a sign that said "Critical Area" that was placed 

there by King County. Looking past that sign, over the 

stream and past not many trees, was some bulldozed dirt 

going up to a building site. 

As the building site has progressed, we have been 

watching to see what the process has been to protect the 

stream that is critically close to two dirt hills 

precipitously close to that endangered ~tream. 

So that's it. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

MS. ALDRICH: Thank you very much. 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

pam femald 

SAMP Public comments 
Lyttle Lance; Felleman, Fred 
P.S. Fw: SAMP input attached 
5aturday, September 29, 2018 12:19:05 AM 

SAMP input onyate dtizeQ docx 

It is still September 28, 2018, so am sending an additional comment: 

ii think if any additional Port employee parking is added in the North end of SeaTac 
~ I that the Port should build a parking garage for employees at the current employee 
~ j parking lot off of 24th avenue south across the the L shape property, rather than 
vj t_!aking up any more 55 acre buffer zone open space. 

Thank you. 
Pam Fernald 

From: pam fernald 
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 3:40 PM 
To: SAMP@portseattle.org 
Cc: Lance Lyttle ; felleman.f@portseattle.org 
Subject: SAMP input attached 

My SAMP input is attached. 

Thank you, 
Pam Fernald 
2431 S. 133rd st. 
SeaTac, Wa. 



SAMP input: 

9-28-2018 

I was born and raised in Tukwila and have lived in my current home in SeaTac, on 

-;- 133rd for 40 years. Everything about our quality of life has been negatively 
1 damaged by SeaTac Airport activity. It is NOT my imagination. 

_ , 
The constant noise created by the Next Gen is ungodly and untolerable. I smell 

~ [ fuel in the air all the time. Black film covers everything on my property. Port 

rfl [ related transportation traffic clogs us the surrounding streets and is not 
9z conducive to any kind of feeling of safety while out and about. 

I want to go on the record voicing my opposition to the Port turning the area off 

of 136th on the 55 acre map into employee parking for airport employees--or any 

I other type of volume parking being added to our neighborhood/ city. 

I The 136th corridor, between 24th avenue south and Des Moines Memorial Way, 

j has become a well-known, and well used, 'recreational corridor' in the city of 
Sea T ac--NOT the place for a busy employee parking lot with busses and all 
manner of vehicles. 

1 I live on 133rd and drive on 136th frequently. It is always a bee hive of 

I recreational activity of one type or another, and often many different activities 
I 
! at the same time. 
I 

i 
~ l Pedestrians, pedestrians with children and/ or dogs, ball fields, tennis courts, disc 

q j golf, model car tracks, and BMX. When the BMX activity and activity on the ball 

l fields are in session, 136th is a buzz with activity and there is a lot of on street 

! parking and coming and going traffic and activity on 136th when sporting events 

: are happening. 

1 To put an employee parking lot for the airport in this vicinity is nuts! 

The area is not conducive to employees hurrying to and from work and speeding 

through the neighborhood. We do not need any further congestion in this area 



where there are kids catching school buses--and I might add, a new middle school 

is being built in the general area also. 

The current airport employee parking lot unloads tons of drivers at shift's ends 

on 146th onto 24th avenue south. These drivers rarely make a full stop at the 
stop sign on 146th and 24th and there have been many wrecks there as a result .. 

__,We don't need to spread that through our neighborhood anywhere else! 

My husband was the victim of a T-bone accident at the very intersection when an 

employee failed to stop at the stop sign and hit him broadside. Not a happy 
situation. 

The people who lived on the corner across 24th at this intersection told my 

husband that they didn't bother fixing their chain link fence because of all the 
wrecks there damaging their fence. 

~ here is NO good reason, including safety considerations, to duplicate this parking 
.

1 

situation at 136th and 24th avenue and put more of our citizens at any additional 
risk. 

I 

I As it is, it is one big dodge ball game trying to maneuver across our city now 
I 

1'i because of afl kinds of airport ref'ated traffic congestion. An economic engine for 
l i 

~ l jobs-can't take that away from ya A destroyer of neighborhoods-can't deny 
(/J I 

THAT either. 

This once country like setting neighborhood full of families has been totally wiped 
I out already by the Port. Leave us a tiny bit of peace and safety and at least a 

! fraction of airport unencumbered community. -
Pam Fernald 

2431 S. 133rd Street 

SeaTac, Wa. 



from: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

SAMP committee, 

Parn Fernald 
SAMP Pubnc Comments 
Joseph Scarcia 
My SAMP comments 
Friday, September 28, 2018 3:23:16 PM 
SAMP inputdocx 

Please read my attached SAMP input which is in addition to the letter sent to the Port regarding SAMP issues 
involving the city of SeaTac. 

Happy Trails! 

Pam Fernald 
Councilmember, position 6 
City of SeaTac 
pfemald@ci.seatac.wa.us 
city cell 206.552.4761 

This communication may be subject to public disclosure laws of the State of Washington (RCW.42.56) 



SAMP input: 

9-28-2018 

fAs a council member, representing my constituents, I want to go on the 

; record voicing my opposition to the Port turning the area off of 136th 

I on the 55 acre map into employee parking for airport employees--or 

; any other type of volume parking being added to our 

neighborhood/ city . 

. The 136th corridor, between 24th avenue south and Des Moines 

Memorial Way, has become a well-known, and well used, •recreational 

corridor• in the city of SeaTac--NOT the place for a busy employee 

parking lot with busses and all manner of vehicles. 

I live on 133rd and drive on 136th frequently. It is always a bee hive 

• of recreational activity of one type or another, and often many 

'different activities at the same time. 

~ ·Pedestrians, pedestrians with children and/ or dogs, ball fields, tennis 

~ courts, disc golf, model car tracks, and BMX. When the BMX activity 

and activity on the ball fields are in session, 136th is a buzz with 

:activity and there is a lot of on street parking and coming and going 

_troff ic and activity on 136th when sporting events are happening. 

;To put an employee parking lot for the airport in this vicinity is nuts! 

:The area is not conducive to employees hurrying to and from work and 

'speeding through the neighborhood. We do not need any further 

icongestion in this area where there are kids catching school buses--and 

!. might add, a new middle school is being built in the general area also. 



The current airport employee parking lot unloads tons of drivers at 
shift• s ends on 146th onto 24th avenue south. These drivers rarely 
make a full stop at the stop sign on 146th and 24th and there have 
been many wrecks there as a result. We don't need to spread that 

through our neighborhood anywhere else! 

My husband was the victim of a T-bone accident at the very 
intersection when an employee failed to stop at the stop sign and hit 

him broadside. Not a happy situation. 

The people who lived on the corner across 24th at this intersection 
told my husband that they didn't bother fixing their chain link fence 

because of all the wrecks there damaging their fence. 

There is NO good reason, including safety considerations, to duplicate 
this parking situation at 136th and 24th avenue and put more of our 
citizens at any additional risk. 

' As it is, it is one big dodge ball game trying to maneuver across our city 

~ now because of all kinds of airport related traffic congestion. An 
~ I economic engine for jobs-can't take that away from ya A destroyer 
~ of neighborhoods-can't deny THAT either. 

This once country like setting neighborhood full of families has been 
totally wiped out already by the Port. Leave us a tiny bit of peace and 
safety and at least a fraction of airport unencumbered community. 

1--

Parn Fernald 

2431 S. 133rd Street 

SeaTac, Wa. 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.• Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 

• already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unlque 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key.ff But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 

otential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, TukWila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien., Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Teim Projects; and for Long 
Term Pro·ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Ai ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
tr hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa ? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 

rowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements. 3rd 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
O rations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire r ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 281fl 2018. 

Name: ...J,w,_ /(,. H.,.,,;,_, Signature:~ _)(. ~ 
Address: 2 /15""· 6W 14q-fb..& /B1,tn'e11 1 W,4. q~/~0f 

E-mail:JJ{R. fl~~fJ"'w·/, [Ort') 

Submit form on your own/add comments at SAMP@portseattle.org 

i~ ,wJ_ q_, ~"frel-.iue s½ or "- ,.,,,,, ,!;1,1!1,,.;..Jk.. fJoISl.- ~.r,fr" 1-,,rL:D.:e, f 
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Port~ 
of Seattle COMMENT FORM 

SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this fonn to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre•addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 

Submit comments to: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
SAMP@portseattJe.org 

FROM (Please Print): c 
Name: A O e -t I DX 
Address: .:>i,.,y:5Je O)c.:t m R1 \) \a,,,,_) 

e,.v a 



attended my first meeting recently and was so surprised that public comment was limited to 10 
minutes. No very indicative that the Port is interested in any public comment from those of us on the 

~ round, 

' 

lhave lived in Des Moines since 2003 and the airplane noise has been getting worse and the planes 

seem lower, especialty the freight ones which you can reach out and touch. I live in an area called 
"Woodmont" which is between Des Moines and Redondo. When outdoors, I have to speak to my 

neighbors in the driveway between alrplanes. Having a dinner on the deck ls almost impossible to hear 
~ each other. I have timed airplanes going over my house as frequently as every 40 seconds and landing 

,,,e every 1 ½ minutes. And they all go directly over my house. There was something said at the meeting 
that planes used to come in across a 5-mile radius and now they are right on top of each other. Why 

~ can't planes take off and land over a wider range? Why aren't our limitations to our lifestyles 
-!;;J protected? ....... 

fThave installed double-pane windows and extra insulation in the ceiling/attic at cons-iderable expense, 
' and my property taxes continue to increase - 28% last year. I appealed and said you can't tax me as if I 
~ live in a mansion when the airplanes have reduced the value of my house. I wonder how much of a loss 
~ 1 I can sell it forl Why aren't there programs to help home owners with these expenses? It cuts off right 
:2:' close to the airport but the noise extends clear to Federal Way. Why isn't there work done with King 

County to re-evaluate the diminishing value of our homes caused by airplane noise? 

- And I want to know what fuels/chemicals are being dropped on us? I have a swimming pool that always 
~ appeals to have something in It that doesn't belong. At the meeting, there was a lot of emphasis about 
-:Z airplane safety. What about our safety below the airplanes? Information must be provided to us below 

~ the airplanes. I want hearing tests administered because I have experienced hearing loss since the 

~ airplanes have been so noisy and frequent. 
~ -

_ fTteel that our airport is at or over capacity. When is Paine Field or some other alternative airport 

N 1 opening up? I understand that there is a need for more gates and that ticketing areas will possibly be 
C/i /1- oved off-site, like rental cars. So now traveling will require arriving 3-4 hours early to catch a flight 

, after going offsite for ticketing. It seems that priority is given to airlines to make money at our 

~ expense-those who keep them in business. 

[

have a pet peeve about your signa e at the airport. On the road going into dropping off or picking up 

<';<1 passengers, the sign says I Terminal 

~ Parking (underneath terminal). This is so confusing, it's not just 

~ terminal parking, it is the terminal and parking. Why not put an "and" between the two labels? It would 

~ ake more sense. 

I have always thought I would retire in Des Moines but I don't think I can any more and I'm not alone. 

Your aggressiveness is advocating for the airlines at our expense is no longer acceptable. 

Anet Fox 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
o.te: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP publlc Comments: rauren.e.frederick@gmail.com 
Re: Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5:48:14 PM 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Lauren Frederick of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are Tt,ere Other ln,pacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Frederick be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 

all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



-Port=-
of Seattle COMMENT FORM 

SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS - PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEA TILE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL Al RPO RT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for1he NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this fonn is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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ubm,t comments to: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
SAMP@portseattle.org 

FROM (Please Print): 
Name: lcwN r ~~kr',cJc:._, 
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From: Wendy Ghiora, Ed.D 
SAMP PYblicComments
SAMP Report 

To: 
Subject: 
Date: Sunday, September 16, 2018 10:51:58 AM 

Port of Seattle Commissioners 

September 17, 2018 

Dear Commissioners, 

The following must be included in the scoping of the SAMP report regarding all 
pending plans for Sea Tac Airport: 

fr1. Ultra-fine particle study from the University of Washington 
vil-.2. The airport mitigation study from the Department of Commerce 

~

. A complete study of all human health impacts and costs resulting from 
7 xposure to aircraft noise and jet fuel saturation, especially on children 
~ nd the elderly living under the flight paths up to fifteen miles away from 

he airport 
-u4. A study of the benefits to human health and the environment in the 
~ six airport neighbor cities if airport growth is more fairly distributed 
c,1 throughout the entire region 

~ such studies explore, find or hypothesize any association, correlation, 

U
S. Include all worldwide studies from the past ten years, to the extent 

~ causation, or other potential linkage between airport overflights and 
mpacts on human health or the environment 

---;--[6. A complete assessment of the human health and environmental 
:: impacts, including from noise and emissions, resulting from the additional 
vi 97,000 aircraft overflight operations growth during the last four years 

7. A study to determine if any other metropolis, the size of King and 
Pierce Counties combined, has only one major airport. If so, conduct a 
comparison of airport size (acreage) and internal capacities (gates, 

~ runways, number of daily/nightly flights, etc.) to Sea Tac and feasibility 
V) for intended expansion. If none exist, conduct a study as to the real 

reason there has been such a delay in creating another major airport in 
Washington State 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Wendy Ghiora 
26449 Marine View Drive S. 
Des Moines, WA 98198 

Wendy Ghiora, Ed.D, President 
Washington State Chapter - Phi Delta Kappa 
The Professional Organization for Educators 

Setting an example is not the main means of influencing another, it is 
the only means. ~bert Einstein 



SeaTac SAMP Scoping Comments & Requests 

David Goebel 

12412 Vashon Hwy SW 

Vashon~ WA 98070 

davidgoe@hotmail.com 

(206)499-5139 

NOTE: Subsequent scoping submissions will serve to augment, expand, or compliment these comments 
and requests, not replace them. 

r--
' 1) Include All Geographies With Significant Impact 

The recent creation and implementation of NextGen RNPs for Westside arrivals has created new impacts 
-......... 
1 far from the airport in track miles that used to only exist close to the airport. In effect, distant 

)-- communities have been pulled in by NextGen to become immediately neighboring communities. The 

~ SAMP must include in its geographical scope of study, any Hectare (100m x 100m) of land in the Puget 

'. Sound area that has more than 100 overflights a day, averaged over a year, at less than 10,000 feet with 

i the same level of detail as the cities immediately neighboring the airport. 
/.-... 

2) Study the Actual Impact of NextGen Procedures As Implemented Compared to "No Change" 

David Suomi (FAA Northwest Mountain Region Regional Administrator) has accurately characterized the 

NextGen changes at SeaTac as the most significant procedural changes since the introduction of civilian 

radar ove.r 50 years ago, yet there have been no studies of its actual impacts as implements vs. as 

modeled before implantation in the "Greener Skies" EA. The SAMP, with the benefit of 20/20 hindsight, 

the latest generation of the FAA's AEDT software, and real historical befure and after flight track data -

with their all important level-offs - must calculate the impact of NextGen vs. NoChange on fuel use, 

greenhouse gas emissions, and noise. 

3) Augment the FAA's AEOT Software When it is Deficient in Modeling Airframe Generated Noise 
On arrival, when a large part, if not a majority, of the noise is due to airflow over the airframe itself, and 

extended control surfaces, identify where AEOT is not modeling this noise accurately and engage with 

the Volpe Center (volpe.dot.gov: AEOT contributors) on solutions to account for and correct these 
deficiencies. 



SeaTac SAMP Scoping Comments & Requests 

David Goebel 

12412 Vashon Hwy SW 

Vashon, WA 98070 

davidgoe@hotmail.com 

(206)499-5139 

NOTE: Subsequent scoping submissions will serve to augment, e)(pand, or compliment these comments 
and requests, not replace them. -1) Include All Geographies With Significant Impact 

The recent creation and implementation of NextGen RNPs and precise RNAVs for Westside arrivals has 
created new impacts far from the airport (in track miles) that used to only exist close to the airport. In 

1 effect, distant communities have been pulled in by NextGen to become Immediately neighboring 
j- communities. The SAMP must include in its geographical scope of study, any Hectare (loom x 100m) of 

VJ land in the Puget Sound area that has more tttan 100 overfligf'lts a day, averaged over a year, at less than 
10,000 feet with the same scope and level of detail as the cities immediately neighboring the airport. 

David Suoml {FAA Northwest Mountain Region Regional Administrator) has accurately characterized the 

NextGen changes at SeaTac as the most significant procedural changes since the introduction of civilian n

) Study the Actual Impact of NextGen Procedures As Implemented Compared to #No Change» 

f'- radar over 50 years ago, yet there have been no studies of its actual impacts as implemented vs. as 

_l. modeled in the 2012 "Greener Skies" EA before implantation. The SAMP, with the benefit of20/20 

\(7 hindsight, the latest generation of the FAA's AEDT software, and real historical before and after flight 

track data - with their all important level-offs - must repeat the NextGen vs. NoChange calculatfon of 

rl 
I 

::;
v) 

l fuef use, greenhouse gas emissions# and noise using real h!storir.al NertGen tJadt data There is no need 

I...!? model it since it's now historkal data. 

3) Augment the FAA's AEDT Software When it is Deficient in Modeling Airframe Generated Noise 
On arraival, when a large part, if not a majority. of plane noise is due to airflow over the airframe itself, 
and control surfaces that are extended, identify where AEDT is not modeling this-noise accurately and 

engage with the Volpe Center (volpe,dot.gov: principal AEDT noise model contributors) on solutions to 
account for and correct these deficiencies. -
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Ftom: ,,,~ 
c.c: 
Sul,focr. 
o.r.: _ , 

St\MP PtlbCtc: O)mrnecn 

~ 
RE; LJ:ogl\flslJI"" cao"I ....., P"'Qlct tl,e pa,t o:>maly 
-• Sept,mbe, ll, 20149:03:SO AM 
~ 

I •Fr&d, as he was passionate about ttie SAMP at veste<!lay's Commls51on meeting and In case ·samp@ooa•eattle orrt Is an unmonitored alias he can redirect 10 ~n 
email addre\15 that someone will read,j 

In the subject line I meant "can't ' not "can•, corrected in this reply 

Please note that this llnlc IS prominently di;played on the main SAMP page under "Planning Technical Memos: ,_ •No. 8: £nv1mnmental Effects Overview' If 

l' rn read•ng this table wrong, ple.ase let me know. However i t seerns to JLtst be sloppiness on Le1ghF'isher's part. 

David 

PS: Fred, I also norIced that error !n t he meeting memo: "Ftnal After-Action Report January 2018' 

From: David Goebel 

Sen1: Mondsv. September 10, 2018 1:38 AM 
To: samp@portsearde.org 

Subject: LeighFisher can even predict the past correctly 

H1, 

On page 1-2 (PDF page 6) of https-lfwww cortseattle org/s,te,ldefauitlfiles:/2018-0saM-No-08-Env,ronmental-Effects-Overview.pdf. oublished " ' Mav 201a, 
Le1ghFisher "forecasts' 2016 total operations w,11 be 340,478. We ~now the actual number for 2016 was 412,170; no need to •forecast" ,1. The whole table 
IS fiawed! 

Table 1-1 
Stimma,y of Awiatfaft ActMty forecmb 

Seattle-Tacoma International Airport 

PALl 
2.016 2019 

PAL2. 
202.4 

Total passengers 45,737,115 44,815,2.00 51,827,400 

Total air- cargo (in metric tons) 319,490 351,544 382,920 

Aircraft operations 340,478 398, 910 448,860 

Source: LeighFisher, September 2.015. 

Near-Tenn 
2.027 

56,083,600 

401,580 

4TT,660 

It does say the source was From Sep. 2015, However even assuming this was their prediction In Sep 1015, it's a really poor prediction for 2016 g,ven chat 

2015 carrie 10 ar 3'81,408. However that "-'<Planat1on doe<n't square with their passenge~ forecast for 2016, made In Sep. 2015, of 45,737,115 which was a" 
incredibly l ud;y guess as It happens to be e, actly correct to the passenger Evet, Bernie Madoff woLlldn't have been so blatant In fudging a statement. 

Is :he port actually pay,ng le,ghFishe.r for their work on this? 

It doesn' t instill a whole lo, of confidence. 

David 



Table 1-1 
Summary of Aviation Activity Forecasts 

Seattle-Tacoma International Airport 

PAL 1 
2016 2019 

PAL 2 
2024 

Total passengers 45,737,115 44,815,200 51,827,400 

Total air cargo (in metric tons) 319,490 351,544 382,920 

Aircraft operations 340,478 398,910 448,860 

Source: LeighFisher, September 2015. 

Near-Term 

2027 

56,083,600 

401,580 

477,660 



I 
:r 
VJ 

From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

David Goebel 

SAMP Public Comments 
SeaTac SAMP Scoping Comments & Requests 
Friday, September 28, 201810:30:50 AM 

! 1) Include All Geographies With Significant Impact 
The recent creation and implementation of NextGen RNPs and precise RNAVs for Westside arrivals 
has created new impacts far from the airport (in track miles) that used to only exist close to the 
airport. In effect, distant communities have been pulled in by NextGen to become immediately 
neighboring communities. The SAMP must include in its geographical scope of study, any Hectare 
(100m x 100m) of land in the Puget Sound area that has more than 100 overflights a day, averaged 
over a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the same scope and level of detail as the cities immediately 
neighboring the airport. 

r
2) Study the Actual Impact of NextGen Procedures As Implemented Compared to "No Change" 
David Suomi (FAA Northwest Mountain Region Regional Adminlstrator) has accurately characterized 
the NextGen changes at SeaTac as the most significant procedural changes since the introduction of 

r--..... civilian radar over 50 years ago, yet there have been no studies of its actual impacts as fmplemented 
1 - vs. as modeled in the 2012 "Greener Skies" EA before implantation_ The SAMP, with the benefit of 
~ 20/20 hindsight, the latest generation of the FAA's AEDT software, and real historical before and 
- l after flight track data - with thefr all important level-offs - must repeat the NextGen vs. NoChange 
V'J j calculation of fuel use, greenhouse gas emissions, and noise using real historical NextGen track data. 

, There is no need to model it since it's now historical data. 
L 

l
3) Augment the FAA's AEO:r Software When it is Deficient in Modeling Airframe Generated Noise 

N On arrTVal, when a large part, if not a majority, of plane noise is due to airflow over the airframe 
1 itself, and control surfaces that are extended, identify where AEDT is not modeling this noise 

T -accurately and engage with the Volpe Center (volpe.dot.gov: principal AEDT noise model 
\/'.'J contributors) on solutions to account for and correct these deficiencies. 

David Goebel 
12412 Vashon Hwy SW 
Vashon, WA 98070 
davidgoe@hotmall com 
(206)499-5139 
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From:_ 
T.-; 

S1r,1bia(t: .,_, 
A_, 

~ wldGoc~ 

SAMP Public Cammc,m 
1.el9hf'tiheran e.e,, ~ me p,sr c:omrtfr 
Mo<-day, ~ 10, l<ll8 t:38;17 N'I 
rtllG<l!llLlQj 
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l eigh!'CtSher •forecasts" 2016 total operations will be 340,478, We know the actual number for 2016 was 412,170: no ni,ed to "foreca<t' 1t. The whole. tabIe 

15flawed: 

I 

Tablel-1 
S&lmmary af A~ ActMty FcxK.ftb 

Seattle-Tacoma lntemation.JI AirJ)ort 

PAL 1 
l016 2019 

PAL l 
2024 

l otal passengers 45,737,115 44,815,200 51,827,4-00 

lotal air cargo (in metric tons) 319,490 351,544 382,920 

Aircraft operations 340,478 398,910 448,860 

Source: LeighFisher, September Z015. 

Near-Term 

2027 

56,083,600 

401,580 

477,660 

It does say the so1,rce was from Sep. 2015. However, even assuming thfs was their prediction in Sep 2015, it's a really poor predlctJon for 2016 given that 

2015 came in at 381,408. However that explanationdoe$n'I square with theor passenger forecast for 2016, made 1n Sep. 2.015, of 45,737, 115 which was an 

1ncredIbIv lucky guess as ,t happens to be exacclv correct to tbe passenger. Even 9ernie Madoff wm,Idn't have been so bIarant 1n fudging a stateJTient. 

1$ the port actually pay1ng LeighFisher for their work on this? 

It doesn't insrlll a whole lot of confidence. 

David 



Table 1-1 
Summerv of Aviation Activity Forecasts 

Seattle-Tacoma International Airport 

2016 
PAL 1 

2019 
PAL 2 
1024 

Near-Term 
1017 

Total passengers 45,737,115 44,815,200 51,827,400 56,0&3,600 

Total air cargo (in metric tons) 

Aircraft operations 

Source: LeighFisher, September 2015. 

319,490 

340,478 

351,544 

398,910 

382,920 

448,860 

401,580 

477,660 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Kurt Grande 
SAMP PiJblic comments 
Feedback 
Friday, September 28, 2018 5:46:29 PM 

At the open house on September 1 oth at High line College, it was glaringly obvious 
that the port does not care about community input. There was not a presentation to 

~ share information to educate the public and make the meeting more efficient. There 
1 were many blank boards at the end of the room. I heard the blank boards were 
~ smaller at the subsequent open houses at other locations to try to downplay them. 
VJ There were many times when I asked a question that the response was ul don't 

know.'' I also heard this phrase used to respond to other people's questions . ....-

.--[;hat is being planned for satellite airports to relieve the burden on SeaTac airport? If 
~ satellite airports are used, what is the financial impact on the Port of Seattle? This is 
W my most important question. 

? !SeaTac has experienced 30% air traffic growth in the last four years. What were all 
~ Lof the studies done prior to determine the impact of anticipated growth? 

How much growth has happened in the last four years at all of the other ports around 
_<: he Puget Sound? 
...:a. 

\ 

Vl 

What studies have been done, and are planning to be done, in regard to birth 
defonnities near SeaTac airport? And cancer? And the many other health impacts 
on citizens? 

v :i Who is doing the studies? Who is paying for the studies? 

~ j-How does the port collect pollution data? Where and how frequently is soil and 
C\ Libuilding siding tested? Has the soil been tested at the site of the new Des Moines 
7 Elementary School, which is directly under the flight path? 

~I What kinds of fuels are being researched that are more environmentally friendly, and 
~ [ when will they be used? 

l_How close is electric aviation technology to being a viable technology? 

These are only the beginning of many questions that the Port should be researching 
to find the full impact of the airport on the community. 

I would appreciate a response to these questions. Thank you. 

Judy Grande 
737 S. 232nd Court 
Des Moines, WA 98198 
Email: kgrande@msn.com 
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SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmentaJ effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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Submit comments to: 
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Port of Seattle 
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Public Meeting - Septamber 10 , 2018 

ecoe69@hotmail.com. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Say your name 

again, please. 

MS . GRIFFEE: Kaylynn Griffee. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN! Kaylynn Griffee. 

Thank you . You have three minutes, and I'll be timing you. 

MS. GRIFFEE : Okay. So is it just questions, 

or I can --

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: No, it's questions 

or comments. You can do both, as you wish . 

MS. GRIFFEE: My feeling is this is being done 

without accommodations for more runways in the future . I 

feel like -- that it 's all going to be done and then all of 

a sudden, they ' re going to go, ''Oops. I think we need more 

runways," as the third runway was presented to us, which, at 

the time presented, we were sold as a cargo-only runway . 

Now it's become a passenger runway, then -- it's now being 

used for a plane -- there are planes that land every 

30 seconds on that third runway, and lots of them are being 

sent over my house, jets. 

When I have -- I have been taking note of the planes 

that are corning over my house, documenting the time, calling 

it in on the noise report and asking that a written 

statement be sent t o me, usually I ' m told that it ' s FAA's 

discretion to send the jet over my house. 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206. 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780.6972 
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I live in Normandy Park; it is not considered a 

commercial runway area, but when I called about the prop 

planes, the Bombardiers, I was told that those are fine and 

legal because they are prop planes . But when you buy an 

airline ticket, they are sold as turbo prop jets, and they 

carry 76 people . I don ' t consider a prop plane with 76 

people, but I probably have five to six cross over my house 

every day . They ' re really noi sy; they ' re very low. They ' re 

also sent that way so that the other jets don ' t run them 

over taking off on the third runway because they' re a little 

i t slower . 

And I wanted to know why the Port used to provide 

houses with insulation, heavy-duty-insulation roofing, 

triple-pane wi ndows for the noise . That ' s before the third 

runway was even built . And now they're doing nothing for 

the houses. The noise is a wful . In the morning you cannot 

open the windows any time. You can ' t open the windows 

because of the noise of the jets starting thei r engines up 

and taking off . And I really think they need to reconsider 

double insulating our ceilings; I think they need to 

consider the triple-pane windows, and they need to consider 

a i r condi tioning so that we can breathe in the house without 

the windows open because you cannot listen to all the j ets 

all day. 

HEARI NG OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have 30 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623 . 6136 * Tol1 Free 866.780 . 6972 
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Public Meeting - September 10, 2018 

MS. GRIFFEE: Then I can apply again? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes, you can. 

MS . GRIFFEE : Also, I'm very curious how come 

Des Moines has building codes for building houses that are 

all -- are remodeling that all are compatible with the 

airport only . I was told they need double plywood, double 

roofing, triple-pane windows. I mean, some try to add 

windows and you -- double-pane and they were upset. And so 

I'm wondering how this was -- came about. How can 

Des Moines dictate the way you build a house and it has to 

be compatible for the airport? Who paid for this? 

And last summer before they were using the third 

runway, I did not have 737s flying over my house . Now I 

have 737s, they just clear my tree , clear the deck; they put 

soot all over my lawn furniture, all over the deck . And 

they always put soot all over my boat that ' s in Des Moines 

under cover . It's black with airplane dust. 

I ' m there, so shall I apply again? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Just continue. 

Yeah, I think you probably need about another minute . 

MS. GRIFFEE: So then, I had -- my other issue 

that's a very severe ~afety one is the air quality in our 

area. I have asthma, and it is I ' m impacted by the 

airport when there ' s inversions, and we get all of the fuel, 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206.623.6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780.6972 
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jet fuel in it . And I was told that -- by somebody I talked 

to long ago, I was told that that was -- the reason it 

smells is it ' s benzene. Benzene is extremely carcinogenic. 

Four of my neighbors, nearby neighbors, have passed away 

from brain cancer. There has been studies, but I haven ' t 

heard anything. We ' ve heard nothing more about the studies 

of cancer relationship to the air quality. And when I 

called about the clean air commission, they said they have a 

commission, but it - - this was long ago, one person from 

each county. Whatcom County could care less about the 

airport soot in Normandy Park or Des Moines. 

And so I feel like King County gets one count on the 

air-quality vote versus -- plus, you ' ve got all the o ther 

outgoing counties . So I think that we ' re not really being 

treated fairly as far as the quality of our air, which is 

decreasing and bad . And so I do want to know about a cancer 

study, what cancer studies have they come up with . 

Then t he last thing that I have that concerns me is 

nobody has taken into consideration the area of east-west 

!traffic crossing that is taken out of us that live i n this 
l 
;area to get to the freeways and get to Seattle because the 
I 

airport takes up -- I don ' t know how many miles long, but 

1
188th is a zoo. There ' s only two entrances to I-5: one at 

the north end and one at the south end. So there should be 
; 
I 

1freeways built for us to get access to the freeways and to 
I 
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to I-5 instead of waiting for ten traffic lights to 1509 and 

~ross, and that is not even a thought in their mind . 

So anyhow, I would like to have those questions 

answered, if somebody could address some of those. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : And I don't know 

what the process is in terms of whether you will actually 

get an answer . But there is a systematic process for 

noting , you know, those questidns. 

MS . GRIFFEE: I appreciate it. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : And that's all I 

can tell you. 

MS. GRIFFEE : Thank you. I really appreciate 

it, because I feel like you write -- and, you know, I ' ve 

been a teacher a million years . I have to r e ad everything, 

even my email. But I really appreciate it. I took a lot of 

time to think of everything . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: It ' s obvious that 

you have. And you had a lot of very detailed and important 

comments. 

MS. GRIFFEE: I missed a big fact. Can I 

reapply? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes. Yes. You can 

reapply. I ' ll give you one minute. 

MS . GRIFFEE: Then the other thing is if 

they ' re telling us they ' re not going to build new runways, 

Northwest Court Reporters• 206 . 623 . 6136 • Toll Free 866 . 780.6972 
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which is what we are being told at this time, I think that 

the cargo planes need to leave the area. I mean, they 

really need to use the facilit~es, which they're building 

and ramping up for, and it is international big time, that 

the cargo planes need to go somewhere else for safety of 

passengers and safety on the ground. I mean, if they're 

sending planes over my way because it's a safety issue from 

FAA, well, then get all the cargo planes out, put them in a 

different location, and proceed with the airport. I mean, 

things are growing. They will grow. But the cargo planes 

are also growing. You go to Alaska, and where are they 

going to have the space to park them all? 

So that's a big consideration, I think, is -- that was 

a big one . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Well, good . I 

think it ' s good you added that. Thank you. 

Now it is time for you to give your oral comments. You 

have three minutes, and I'll be keeping time. 

MR. EDMISTON: Now, can I ask you a question, 

before we start the comments, about your instructions? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes. 

MR. EDMISTON: Are these exclusive processes? 

Can I give oral testimony and also submit written comments? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yeah. They ' re not 

exc lusive. 
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Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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Port of Seattle 
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From: 
ro: 
Subject 
Date: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PYblrc comments: ead@haroerstudios.com 
Re: Comment on ttte Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 7:14:22 PM 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Earl Harper of Des Moines, W a, regarding 
the NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website. email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other (mpacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Earl Harper be deemed unacceptable. 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 
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To: SAMP Public Comments 
Subject: Publlc Comment on SAMP (Part 2 of 2) 

Friday, September 28, 2018 7:44:40 PM Date: 

SAMP Public Comments #2 

JC Harris 
PO Box 13094 Des Moines, WA 98198 

v1 
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1. Going back as far as fifty years, the Port of Seattle has spared no effort to prevent the 
siting of a second regional airport that could take on a significant portion of the region's 
passenger and cargo needs. Having a second airport would do wonders to improve the 
quality of life for residents of the airport communities both in terms of physical and 
mental health. 

2. The last full EIS and Impact Statements ( l 997) prescribed a community-based system 
that would regularly meet with all stake-holders to repo.rt on evolving impacts to the 
communities and provide adjustments as needed to airport operations. None of this was 
ever implemented. Before any further expansion is allowed, the Port Of Seattle and the 
airlines should agree to such a system with penalties for non-compliance. 

3. 

.-

Because of a history of broken promises by the Port Of Seattle, the airport communities 
have absolutely no trust in any agreements made by the Port Of Seattle. Therefore any 
further expansion should be predicated on the establishment of an adequately sized fund 
paid into by the Port Of Seattle but kept in third-party escrow and payable to the airport 
communities in case of the Port breaching its promises in any way . 
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The biggest environmental deficiency r see at Sea-Tac Airport is the lack of a current 
baseline of noise and pollution. No comprehensive studies have been published since 
the last EIS in 1997. There are several studies now being undertaken and these will not 
be complete until at least 2020. We must have these results in hand -before-any
further expansion is begun-otherwise we will have no way of evaluating the impacts of 
said expansion(s). 

After that. we must address the fact that Sea-Tac Airport lacks any comprehensive and 
ongoing pollution monitoring. The airport should install a system of monitors which can 
provide regular reports on all major contaminants, including UFPs and heavy metals. A 
primary feature of this systen1-Should be the ability to tease out compounds from jet fuel 
exhaust vs. gasoline and diesel. The monitors should be installed in sufficient quantities 
so as to have a range of at least six miles in radius from the control tower. The reporting 
from this data should be made publicly available every month and in a format that is 
easy for the publ ic to understand. 

3. The primary air routes from both runway #1 and runway #2 fly directly over at least half 
a dozen primary and secondary schools in Des Moines. Studies should be undertaken to 
assess the special effects that airplane noise and exhaust has on children' s health and 
developrnent--both physical and mental. No further expansion should be undertaken 
until these effects have been evaluated. 

::J- 4. The airport should install a new set of noise monitors in quantities sufficient to cover a 
radius of six miles from the control tower with no gaps in coverage. Special emphasis 
should be given to placing monitors along the current flight paths. but enough monitors 
should be installed so that the -entire- region is being adequately measured. The 
reporting from this data should be made publicly available every month and in a format 
that is easy for the public to understand. 

::rfs.' The airport's noise monitoring reports should also be updated. The cu.-rent reporting 
J" I uses the outdated 'DNL 65' model which does not indicate anything approaching the 
V1 L real-world effects of noise on people in the airport communities. 

6. A large part of the Port's expansion includes an increase in carrying cargo-both as 
' belly cargo' of passenger flights - and- on dedicated cargo fl ights. These increases will 
occur in conjunction with a major highway development (the 509 expansion). The 
synergy of both the airport expansion and the roadway expansion will create increases 
in noise and pollution that go far beyond any simple sum. In fact, the increases of noise 



I 

l Q] _ , 
l ' 

01 
j 
I 

i 

and pollution will likely increase in a fairly steep curve. A study should be undertaken 
to assess these impacts before any further expansion of the airport can occur. 

-· 

As the airport has expanded, the region has suffered from significant increases in a 
variety of sociological ills, including but not limited to: 

a. Property values which lag far behind comparable cities outside the airport area 
b. fncreases in crime, both property and violent which are greater than comparable 

cities outside the airport area 
c. Personal incomes which lag behind comparable cities outside the airport area 
d. Increases in need for government assistance, especially for children which are far 

greater than comparable cities outside the airport area 

L 

A study of each of these effects should be undertaken to establish a baseline of the 
airport's contribution to these problems and then regular reporting should be 
undertaken to monitor the ongoing effects of expansion. No further expansion of the 
airport should be undertaken until this baseline is established -and- the monitoring 
system(s) are in place. 
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8. The area' s stocks of flora and fauna (particularly salmon and raptors) have been 
decimated. The area creeks, which used to provide significant sources of salmon are 
now barren of fish for all practical purposes. Poverty Bay. which used to provide great 
fishing is now far less fecund and all sheJlfish are hazardous. A great amount of the 
damagt: Lu this ~cu-syslt:m is dirt:clly allributablt: Lu lht: airport. Rt:porls u( damage;: 
coming from run-off from the airport has been documented going back to at least the 
l 970's and was never properly mitigated. Before any further expansion be allowed, a 
study should be undertaken to establish a baseline assessment of the effects of the 
airport (both the ground facilities -and- the airplanes) on Poverty Bay and the area's 

___ wild-land. 

9. This expansion will increase the security risk for residents. The recent theft of an 
airplane by an employee shows just how porous the airport security can be. There are 
numerous areas of wild-land sui:-rounding the airport which are not adequately 

L_ 

monitored Also, the amount of fuel and other toxic chemical being stored near the 
airfield will significantly increase. A comprehensive study of the airport's security 
should be undertaken before any further expansion be allowed to occur. This study 
should include (but not be limited to) the perimeter, the and fuel storage facilities and all 
properties (such as rental car lots) which are prone to property crime which may effe.ct 
neighbours. 

Last but certainly not least, the Cities (and the general public) should have a 'right of 
refusal' should the results of- any- of the above studies be such that the impacts cannot 
be adequately mitigated. Our experience with the last major EIS (l 997) is that the Port 
will simply build what it wants, when it wants, regardless of any results of any EIS. The 
simple fact is that the Pon adopted - none- of the recommendations of the l 996-{997 
EIS and Impact Studies and only provided the most meager of mitigations that were 
required by law or that they were compelled to provide after protracted legal action. 
Some mechanism must be provided to hold the Port to account if they attempt to further 
increase operations. 
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Public Meeting - September 17 , 2018 

what ' s happening now has just been astronomical . But I do 

think the environment is the most important thing. Social 

~

·s important to me too because I can't talk on the phone to 

eople, I can ' t listen to my TV1 I can't have parties on my 

eek because you can ' t hear anything . 

That ' s probably the extent of my rant. 

~ealth, 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you . 

MS. ANDERSON: Anyway, I'm really worried about 

mental and physical health. And thank you £or 

l istening and writing t hat down, and I think I'll p r obably 

submit a written comment as well when I have more time to 

think it through and edit it. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: We will begin with 

Dana Hollaway, and then State Senator Mark Miloscia, 30th 

District. Okay? And I'll t i me you. 

MS. HOLLAWAY: Okay . Do I have to identify 

myself first? 

BEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Please do so. 

MS. HOLLAWAY : My name is Dana Hollaway. I'm 

from Federal Way. Before the SAMP approval and 

implemencation , the impact on hurr,an health and environment 

must be anal yzed under applicabl e EPA, federal and state 

Laws. Testing analysis and publ ished results must be done 

prior to any increase in f l ight operations or of airport 

expansion. Testing for the t oxi c chemical thorium -- and 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780.6972 
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I'll spell that, THORIUM -- must be included in the 

testing. Thorium is an indisputable tracer of airport 

emissidns, unique to airplanes versus diesel engines . -
The Council on Environmental Qua l ity, acronym is CEQ , 

Regulation Section 1508 . 27 refers to major federal actions 

significantly affecting the quality of environment of human 

environment. The regulation says that both short- term and 

long- term impacts must be considered . ln other words, 

impacts must be considered in the context of time. Quote, 

intensity, unquote, is a severity of a potential impact 

considered in context. 

The regulation directs agencies to consider adverse 

impacts, impacts to human health and safety. Therefore - 

oh, excuse me, there are health and environmental impact 

studies underway , such as but not limited to, the University 

of Washington Ultrafine Particulate Study Phase 1, I believe 

there ' s going to be a Phase 2; the Washington State budget 

proviso , Sea- Tac Airport impact study being managed by the 

Department of Commerce . 

Results of these studies and any otter recent studies 

need to be incl uded in the Por t of Seattle SEPA and the FAA 

NEPA process . 

Thank you. 

HEARING OfFICER PHILTPSEN: Thank you. 

And now we have - - are you a senator? 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623.6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780 . 6972 
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Friday, 5eptember 28, 2018 4: 18:07 PM 
SAMP SaJCing Comments from Pana Hollaway CEmail}.docx 

Dear Mr. Rybolt: 

Enclosed are my public comments (in a 9 page document), regarding the NEPA 
EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review which I have submitted within 
the September 28. 2018 deadline. 

Respectfully, 
Dana Hollaway 





September 28, 2018 

SAMP Scoping Comments from Dana Hollaway 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P. 0 . Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
Email: SAMP@portseattle.org 

Dear Mr. Rybolt: 

The following needs to be included in the NEPA and SEPA process for Environmental 
Assessment (EA) and Environmental Impact Statement EIS) Scoping for the Port of 
Seattle's Proposed Seattle-Tacoma International Airport, Sustainable Airport Master 
Plan (SAMP). 

1. The proposed SAMP must be rejected in its entirety. 

--..a. 

\ I 

--,. 

The Port of Seattle, Sea-Tac airport and the Airlines have not addressed the 
existing and past increased rate of growth and expansion and it is 
unconscionable to go forward with SAMP's increased flights and expansion plans 
until the existing impacts to human health and environment has been fully 
studied and addressed. 

The Port of Seattle and FAA have not taken action to correct, mitigate or stop the 
existing/current excessive airplane noise (attributed to altitude, flight corridor and 
glide path angle percent) and the frequency of air operation (arrivals & departure 
overflights) resulting in increased airplane noise and toxic pollution on local 
communities 

• Flight operations have increased to 97,000 in the past 4 years, that's 
1,140 flight operations per day, 416,000 annually without an EIS. 

• The last EIS study was done in 1997. 
• The 1997 EIS study recommended $148.1 Million mitigation ($232 Million 

in 2018 dollars) to Federal Way1 but was done. 
• Third runway north flow landings have increased 6x from 2008. 
• Flight operations at Sea-Tac airport has increased from 309,597 in 2012 

to416,136 in 2017. 
• Neighborhoods and communities are already beyond "reasonable" level of 

noise and health impacts. 

1 



• Loss in property values are much lower than property located away from 
Sea-Tac airport. 

2 ~ust adhere to 1he National Environmental Policy Act Sec. 101 {42 USC § 
4331] which states 

~ 
I ---.... 

a. In order to carry out the policy set forth in this Act, it is the continuing 
responsibility of the Federal Government to use all practicable means, 
consistent with other essential considerations of national policy, to 
improve and coordinate Federal plans, functions, programs, and 
resources to the end that the Nation may-

i. Assure for all Americans safe, healthful, productive, and 
aesthetically and culturally pleasing surroundings. 

ii. Attain the widest range of beneficial uses of the environment 
without degradation, risk to health or safety, or other undesirable 
and unintended consequences; 

b. The Congress recognizes that each person should enjoy a healthful 
environment and that each person has a responsibiiity to contribute to the 
preservation and enhancement of the environment. 

3 The Port of Seattle and the FM must describe and analyze a "no action 
q_) alternatives" for all proposed Near-Term Project improvements in the Sustainable 
~ Airport Master Plan. "No action alternatives" is valid when the proposed project 
0) would increase impacts on human health and safety. 

4. Port of Seattle's Long-Term Vision projects must be included in the SEPA/NEPA 
review, excluding Long-Term projects would not allow for a true evaluation for the 
proposed project over time, context, intensity and significance. 

VJ 

a. Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action temporary or by 
breaking it down into small component parts [Citizens Guide to NEPA Dec 
2007, Section 1508.27 Significantly.] 

b. The Port of Seattle and the FAA must describe and analyze a "no action 
alternative'' for all Long-Term Vision projects improvements in the 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan. "No action alternatives" is a valid when 
the proposed project would increase impacts on human health and safety. 

2 



5. Port of Seattle has not done an EIS since 1997. The proposed Sustainable 
~ Airport Master Plan SEPA/NEPA must include all changes to Sea-Tac airport 
~ since the last SEPA/NEPA was done to capture, review and evaluate the 
VJ "cumulative impact" from that baseline date which are "collectively significant". 

........... 
I --..:> 

l/J 

Changes such as but not limited to hardscape, gates, runways, taxiways, 
increased flight operations and frequency, increased air cargo, increased 
international flights, increased passenger flights, increased trafficj increased 
crime, lower home values, etc. These items have not been adequately covered in 
prior environmental reviews. -

6. Per the Citizens Guide to NEPA Dec 2007, Section 1508.27 Significantly. 

• Significance exists if it is reasonable to anticipate a cumulatively 
significant impact on the environment. 

• Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action temporary or by 
breaking it down into small component parts. Per the Citizens Guide to 
NEPA Dec 2007, Section 1508.27 Significantly and NEPA Assessment 
Significance 40 CFR 1508.27 

Section 1508.27 Significantly. 
'
1Significantly" as used in NEPA requires considerations of both context and 
intensity. 

The regulations also say that both short-term and long-term impacts must be 
considered - in other words, impacts must also be considered in the context 
of time. 

''Context" means the geographic, social, and environmental contexts within 
which the project may h.ave effects. The regulations refer to: 

• The affected region such as Puget Sound or South Puget Sound 

• Affected interests, such as those of a community, Indian tribe, or other 
group as such South Sound cities. 

• The immediate locality 

"Intensity" is the severity of the potential impact considered in context. The 
regulations direct agencies to consider: 

• Both beneficial and adverse impacts 

• Impacts on human health and safety 

. 3 



The Port of Seattle should not be the lead agency, and the FAA should not be 
joint lead agency with the Port of Seattle for this SEPA/NEPA review. The Port 
of Seattle should not have the primary responsibility for preparing the 
environmental impact statement on their own proposed Sustainable Airport 
Master Plan, it is a conflict of interest. The "lead agency" role can and should 
be turned over to another agency that can be impartial such as the Department 

~ of Transportation. The Port of Seattle has proven historically it cannot 
"objectively evaluate" the environmental process that detennines whether or not 

Vl the Port of Seattle and Sea-Tac airport can proceed with proposed projects 
which they have initiated. 

1 81 The cumulative flight operations from 2012 to 2018 must be included in the 
~ baseline for the SAMP including the increased use of the third runway (runway 
VJ 16R/34L). 

9 The Port of Seattle has stated it cannot implement a night-time curfew as "it does 
not have the authority to limit operational access to the airport. FAA regulations 
prohibit airports from imposing restrictions on flight operations at federally funded 
public facilities such as Sea-Tac". Knowing that local city officials, StART 
members, and the members of the public have requested implementing a night
time curfew to the Port of Seattle multiple times, why does the proposed SAMP 
include receiving federal funding? 

1 . Missed approaches/Go-Arounds. 
\r, Port of Seattle, FAA and Sea-Tac airport must implement a process to track and 
~ evaluate the reasons for all missed approaches/go-arounds and make those 
~ reports available to the public on the Port of Seattle website. The cumulative 
~ < effect of current increased flight operations from 2012-2018 and SAMP 

increasing flight operations, will result in more missed approaches/go arounds. 

_1r. EIS must include the option for utilizing other airports (Paine Field, Moses Lake 
~ and other airports) to accommodate future passenger and air cargo growth in the 
VJ" Puget Sound region. 

~ and noise pollution on the communities around SeaTac airport, and specifically 
1 ~NOISE: Perfonn a comprehensive risk analysis of the cumulative effect of noise 

~ for the cities of Federal Way, Des Moines, Burien, Normandy Park, Tukwila and 

4 



SeaTac. The SAMP baseline must include the cumulative flight operations from 
2012 to 2018 including the increased use of the third runway (runway 16R/34L). 

The analysis must include 

• Frequency of flight operations 
• The separation between other aircraft. When the distance between 

aircraft is reduced there becomes a point where there is no separation of 
noise between one airplane to the next resulting in constant noise impact 
without relief. 

• Time of day 
• Measure individual airplane noise using decibels (dB) levels. Do not use 

DNL which averages noise data collected over a one year time span. 
Humans hear individual sound occurrences not averages. Averaging the 
noise data results in a lower noise data point than individual noise data 
points. Decibels levels is the standard for measuring noise and this should 
be used in regards to aircraft noise. 

13. Alternative Solutions to mitigate noise resulting from Sea-Tac Airport and aircraft 
~[ • Reiect the entire SAMP proposal because the Port of Seattle, FAA, 
~.1 SeaTac Airport and Airlines have failed to address current and past noise 
VJ . and emission pollution from the increases already by the Port of Seattle to 
l-:., flight operations which was done without an EIS. 
~ l • Implement a curfew on all night time flight operations between 11 :00 PM 
lo and 7:00 AM. 
J; [ • Implement a minimum arrival glide slope of 3% - 3.2%. Discontinue the 

7 2:75% arrival glide slope. 

• Extend the zone for locations allowed to receive noise mitigation 
packages. Communities that have been outside of the identified area are 
being impacted by the changes the Port of Seattle and FAA have 
implemented; the City of Federal Way is one example. 
All schools, residences, businesses, etc., who originally received 
mitigation soundproofing should have the right to have it redone. The 
original soundproofing mitigation work was poorly done (inferior products 
used and poor quality of installation) and has failed, no longer providing 
the intended protection. Soundproofing technology has improved. The 
overflight operation frequency has greatly increased since this mitigation 
resulting in more airplane flight operatons and more noise. 

Roll back the flight operations and patterns to year 2014 to the time when 
communities and people could live amiable with the airport as a neighbor. 

5 



• Require mandatory noise retrofitting of aircraft to reduce noise created by 
aircraft utilizing SeaTac airport. 

4. AIR QUALITY: Perform a comprehensive risk analysis for all known chemicals, 
J' toxic metals, carcinogens and other known toxins in the communities around the 
v4 airport and under the current flight paths. The study area must extend beyond 
~ the historical geographic area that has been used to exclude communities from 
rJi studies and mitigation because of the change in fi'ight paths, examples of such 
V1 communities are City of Federal Way, Vashon and Maury Islands . 

. FUEL FARM & PIPELINE: The SAMP project adds four fuel settling tanks, 
additional piping, expansion of the spill containment dike, adds four above 
ground storage tanks and increases the pipeline fuel throughput to satisfy the 
increased fuel consumption necessary for the increased flight operations, 
increasing the possibility of explosion and jet fuel. 

There is increased risk of explosion and/or accidental release of fuel (spills) via 
the pipeline, above ground storage tanks, settling tanks and containment dikes 
affecting the environment and public health to toxic and hazardous materials 
contained in the fuel. 

I was told at the City of Federal Way SAMP Scoping meeting that the existing 
safety plan worst case scenario was for the leak/failure and containment of the 

c<) largest (single) tank. 
I 

a. The safety plan must be revised to include more than a single tank failure. 
b. If the fuel farm is to be expanded then it must be able to contain failures 

from multiple tanks. 
c. The existing pipelines needs to have a safety inspection prior to any 

increase in fuel throughput requirement based on increased fuel 
requirements of SAMP. 

d. Provide all documentation of inspections and incidents from all pipelines 
supplying fuel to Sea-Tac airport over the last 20 years. 

e. The existing pipelines and the additional piping must have a certified 
preventative maintenance safety inspection scheduled and performed 
annually at a minimum due to the increased risk posed to this city 
environment. 

f . The fuel storage tanks are above ground and in plain view from the road 
which makes them easy targets for terrorists using weapons fired at or 
planted in the fuel farm. 

g. Port of Seattle and SeaTac Airport must implement 

6 



N') i. Enhance the security in and around the fuel farm, including limiting 
access to the fuel farm. 

I 

~ 
~ 

'\ 

~ 
V,J 

ii. 

iii. 

iv. 

Preventative procedures to prevent the intentional damage to the 
fuel farm such as by terrorist actions. 
Preventative and containment procedures for damaged caused by 
earthquakes which are expected in the Puget Sound region. 
Add walls &/or visual barriers to block the street view of the fuel 
tanks/fuel farm. 

16. Socio-economic, Environmental Justice, and Children's Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks 

- a. Communities located South of Sea-Tac Airport have large minority and 
low-income populations and are disproportionately impacted by airplane 
noise and emission pollutants than other King County and Puget Sound 
communities as such the agencies of the Port of Seattle and FAA are 
required to adhere to the following during the environmental review: 

i. "Using the NEPA process, agencies are required to determine if 
their proposed actions have significant environmental effects and to 
consider the environmental and related social and economic effects 
of their proposed actions." 

ii. Executive Order 12898, Environmental Justice for Low Income & 
Minority Populations, 1994. This Executive Order directs federal 
agencies to make achieving environmental justice part of its 
mission by identifying and addressing, as appropriate, 
disproportionately high adverse human health or environmental 
effects of its activities on minority and low-income populations. 

iii. The Environmental Protection Agency {EPA) must be included in 
the NEPA review process and evaluate per Executive Order 12898 
on Environmental Justice. 

iv. Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) Office of Federal 
Activities reviews environmental impact statements (EIS) and some 
environmental assessments (EA) issued by Federal agencies. 

b. Environmental health risks to humans, plants, soil, air, animals and marine 
life must be included in SAMP, including but not limited to noise, emission 
pollution, toxic metals and chemicals especially those unique to jet aircraft. 

i. The EA & EIS needs to Assay for toxic metals and chemicals in air, 
soil, plants and humans the testing must be done in all the 
communities under Sea-Tac airport flight paths/overflight areas 
including but limited to the entire geographic area of the City of 
Federal Way, Vashon Island, Maury Island, Beacon Hill in Seattle, 
etc. that historically have been excluded because of the arbitrary 
mileage limitation. 

7 
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ii. Testing must include the following 19 toxic metals: aluminum, 
antimony, barium, beryllium, cadmium, cesium, copper, gadolinium, 
lead, manganese, magnesium, molybdenum, nickel, silver, thorium, 
tin, zinc, ytterbium, yttrium. 

iii. Testing to include toxic metals specifically attributed to airplanes 
and jet engines. "Thorium" is the signature of the jets engines. 

iv. Human testing must include In Vivo (urine, blood, hair) assay for 
metals and toxic chemicals. 

What does global science say about human and environment health risks 
related to aircraft and airport releases or potential releases affecting public 
health, such as toxic or hazardous materials? 

What are the known and potential human health and environmental risks 
and what is the plan to eliminate them? If the risks cannot be eliminated 
or reduced to a safe and healthy level, that is just cause to stop further 
expansion at Sea-Tac airport and reject the SAMP. 

e. There are health and environment impact studies underway (such as but 
not limited to): 

i. University of Washington Ultrafine Particulate Study (phase 1) and 
there may be a phase 2 of the study. 

ii. Washington State Budget Proviso - Sea-Tac Airport Impact Study 
being managed by the Dept. of Commerce. 

iii. What other health and mitigation studies are underway? 

The results of these studies and any other recent U.S. studies need to be 
included in the Port of Seattle SEPA and the FM NEPA process. 

f. Request a "Cumuiative Health Impact Analysis" be conducted by Huxley 
College of the Environment - Western Washington University and 
University of Washington team to help us better understand the stressors 
of cumulative noise and emissions in relationship to our high, adverse and 
disproportionate level of negative health outcomes communities living in 
the proximity of the airport are experiencing. 

~ g. Before SAMP approval and implementation: 
i. Its impact on human health and environment must be analyzed 

under applicable federal and state laws. 
ii. Testing and evaluation of the results must be published and the 

information shared with the public prior to any increase in 
operations or expansion. 

iii. A complete and meaningful mitigation of noise and health impacts 
must to identified and implemented. 

8 



NSPORTATION: 
Increased Air Cargo will increase semi-truck and delivery truck traffic trips 
to/from the airport to move the cargo adding to the already high traffic 

1 congestion and gridlock on local streets, SR-509, 1-5. SEPA/NEPA must 
~ include full and detailed transportation trip plan and evaluation. 

b. Increased passengers will increase vehicle, bus and shuttle traffic trips 
to/from the airport adding to the already high traffic congestion and 

~ gridlock on local streets, SR-509, 1-5. SEPA/NEPA must include full and 
~ detailed transportation trip plan and evaluation. 

Respectfully, 

Dana Hollaway 
2020 SW 304th St 
Federal Way WA 98023 
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NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the fonn to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018 . 

• / ~ , ~ ~ ~ c_:, t s ~ l~4-5 

\S \ 

(VI µ~~=:l...~::±::;~___::::::::::;~ 1)~:::,;;;;;;;;;;l:~~:...::'.,:::::::::::...._:::~---------
L.. 

Submit comments to: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
SAMP@portseattle.org 

FROM (Please Print}; 
Name: ,.,-4 '-"-.D~ ~~ 

Address: 34\~ ~ '7~PJ ----
~ \9-Sn 





The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a 11st of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these. or any questions you want. We. 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four.year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000to emissions. resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

Ii-environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please indude a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
'Mly not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

f2rl 
environmental impacts of study is "key.· But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
\Nill Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

f!/ from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? T em, Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wortdWide) 
\Nill Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any f!/ health and environment from aircraft noise association. correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAM P. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elder1y citizens and from noise on elderty citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3n:1 Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary . projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Pl.ease include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fair1y distributed 

throuahout the entire region. 

Please include the requests l have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 281h 2018. 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Stuart Jenner 
SAMP Public Comments 
comments on Port of Seattle Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
Friday, Septe-nber 2B, 2018 12:42:04 AM 

Hello, I have some comments on the new plan. 

Rrst, lt Is very hard to tell how this planning process is any different than previous planning 

processes. In previous processes, citizens have given Jots of input. There tend to be promises of 

0 studies, promises of what the amount of air traffic will be, promises of what the impacts wil l be, then 

the reports get published, the flight levels turn out to be higher than forecast, and .... Nothing 

happens to deal with the increased flight activity. Were the forecasts sandbagged, to avoid reaching 

VJ numbers or outcomes that would be problematic from someone's point of view? In a sense, these 

questions are water under the bridge. But with a name like "sustainable", I am somehow hoping this 

plannlng process will be different. That is my first comment and request. 

Second, the word "sustainable" implies that someth ing can be implemented long-term without 

<~ adverse impacts. In other words, it doesn't contain the seeds of its own destruction. It implies that 

somehow there are no externalities within the entire system that are unaddressed. Is that the case? 

I was struck at the recent open house at Highline Col lege by t he lack of data. There were 

"placeholders", signs that seemed to be posted only because protocol called for them. But, talking 

with uninterested, ignorant, staff about areas they knew nothing about was a complete waste of 

time. So is this plan "sustainable"? It is impossible to know because the people who were staffing 

many of the blank placards were themselves blank. 

~

hird, let's have a reality check on the ful l range of externalities. In part, it is the air pollution, noise 

ollution and costs to the nearby communities of providlng fire, police and other services to areas 

hat don't pay property taxes to those entities. The lease-hold excise tax does not go to the local 

city, school, fire, or other entlties. Instead a part goes to the state, and the rest to the county, with 

J no apparent trickle-down. So, missing from any of the planning document is a list of the 

~ternalities, and plans for dealing with them. 

Fourth, I wonder what the real long-term agenda is for Seatac expansion. How many billion is this 

going to cost? The port employee to1d me there is no long term plan for Seatac, that long-term plan 

has to wait on the PSRC to finish up their work. Bl.It in a sense, by spending a lot of money on one 

location, we foreclose discussion of other locations. Maybe that's "sustainable" but is it prudent? 

Are we remodeling a house that simply is not cost-effective to add onto? 

"Fifth, I talked with an employee about the Hush House. The employee informed me that SAMP is a 

'
1short-term plan" so the Hush House was not in the plan because "that will be in a long term plan." 

But, we've been hearing thfs for longer than today's high school seniors have been alive. The Hush 

House is always an expedient pawn, the type of mirage one finds in Death Valley. This mirage is 

::::-! always on the horizon, something people are earnestly studying, something that will have a positive 

fmpact, and something "we really want to find a place for." But when push comes to shove, or when 

VJ there's an opportunity to earn money, that proposed Hush House disappears. It is supposedly 

discussed in Commission meetings, yet a search in the Port website t urns up nothing. It is proposed 



a ~ I ,--

as a part of the Part 150 plans, and indeed the same consultants one sees in the room this time were 

the ones who in Part 150 were extolling how the Hush House could be built to reduce the impacts of 

englne run-ups. But, what happened? Is this so-called "sustainable!> plan going to do any good at all 

at reducing noise? Or does it just enable more noisy cargo flights, more truck traffic, more night 

passenger flights? I think we know the intent is yes, yes and yes. 

Sixth, I looked at the proposed airport vfdnity layout. Seriously: how many acres are needed for Uber 

and Lyft cars that are waiting for passengers? What is the traffic impact on the north side of 518 

from the various buildings? This is Ridiculous! My hunch is there's some hidden agenda, clear the 

land, get the permits, never mind that land was kept with trees to reduce the impacts of air pollution 

from the planes, just pave it over, find out there's no demand after all from Uber and Lyft. then use 

1t for more warehouses. Or something. What is that something? 

venth, I wince when I see the projects related to the third runway. I guess they are completely 

giving up the fiction that the third runway was only to be used in 'bad weather' by adding taxiways, 

hardening surfaces and making other enhancements. It is quite "nice" (in a perverse use of the 

vi word) how these projects can be done in stages, thereby avoiding the full impact analysis needed if 

,/ l 

I 

----

the projects are specified as a complete package. 

Eighth, one way of making a project sustainable wou ld be to follow the lead of the Bullitt Center 

building on Capitol Hill. There's nothing in the plans that I can see though about creating living 

buildings, about having glass windows replaced by solar panels, or other techniques people have 

used. But I'm also not sure this is feasible. For example, I think all the air pollution would reduce the 

efficacy of solar panels. The noise pollution would likely shake the solar panels in the same way the 

noise shook the windows of the supposedly noise mitigated houses and prevent them from 

operating very well. 

Ninth, I drove by the site of the Doug Fox lot that supposedly can house an entire new terminal. 

Wow, does it look small. Have you ever seen those placeholder wood setups on house construction 

projects where people put up a few posts so people can estimate what the house will be like, and 

how it will Impact views? I would suggest doing the same in this area to make sure things can 

actually fit. 

~ rTenth, I would like to suggest eliminating plans for LO6 and L07. lncent employees to carpool, ride 

~ I transit, or use other means than SOVs to get to the airport. Pay for buses, in the same way that some 

V1 l.rech companies have thefr own bus servfce. 

V) 

Eleventh, I would suggest that if you are going to put cargo lots in at CO2 and CO3, that you be 

realistic about the impact of what roadways are needed to cross 518. Really, though, I think all of the 

expansion north of 509 is a first step to the development of the fourth runway that would go 

east/west that Port employees mentioned several years ago, and had diagrams of in previous open 

houses. 

To close, I wrote this without looking at the talking points prepared by the Quiet Skies Coalition. I do 

endorse their points, and some overlap with my points as welL So, please consider their input as 

well. I have copied and pasted them below. 



Stuart Jenner 

200 SW 178th Street 

Normandy Park, WA 98166 

QUESTION 
COMMENT 
SCOPE REQUEST 
INITIAL 
Why 
No 
Study of 
What's Already 
Happened 
? 
How does 
Port 
intend to study the 
human 
health 
and 
environmental impacts of 
the 
97,000 
new 
flights 
already 
added in last four 
years? 
Four 

year increase 
raised 
annual 
overflight total 
from 
316,000 



to 
413,000. 
Please 
include 
a complete 
assess 
ment 
of 
the human 
health 
and environmental 
impacts 
, including 
from 
noise and 
emissions, 
result 
ing from 
the additional 
97,000 
aircraft 
overflight 
operations 
growth from the last four years 

Why 
No Study 
of 
Your 
Own 
Long 

Term 
Plan 
? 
Why 
not 
study of 



the 
human 
health 
and 
environmental impacts of 
the 
Long 

Term 
Vision 
anticipated 
to begin 
when 
capacity 
is reached 
In 

2027? 
SAMP Executive 
Summary 

Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." 
But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
potential harms. 
Please 
include a complete 
assessment 
of the human 
health 
and environmental 
impacts res 
ulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations 



for the 
Port's 
post 

SAMP 
Long Term 
Vision 
projects 
and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 
Adequate 
Geography 
? 
Will 
Port 
study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from 
aircraft 
noise and 
emissions, 
in all of the 
six 
south 

end airport 
neighbor cities? 
The Port has 
not 
committed 
to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 
Please include a 



complete 
study of all 
of the human health 
and 
environmental 
impacts 
for 
all 
of 
Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac 

resulting from aircraft 
overflights 

from 2013 

present; for the 
Near 

Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Projects. 
Use Current Science 
? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
WO 

rid relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 
Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 



Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten y 
ears, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 
Wait For Pending 
New 
Science 
? 
Why 
is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for 
the results of 
the pending 
studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea 

Tac Airport? 
Regional 
studies 
underway, include 
ultra 

fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Departmen 
t of 
Commerce. 
Please include a review 
and 



assessment of 
the results of critical 
Sea 

Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
no 
ise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
Studies have 
found 
risk of harm to 
elderly 
citizens 
and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Please include a complete 
assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 
What About 
Overnight 
Flights? 
Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from 
overnight 
flights noise? 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 



human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Please include a complete scientific 
study review a 
nd assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 
Unique 

Full Time 3 
rd 

Runway Use. 
How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full 

time usage of the 3 
rd 

Runway? 
Despite historical 
statements, 3 
rd 

Runway now fu 
II 

time. 
Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3 
rd 

Runway. 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? 
How are you 



accounting for 
the impact 
if your estimates of 
growth are too low? 
SAMP 
Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; 
est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impac 
ts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a 
regional 
airport? 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 
Please include a study 
of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throughout the entire region 
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NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Tenn Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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Sea-Tac Airport Expansion - Citizen Concerns 

As residents of Des Moines, WA, we are deeply concerned about the impact of the Port 
ry1 of Seattle' s expansion plans for Seattle Tacoma International Airport (Sea-Tac). We have lived 
:r south of the airport in Des Moines for over 4 years; airport noise has been somewhat tolerable 
v) until now, but the planned expansion will significantly degrade the noise environment. We are 

1 eady observing implementation of some of the planned changes, such as 1) more frequent 
~ landings & takeoffs, particularly noticeable at night because there used to be only occasional 
- middle-of-the-night flight operations [between about 1 Opm and 6am ], 2) larger aircraft landing 

I 

~ on a Ji:d runway that was supposed to be used only by smaller aircraft and in bad weather, and 3) 
L two aircraft flying in tandem as they approach parallel runways. 

[ Doubling inte~tional _fli~ts and trip~g cargo _flights as planned by the Port of Seattle 
) m such a congested airport will increase the nsk of accidents. The NextGen program may have 

_ 1 a mitigating effect on the increased risk of accidents, but the significantly higher frequency of 
\ ! flight operations will impose a disproportionate environmental burden ( e.g. significant increase 

~ I of noise and toxic aircraft emissions) on the sUITounding communities. In our opinion your 
planned expansion does not consider the citizens of the communities surrollllding Sea-Tac. 
~ ou have a responsibility, as an elected official, to consider the weJlbeing of those citizens in 
• our expansion plans. We urge you to scale back the insane growth plan (i.e. doubling and 

':) tripling of international and cargo flights) currently envisioned for Sea-Tac; and work with the 
c--ct cities surrounding Sea-Tac to seek balanced solutions that will allow progress without 
vJ neglecting the concerns and wellbeing of those citizens. 

- We urge you to consider a slow phase-in approach for Sea-Tac expansion. Development 
of new aircraft technologies ( e.g. biofuels, quieter engines) during this phase-in approach would 
allow future increases in aircraft traffic without imposing increased noise and pollution on 
surrounding cities. During this phase-in approach, consider offloading some of the increased 
aircraft traffic to regional airports ( e.g. Boeing, Payne and Renton). Also consider developing 
capabilities at one of these regional airports to handle cargo aircraft on a permanent basis. The 
tripling of cargo flights could then be shared between Sea-Tac and the regional airport. This 
might also facilitate further air cargo growth in future years. 

An even better approach would be to adopt a statewide vision where the increase in air 
cargo traffic would be directed to another airport somewhere else in our State. Although this 
approach would impact the increase in economic benefit to Sea-Tac Airport, it would still have 
a significant economic growth benefit to the Port of Seattle since most of the incoming cargo 

- would be shipped to Seattle. And it would also bring economic growth to other parts of the 
<l> State. The Grant County International Airport at Moses Lake seems to be an excellent 
VJ candidate; it has 1) runway capability for large cargo aircraft, 2) available commercial and 

warehouse facilities, 3) lots of land to build more facilities if required, and 4) easy access to 190 

~

d several rail loading facilities to.handle cargo shipments. The Port of Moses Lake, in 
elcoming the opportunity to expand, would no doubt be anxious to work with the Port of 
eattle by making development of necessary facilities as economical as possible . 

.: ~ .,.,,.Jr:Clt, 
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SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EtS for the Near-Tenn Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma lntemational Airport. Scoping is the process for detennining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS - PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
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your three minutes or offer your spot in l i ne co someone 

else; four, if you need significantly more time than the 

three minutes, please consider one of the other commenting 

opcions: A, comment forms that you can tomplete now and 

turn in or take home and submit via email; B, email 

documents to samp@portseattle . org; C, submit comments 

through the project website , which I can give you if you ' d 

like; D, note that all comments, no matter how they are 

submitted, are treated equally . Most important is that all 

comments must be postmarked by September 28, 2018. 

And with that, I open the door with the comment portion 

of the scoping meeting. And you are the first name on the 

list. Could you just say your name? 

MR. JOHNSON : Christopher Johnson . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Okay. Thank you. 

You have three mi nutes, and I wil l time you. 

MR. JOHNSON: So this is not a 

question- and- answer? I t's just the thought that I give to 

you? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes. You can do 

question-and-answer out there, yeah , but this is just for 

you to give your considered thought . 

MR . JOHNSON: I under stand . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And you can do tha c 

and tome back, i f you would prefer. 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 , 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866.780 . 6972 
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MR. JOHNSON: So I will do it here. r I am aware that the Chicago airport, ORD, has a rather 
I 
t robust recycling and reuse plan for waste and other 
i 
materials that come into and out of the airport. I think 

that that should be t horoughly researched and considered fo r 

this expansion of Sea- Tac Airport . 

- Second thought is I am concerned thac the security, 

cyber security, of individuals using the airport has not 

been adequately addressed in previous designs and should be 

considered -- should be considered in this master plan . 

- And then my final thought is that we are -- we see a 

constant development of the airport in response to 

lncreaslng annual passenger counts, but only ln t.he £arm 

of - or, rather, mostly in the form of physical plant and 

infrastructure development. 

How has the master plan considered technological 

investments that could also alleviate and mitigate increased 

etilization at the airport? 

That's it. That's all I got. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Your name , would 

you say again? 

MR. CARTER : Sidney Carter . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Thank you, 

Mr. Carter. You have three minutes , and I ' ll time you. 

MR . CARTER: Well, my comment will be just one, 

4 
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Gentlemen: 

RogerKadeg 

SAMP Public Comments 
Qty Council: Joseph Scordo· Kyle Moore· Steve Plld:ler 
Comments To SAMP Scoping 
Friday, September 21, 2018 5:12:09 PM 
Comments re SAMP Scoping dooc 
Addtional SAMP Scoping Comments,d00< 

Attached for your consideration are comments on the Scoping for the EA/EJS for the Sustainable 

Airport Master Plan (SAMP). 1 previously provided a copy of my initial comments at the Open House 

at the SeaTac Community Center. I have attached a copy of these for reference, together with 
additional new comments_ 

Sincerely, 

Roger Kadeg, M.S.; M.S.E. Managing Scientist, ret ired 

15248 29th Ave. So. 

SeaTac, WA. 98188-2008 



Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

09/18/2018 

Subject: Comments: Sustainable Airport Master Plan - Scoping 

Gentlemen: 

[ wish to submit comments to the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Scoping under 
NEP AISEPA ENEIS, and be considered a party of record. I serve as a citizen representative on 
the City of SeaTac Airport Advisory Committee, and have resided adjacent to the airport for over 
60 years. 

General Comments 

ri.) Tech Memo 08 Environmental Effects Overview notes that long range plans are not ripe for 
I environmental assessment at this time. This statement implies that scoping will focus 
l exclusively on the Near-Term projects as defined in the SAMP. Thls is problematic. The airport 
! has grown from a smaller two strip prop plane facility of the mid 19 50 's to the major 
! international airport it is today. The associated impacts of this expansion on the surrounding I residents and communities are immeasurably significant. They range from the loss/filling of 
I several bog lakes and habitat, removal of hundreds of residences for clear zones, loss of 
I businesses, and construction of runway extensions and the third runway with related pollution 
, and noise impacts (among many others), as well as new terminal buildings and cargo facilities. 
! Yet, even with the advent ofNEPA/SEPA, project impacts continue to be evaluated on an 
i isolated. segmented basis. By failing to consider the aggregated environmental impacts of the I numerous airport operations and associated numerous projects over reasonable time, the true 

1 
consequences to the adjacent local community, and specifically the present day City of SeaTac 

; have never been fully considered or assessed. Hence, impacts are undervalued or missed 
entirely, resulting in inadequate mitigation measures or inappropriate design considerations. It is 

a classic example of the old adage "Death by a Thousand Cuts". Given the existence of 
r,onceptual drawings and layouts/options for the so•calied long range/term portions of the SAMP, 

.... , I t~ere is sufficient detail to at least qualitatively consider possible impacts associated with their 
~ , development, combined with the near plan proposals. At a minimum, their consideration could 
t.1 I significantly modify proposed designs and/or associated mitigation measures. In summary. if it 

.LJs sufficiently serious to be included in the master plan. the impacts should be considered. 

2.) In relation to the above, the SAMP notes 30+ associated safety and other projects in addition 
to the construction of a new terminal facility with 19 gateways. However, there are additional 



f') 

I -

ongoing operational issues, as well as other proposed projects and projects still under 
construction, such as the new intem~tional facility. In essence, baseline conditions appear to be 
a continuum or moving target. A serious effort must be made to adequately define these 
conditions, and account for all pre.sent and ongoing projects and operations in the impact 

assessments. The scoping document must adequately enumerate and define/describe each of the 
noted 30+ projects. and require assessment of their aggregate impacts. If they are not identified 
and/or adequately described, it will be impossible to know precisely what the EA/EIS covers, 
and if assessments are accurate, It is suggested that each project be covered in a separate 
subsection under each of the main categories (as described in the noted tech memo), together 
with a summary aggregate conclusion subsection. This consideration is very important, and 
differs to a major extent from assessments conducted at many other large airports (e.g. Denver). 
There is minimal room for expansion at the present location; it has been characterized as "trying 

-::- to write a thesis on a postage stamp''. The geographic/land constraints here force all projects and 
operations to interact; which in turn results in the interactions of associated impacts. This is 

"' further complicated by the adjacent surrounding commercial and residential community. These 
interactions and constraints must be factored into the scope of the EA/EIS components. 

J .) Data Collection and Generation: While not a specific NEPA/SEP A category, the validity of 
e EA/EIS is completely dependent upon the data input into the assessments. A separate effort 

should be included in the initial phase to identify critical data gaps in each of the categories, and 
"'' where necessary generate new data/information such that meaningful assessments can be made. 

Some examples are described in the specific comments section below. Much infonnation, and 
,:,,

1 
misinformation, has been discussed by various advocacy groups regarding recent airport impacts. 
It is far past time for compilation and presentation of all supporting data and information . 

. Conflicting data sets must be evaluated and reconciled for the EA/EIS to have any credibility. 

4.) Risk Assessments: Again, not a specific NEPA!SEPA category, but a critical required 
component to conduct a meaningful EA/EIS across several categories including but not limited 
to Air Quality, Biological Resources (including Earth, and Water), Hazardous Materials and 
Pollution Prevention, Noise, and Quality of Life. It does not appear that either a comprehensive 
Human Health or Ecological Risk assessment has been recently completed to ~ddress the present 

1 airport operations or projects, let alone potential conditions associated with proposals identified 
Ill 
UJ in the SAMP. Without such information, it will be impossible to adequately address some of the 

key concerns expressed by the surrounding communities. Some examples are noted in the 
specific comments section below. 

Specific Comments 

5.) The port is a financial participant in ongoing research conducted by the University of 
Washington re: jet engine emissions; specifically nanoparticulates. Based on this group's 
recently published research from LAX, as well as studies conducted in Europe, it appears these 

-emissions are significant and have significant associated impacts.rngoing human health 



epidemiological studies suggest this class of particulates presents serious potential for adverse 
health impacts, including various lung disorders and possibly cancer. This specific health issue 
absolutely must be addressed in the EA/EfS. A discussion/evaluation of the classic particulates 

":3"- (e.g. diesel size range) does not account for the nanoparticulates, and effectively misses the most 
:f; ~~portant pollution concern. As noted above, a probabilistic human health risk assessment is 
d • required to identify the exposure pathways (including direct ingestion and uptake from 

plant/garden ingestion) as well as dermal contact, estimate exposures, and determine baseline 
(existing) risks and incremental changes (increases) associated with the projects 
roposed/identified in the SAMP. A similar ecological risk assessment is also necessary to 

c-- address the potential impacts to the surrounding flora and fauna, including pets, song birds and 
C,' fish (e.g.salmonid species). At a minimum, the new data from the UW team must be 

corporated into the assessments. Presently, there are conflicting summary data surrounding 
::l"' overall health impacts from the airport, including elevated cancer and lung diseases. All the 
' extant data sets need to be identified, compiled, and then evaluated, and integrated into the risk 

n') 

VJ assessments. To the extent possible_, conflicts in the data need to be resolved to create a valid 
working set of data/information. 

: associated with sleep interruption/deprivation from the late night early morning low level 

6.) The risk assessments above also must incorporate other exposures, not commonly considered 
_ ~oder usual evaluations. For example, under noise, what are the cumulative health risks 

;\ overflights associated primarily with the air cargo flights (e.g. the infamous 3:00 a.m. "China,, 
flight). 

7.) During certain meteorological conditions (quiescent air or inversions) one can not only smell 
but also taste the air wafting from the airport property. I have personally observed this in my 
own back yard, to such a level that 1 had to return inside. This is not all associated with aircraft, 

\t) but also includes ground operations and transport issues, and vehicle traffic. Emissions 
:•1 associated with tire skid (burnt rubber smell) from landing aircraft are also detected, The 
1,1 

aggregate of all of these with the above noted aircraft emissions must be assessed to accurately 
define both baseline conditions and projected impacts from the SAMP proposed projects. Both 
organic compounds and trace metals should be included in the evaluation. 

8.) The SA.tvfi> proposes major potential changes to location of air cargo facilities on the north 
property ( e.g. "L" parcel) as well as potential expansion of the employee parking facilities. The 
feeder roads connected to 24th Ave. So. (e.g. 152nd

, 150th, etc. heading north) as well as 
d DesMoines Way So. are grossly inadequate to handle additional traffic. (DesMoines Way is 
\ 

--9 already jammed/busy at certain times, before all the new warehouses on the Burien side have 
(;1 been opened.) Many of these roadways are narrow witb open ditches, and some may even have 

dirt under beds. They are presently signed with gross weight restrictions to deter truck traffic 
from taking short cuts (e.g. to Boeing parts facility), but these are often ignored. In addition, 
particularly with 152nd and 150th

, traffic from the employee par.king lot takes these roads, cutting 
across other side streets (e.g. 30th Ave.), These residential streets are already over capacity at 



I certain times. The EA/EIS must address these impacts; the city has no funds for major road 
~provements and does not want cargo truck traffic on its residential streets. 

• 9.) The airport owns Air Cargo Road, and can close it as proposed in some SAMP affiliated 
designs. However, this roadway has been open since the inception of the airport, and is used by 
the local residents as a convenient shortcut to avoid the busy International Boulevard going from 
north to south in the City of SeaTac, as well as accessing the I-5 1-405 on-ramps and roads to 

f" Westfield/Southcenter. It is a key link between the north part and central/south parts of the city, 
• as noted by several of the council members. It is also used extensively by all airport facility 

•.J 
r., ; traffic (e.g. cargo trucks) for a similar shortcut. Closing of this road will have major impacts: 

potentially pushing significant additional large truck traffic unto International Boulevard or 
DesMoines Way So. The issue is that due to the airport footprint and the way the surrounding 
communities developed, there are very limited major north-south routes, and no real potential to 
develop new ones or expand the existing roads. This impact must be addressed, and measures to 
mitigate or alternatives clearly defined. 

i:::,,,-

Thank-you for consideration of these comments. I plan to attend the SAMP meeting, and may 
submit additional comments after viewing the presentations. Again, the objective is to create an 
ES/EIS that will truly address the community concerns, and improve relationships with the Port. 

srkJ;u 
Roger Kade .S.; M.S.E. Managing Scientist, retired 

15248 29th Ave. So. 
SeaTac, WA 98188-2008 
rkadeg@comcast.net 
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Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

Subject: Comments: Sustainable Airport Master Plan - Scoping 

Gentlemen: 

I wish to submit comments to the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SA.MP) Scoping under 
NEPA/SEPA EA/EIS, and be considered a party of record. I serve as a citizen representative on 
the City of SeaTac Airport Advisory Committee, and have resided adjacent to the airport for over 
60 years. 

General Comments 

1.) Tech Memo 08 Environmental Effects Overview notes that long range plans are not ripe for 
environmental assessment at this time. This statement implies that scoping will focus 
exclusively on the Near-Term projects as defined in the SAMP. This is problematic. The airport 
has grown from a smaller two strip prop plane facility of the mid l 950's to the major 
international airport it is today. The associated impacts of this expansion on the surrounding 
residents and communities are immeasurably significant. They range from the loss/filling of 
several bog lakes and habitat, removal of hundreds of residences for clear zones, loss of 
businesses, and construction of runway extensions and the third runway with related pollution 
and noise impacts (among many others), as well as new terminal buildings and cargo facilities. 
Yet, even with the advent ofNEPA/SEPA, project impacts continue to be evaluated on an 
isolated, segmented basis. By failing to consider the aggregated environmental impacts of the 
numerous airport operations and associated numerous projects over reasonable time, the true 
consequences to the adjacent local community, and specifically the present day City of SeaTac 
have never been fully considered or assessed. Hence, impacts are undervalued or missed 
entirely1 resulting in inadequate mitigation measures or inappropriate design considerations. It is 
a classic example of the old adage "Death by a Thousand Cuts". Given the existence of 
conceptual drawings and layouts/options for the so-called long range/term portions of the SAMP1 

N there is sufficient detail to at least qualitatively consider possible impacts associated with their 
-'- development, combined with the near plan proposals. At a minimum, their consideration could 
vJ significantly modify proposed designs and/or associated mitigation measures. 1n swnmary. if it 

is sufficiently serious to be included in the master plan, the impacts should be considered. 

2.) In relation to the above, the SAMP notes 3o+ associated safety and other projects in addition 
to the construction of a new tenninal facility with 19 gateways. However, there are additional 



ongoing operational issues, as well as other proposed projects and projects still under 
construction, such as the new international facility. In essence, baseline conditions appear to be 
a continuum or moving target. A serious effort must be made to adequately define these 
conditions, and account for all present and ongoing projects and operations in the impact 
assessments. The scoping document must adequately enumerate and define/describe each of the 

i""J noted 30+ projects, and require assessment of their aggregate impacts. If they are not identified 
--...:. and/or adequately described, it will be impossible to know precisely what the ENEIS covers, 

I 
:::::- and if assessments are accurate. It is suggested that each project be covered in a separate 
'--1 subsection under each of the main categories ( as described in the noted tech memo), together 

with a summary aggregate conclusion subsection. This consideration is very important, and 
differs to a major extent from assessments conducted at many other large airports (e.g. Denver). 
There is minimal room for expansion at the present location; it has been characterized as ''trying 
to write a thesis on a postage stamp". The geographic/land constraints here force all projects and 

-;" operations to interact; which in turn results in the interactions of associated impacts. This is 
::.:::: further complicated by the adjacent surrounding commercial and residential community. These 
'-? interactions and constraints must be factored into the scope of the EA/EIS components. 

3.) Data Collection and Generation: While not a specific NEP NS EPA category, the validity of 
e EA/EIS is completely dependent upon the data input into the assessments. A separate effort 

should be included in the initial phase to identify critical data gaps in each of the categories, and 
ln where necessary generate new data/information such that meaningful assessments can be made. 
- Some examples are described ii, the specific conuuents section betow. Much infouuation, and 

misinformation, has been discussed by various advocacy groups regarding recent airport impacts. 
V) It is far past time for compilation and presentation of all supporting data and information. 

Conflicting data sets must be evaluated and reconciled for the EA/EIS to have any credibility. 

4.) Risk Assessments: Again, not a specific NEP A/SEPA category, but a critical required 
component to conduct a meaningful ENEIS across several categories including but not limited 
to Air Quality, Biological Resources (including Earth, and Water), Hazardous Materials and 
Pollution Prevention, Noise, and Quality of Life. It does not appear that either a comprehensive 
Human Health or Ecological Risk assessment has been recently completed to address the present 

~ airport operations or projects. let alone potential conditions associated with proposals identified 
\/) in the SAMP. Without such information, it will be impossible to adequately address some of the 

key concerns expressed by the surrounding communities. Some examples are noted in the 
specific comments section below. 

Specific Comments 

5.) The port is a financial participant in ongoing research conducted by the University of 
Washington re: jet engine emissions; specifically nanoparticulates. Based on this group's 
recently published research from LAX, as well as studies conducted in Europe, it appears these 
emissions are significant and have significant associated impacts.fngoing human health 



epidemiological studies suggest this class of particulates presents serious potential for adverse 
health impacts, including various lung disorders and possibly cancer. This specific health issue 
absolutely must be addressed in the EA/EIS. A discussion/evaluation of the classic particulates 
(e.g. diesel size range) does not account for the nanoparticulates, and effectively misses the most 
important pollution concern. As noted above, a probabilistic human health risk assessment is 
required to identify the exposure pathways (including direct ingestion and uptake from 
plant/garden ingestion) as well as dermal contact; estimate exposures, and determine baseline 
(existing) risks and incremental changes (increases) associated with the projects 
proposed/identified in the SA.MP. A similar ecological risk assessment is also necessary to 
address the potential impacts to the surrounding flora and fauna, including pets, song birds and 
fish (e.g.salmonid species). At a minimum, the new data from the UW team must be 
incorporated into the assessments. Presently, there are conflicting summary data surrounding 
overall health impacts from the airport, including elevated cancer and lung diseases. All the 

, extant data sets need to be identified, compiled, and then evaluated, and integrated into the risk 
M assessments. To the extent possible, conflicts in the data need to be resolved to create a valid 
VJ working set of data/information. 

'T 
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6.) The risk assessments above also must incorporate other exposures, not commonly considered 
under usual evaluations. For example, under noise, what are the cumulative health risks 
associated with sleep interruption/deprivation from the late night early morning low level 
overflights associated primarily with the air cargo flights (e.g. the infamous 3:00 a.m. "China" 
flight). 

7.) During certain meteorological conditions (quiescent air or inversions) one can not only smell 
but also taste the air wafting from the airport property. I have personally observed this in my 
own back yard, to such a level that I had to return inside. This is not all associated with aircraft, 
but also includes ground operations and transport issues, and vehicle traffic. Emissions 
associated with tire skid (burnt rubber smell) from landing aircraft are also detected. The 
aggregate of all of these with the above noted aircraft emissions must be assessed to accurately 
define both baseline conditions and projected impacts from the SAMP proposed projects. Both 
organic compounds and trace metals should be included in the evaluation. 

8.) The SAMP proposes major potential changes to location of air cargo facilities on the north 
'. property (e.g. "L" parcel) as well as potential expansion of the employee parking facilities. The 
' feeder roads connected to 24th Ave. So. ( e.g. 152nd, 150th

, etc. heading north) as well as 
_ 

1 
DesMoines Way So. are grossly inadequate to handle additional traffic. (DesMoines Way is 

(" already jammed/busy at certain times, before all the new warehouses on the Burien side have 
~ j been opened.) Many of these roadways are narrow with open ditches, and some may even have 
V\ : dirt under beds. They are presently signed with gross weight restrictions to deter truck traffic 

I from taking short cuts (e.g. to Boeing parts facility), but these are often ignored. In addition, 
i particularly with l 52nd and 150th

, traffic from the employee parking lot takes these roads, cutting 
j across other side streets (e.g. 30th Ave.). These residential streets are already over capacity at 



certain times. The EA/EIS must address these impacts; the city has no funds for major road 
improvements and does not want cargo truck traffic on its residential streets. 

9.) The airport owns Air Cargo Road~ and can close it as proposed in some SAMP affiliated 
designs. However, this roadway has been open since the inception of the airport, and is used by 
the local residents as a convenient shortcut to avoid the busy lnternational Boulevard go1ng from 
north to south in the City of SeaTac, as well as accessing the I-5 I-405 on-ramps and roads to 
Westfield/Southcenter. It is a key link between the north part and central/south parts of the city. 

f' as noted by several of the council members. It is also used extensively by all aimort facility 
\ traffic (e.g. cargo trucks) for a similar shortcut. Closing of this road will have major impacts; 

'--9 potentially pushing significant additional large truck traffic unto International Boulevard or 
\.I) DesMoines Way So. The issue is that due to the airport footprint and the way the surrounding 

communities developed, there are very limited major north-south routes, and no real potential to 
develop new ones or expand the existing roads. This impact must be addressed. and measures to 
mitigate or alternatives clearly defined. 

Thank-you for consideration of these comments. I plan to attend the SAMP meeting, and may 
submit additional comments after viewing the presentations. Again, the objective is to create an 
ES/EIS that will truly address the community concerns, and improve relationships with the Port. 

Sincerely, 

Roger Kadeg, M.S.; M.S.E. Managing Scientist, retired 

15248 29th Ave. So. 
SeaTac, WA 98188-2008 
rkadeg@corncast.net 



09/21/2018 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

Subject: Additional Comments: Sustainable Airport Master Plan - Scoping 

Gentlemen: 

Following are additional comments on the SAMP Scoping. These augment my comments of 
09/18/18. I will continue with the numbering from those comments, to avoid any confusion. 

':f 10.) Clarification: In.previous comment 5, I used the term nanoparticles. The UW study prefers 
t1 to term these as ultrafine particles. 

11 .) Traffic considerations: To elucidate further my previous points 8 and 9, it is important that 
specific traffic issues be further understood. Due to the airport footprint, and geographic layout 
of the adjacent cities, there are only two main north/south arterials that effectively connect the 
cities of Burien, Normandy Park, SeaTac, DesMoines, Tukwila and Renton directly with the 
airport. These are South 188th Street and 154th Street South. State Route 518 also connects some 
of these cities, but not all directly. Virtually all of the truck traffic (from 18 wheel semi's to box 
vans) coming from Interstate 405 (much via SR 167 and the valley warehouses) making 

r'- deliveries or pickups at the cargo facilities head west on SR 518 ( 405 turns into SR 518). Most 
1 of the truck traffic from Interstate 5 also takes the SR 518 exit heading west. Alternatively, some 

\.£) heading southbound on I-5 will opt to take the direct exit to So. 154th Street in Tukwila and head 
\J\ west across International Boulevard to 24th Ave. South. There are some trucks that may opt to 

take the S. 188th Street off 1-5 if they are making deliveries at the south end of the airport. This is 
N a minor percentage due to the location of the cargo facilities and the several lights and traffic on 
1 

So. 188th
. It is not a direct route to these cargo areas, passing by schools and several intersections 

"-9 on So. 188th Street. 
V7 

When WDOT constructed SR 518, they opted to not put any off ramps directly onto southbound 
International Boulevard. Instead, they provided a small turning spur onto So. 154th Street. 
(There is a sharp U-tum exit to northbound International Boulevard that serves the Rental Car 
facility, but it does not provide any direct access to So. 154th Street). Most of the truck traffic 
(from I-405 and 1-5) takes this So. 154th Street exit. Due to the proximity of this exit to the 
intersection of International Boulevard and 154th Street (which is very busy and serves the 
adjacent light rail station), WDOT will not put a traffic light on this exit, rightly claiming it 
would back-up vehicles and confound the intersection. This is a sharp, tricky turn for the seviis, 
and the traffic at this exit with a stop sign often backs up significantly onto SR 518. It is then a 

L 



straight direct route west on So. 154th Street to the light at 24th Ave. and tum onto Air Cargo 
Road to deliver or pick-up. 

Trucks could continue on SR 518 West, taking the DesMoines Way exit, going under SR 518, 
and back onto the SR 518 ramp heading east, and th.en take the So. 154th Street exit near the light 
at 24th Ave. This exit also requires a very sharp tum from the semis, with traffic racing over the 
SR 518 overpass, with view restrictions. Thus, this circuitous route is rarely if ever used by these 
trucks. 

Another alternate is to take the airport exit off SR 518 (adjacent to the So. 154th Street exit lane), 
designed primarily for the passenger terminal traffic. However, the trucks must cut through this 
traffic (lanes are often backed up) and take the So. 170th Street exit, head west to Air Cargo 
Road, and double back to the north end of the Airport. Again, not that feasible or desirable. 

The net effect of these issues is that So. 154th Street receives truck traffic at all hours of the day 
or night. It is effectively the sole access road for the majority of the cargo coming into or out of 
the airport. This is a fairly recent development. About 5 years ago, the City of SeaTac received a 
four million dollar plus grant to upgrade this impacted section of So. 154th

. It was previously a 
narrow, two lane road with open ditches and no sidewalks. It is now a wide two lane road with 
center turn lane, bicycle lanes and 8 foot wide sidewalks on each side. This expansion required 

""' the construction of several high, tapered retaining walls due to the road grade on both sides. ft 
~ will not be further altered due to this configuration. 

- ~ • The construction of the new eastbound exit ramp off SR 518 near Burien will not alleviate much 
\. \ 

of this truck traffic. As noted this traffic is primarily coming from I-405 and 1-5 heading west up 
t'J the steep hill on SR 518. At some distant point in the future, if SR 509 is ever 
I completed/connected to I-5, this might prove one viable alternative for trucks coming from the 

'-9 south. 
l/ \ 

In addition, under the proposed SAMP configurations, many/most of the cargo facilities may 
relocate to Port properties on the north side of SR 518. This move will not alter the noted 
problems with all the truck traffic on So. 154th Street. The preferred route will still be to the light 
at 24th Ave. So., turning left onto 24th instead of right onto Air Cargo Road. Depending upon 
precise locations and constructed access, some traffic may opt to take the westbound ex.it off SR 
518 to DesMoines Way So. However, as previously noted DesMoines Way So. is already 
overloaded and is inadequate to handle increased truck traffic loads (again prior to opening of 
adjacent major warehouse complex on the Burien side). There is no off ramp or on ramp from 
SR 518 to 24th Ave. So. Note also there are several school bus stops directly on So. 154th Street 
in the section of concern. 

The trucks also all return/travel east on So. 154th Street after making their deliveries or pick-ups, 
I ~:faternational Boulevard. They then tum right and quickly move to the left to gain the only 
C arby access ramp to I-405 or I-5. 



In summary, a comprehensive traffic analysis/study is required to evaluate and address these 
issues and provide additional feasible access for trucks to the cargo facilities. Actual baseline 
conditions need to be defined, and proposed configurations evaluated. This will require 
interactions with the cities as well as WDOT. The present volume of truck traffic. including 
emissions, noise and safety on So. 154 th Street is unacceptable. The current existing condition of 
SeaTac city streets is not conducive to the amount of airport traffic they presently carry, let alone 
the proposed expansions or relocation of cargo areas. Note also the thousands of employee 
vehicles that use the employee parking lot also use the So. 154th Street route per Port directions. 

12.) Related to the above traffic comment, the emissions from these trucks and employee 
vehicles must be factored into the previously noted necessary risk assessment (comment 4). In 

N addition, the emissions from the additional passenger vehicles travelling to and from the airport 
1 must be considered, as well as airport operations vehicles. 

13.) The disruptive noise of these trucks racing past my house at all hours of the night, including 
the compression braking or downshifting that often occurs as they approach the constructed 
crosswalk and barrier near the SR 518 overpass should be addressed in the noise assessment. 
The added employee vehicle traffic also increases the noise, as well as the passenger vehicles 
that use this access route, and should also be included in the assessment. 

.J) 14.) As previously noted in a handwritten comment at the open house, the back-up alarms from 
1 vehicles operating in the north cargo area provide an annoying noise that can be heard at all 

M hours at my house/yard, especially during quiescent wind conditions. It is most irritating at 
~ night. This should be addressed in the noise section, as well. 

15.) Mr. Roger McCracken ( of Master Park and McCracken properties) has previous! y provided 
the Port staff with comments re: his passenger vans which provide the majority of such traffic to 

.__ the drop-off and pick-up zones at the terminal. A key issue is the connection of the new 
I proposed terminal facility with the current terminal such that his vehicles do not have to take 
'9 circuitous routes and loops that force long, time delaying trips, or have no logical access at all. 
V) This issue will also impact the necessary traffic analysis, and must be factored in. Logical access 
N to the terminals and cargo facilities is imperative. It does no good to expand the aiq,ort if 
~ individuals cannot make their flights and/or traffic is gridlocked. There is real concern about 
\/1 traffic backing up onto city streets (e.g. 160th or 170th

), International Boulevard or the associated 
freeways (which it currently does quite often on SR 518). 

16.) Activist groups such as Quiet Skies have submitted numerous comments re: noise and 
":) emission issues. I would simply note that they have legitimate concerns. The noise and 
c:;- emissions im acts on the surroundin communities are si • ficant and continue to ex and. 

These impacts must be quantified and properly assessed, both for baseline/current conditions and 
J those associated with the proposed expansion. 

VI 



,---
1 
• 17.) Home and facility noise insulation programs previously provided by the Port were effective 
! in mitigating some of the noise impacts. They helped at my residence. The feasibility of 
► 

i reinstituting such programs for possible mitigation should be included in the scope. Details, to 
r-- l the extent possible, should be included ( e.g. four pane windows, special roof vents, attic 
~1j insulation, custom doors) and effectiveness assessed (e.g. db noise reductions). Potential areas 
~ of eligibility and cost analysis should be included. In order to be effective, the program must be 

comprehensive. As I recall, years ago the estimated Port costs were about $20,000 per home. 

18.) The EA/EIS must address the Port/FAA interactions, including responsibilities of each 
entity. It is not acceptable to simply state that it is the FAA' s jurisdiction, not the Port's, and 

~ therefore fail to address critical issues such as flight patterns. The Port must provide procedures 
~ i and proposals for working with the FAA to deter--i..uinc feasible solutions to u..itigate impacts. If 
~ the FAA does not interact, then such failures must be noted and identified as additional adverse 

Vu! impacts. The surrounding communities are frustrated with the Port and FAA's failure to 
! cooperatively interact to address key issues. 

---\ -

L-l 19.) It has previously been noted how constrained the airport is in terms of available expansion 
' areas/land, forcing difficult engineering layouts and designs. ft is imperative that the EA/EIS 
provide a detailed introductory description or vision of how the new proposed facilities will 

l operate, as well as integrate with existing facilities. This should cover the typical passenger 
arrival, off-loading, parking, pick7.lp, security stations, ticket counters, baggage handling and 
processing otc., togeti'ier with estimated capacities and processing times. Sii-nilarly, an analysis 
should be provided for all cargo facilities and processing. Details are important. The impression 
that many have of the City of SeaTac is derived in part from the individual's experience at the 

\/' airport. It is a quality of life issue, and also has a significant economic impact on the city. 
Comparisons should be made with existing conditions to those of an airport with the new 
proposed facilities. To the extent possible, these comparisons should be Quantitative, not 
qualitative. Discussions should identify the proposed changes, improvements, and provide the 

• potential passenger a clear picture of where to go/what to expect. 

"'1 20.) The light pollution, especially from the special stands lighting the north cargo area at night 

' "1 is extremely bright and may increase with the new proposed facilities. It is seen from my house. 
VJ The light impact of the current facilities and new proposed facilities must be addressed. 

Thank-you for the consideration of these additional comments. 

Sincerely, 

Roger Kadeg, M.S.; M.S.E. Managing Scientist, retired 

15248 29th Ave. So. 
SeaTac, WA 98188-2008 
rkadeg@comcast.net 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Perry I( 

SAMP public Comments 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan Comments 
Friday, 5eptember 281 2018 6:16:20 AM 

f have a list of questions/comments related to the Sustainable Airport Master Plan. 

~ !Will the Port be studying the environmental and health impacts from airplane noise and 
VJ ~missions to all of the cities and communities surrounding the airport'? 

(¥')~ill the Port be utilizing any of the recent or pending research related to airports, emissions, 
)._ fine particles, and ultrafine particles? Particularly as it relates to the Seatac airport and the 
fl) surrounding communities. 

~ \Does the Port have plans to work on the mitigation of airplane emissions? Both as it relates to 
-Z LJhe environment and to the health of the surrounding communities. 

Tr~ -::: LWhat will the Port do if the growth projections prove to be too little? 
(/l 

Perry Kent 
12 l Southwest 154th St Burien. WA 98166 
perry.pnw@gmaiJ.com 
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and I'm JUSt hired to serve in this capacity. I 'm not 

employed by the agency; I'm just contracted. 

MR. KINNEY: I was just wondering about your 

independence . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Well, I think rrm 

independent . I don't have any official position with regard 

to this. 

MR. KINNEY: Okay. I ' m going to start my three 

minutes now? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: My introduction 

didn't count against your time. 

MR. KINNEY: My concern is noise. Not much of 

the airport project matters to me beyond the fact that it 

puts more airplanes out more quickly; denser traffic noise, 

basically. I understand that the noise will be analyzed by 

a model -- via a modeL that takes into account a few 

microphone locations that are already established in this 

area. And it doesn ' t appear that there ' s any return 

calibration of that model or validation of that model aside 

! from just those few. 

' j And my main concern is that I believe that the 

22 measurement -- that far more measurements around the area 

23 1need to be taken farther out, probably as much as at least 

24 j ten miles or maybe 15 minutes away from the end of the 

25 
' 
rrunway. Maybe laterally it ' s less , but certainly nor th and 
t 

Northwest Court Reporters * 206 . 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780 .6972 
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!
south it needs to be more frequently. 

I would like to see an advance of t he use of the 

airport at these higher frequencies and whatnot ~ that the 

' noise limits are established prior to -- prior to the 

.:1nc1lysis . And the noise needs to be presented in a manner 

tha t 's not just minimum and maximum noise levels but an 

average ct.BA or whatever. 
~ 

you . 

That's it. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Okay . Two minutes. 

~,R . KINNEY: I'm good. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Concise. Thank 

With that, we are ready for the presentations by Susan 

White ; is that right? 

MS. WHITE: Yes. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Okay . And Wasiro 

Azzam. 

MR. AZZAM: Corr ect. 

HEARING OFFICER PHIL IPSEN : Okay. Very good. 

I will be timing you. Please begin. 

MS. WKITE : It ' s not going to take more than 

three minutes. 

HEARING OFFICER PHI LIPSEN : We ' ll see. 

MS. WHITE : Should I say my name and address? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Yes, please. Just 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623 . 6136 * Toll F%ee 866 . 780 , 6972 
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SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
Issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this fonn to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 

f .Cu7,.. t'.'i:o/ ~c~Ar-e.ef c,.,6o?A..,,-/- z& 

Submit comments to: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
SAMP@portseattte.org 
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SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near•Term Projects at 
Seattle•Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near•Terrn Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
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to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Anne Kroeker 
SAMP public Comment, 
RJchard Leeds 
SAMP Near Tenn Projects Scoping Comments 
Friday, September 28, 2018 10:51:09 AM 
SAMP Near Term projects Sroplng comments.doQ( 

Environmental justice is the movement to ensure that no community suffers 
disproportionate environmental burdens or goes Without enjoying fair environmental 
benefits. 
Van Jones 

Re. SEPA and NEPA for the proposed SeaTac Airport Master Plan Near Term Projects reviews 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

I and my husband, Richard Leeds are submitting comments to this scoping process for the 

SEPA and NEPA for the proposed SeaTac Airport Master Plan Near Term Projects reviews. 

Additionally, public comments were previously submitted by myself, via Quiet Skies Puget 

Sound, which I also support. 

While we applaud the. recognition and pursuance for all public projects to receive full and 

adequate environmental review, we cannot condone this particular process going forward, in 

0 
its current form, as it does not include any of the projects already started and under operation 

J- for the oast 20 vears nor anv of the ones after 2027. which is less than 10 vears out. and 

VJ I inadeq~ately c~vers long te~m needs and expectati~ns for the Port of Sea~tle opera-tions. 

For the 10 reasons we have submitted, we strongly request resetting this public comment 

process to include the missed time periods for all changes to airport operations and 

infrastructure done prior to, and all those that will be planned to be completed subsequent to 

this short term airport and operational plan proposal. 
---. 

Thank you for your attention and consideration, 

Anne Kroeker and Richard Leeds 
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Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

11na 1Larson 

SAMP Pubnc Comments 
Fw: You have got to be kidding me ..... 
Frfday, September 28, 2018 8: 10:38 PM 

From: Tina Larson 
Sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 8:09 PM 
To: samp@portseattle.com 
Subject: You have got to be kidding me .... . 

Listen, I live in Blakely Manor, I just found out through the BTown blog that tonight is the last 

night to submit public comments. I tried to down load the "samp" questions, It didn't work, I 

can't actually edit and submit the document requesting that the studies suggested be done. 

Here's what I will tell you. I have lived here for 7 years, the air noise was not an issue 7 years 

ago. In the past year the air noise has become a TREMENDOUS ISSUE. I cannot have a 

conversation in my yard without pausing to let the plane overhead pass so we can continue to 

~ runway ..... l'm listening to it right now, it's overwhelming and I am INSIDE my house. It wakes 

r
speak to one another. The noise is unacceptable. I believe it is the use ofthe 3rd 

~ me up at night, it interrupts my day, it makes me NOT WANT TO LIVE IN MY HOME anymore. 

<t3irplanes now pass OVER my house, it looks like I could throw a rock and hit one they're so 

_[close. I am afraid to eat my tomatoes out of my own little garden because there is jet fuel all 

-1! over me and my house. My property value is going to pf um met if you do not maintain your 

'2 Lend of the bargain. I see what is happening, the air noise and traffic has gradually increased, 

we all adjusted, but little by little it's reached a "fevered pitch" and now there is not enough 

time for residents to take heed ... .. t he Delphi method, isn't that what it's called. I cry "wolf"! I 

want ALL the studies done! You cannot railroad the working middle class like this, it is 

absolutely reprehensible. 

Tina Larson 

17035 Ambaum Blvd So 

Burren, WA 98148 
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Public Mee ting - September 10, 2018 

r need to study. I haven ' t really run into anyone that 

1 . suggests there ' s a reason not to start the siting process 

' 

immediately, other than folks that have an interest in 

economic growth right here in a very specific and small 

I sliver of our state, our region. If that ' s what you want, 
f 
' then you want to handle all of the region ' s growth at 

Sea-Tac Airport. If you want an even and fair distribution 

of the costs and burdens of aviation, and perhaps even 

improve the overall efficiency in the long run, then you ' d 

want to jump on a regional ai r por t as soon as possible. 

Whether we can get that, I don't know. I think it should be 

included in the scope. 

Those are my comments . You've been very patient. You 

gave me extr a time, and I really appr eciate that . I know -

I work with court reporters , and I know I just wo r e her out. 

So you've been very good. Thank you for helping me out 

tonight . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Well , you ' ve had a 

lot to say, and there was time. 

MR. EDMISTON : I appreciate it . 

MR. LEWIS : Well , I want to talk about demand, 

or actually, you know, hopefully generate some responses 

from responsible officials at the Port of Seattle about 

demand and how it ' s defined. 

I ' m a retired air traffic controller and whistleblower, 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623.6136 * Tol.l. Free 866 . 780 . 6972 
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was forced into retirement ten years ago by the FAA. But as 

sort of an odd hobby, I ' ve developed a website; it's been 

running for six years now, Aviation Impact Reform . And I do 

a lot of research on what's going on at airports across the 

country, and I ' ve been looking a lot the last few years at 

Seattle, in Sea-Tac, because these happen to be my roots as 

a child and growing up here, and I still have aging parents 

here. 

I'm concerned about what really appears to be going on, 

the alleged demand, that is defined, for example, by one of 

the graph boards there, one of the displays. It's implied 

12 that it ' s consumer demand, which would be, you know, the 

13 natural demand we would want to accommodate i n an industry 

14 as we expand infrastructure, but in reality it's airline 

15 demand; that the Port needs to get serious about documenting 

16 with great preci s i on the number of passengers that are 

Nl 7 1 flying through this airport greatly bumping up the airline 

~ 18 profit bottom line, because the airlines make their money as 

\ / )19 much by flying anybody as they do by flying people through 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

airports. That's a reality . We understand that, that when 

Delta came in here in 2 012, they started -- basically, they, 

you know, raised the bar. And both Delta and Alaska are 

doing a lot of a hub traffic here, and that's creating 

enormous growth in impacts around the airport. 

Those impacts correlate with the gr owth in operations . 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206.623.6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780 . 6972 
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The growth in operations do not correlate with population 

growth. The chart on there that's displayed shows a 

0.6 percent annual population growth in the current decade, 

2017 to 2027, when you look at the numbers on that 

particular chart, and I have a PDF of it from the July 17 

SAMP presentation. 

But Port -- Puget Sound Regional Council just reported 

tbat our growth rate is one and a half percent; it's even 

higher. They've got that growth, and yet this year, if you 

look at the numbers, FAA ' s official ATADS OPSNET numbers for 

operations at Sea-Tac , the first seven months of 2018 are 

5.6 percent higher than the first seven months of 2017. 

Now, we all understand, or we should understand, that 

there hasn ' t been a ten- fold increase in people in the Puget 

Sound area suddenly saying, ''Let's do a whole bunch more 

flying.tt It ' s because more passengers are flying through, 

more operations are being scheduled, creating more 

passengers flying t hrough to assist the airlines' bottom 

line. 

So what I'm suggesting is that the Port of Seattle 

needs to -- since they ' re taking money from the local 

community i n taxes in serving us, you know, as their 

constituency, they shouldn't be just focusing on serving and 

accommodating airline demand, airline capacity demand; they 

should be accommodating other demands and balance with that, 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206.623.6136 • Toll Free 866.780.6972 
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such as for the local community . And some of those demands 

that are arising have to do wi th the i mpacts, where you 

stand outside this door most times a day here on a 

university campus , and you can't have a conversation without 

having an airplane every minute blasting over and 

interfering. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You 're at three, 

but I ' l l give you another minute. 

MR. LEWIS : I'll run just a tad more. 

So basically , the Port of Seattle needs to, you know, 

somehow bring in some balance to how they are advocating, 

you know, they are behaving on this . They are clearly , 

unfortunately, accommodating and overly accommodating the 

industry . That needs to change ; otherwise we ' re going to 

see continued degradation of what used t o be -- what still 

is for people -- a fleeting, you know, formerly wonderful 

place to live. People cannot enjoy their y,ards anymore; you 

can ' t enjoy barbecues . It's not just the noise; it ' s what 

they're breathing. 

And if we keep feeling like we have to accommodate the 

airline capacity needs, we're just going to trash this whole 

area, turn it into nothing but an industrial dump. So I 

would hope that the Port would come on board with advocating 

for the people who provide their basic tax funds and support 

their programs and not just be advocating alone for 

Northwest Court Reporters• 206.623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866.780 . 6972 
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Please accept the attachment as my comments for your SAMP Environmental Review 
'scoping'. A confinnation of receipt would be appreciated. 



September 28, 2018 

Port of Seattle, via email (SAMP@portseattle.org) 

Dear Sir or Madame, 

Please accept this letter as my abbreviated comments on the Port of Seattle's 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review. While my 
responses are abbreviated, I will gladly offer much more detail, if one of your officials 
makes a sincere request that indicates my effort will be matched by POS effort. 

I attended two Open Houses (Highline and Federal Way) and engaged in lengthy 
discussions with badge-wearing personnel who worked for POS, FAA, or as paid 
contractors. Here are my comments based on ( 1) what I observed at the Open Houses, (2) 
the discussions I had those two evenings, and (3) my intensive online research:1 

1. POS et al are knowingly and fraudulently pitching a false ' Demand Myth'. For 
example, you want/need us regular people to believe that our consumer demand is 
driving the roughly 40% increase in airport operations at Sea-Tac, from 2012 
through 2018. But, you know quite well, this is not consumer demand; it is 
'airline demand' related to the creation of Delta's latest hub. The growth since 
2012 far outstrips regional population growth. You know the reality that you cr: f intentionally try to distort: both hub airlines (Delta and Alaska) are pressuring 

~ f POS and FAA (ATC) to excessively grow ' runway throughput', solely to 
VJ l accommodate their profit-seeking hub development schemes. Sadly, both POS 

and FAA refuse to constrain these two hub airlines in their excessive scheduling. 
There is no capacity management being practiced by either the airport authority 
(POS) or the federal regulator (FAA). Both POS and FAA strongly appear to be 
captured, serving only industry and at great cost to the communities. 

a -\ -

2. The graph posted at the Open Houses, showing operations and enplanements by 
year, was posted to deceive citizen participants. There is absolutely zero evidence 
that the Puget Sound area is unique within the U.S., where consumer demand (as 
in per capita air trips per year) is far out-stripping regional population growth. The 
core reason for the enormous per capita enplanement gains at Sea-Tac since 2012 
is the intensified hub scheduling by Delta and Alaska, and the unmitigated 
willingness of both FAA and POS to accommodate these two airlines. In 2018, 
we are seeing much higher percentages of through-passengers (those who pass 
through this growing hub, but never even leave the airport during their trip). POS 

1 My background research focused on the Sea-Tac airport history and master plans (including the current 
SAMP), as well as other FAA-funded 'sustainability' plans across the U.S. 
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has the data and needs to share the data with the people who are impacted, from 
Shoreline to Vashon to Tacoma, so that the impacts can be understood and 
educed. 

3. POS was created to serve THE PEOPLE, but as so often happens, over time you 
have instead become a servant of narrow corporate power. In your current 
capacity, POS is dis-serving the people. Your airport management, development 
and future plans are all increasingly destructive to health and quality of life for the 
residents who have no choice but to pay truces into your program each year. There 
is a total lack of balance between what POS is doing related to Sea-Tac, and what 
the people need POS to do. 
The term ·sustainable' is commonly understood to relate to finding a fair balance 
between two opposites, such as serving corporations versus serving people, or 
such as aiding commercial profits while minimizing residential pollution impacts. 
In this context, POS has shown a total incapacity to act sustainably; not just today, 
but for decades. 
There is no validity in appending the word 'Sustainable' at the front end of your 
latest airport master plan. This is pure, propagandistic greenwash. 
One thing that the people need POS to do is simple: advocate back to Congress 
and to FAA, to shift the rules and regulations away from what they have become, 
thanks to industry lobbyists.2 Advocate for the people, to restore local control, and 
then follow th.rough with hourly flow-rate limits, night-time curfews, and other 
'balancing' policies that ensure commercial and residential interests can coexist in 
good health. I asked nearly every 'white-badge' at the two Open Houses, what 
they do to advocate FOR THE PEOPLE; not one 'white-badge' offered a valid 
answer. 
Lastly, POS should be ashamed of their failures at these recent Open Houses. Not 
just for the numerous empty white-boards, but also for the rampant deflection of 
questions. Over and over again, I saw good questions by many different 
concerned citizens; the questioned were asked, but drew no answers; instead, the 
'white-badge' would say 'write that into your comment' or say 'you should talk to 
so-and-so' and refuse to answer.3 

We depend on you to manage our airport. Please ditch your ugly habit of corporate
serving spin and greenwasbing. Please come back to serving the people, and push true 
sustainably, finding a fair balance where Sea-Tac is OUR airport again. 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Lewis4 

2 Two of many needed changes: (l) abandon the DNL metric and replace it with REAL noise metrics; and, 
(2) restore meaningful LOCAL CONTROL by the local community (as was taken away by Congress, under 
ANCA in 1990). 
3 These referrals were always dead-ends; 'so-and-so' always fuiJed to provide a substantial answer, too. 
◄ My standing: I grew up in Seattle and Kent; today, I care for relatives from Bothell to Skyway, including 
my parents. I am also a retired FAA ATC whistleblower and blog about FAA and aviation impacts at the 
aiREFORM.com websiJe. 
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SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near•Term Projects at 
Seattle·Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 

Submit comments to: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
Toi 
Subject: 
Date: 

Quiet Skies 
lordvldj@yahOo,com: SAMP Public Comments 
Re: Airport more fllghts 
Monday, September 17, 2018 10:41:58 AM 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comment below by Mr. & Mrs. Lord of Federal Way, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEP A ElS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Lords be deemed unacceptable, please email 
all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 

On Fri, Sep 14, 2018 at 7:08 PM Vicki Lord <lordvicki@yahoo.com> wrote: 
~ I. No limit on full-time use of the 3rd Runway 2. Another 80,000 annual "Near Term" 
~ flights 3. Undefined "Phase 2" growth 4. How noisy will it become in our region? 5. What 
tu are our risk to our health and the environment? 6. How does SAMP impact crime, property 
~ values, environmental justice, and our quality oflife? 7. What health and mitigation studies 
~ are underway? 8. What does the global science say today about these risks? 9. What about 

v1 the growth beyond 2027? 

Can you answer these questions. They are very concerning 

Thank you. Vicki and Brian Lord 
30939 36th Ave SW. federal way 98023 

Sent from my vlordiPhone. 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Lorie Lucky 

SAMP Public Comments 
Review of Port''s Sustalnable Master Plan. 
Wednesday, September 19, 2.01810:34:2.S AM 

I am commenting as a resident of the southern-most tip of Des Moines, at Redondo 
Beach. 

As with many residents, my main concerns are air pollution and noise, which may 
otherwise be referred to as sound pollution. 

~ Street, it is very noisy all the way down to where we live. Even more traffic overhead 
t rulthough the original sound mitigation plan only extends, apparently, to S. 216th 

~ would considerably impact our quality of life, and the property values of this otherwise 
if1 lovely area of the state. 

M. 1 0 have already soundproofed my bedroom window, but still use a white noise machine 
~ and ear plugs in order to sleep without disruption from overhead traffic. I have a 
:z friend who leaves once a month, for a weekend break from the noise. 

-os there ever a consideration for a 'more-than-commuter airport' in Yakima or the tri
c\. cities, to reduce the necessity for eastern Washington residents to funnel through 

<YJ Sea-tac? 

c;o j7ncreasing air traffic noise will hasten the extinctions of small birds and creatures in 
;;;- ~ he South Sound, along with disturbing humans. 

What is Sea-tac's plan for sound mitigation all the way down to Federal Way?? 

Thank you for providing this opportunity to comment on the Master Plan. 

Lorie Lucky 
28313 Redondo Way S., Unit 101 
Des Moines, WA 98198-8256 
Phone: 206322-7332 
Email: lorie916@gmail.com 
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Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Bemedine umd 

SAMP Public comments 
Comments on SAMP 
Friday, September 28, 201810:47:23 AM 

SAMP Comment #1.pdf 
SAMP Comment #2.Qdf 
SAMP C.Omment #3.pdf 
SAMP Comment #4.pdf 

Attached are 4 comment sheets for the SAMP environmental review 

Bernedihe Lund 
824 S 296th Place 
Federal Way, WA 98003 
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The newly implemented flight paths put airplar.es over the same houses constantly throughout the day 

and night. For example, I have recorded 100 planes in just under 2 hours one evening in early Sept 

2018, and this is not unusual. Flights every½ - 2 minutes can happen any time during the day from 5 

AM to 12 PM, and can last for as little as 10 min to over 2 hours. There is no way to predict when the 

noise will start or stop. During the time of the overflight, you cannot hold a usual conversation with a 

person right next to you. And when the planes come every 1-2 minutes, there is no time when you are 

--z. not hearing aircraft noise. This type of noise is more than an annoyance, and the ONLdb does not 

capture what is really happening. 

This constant aircraft noise is like water torture (a drop of water on your head that you cannot prevent), 

something that seems small until it happens over and over and over again. Torture, like water torture, 

can cause serious injury and death, and if survived can cause PTSD. The airplane noise is like the water 

torture. Studies have already shown that there is an increased risk various health problems, such as 

high blood pressure, cardiac arrest, sleeplessness, hearing loss, and other health effects. 

The constant airplane noise over our house has stolen our ability to enjoy our home and yard, 

something we have worked on for over 33 years. Mitigation may help some homes if you stay inside 

with the windows closed and if the contractor is competent. There are reports that the mitigation POS 

used in the past was poorly done and the company is now out of business. 

\ Qx: What mitigation is planned for homes under the new flight paths? 
('-7 

2 Qx: What mitigation is planned for people who want to enjoy their decks and yards? 

~G t<1 Qx: How and when will the Port modify its procedures to have less impart on the people on the ground. :z. . 
~f o.x: How will the Port reimburse residents for lost property values? How will the port 

....9 j- Ox: Currently the POS shows a large economic benefit to increasing the capacity of the airport. Any 

, I model ofthe changes will show a profit when negative impacts are not included. When and how will 

~ L!he costs of negative impacts of the airplane overflights be added to the cost model. 
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Health effects to people near and working at the airport: Studies are coming out each week about the 

negative health impacts of living with noise and jet engine toxic chemicals. Some of the most 
conceming studies are of effects on children. These include slower learning, less concentration, and 

absorption of toxic chemicals released from jet engines. 
- What and when will the POS protect the communities under the flight paths from the effects of the jet 
noise and toxic chemicals? 

- How far away from the airport is it safe to build schools? 
- How will the POS notify current schools and communities planning to build new schools of the risk of 

being too close to the airport? 
- What new measures will the POS offer current schools to clean the areas {soil, water, playgrounds, 

r etc.) around current schools to protect children? 

! 
-Descri~e how you will protect employees such as flight attendants and pilots, ground crews, etc. from 

long term exposure to airplane emissions. 
~~~Describe how you will change policies so that employees who point out safety issues will be protected 

~ from demotions, firing, etc. ---2 
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SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Web>me to the ~ MNting for bt NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for ht Neu-Term PRJiecta at 
Seald9-Tecoma lntamatlonaJ Airport. Sooprng ii the procesa for ~g the 9Ccpe of 
lsau• hit wlN be addressed In the tln\lironrnental l"8WIW document and identify conc:ems 
r9gllding poterllial environmental effec:11 of the Near-Tenn Profecte. ANN UN tNe lonn ID 
sut>mtt wrlten comments regarding the 9eope of the enW'Or'JINlntal review, attaching additional 
pe.gN If necwary. Ellher 19tum tha form to the commant tabte here at lhe mNting. or mail to 
hi addraa below. PINN no1e 1hal this bm is pre addressed on the 11Nerae side If ycu wistl 
to fold and mai 1h&s ..,._ wilh your oomrnenbl. 
C.:umc •--beNNllifvMbylD;I •••a. 

Jet fuel is currently delivered to the Sea-Tac Fuel Farm by Olympic Pipeline from Anacortes. The plan is 

to add 4 more fuel storage tanks to the existing 8 tanks, a 50% increase. A POS spokesperson said the 

increase in jet fuel will go through the same Olympic Pipeline pipes using faster throughput. 

• Does the increase throughput mean the pipes will be under increased pressure? If so, how will 

Olympic Pipeline ensure there are no ruptures in the line with the increased pressure? 

• What is the maintenance schedule for the underground delivery pipes and the current large 

Olympia Pipeline from Anacortes? 

• What system has been set up in case of pipe rupture or tank rupture? Describe how it will be 

increased to accommodate the increased rate of delivery of the fuel. Describe how it will be 

protected from earthquakes and other natural disasters. such as lightening and fire. 

Describe the current security around the fuel depot. 

- How is it protected from active attacks, such as explosives? 

- Currently there is only a gate with lock - which is not sufficient to keep out large trucks that 

can break through the fence. When will sufficiently strong gates be added. 

- Is the area protected on all sides? There are other areas of the Port of Seattle that do not have 

adequate security gates to stop large trucks, and there is one dirt road that only has a security 

sign. When will these security risks be addresses&> 

Scbnl&011, .. a,: 

Mr.SIIWR)t)cll 
PortalSeallle 
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P.0.Box88727 
Sedle.WAN118 
SAWO~e.org 

FROM~ Pr1nt): 
Name: l?vo cd «►:. L'-' vt'-' 

Addrae:s: ~ i 4 S. 29 h -Hi f'J/1-.µ._ 

r-~q1. s.»~ uiA , t.f sOJ3 
) 



-Port~ 
of5eattle COMMENT FORM 

SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
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SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AJRPORT 

WfNCOffl8 to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for ht Neu-Term Prqeets at 
Sean.Tacoma International Alrpott. ScopslQ ia the procw for def8nnlning ht S00pe of 
luues that wll be addressed In the envfronmental 1WWM document and identify concems 
regaldlng potential environmental effecla of the Near• Tann Profecta. Pteaa UN 1h18 bm to 
submit Mttten comments regarding the ecope ot the .,~, ..-view, attaching additional 
pagee If nec:11■asy. 81\ar retum sr,, tom, to the cornmant taa. hera If the mNCing. or mai to 
the ,iddrme below. Pleue nollt that this form is pre addff!S98d on the reverse side If you wtltl 
to fold and mail ..... wlh your 00fflmllfllll. 
Col••••--•rH■kad~l■,:-111 a.2011. 

~

irport security 

rom looking an maps and pictures, there are several access points that .seem each to breach the POS 
rounds. For example, there is one dirt road with no gate, only a sign saying private property, and other 

~ gates with locks that could be easily broken by a vehicle. 

~ - Describe plans and schedule for bringing security around the entire SeaTac area up to current 
~ recommendations. -< -Describe how you will keep up to date with security and not let it lapse again. 

- What are the plans to rapidly inform communities about toxic hazards should there be a rupture in the 
fuel tanks or pipeline? 

Submit commenf& lo; -;!! l/ 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request· Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please incJude a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How dcas overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

jV.-~f' human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

· Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

,rif'A human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key: But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for an of Des Moines, Federal 

y-v-ifl environmental impacts Federal Way, . Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013.present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wortdwide) 

• Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any fa-~~ health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from ovemight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique• Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3n1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3n1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3"' Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the hea'lth and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 

• if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 8. 

Name: ,lAti--tf h.,v., M&--i..J 

Address: :2 lo 3 <o 1...\.--K. Jl,,v.,_ <; . 
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SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL Al RPO RT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Tenn Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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Submit comments to: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
SAMP@portseattle.org 



From: 
To: 

Subject: 
Date: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PYblic comments: mmarkkanen@comcast.net 
Re: Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 6:54:35 PM 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Marianne Markkanen, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEP A EfS SAl'vlP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle1s 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fomi. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Markkanen be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Slues Puget Sound 
Team Member 
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of Seattle COMMENT FORM 

SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either retum the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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Submit comments to: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
SAMPO portseattle.org 
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SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for detennining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this fonn to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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Submit comments to: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
SAMP@portseattle.org 
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SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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Submit comments to: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA98168 
SAMPOportseattle.org 
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SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for detennining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
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Pub1ic Meeting - September 19 , 2018 

getting ready at three minutes? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Sure . I can give 

you a half a minute left. You can go over a little bit if 

you need to. I'll just let you know, and I can warn you if 

necessary. 

MS. MARKKANEN: Okay. My name is Marianne 

Markkanen. I l ive at 20613-12th South in SeaTac above 

the -- r live below the third runway. 

When I bought the house in 1999 no Realtor mentioned 

che -- I knew there was Runways 1 and 2, but I had no idea 

there was going to be a third runway built. When the third 

runway was built, we were told that it would just be for 

overflow. I now hear at least 50 to a hundred planes come 

over, especially between the hours of 7:00 to 11 :00. 

My cable reception is bad. My cell phone reception, 

everybody that comes to visit me says I have the worst cell 

phone reception. It's affecting my hearing. Once a year I 

have to get my house washed because of the jet fuel 

emissions that come down on my vinyl siding. And I have -

if I leave my car outside, in the morning there ' s all kinds 

of crap that comes down from the airplanes. 

And it ' s basically the air quality that I'm concerned 

with. And also, I understand that even though there's noise 

monitor little boxes in the area that there ' s nothing that 

captures air quality, what ' s going on with the air quality. 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206. 623 . 6136 * To11 Free 866.780.6972 
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Public Meeting - September 19 , 2018 

And that's one of my main requests for this, you know, 

environmental study, is to -- I understand there are some 

air quality monitors, but they ' re like a ways from t he 

airport. And those of us that are affected are right by the 

airport right under the runways. 

The Port has already cut down thousands of trees; you 

know, we protested that. The trees catch t he emissions. 

They claim that they had a compla.i.nt frum a p.i..lul Lha.L lL 

was not safe, so they went ahead and cut down all these 

trees. 

So I want to see out of this SAMP something for the 

community. 1 was told back about five years ago that my 

house was too young for a third -- three-pane window 

program. I f eel that the amount of volume that they ' re 

anticipating for this airport, that that program should be 

aggressively started. 

We need to see that the Port and the FAA care about the 

community. Right now all I see is that the plan is for 

increased volume of passengers, more bui l ding and making the 

airport larger . And t hey ' re goi ng to do all of this 

increase with three runways. I don ' t get it. We ' ve needed 

a regional a i rport for years, and I don't see any plans on 

the books for a regional airport . New York has JFK, 

LaGuardia. We need -- for the increaset we're the nint h 

biggest airport in the country, we need another regional 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623.6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780.6972 
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Publi c Meeting - September 10 , 2 018 

speaking. 

And your name is ? 

MS. MARKKANEN; Marianne, MAR I ANNE, 

Mar~kanen, MARKKA NE N. 

BEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And can you give us 

an address, please? 

MS . MARKKANEN: 20613-12th Avenue South in 

SeaTac 98198. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : And an email 

address? 

MS. MARKKANEN: M, and my last, 

markkanen@comcast.net. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN! Thank you. 

So now you have three minutes. I ' ll time you. 

MS. MARKKANEN : I'm making a statement because 

I live underneath the third runway . When I bought the house 

in 1999, I had never lived that close to the airport before. 

No Realtor told me about the third runway. 

Fast-forward, the third runway is built right over my 

roof. We were told by the Port that it was going to be only 

for overflow. Now between eight and eleven -- at times , the 

planes fly over one a minute . How they can come that fast , 

I don ' t know . But the roar of the planes creates a cloud of 

pollutants, so when you step outside of my house, you smell 

jet fuel fumes. The berries in the area don't grow. I have 

Northwest Co\1%'t Repo%ters * 206 . 623.6136 * Tol l Free 866 . 780.6972 
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Public Meeting - September 10 , 2018 

to have my house washed off every year; I have plastic 

siding. It'·s because of the amount of stuff coming out from 

the sky from the planes. 

I 'm worried about my health . I don ' t see any studies 

being published about the effect of the airport and the 

increase on my health. And I feel that the community has 

been consistently lied to. And there ' s no trust, very 

little, between the people and the Port of Seattle. 

We need another airport; we need another runway to 

accommodate all of the changes that -- of the increase in 

the volume of the planes . But basically, I live daily with 

the roar of airplanes over my head, which affects my 

television reception, cell phone, computer reception. 

-
So that ' s why I'm here. 

HEARING OFFICER PHTLIPSEN : Are you finished? 

MS. MARKKANEN: Yes. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : You 're under time. 

Thank you very much. 

MS. MARKKANEN: You're welcome. Thanks for 

being here. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: It ' s a pleasure. 

MR. THOMPSON: Hi . There's about three things 

that really -- two or three things that really concern me. 

rne is, we have an ultrafine particle study being done at 

I the University of Washington . That is due to be completed 

Northw•st Court Reporters* 206.623 . 6136 * Tol1 Pr•• 866 . 780 . 6972 
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SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near•Tenn Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for detennining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Tenn Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the fonn to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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it. Thank you very much. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : With that, I open 

this phase of the hearing for James McCartney. And you have 

4 three minutes and I'll be timing you. 

'-
5 MR. MCCARTNEY : Oka y. I have lived in the same 

6 1house on Star Lake since 1988. I was never underneath a 
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\ flight path that used to run parallel to Pacific Highway 

South. And now in the last couple years you have been 

flying over my house, and this last Sunday I had four 

fllyhts over my house, dead center, about 700 feet up. I 

believe the correct solution is not to cram more flights 

into this airport 1 or more runways. Build A new runway ,__ 

somewhere else, either as it was proposed in the ' 90s, east 

of Bellevue, or north, expanding Everett airport, or go 

south of Olympia or use Br emerton because this is noise 

pollution. 
~ 

I am woken up at 3 : 00 in the morning, usually, 2:00 in 

the morning, because the flights s t art at 11:00 over the top 

of my house , and they don't stop until about four in the 

morning . And I have a concrete t ile roof that rattles when 

these planes are going over. So there's two tons of 

concrete over my head with the fear of it c r ushing me 

because of the vibrati ons of these planes. 
....... 

It would be advisable they go somewhere else; otherwise 

I will be insisting that the Port of Seattle pays for 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780.6972 
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quadripane windows and closed cell phone insulations to 

deaden the sounds, beca·use the more panes of glass, the mon~ 

insulation in sound reduction happens. But my best solution 

is to have a contractor that I choose to put it in, since 

the jobs done for the Burien and Des Moines area seem to be 

failing and have a lot of subpar contractors put it in, and 

the,y ' re ha.ving mold remediation problems. And the 

quadripane windows that were installed there are failing 

now. 

That's my nutshell, I guess . I don ' t know . I was 

trying to cram it all in. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You ' re under three 

minutes. 

MR. MCCARTNEY: Go build it somewhere else is 

basically it. I was never under a flight path . And it 

starts about 11:00 to 3:00 in the morning, and my health is 

affected thrdugh sleep. These bags aren ' t from work; it's 

from not bei ng able to sleep. So thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: It is now 8:25, and 

there are no other speakers signed up to speak . I am 

officially closing tonight ' s oral comment portion of the 

scoping meeting . 

(Public meeting concluded at 8:25 p.m.) 
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To: 
Subject: 
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Mike McDowell 
SAMP public comments 
Public Scoping Sea Tac / Sustainable Airport Master Plan 
Friday, September 28, 201810:48:16 AM 

r am a long time resident of Seattle's Beacon Hill. l purchased my home in 2012. At that time 
the aircraft noise was tolerable and not a huge nuisance. I and my neighbors could sleep with 

_ our windows open at night during the summer and most of the time be able converse on the 
1 1 street without interrupting the conversation because of the aircraft noise. At that time and up 
~ i until a few years ago the aircraft noise was predictable and somewhat tolerable. It would start 
- I each morning and generally subside by 1 0am.The same was true for the evenings, it was 
-+ generally quite by I Opm and you could generally rely on 6 to 8hrs of relative quite each night. 

_j; That is definitely not the case now. We can no longer sleep with our windows open (My wife 
1 I and r have resorted to wearing earplugs and purchased a "white noise" machine because the 
~ noise is non stop each night WELL past midnight .. .365 days a year. It's impossible to get a 

good nights sleep. Aircraft noise is what we hear when we go to bed .. . and what we wake up 
to each and every morning ... 365 days a year. 
The noise affects my 6 yo daughters sleep and has had breathing problems. She attends 
Beacon Hill elementary which is a block away and the entire school is subject to the same 
noise. 

-;- [ With all those planes comes the poUution fallout.. .. we have black soot on our cars, window z sills etc. Which we ALL are breathing. 

lli
e can no longer enjoy being outdoors ... it's NEVER peaceful in our neighborhood because 

';) of the constant aircraft noise. The aircraft noise is equivalent to a hair dryer being turned on 
-5.i (this is Greener Skies / Next Gen's own wording when it comes to the " level" of noise from 

e overhead aircraft) 
I attended the meetings a few years ago when both programs were announced {The first 
meeting was in BALLARD The public outcry was so loud that subsequent meetings were held 
in the Beacon Hi II area. The end result was at the "final" meeting as per the FAA official ''go 
home ... this is going to happen .. there is nothing you can do about it'' 

.:,- flights a day are flying directly over Beacon Hill. 
("(l Llotal air operations are at 416,000 as of 20 l 7 .... the math on those numbers is that 1, l 00 • 

~ '. ncrease to 480,000 in 2027. Increase to 540,000 in 2034. Beacon Hill has seen it's quality of 
ife eroded because of the aircraft noise and in my opinion soon be unlivable. 
With the advent of increased passengers ... and particularly Greener Skies / Next Gen 
rograms we've seen the air space over Beacon Hill compressed to where we have air traffic z verhead . .. non stop .. . 24hrs a day. As~ write this ~ere have been air~raft take off~ occurring 
very 20 to 45 seconds FOR HOURS since 5am .... it's 10:30am. It's inhumane .... lt's stressful. 

None of the goals in the SAMP address impacts of air and noise pollution under the flight 

1 
path. This needs to be taken into account. 

N1 
2 Flights need to be spread out over the ENTIRE Seattle area in a fai r and equitable manner .. . 

not compressed over Beacon Hill. 

The SAMP plan needs to include alternative flight paths. (on a side note ... when the Blue 
Angels are in town air traffic is diverted away from Beacon Hill so fT CAN BE DONE) 

Air and noise ground studies need to be conducted 



Mitigation 

Sincerely, Mike McDowell 
1813 12th Ave So, Seattle, 98144 



from: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Quiet Skies 
mceachel@aol.com: SAMP Pvblic Comments 
Re: Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 12: 18:02 PM 

Dear Mr. Rybolt, Please see Ms. McEachern confirmation regarding submission of 10 
individual public comments submitted to the Port of Seattle on SAMP Scoping. 

Ms. McEachem, We agree the event was very diverting. Thank you for attending and 
supporting the 10 related scoping request that need to be included in the Port of Seattle SEPA 
EIS and NEPA EA. 

You will receive a response from the Port of Seattle regarding your 10 public comments 
attached in this email chain. 

Kind Regards, 

Sheila Brush 
Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

''Hearing it? .Breathing it. " 

On Thu, Sep 20, 2018 at 11:55 AM Laurie McEachern <mceache!@aoLcom> wrote: 
Sheila, 
[ 'm so sorry - that was a very distracting evening! Yes, that was my submission. 
Thank you! 
Laurie McEachem 

On Sep l 9, 2018, at 5:22 PM, Quiet Skies <quietskiespL1getsound@gmajJ.com> 
wrote: 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Laurie McEachern of Des Moines, 

Wa, regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the 

Port of Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 

acceptable ways of filing_ 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. McEachem be deemed 

unacceptable, please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Dear Ms. McEachern, Please confirm this form to be your submission, sadly you forgot 

to sign it, but did initial and provide your contact information. Thank you! 

Klnd Regards, 



Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 

<Scoping_ Comment_ McEachem.pdf> 
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from: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject 
Date: 

Dear Mr. Rybolt, 

L.3une McEachern 
SAMP Public Comments 
Laurie McEachem: Dayna Anderson 
Increased Take-offs & L.3ndings 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 7:19:24 PM 

While I have the universal concerns regarding the noise and particulate pollution, r have an additional concern 
relating to safety. [ spent 44 years flying as a flight attendant with Pan Am and United, the bulk of it flying 
internationally, and have experienced my share of--go-arounds" , blown engines and air pressure problems. 

! live in Des Moines and watch aircraft on final approach. For the first time in my life I've become fearful living so 
close to the airport. While I know the approaching aircraft: are landing on different runways, the distance between 
I.he approaching aircraft, often stacked up for miles, leave little maneuver room 10 an emergency and necessitating a 
possible increase in "go-arounds''. While NextGen may be good for airline/airport revenue, it will also be 
detrimental to the health of a greater population living near the airport because more aircraft will be routed over 
more neighborhoods. 

T'rn sure you·ve calculated the risks, but I' m sure you never thought an airline employee would steal an aircraft 
either! 

Sincerely, 
Laurie McEachem 
60 I S 227th Str .. #408 S 
Des Moines, WA 98 198 

206-824-8101 
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Public Meeting - September 19 , 2018 

right over this bui ldi ng, h i t the Boeing Distribution 

Center , and then they have to veer towards the west t o get 

to the runway and land. And to verify this, we ' ll go to the 

perimeter road and watch the planes . And they ' re coming 

over this building and then veer off to land. The worst 

ones are the big jumbo jets and the air cargo . 

So I guess my thing is, if you could just get the 

airport to tell the pilots to stay on thei r original course 

over 20th or 18th until they get to 128th, which is the end 

of the clear zoner then they can go wherever they want. 

Somebody in the other room says it ' s five miles out. So the 

planes are violating that rule, if it's an f'AA rule. 

But we just wanted to say you could take care of a lot 

of noise mitigation problems just by - - just movi ng it over 

slightly, where it used to be since 1946 till 1975. 

MS. MCLEES : I moved i n there in my house, 

which is two blocks over, about 40- some years ago , a nd when 

I was outside, you could hear the planes, fine, buc you 

could still talk. You go in the house, you couldn ' t hear. 

Now I have to turn the TV up even wi th the doors and windows 

closed when I'm in the house because they ' re coming so 

close, I can read t he bottom of the Delta plane when it goes 

over . 

So one day I was out working in the yard, and an Alaska 

Airline plane was really off course; it came right over my 
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head, and it scared me to death. But I wish they'd stay 

where they belong. I've had four windows replaced from the 

Port, and two more are cracked. I mean, probably two of the 

ones they replaced. 

So that's all I have to say. I just wish they ' d stay 

where they belong. 

you, yeah . 

MR. CHRISTOPHERSON: Thank you for your time. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thanks to both of 

I welcome you to give your three minutes of comments, 

and I will keep time for you . 

MR . YEREMEYEV: Cool . Thank you. 

And I ' m Aleksandr Yeremeyev, City of SeaTac economic 

development. My comments, as far as the scope of the 

environmental impact study, is more on the ground 

transportation accessibility and logistics ; meaning people 

who are coming to the airport, they come from all over the 

region, and they use certain means for transportation access 

points or infrastructure, if you will, highways and freeways 

and entry points, side streets , and other ways of getting to 

the airport. And so the impact study should include a broad 

geographic area because of the transportation corning in and 

then going out again . 

The main concern with that being the gridlock that 

could potentially be a result of the increased growth, and 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

rebecca megal 
$AMP PubUc comments; INFO@OuletSkiesPygetSound.org 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
friday, September 28, 2018 2:47: 11 PM 

To whom this may concern, 
---i., 

r'<l ~lease do the necessary studies on all environmental impacts for the Sustainable Airport Master 
_._ Plan (SAMP). Do not move forward with a plan until you have all the facts on the impact to the __, 
\; } region. 

Thank you. 

Regards, 
Rebecca Megal 
Seattle, WA 



September 11, 2018-

CATHERINE '1KITTY" MILNE 
11913 - 27TH PLACE SW 

BURIEN. WASHINGTON 98146 
206-248-2549 

Comments with regard to the "Sustainable?" Airport Master Plan 

rrhe SAMP is calling for doubling the growth of both passenger and freight air traffic at SeaTac 
Airport through 2027. The first question to ask is "Who gave the Port of Seattle the authority to 
use SeaTac Airport to provide for alt the national and international air transportation needs of 
the State of Washington, let alone Puget Sound? Just because more people are coming to 
Washington isn't a suitable answer. There are other ports around the Puget Sound area who 
• are more than capable of providing for air transportation needs like: the Port of Everett to serve 
people north of Seattle, the Port of Bremerton to serve people across Puget Sound, the Ports of 

~ Tacoma and Olympia to serve the south end of Puget Sound, and of course Moses Lake, Tri
rl Cities, and Spokane in Eastern Washington. Using these other airport locations lessens the 
vJ travel time for travelers and spreads out both the air and road noise and congestion from 

already heavily congested areas. 

The continued expansion of SeaTac Airport in its limited footprint is absurd, not to mention that 
the thought of doubling the impacts of increased airplane and road transportation noise and air 
pollution to the people and environments in the communities around SeaTac airport borders on 
being evil. The Hwy 509 and Hwy 99 corridors already have combined road and airplane noise 

\ levels over 70 decibels, the highest in the whole state, and this noise has never been mitigated. 
e;- Noise mitigation will be a poor tool anyway when ~irplanes will be arriving and leaving every few 

minutes. What is your plan for noise????? People will never be able to enjoy being outside 
without the constant noise of airplanes day and night. -i ITeaTac Airport has added 97,000 flights in just the last four years using the 3rd runway, which 

7 was supposed to be used only in inclement weath~r. This has resulted in many communities 
- who never had any airport noise, to now experience noise around the clock!! The SAMP 
½ raroposes NO LIMITS ON THE USE OF THE 3RD RUNWAY, which is in violation of its previous 
ct permissions. In order for more planes to take off and land simultaneously, precision is required 
v, or EVERY take off and landing and safety becomes an overriding issue. Planes also have to 

1 rcross 2 runways to access gates. NO scientific studies have been made by the POS of the 
~ 1 impacts of doubling the noise and air pollution and CO2 emissions on the health of people, 

~nimals, plants, and water near the airport. NO studies have been made of doubling the road 
7\ transportation impacts of getting to SeaTac from the North, South, East, and West highway 

~ 1 corridors. Anyone who travels knows it is barely possible to not only get into the airport now, but 
~lso to navigate the aisles and passageways of the airport once you get in!! Instead of adding 

---?1 more business places to spend money, how about building some moving walkways to help 
~ J people navigate your long corridors, especially for the elderly, families with children, and the 
:z ~andicapped. 

It is my hope that there are people of integrity making decisions for the POS and the FAA and 
the continued assault of noise, air, and safety pollution on the communities surrounding SeaTac 
Airport will stop and new places for air transportation will be developed quickly. 

'-C-
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SENATOR MILOSCIA: Yes, I am. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Okay , Senator Mark 

Miloscia, 30th District. 

SENATOR MILOSCIA: My name is Mark Miloscia, 

30th District. I'm also a resident here in Federal Way with 

my house directly under the flight path . I 'm also a former 

Air Force pilot, living on many Air Force bases, so I'm 

familiar with airport noise and ways to lessen it. 

I've been involved with this issue for 18 years in the 

legislature, and in fact, I ' ve sponsored various bills and 

budget provisos, as you've heard from o t her comments , trying 

to aim at reducing this great, what I call, health and 

quality alike problem that we have here in south King 

County. I can tell from just my own living here and from 

the literally hundreds, almost thousands, of comments I've 

received personally from residents and friends, 

acquaintances about how bad the noise is here. 
,,--

A better job must be done by the airport working with 

the FAA on changing the flight paths; not just working on 

insulating some certain buildings, but working on the flight 

paths and working on the airlines to -- and get noise 

reduction that really works. 
-

I have the sense that you are not -- you are not 

listening to the voters . I talked to a lot of folks that 

they need better outreach from the airport. I very much 
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appreciate this outreach session right new, where you're 

taking people•s comments in multiple formats, but more needs 

to be done. And I would hope the Port works specifically 

with the local elected officials and state officials on this 

issue. 

So with that, I hope we can work together and reduce 

noise, which is -- which is, again, a burdensome quality of 

life issue for everybody down here in south King County. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you, Senator. 

SENATOR MILOSCIA: Thank you very much. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Now we are opening 

the hearing comments for Carol Sabotka. 

MS. SABOTKA: I ' m Carol Sabotka. I have been a 

resident in Federal Way since 1972 . And at that time, the 

airport only had, I believe, two runways, and so the amount 

of traffic and air noise that you heard of the planes was 

minimal. 

Since that time, I do know that a third runway has been 

put into effect. And, you know, it took it a while to get 

it completed, but now it is operational. And I understand 

that part of the reason that we ' re having this discussion is 

that they 're considering increasing the amount o f traffic 

that's going to be through Sea-Tac Airport. 

I am greatly concerned about that for two reasons; the 

first one is the noise . The second one is, I happen to have 
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three grandchildren who have considerable chronic illnesses; 

two 0£ them h~ve cystic fibrosis, and the other one has 

Crohn ' s disease . And I do live at Lakota Beach, which is on 

the waterway on Puget Sound, and consequently, we get a lot 

more of the traffic than some other areas do. 

I'm concerned, besides the fact that it's noise 

pollution, I believe there ' s also air quality that's being 

disrupted by the number of planes that are going. I just 

happened to notice that there were more recently, but I 

wasn ' t keeping track. But l knew I was coming today, and 

t here was a plane that went over at 2 a.m. And I just do 

not recall before the third runway that we had such a 

problem with traffic that would disrupt someone's sleep. I 

do believe that that ' s a disruptive thing to everyone ' s both 

emotional and their physical health . -
Yeah, I think I ' m good, other than - - can I give you my 

address? Okay. I live at 30213-33rd Avenue Southwest in 

Federal Way. It is at Lakota Beach, and I ' ve been there 

since 1995 . 

something. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Thank you. 

SENATOR MILOSCIA: I forgot to mention 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. You have 

another turn, then. 

All right. Senator Miloscia has returned for some 
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further words. 

SENATOR MILOSC:A: I need about another 

30 seconds. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have three 

minutes if you want . 

SENATOR MILOSC:A: My name is State Senato= 

Ma=k Miloscia from the 30th District~ What I failed to 
.-

8 mention previously is we also need to look at the health 

9 effects of airplanes' particulate chemicals from exhaust and 

-:r 

10 

11 

12 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

I 24 
G 
"Z,25 

airplane use. That is also an important issue to the 

constituents in my district , and we need real data on the 

effects of that and ways to mitigate particulates and also 

those chemicals along with, as I said previously, the noise. 

And this involves, again, working with the FAA and airplane 

manufacturers, engine manufactures, and the way we do the 

flight paths to make sure we minimize the effects of all 

these harmful chemicals and noise as much as possible . 

And with that , I conclude my talking . Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Thanks. Now I am 

opening the comment period for John Raymer . Thank you. And 

you have three minutes and I'll be timing you. 

concerns. 

fa ir lines, 

I airport. 

MR. RAYMER: Okay. Yeah, I have two primary 

I know a captain for one o f the big three 

and he says Sea-Tac is already a hazardous 

He gets multiple collision warnings with the 
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will follow up with that ~n writing. 

And those are my comments this evening. More work co 

do. Thank you . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILI PSEN: Now it is your 

port.ion of the meeting to make your oral comment and I wil l 

time you. 

..... 

MR. MITCHELL: I can start now? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILI PSEN : Yes. 

MR. MITCHELL: My name is Chris Mitchell. I ' m 

a resident of Des Moines, Washington. We l ive under the 

second runway. We were told certai n things several years 

ago about the use of that runway, which real ly weren't true; 

and we're very concerned abou t the -- very concerned about 

the noise , very concerned abou t t he pollution, very 

concerned about the possibil ity of disease derived from 

breathing the air when the jets go over . 

I ' m very much for Hyperloop. I'm supporting Ernie in 

this one, in that it ' s clean , effici ent, fast, does not make 

noise , and is probabl y the wave of the f uture . 

That's my comment. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Okay . Thank you . 

MR . MITCHELL : Thank you . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : And now I' l l turn 

i t over to you , three minutes , and I will be timing you. 

MS. MARKKANEN: Do you give me a -- when I ' m 
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SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Tenn Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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you know, I just wonder about -- I asked them about the 

a l ternative patterns qf p l anes cominq into the a i rport and 

out and openi ng up the regional airports for like cargo and 

stuff like that, to jus t make, you know, specialized 

airports so it's not all happening in one spot. 

What else? That ' s pretty much what my concern is. I 

can detail it out on paper, but l didn ' t know what the 

process was . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have three 

minutes and we ' ll listen to you and the court repor ter will 

take a record of them and I ' ll time you . 

MR. MOORE : Great . Thank you . 

HEARING OFFICER PBILIPSEN : Thank you . 

[, the -- of the airplanes that are coming 

MR. MOORE : I l ive directly in the path of 

from the nor th. Ahd 

1
we ' ve observed a dramatic incr ease over the last in just 

:five years; we ' ve lived there for almost 20 years. And our 
I 
I 

!biggest concern is that the level of noise and the level of 
' ; 
pollution i s a known quant i ty , yet, ther e ' s not mitigation 

to deal with that. So as the airport considers expansion 

land growth, my request is that much more aggressive work in 

terms of mitigation, rerouting, a nd other aspects be taken 

1
':_ery seriously. 

That's all I had . 

HEARING OFFI CER PRILI PSEN: Good . Thank you . 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Sharon Morehouse 
Oujet Skjes 
SAMP Public Comments 
Re: Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental ReView 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 9:37:34 PM 

Received, thank you. 

On. Wed, Sep 19, 2018, 6:43 PM Quiet Skies <Quietskiespugetsound@gmai).com> wrote: 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Sharon Morehouse of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email 

of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalfof the Sharon Moorehouse be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Hello, 

Regina Mutter 

SAMP Pl/b!ic Comments 
SAMP Comments 
Saturday, September 15, 2018 9:03:08 PM 

I am a long time resident of Normandy Park, a neighboring city to SeaTac airport. I grew up 
in Burien, and have lived my entire life in the Seattle area. I somewhat understand the 
demands and pressures (as well as benefits) of economic growth and population growth in the 
region. 

My comments are as follows: 
70) This is a systemic issue for the Puget Sound region and should be studied accordingly. 
~ During this scoping process, it would be most effective to see evidence of the Port of Seattle 

working collaboratively with other governments and agencies from Olympia to Everett. 

2) Growing SeaTac airport. with additional terminals, is NOT the only answer to 
accommodate current demands as well as predicted future growth. The surrounding 
infrastructure is insufficient to get future travelers in/out of the airport via 1-5, 518 and 
even 509. Have you seen the back-ups to I-5 during peak travel times (especially holiday 

eriod in November and December)?? 

lr)[You can make the airport BIGGER but how are you going to get travelers in and out, safely 
~ and effectively without totally destroying Burien, DesMoines, SeaTac and Normandy Park 
c?} neighborhood communities and environments? You will need more roads - more lanes to 

existing freeways - which means displacing more people and businesses. 

I 

~ 
V1 

An alternative concept to explore is to grow additional/existing smaller regional airports 
such as Paine Field in Everett, and possibly additional new airport in Olympia, rather than 
concentrate all travel at SeaTac - (similar to the number of airports in Orange County, CA) to 
distribute the air traffic, and corresponding free-way traffic. While this may not be in the best 
interest of the $$ for the Port of Seattle, it may be better for the region as a whole, 

thank you, 
Gina Mutter 
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1 field. We work: with the skills center and Highline Public 

2 · Schools and other school districts to make sure that 

3 children have an option other than college which actually 
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provides them a pathway to a living-wage career . So we've 

got kids that can -- that may not be on the college path 

that can, in five years, go from earning zero to earning 

$80 , 000-plus a year with benefits for their families without 

college debt and the burden of that. 

So with that, I would just strongly encourage the Port 

commissioner s to look at these upcoming projects and be 

smart about their allocation and make sure that we have an 

overarching agreement that makes it a level playing fiel d 

for all and provides opportunity and pathways. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you , Mr. 

Weir. 

Okay . Ms. Oliver, you have three minutes . 

MS. OLIVER: Thank you . 

I have lived here for almost 16 years. These last nine 

months have been life in hell because of the environmental 

effects of the airplanes going over my house . I sometimes 

have them every 20 seconds. It ' s so noisy, you can ' t 

hear - - you can ' t hear another person talking; you can' t 

hear yourself think; you can ' t sleep. You close all the 

windows; it doesn't matter. 

So you get no rest; you get no time to focus on 
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thinking; you don't get to enjoy the environment. I have 

two-thirds of an acre. The l ast thing I want to do is be 

outside enj oying my yard, whi ch I ' ve enj oyed for 1 5 years . 

Even being near the airport , I've coped with i t , but the 

change that has happened has been dramatically a wful ; it's 

l i ke living i n hell . 

I ' m going t o have t o speak personally because I know 

there ' s great environmental issues for ever ybody, but 

personally, I' ve never had respiratory problems in my l ife. 

I ' ve always been healthy. I have respiratory p r oblems now. 

I ' ve had ear infecti ons . I've had pus coming out of my ears 

since these changes . 

My phone, I can ' t talk to anybody on the telephone at 

my house. I'm disconnected every two seconds . Every time a 

plane comes over my house, my phone disconnects ; it ' s 

l terri bly unsafe . If I had a business , I ' d never be able to 

l 
-conduct business. 

I would have to say my mental health is suffe·ring 

ma j or . And I'm so upset, you can hea r my voice shaking 

because that ' s how upsetting it ' s been. I have been angry a 

lot because my l i fe is disrupted constantly with noise. 

I ' ve been so depressed at t i mes because there ' s no way out 

of this . I ' ve had my house up for sale for three months , 

nobody comes to even look at it. Another beautiful house 

with two-thirds an acre, nobody even comes. Property values 
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in other places great; her e, zer o. A major investment that 

I ' m suffering from , as well . Is that environmental? I 

think so . And I've got Port windows; it means nothing. 

And I guess I don ' t know how close I am to three 

minutes, but every other day I ' m trying to clean to keep my 

house clean for showing~ and there ' s always filthy grime 

ev~ry day that I ' m cleaning up from the oil in the air that 

we're breathing, the particl es inside . It ' s the worst, the 

worst. And the only way it's going to be better is if the 

airport buys us all out. I can't think of anything tha t 

will work because there ' s nothing that I can do to counter 

the noise. 

I'm done . Thank you for listening. But I ' m on the 

verge of a nervous breakdown because of it . 

cornments

Sir? 

HEARI NG OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you for your 

MR. ELLIOTT: Are you reaoy for me? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes. 

MR. ELLIOTT : My name is David Elliott , and I 

live west of the runway, slightly. And again, I ' ve lived 

here for almost 13 years now, and likewise , it was - - it 

was -- I knew 1 was living near an a i rport , but it wasn ' t 

bad. It would entertain my in-laws; they ' d go out on the 

front porch, and they ' d count the approaching aircraft. But 
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DAVIDE ORTMAN 
SAMP .Pybl/c Comments 
Sea-Tac ''Sustainable" Airport Master Plan Scoping comments 
Friday, September 28, 2018 1:00:59 PM 
Port near-term airport expansjon scoping comments 2018.pdf 

Attached are scoping comments on the Sea-Tac "Sustainable" A1rport Master Plan . 

Please provide an email reply that you have received these comments. Thank you. 

David E. Ortman 

Attorney-at-law 

7043 22nd Ave N.W. 

Seattle, WA 98117 

Sent from Outlook 



September 28, 2018 

Mr. Steve Rybo 1t 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

Via email to: SAMP@portseattle.org 

RE: SAMP Environmental Review 

The following are comments on the SEPA Determination of Significance (OS) and Request for 
Comments on Scope ofSEPA Environmental lmpact Statement (SEPA EIS) and National 

~ Environmental Policy Act Environmental Assessment (NEPA EA): 

l I Because of the significant adverse environmental impacts from the proposed "Sustainable" 
vl l.Airport Master Plan (SAMP), a SEPA EIS and a NEPA ElS must be prepared. 

M ~It was very disappointing that the Port of Seattle refused to hold a scoping meeting in north 
~ Seattle, which continues to be adversely impacted by SeaTac airplane traffic vectored over 
V1 north Seattle to make tums back to SeaTac. 

,-
<l It was very disappointing that not a singie Port Commissioner (tilat i couid find) bothered 
;! to show up at the City of SeaTac community center scoping meeting on September 19, 
(ii 201s. 

nt was very disappointing that no alternatives were presented at the scoping meeting. 
Rather there appeared to be a shovel ready list of projects that the Port seemed prepared 
to go out to bid on immediately, with the SEPA/NEPA process merely an obstacle and 
after-thoug1n. 

RCW 43.21C.030 provides: 

(c) lnclude in every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation and other 
major actions significantly affecting the quality of the environment, a detailed statement 
by the responsible official on: 

(iii) alternatives to the proposed action; 

, 40 CFR Sec. 1502.14 provides that for a NEPA EIS, the alternatives section "is the heart of the 
I environmental impact statement." 

: Any SEPAINEPA EIS will be woefully inadequate if it does not address alternatives to 
~ continuing to sink billions of dollars into a SeaTac airport location that is unsuitable for further 
l expansion. 

1 



The Third Runway, which opened in 2008, resulted in a Washington State Auditor's office report 
that the Port wasted nearly$ t 00 million in construction contracts. An internal investigation 
found numerous instances where Port employees broke state law or Port policy, and identified I 0 
instances of civil fraud. 1 

~ The Port's Third Runway EIS also failed to disclose significant changes to inbound and 
Z outbound commercial airplane patterns and noise impacts.2 Because ofSea-Tac's N/S 

u orientation, north Seattle and Shoreline residents are adversely impacted at a much greater 
i'\l frequency by landing patterns into Sea-Tac. Many inbound flights track north along Puget 
~ Sound, past Sea-Tac, with low turns back south (often under 3,000 feet), along with past mid-
2. night outbound overflights that combine for noise impacts up to 2 l hours a day.3 As a resident 

16 miles north of Sea-Tac, in 2012, I successfully appealed our property tax assessment resulting 
in a property tax reduction due to Sea-Tac overflight air traffic noise. This reduction in property 
values throughout Seattle due to Sea-Tac is an unacknowledged cost of the Third Runway. 

I 

C'i 
VJ 

Sea-Tac cannot support projected increases in passengers. In 2015, Sea-Tac served 42 million 
passengers. The Port's Master Plan projects 66 million by 2034.4 

The following alternative should be included in any draft EIS. Work with the Washington 
Congressional delegation to move Joint Base Lewis-McCord to Moses Lake, one of the largest 
commercial airports west of the Mississippi, with an under-utilized 13,500-foot main runway, 
one of the longest in the nation, and far closer to the Yakima Training Center. Eastern 
Washington could use the "business.'' Then move Sea-Tac to JBLM served by a rapid transit 
system from Seattle, Tacoma, and Olympia. 

I have just returned from Malaga, Spain, a city of over a half-million with an international airport 
located just west of the city. There, the flight paths do not intrude on the city and it was 
remarkable what two weeks of freedom from abusive commercial airplane noise was like. 

--;--.. rlt is time for the Port of Sea-Tac to plan for a future that contributes to the quite enjoyment of 
CJt _residential life in the greater Seattle area by including alternatives for re-locating Sea-Tac airport. 

David E. Ortman 
Attorney-at-Law 
7043 22nd Ave N.W. 
Seattle, WA 98117 

1 See: http://www.historylink.org/File/42 l l 
2 Seattle P-f article, January 8, 2009. 
3 While Sea-Tac does not control flight paths, the FAA has in the past diverted noise complaints to a phone 
sex. line. See MyNorthwest.com article, September 28, 2011 . 
4 

See: http;//www.portseattle.org/Bu.siness/Construction-Projects/ Airport-Projects/Pages/airport-master
plan.aspx 
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streets or City of Des Moines s.treets, City of Tukwila 

s~reets, City of Seattle streets. 

And those things will happen, and if not planned for it 

will happen the way it happened without our ability to make 

an impact or preplan for it or mitigate it . 

Thank you so much. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : I welcome you to 

make your three minutes of comments and I'll be timing you. 

MR. PALOSAARI : All right . So we have these 

tomatoes from our garden that ' s right over here. This is 

part of my comment in terms of -- recently they've found 

t horium in tomatoes that are gown i n this area. I don ' t 

know if you know much about thorium, but it's nasty stuff . 

And kind of my question of the evening is, should I be 

eating these tomatoes? And -I' 11 answer it t o a certain 

degree: If i t 's just one tomato , it's probably not going to 

hurt. But i f it ' s a lot of tomatoes, maybe that would 

become more toxic. 

The reason thorium is an important piece is because a 

lot of the chemicals that we find in our environment around 

here can also be a~tributed to other things besides jets. 

And so through the years, the Port o f Seattle has said, 

"Well , you know, yes, we see that there's problems , but t his 

could be because of the diesel and the cars living next t o 

I-5, 509.'' You know, there 's all these reasons t.o say i t ' s 
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1 not about the airport. 

2 Thorium's a really important piece becaase that's only 

3 

4 

6 

7 

from jets. It ' s not something you can say , "Well, that 's 

because of all the, you know, ground traffic that we have ." 

So I have a seven- year-old and a three-month-old child, 

and my concern is , is this environment safe for children? 

It ' s as blun~ as that. I mean , there ' s - - this is where I 

8 bring in Flight Pattern Kids . These are adults who have 

1 
9 1grown up in this area, and, you know, they're dying 12 years 

10 

11 

12 

sooner than the average around here. They have all sorts of 

autoimmune diseases; they have all sorts of cancers, as much 

as 500 times the rate of the average. And they all grew up 

..-,.13 literally under the flight path. 
I 

\rl4 So one of the thi ngs that I want people to consider 

V,15 before they expand this airport any more than it is 

16 currently is, do you guys even know the ramificacions of the 

17 f product that you ' re promoting? And I look at air travel as 
1 

18 ' a product. It's not a necess i ty; it ' s almost like a 

19 privilege . And a lot of people are benefiting from it, but 

20 at the expense of the communities around the airport . 

21 I've been asking people, "Should I , you know, stay 

22 around here?" 

23 And I ' ve had more than one offici al person say, "Well, 

24 1 i f I had a young child, I would move ." 

25 My daughter is open to it because she's open to a lot 
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of things, but she doesn't want to particularly move . She 

has tons of friends. We ' re highly involved in the SeaTac 

area , and we don ' t want that to be the option. And the 

other piece is , it ' s an option for us, but it's not an 

option for probably about 80 percent of the people who live 

around here who are very poor ; they don't have the 

opportunity to , you know, leave the area. 

And so as you think in terms of moving forwa r d, I think 

you have the moral responsibility to say, you know, " What ' s 

the cost on communities? What ' s the cost on chi ldren ' s 

health? Before we go any further, let ' s really study this ." 

And so this is where we ' re calling for a thorough 

environmental study; not just in terms of how it affects 

the , you know, natur al environment but also the human 

environment . And, you know, the future of our children 
t 

!needs to be paramount. We should never put profit before 
! 
/children's health. 
: 

So that ' s my major statement. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Thank you . 

Now you have three minutes to express your views . 

Thank you for coming and being her e . We ' re very interested 

in hearing what you have to say . And I ' ll time you. Okay? 

[: 

MIRA PALOSAARI: Well, the first thing I need 

o say is that like t he planet needs like more help because 

he environment is kind of like crashing down because of 
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like the airport, like because they said to cut down the 

trees . And when they said to cut down the trees, I was kind 

of shocked because I usually would see more from the 

airport. - still like it, but I jus t wish that there 

wouldn ' t be so much pollution in like this environment. 

MR. PALOSAARI: Why is pollution bad, Mira? 

MIRA PALOSAART: Because like many cancer or 

any of that stuff can happen sometimes, yeah. 

MR. PALOSAARI: Sd what's your concern as far 

as the airport getting bigger? 

I pollution 
1 

MIRA PALOSAARI : Because there might be 

more around the world . There might be more 

like anywhere, really . Yeah. ;pollution 

MR. PALOSAARI : And what's your concern as far 

as your health? 

MIRA PALOSAARI: Well, because I ' m scared that 

like it might happen to me or anybody else that's important. 

So, yeah_ 

MR. PALOSAARI : So what would you like them to 

M:RA PALOSAAR:: Maybe help it some more, make 

it rnor:e healthy. 

MR. PALOSAARI : How can they help it? 

MIRA PALOSAARI: By like having a certain time 

(that - - like we can plan a time that like we know that 
I 
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Public Meeting - September 19 , 2018 

planes are going to go; we know that: Okay. This plane is 

going to come at like 5:30 or something. 

MR. PALOSAARI: Have better planning? 

MIRA PALOSAARI: Yeah, like better planning. 

MR . Pl\.LOSAARI: Do you think lhey tihould expand 

the airport? 

MIRA PALOSAARI: Yeah, there should be electric 

MR . PALOSAARI: Okay. Look into maybe some 

alternative forms with planes? 

MIRA PALOSAARI : Um-hmm. And like maybe just, 

yeah, make it more - yeah. 

MR. PALOSAARI : Healthier? 

i MIRA PALOSAARI: Healthy. Make it more 
j 

! heal thy, yeah. 

MR. PALOSAARI: Do you have any questions? 

J 

buest i ons . 

MIRA PALOSAARI: No. I don ' t got any 

MR. PALOSAARI : Al l right. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: So with that, you 

now have three minutes and I will time you. 

MS. PALOSAARI : It ' s for the environmental 

impact curren tly of the airport or the expansion of the 

airport? Is it talking about that? 

MR. PALOSAARI: So what are your thoughts? 
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MS. PALOSAARI: Well, we live a mile from the 

airport, whi ch, initially when we moved to where we live , we 

thought it was pretty cool because we could easily get there 

for things and we could access the freeways really easily . 

But it ' s been difficult. And my husband ' s done some studies 

just about the impact of us living so close to the airport , 

and just, at times, with the smells we can smell based on 

the exhaust from the airplanes . And me and other women in 

the neighborhood have struggled f rom infertility. And we 

would like to assume that it ' s not from the airport, but 

it ' s been hard -- it makes you wonder . 

But I guess my biggest concern is , I understand that 

companies need to expand; I understand . I understand how 

companies would want to expand . And we ourselves love to 

travel, but I wou.ld -- I would like to see our airport take 

the lead on -- if they 

take the lead on bei ng 

since they want to expand on 

having healthier -- f i gure out a 

healthi er fuel for airplanes . 

And for me, I think when people become a frontrunner on 

something economically, there ' s ways that money can come 

back to them if they ' re willing to take some risks and do 

the right thing and still expand but figure out a way to 

have the pollutants that come from the airplanes be lessened 

if they are going to be expanded . 

So being the fron trunner , being innovative, yeah, 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780 . 6972 

22 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

u 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Public Meet ing - September 19 , 2018 

that's kind of my thoughts. 

REARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Very good. Thank 

you . 

:tis now 8:17 , and ther e are no other speakers signed 

up to speak . I am officially closing ton i ght ' s or al comment 

por tion of the scoping meeting. 

(Public meeting concluded at 8 : 17 p . m.) 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Linda Pappas 
$AMP PYbljc Comments 
Airport Issues 
Friday, September 28, 2018 6:49:48 PM 

We in Nonnandy Park have learned from past experience that the port does not care 
about the noise, air pollution, and medical problems cause by all airport expansion 
projects. 

~ Shame on all of you for not listening to medical facts about all the problems that are 
.::_ caused to our area. 

"SHAME ON YOU" FOR NOT BEING HONEST! 
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Submit comments to: 
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Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
SAMP@portseattle.org 



From: 
TO! 

Subject: 
Date: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 

Port of Seattle 

Dear Mr. Rybolt, 

Steven Pedersen 
SAMP Public Comments 
Comment Form - seattle-Tacoma International Airport 
Sunday, 5eptember 23, 2018 1:12:38 PM 

Thanks for providing the opportunity to comment on your SAMP Review. 

I attended the Federal Way Scoping Meeting. I met a lot of very nice people who where very candid 

when responding to my questions. 

As you will read, I an not at all positfve about your/the plans for expanding and/or improving the 

airport. 

I have lived in my present home on Poverty Bay (near Salty's Restaurant) in Federal Way for over 42 

7) years. For 42 years, I have seen the pollution increase, the beach-life die, and the noise become 

M constant. The actuals noise level of individual planes has decreased over the years due, is suspect to 

-:Z. technology improvements. We are grateful for that. But, the overall noise level is too loud and too 

constant (24/7) for a decent lifestyle. 

~~ 
I l -W "J; ~our plans look to me like the noise and pollution will only get worse. 

The pollution issue is very serious. Here are the names of women who have had breast cancer in rny 

neighborhood over the last 42 years: 

My wife, Kay. She is a survivor 

Sonny Jo. She is a survivor 

Adel H. She died 

Gail S. She is a survivor 

Pat C. She is a survivor 

Fayetta. She is a survivor 

Tarissa J. She died 

JoAnne T. She died 

Dorothy R. She died. 

I thfnk, as do most of my neighbors, that the pollution created by the flights in and out of SeaTac has 

had a direct negative impact on our health. I'd like the risk reduced, not increased. 

rMy solution or recommendation is that the needs of the public af'\d businesses relative to air 

I transportation not be concentrated in one location. but rather decentralized or split up into many. 



smaller locations. You have SeaTac, Boeing Field, Paine Field. Perhaps you could build a new facility 

--;- in Kent on the SRI racing property. I'm sure there are lots of opportunities to build excellent facilities 

('i in locations other than SeaTac. Split up commercial, cargo, international, regional vs country-wide, 

VJ etc. etc. etc. Make issues manageable vs impossible, 

r.i,rj am 77. I am skeptical that you will reduce or limit expansion of SeaTac. I think my quality of life will 

~ , decrease as a result. I think the value of my horpe will decrease due to the negative aspects of 

VJ SeaTac. -
Nevertheless, I wanted to take my shot at providing feedback. 

And, I for sure wlll Vote in all upcoming elections. 

Steven P. Pedersen 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Steve Rybolt 

Port of Seattle 

DearMr. Rybolt 

Steven Pedersen 
SAMP Public Comments 
Comment Fonn - Seattle--Tacoma International Airport 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 3:00:14 PM 

,{) We live on Puget Sound, one of the most beautiful places in the United States. But, our quc1lity of 

~ 1 
llfe is being ruined by the constant roar of airplanes overhead. All day and all night! IT NEVER 

Z ~TOPS!!!!!!!!! 

Along With the obvious concerns about increased noise and pollution and seeing our property values 

decrease I am concerned about the effects of sleep deprivation due to the constant noise. These 

constant all night take offs and landings cause wakeful nights and restless sleep. 

Studies have shown sleep deprivation, a lack of proper restful sleep, contribute to poor health in all 
ages. It causes heart disease, high blood pressure and weight gain which puts one at r isk for 

diabetes. 

Sleep deprivation causes emotional problems, brain malfunctions which lead to mood fluctuations, 

memory issues, cognitive dysfunction, anxiety disorder which possibly plays a part in criminal 

behavior. And, we have certainly seen the crime rate go up with the growth of the airport. It also 

lowers ones immunity, attributing to hfgher incidence of breast cancer, lung function, asthma and 

other cancers. 

C'.<1 r My neighborhood, on just two streets, has had an unusual high incidence of breast cancer. Four of 
I , 

\s-) j us are surVivors but my neighbors, Adelle, Joanne, Dorothy, Fayetta, Astrid, Sandy and Theresa 

~ weren' t so lucky. And, these are just the ones I know about. There are probably others. It simply ~, 
-zi 

cannot be coincidence. The environmental effects from living under the flight paths have surely 

played a part in our serious health issues. And, it will only get worse with the proposed airport 

growth. 

_l-Please take these things into consideration and stop the increase in the SeaTac flight load. Spread 

-~ some of the numbers to other airports. It's not fair or reasonable for one area of the population to 

V/ be subjected to the devastating effects of the Port of Seattle's airport growth plan. 

V. Kay Pedersen 

620 SW 293rd St 

Federal Way, Wa 98023 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

DalePeter,on 

SAMP Public comments 
Quesdons Regarding SeaTac Airport Plans 
Monday, September 17, 2018 8:40:51 AM 

Attached please find our questions regarding the SAMP. 

Dale & Linda Peterson 
Federal Way 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Susan Tegler Petersen 
SAMP PubUc Comments 
My view on the SAMP 
Monday, September 10, 2018 2:08:42 PM 
HiadjQkPurce/1 docx 

Please consider my views fn this attachment regarding the SAMP. This document was 

previously sent to FAA Hladick and Port Rep Purcell. 

Susan & Robert Petersen 

29805 6th Avenue South 

Federal Way WA 98003 



September 10, 2018 

I am writing to give you my thoughts on the SAMP. 

Here are some points I want you to consider: 
;-- I moved to my home (110 blocks from the end of the runway) in 1993. At that time there 
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was very little noise from aircraft and what there was, was not invasive to my life. 
It wasn't until early 2015 that I began noticing much more noise. I spoke to the Town 
Meeting at Federal Way City Hall on Nov 19, 2015 attended by hundreds of residents 
and we were basically told (by FAA & POS reps) there was no difference in the flight 
paths or altitudes. We KNEW different. Now over three years later - it's nearly 
unbearable! 
Since that time, my husband has been diagnosed with acute COPD and dementia. Can 
this be related to planes and their emissions flying over our home? My husband spends 
a great deal of time in our yard. These illnesses will never go away. 
In 1997 - the people in our Marine Hills neighborhood were told that with the thfrd 
runway, there would be some "mitigation'' for the residents living here because our 
neighborhood would be impacted. The Port refused to accept that study. We were also 
told that the third runway would be used only for "inclement weather conditions." 
Essentially, we were LIED to by people who were bound to protect the citizens. Now 
with the upcoming SAMP, there are many concerns, since Port of Seattle and FAA lied 
to us once, why wouldn't they lie to us again. Why should we believe what you say now? 
One item that is sorely lacking from the SAMP is Quality of Life for the citizens living 
under glide paths or in cities near the airport. It appears that the Port has already shown 
it has no interest in this topic or it would have been included in the SAMP already. It 
shows they don't care that we cannot any longer enjoy living in our homes, eating on our 
decks or visiting with our neighbors or that we face illnesses. They don't care that planes 
interrupt our sleep at night or that they fly unreasonably low. I've had planes fly within 
0.2 of a mile from me (right on top essentially) at altitudes of between 525 and 950 feet! 
That's 110 blocks from the end of the runway! Those pilots should be fined. 
We already know that the 65 dnl readings were established in late -1970's. We need 
new dnl's that address what's really going on, and the planes today. i.e., China Air flying 
over Federal Way WA at night with a reading of 91 dnl. For you to continue to tell us that 
these 65 dnl readings are accurate shows you are not paying attention (or don't live 
under them.) 
We need more studies on exactly what the emissions do to our health. Many parents 
already know there's an increase in asthma in children. But what other illnesses are you 
willing to impose on us by NOT doing more studies and research on the emissions? All 
you'd have to do is "goggle" this topic and see that many other cities all over the world 
are experiencing health problems related to airports. SEA is no different. They aren't 
doing anything at all to protect the citizens. 
We already know there are heart-related problems, respiratory illnesses, cancers and 
even dementia from the chemicals in emissions. Why don't you want to do studies to 
either rule out or confirm before you subject us to more and more of the same? It's 
inhuman to disregard this and not know what you are doing to us! 
Example of how ridiculous this whole enlargement of the airport is: A friend was flying to 
Portland. The plane sat on the runway while many planes took off or went around her 
plane. She ended up spending as much time sitting, waiting to leave SEA as it took to 
get to Portland. Now that's customer service! This isn't an isolated story. 
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If you compare a 3 bdrms, 2 bath, same square footage home near SEA or south of it 
and compare it to ANY other city in our area - our home values are much less. Be sure, 
if this was Bellevue WA- it wouldn't be happening! 
We also know that much of this SAMP is all about making money for the Port. We were 
told there wasn't active marketing to increase cargo, yet cargo HAS increased-we hear 
it. It's very loud. 
We know there are benefits financially to cities around the airport, but at what cost. It is 
well known that towns around airports eventually become blighted by people moving, 
renters coming in and the care of those communities diminish. This is what will South 
King County (WA) soon. It's already happening. 
Now with the recent plane stolen from SeaTac, we now know that our safety is at risk 
too! This over-expansion shows too many people have access to planes and the "right 
hand doesn't know what the left hand is doing.'' We're thankful the man didn't crash into 
a neighborhood or downtown. This should not have happened! 

rDo the surrounding cities and their residents have to be sacrificed for the SAMP? If it isn't just 
about the money, then you should be advocating for another airport, perhaps in Central WA, to 

..._. offset the noise and emissions you are subjecting us to. Another airport would not benefit you 
1 , directly but could prove to be a real asset to Central WA where there is plenty of open space, 

~ \ especially for cargo. But of course, then the Port wouldn't benefit financially. That's your 
~roblem! 

Until you can provide answers to us citizens, have the necessary research done by an 
independent (of the Port) expert and account to us living under the glide path or near the airport, 
why we have to lose our quality of life, we will not support the SAMP and will fight it. 

-2-
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

annle phlllips 

SAMP Public comments 
Solar farm 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 '1:22:08 PM 

-{Ll hope the Port is planning to put solar panels on all its flat roofs, including the airport and .the new warehouses near 
v) Des Moines Mernorial Way. You should mitigate alt the carbon emissions from the air traffic by generating clean 

energy. 
Thank you. 
Annie Phillips 
Burien 
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From; 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Peter Philips 
SAMP PubHc Comments 
SeaTac Master Plan 
Saturday, September 15, 2018 12:18:03 PM 

r:f:p Good afternoon, 

vi 
('(\ ti) ~am strongly opposed to plans to expand the airport. The noise -and congestion this proposal heralds 
~ :r will adversely affect my family's quiet enjoyment of our property, it will harm our health and I do not 

V1 t----;) believe it will have a positive economic effect on the Normandy Park community In which I live 

ather than focus on increasing traffic at SeaTac, the Port of Seattle shouid adhere to its 

responsibility to current l(jng County residents- especially those of us who are experiencing a 

degradation in our quality of life due to the port's actions at the airport. Focus on identi fying and 

supporting an alternative airport in another part of Puget Sound to the north of the city. 

An alternative afrport in northern Puget Sound will alleviate congestion on arterial running through 

the city as passengers and cargo destined for the populous north sound will not have to traverse the 

city of Seattle. It is the responsible. route for the Port of Seattle to pursue 

Regards, 

Peter 

Peter Philips 

President 

Philips Publishing Group 

4257 24th Ave, West, Seattle, WA 98199 

(tel) 206-284-8285 

{mobile) 206-779-2746 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Peanut Butter 
SAMP Public Comments 
Comments on the SAMP 
Friday, September 28, 2018 10:54:39 PM 

~ jPlease include a complete assessment of the human health and environmental impacts, including from noise and 
v1 L;missions, resulting _from the additional 97,000 aircraft overflight operations growth fium the last four years. 

1 Why not study of the human health and environmental impacts of the Long-Term Vision anticipated to begin 
rJ.' when capacity is reached in 2027? ' I Please include a complete assessment of the human health and environmental impacts resulting from additional 
\l'">I aircraft overflight operations for the Port's post-SA MP Long Term Vision projects and Century Agenda growth 

plans. 
i-:.... 

~ !Please include a complete study of the unique human health and environmenral impacts from the exponential 
~ Lincrease in overflights over neighborhoods beneath and near the 3rd Runway. 

_ ~_Please include a complete study of all of the human health and environmental impacts for all of Des Moines, 
~ ~ Burien, Normandy Park, and Sea Tac, resulting fium aircraft overflights, from 2013-present; for the Near-Term 
V, V\.!rojects; and for Long Term Projects. 

"'CTI ease include all studies (worldwide) from at least the last ten years, to the extent such studies explore. find,. 
~ suggest or hypothesize any association, correlatio. n, causation, or other potential linkage between aircraft overflights 
VJ and impacts on human health or the env'ironment 

~ :r1ease include a review and assessment of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway before 
V)~roceeding with the environmental review for the SAMP. 

~ =::. Please include a complete assessment of the unique human health impacts from noise on efderly citizens and 
v, children. --\ I 

vl Please include a complete scienti fie study review and assessment of the unique human health impacts from noise 
from overnight flights. 

What if Your Projections Are Wrong? How are you accounting for the impact if your estimates of growth are too 
:r- low? 

l _, 
--> 

\ t? To determine the risks of error in Port projections, please include a study of the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that exceed estimated Near Tenn Operations. 

-GP lease include a study of the benefits to human health and the environment in the six airport neighbor cities if 
~ growth is more fairly distributed throughout the entire region. 

VJ 
Thank you, 
Sincerely, 
Helen Plasky and Kevin Allen 
25841 Marine View Dr S 
Des Moines, WA 98198 
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Subr:pirted by: Mark Proulx 
26202 14th Avenue South 
Des Moines, WA 98198 
mnptoulx@mac.com 

Development Strategy - Summarized 

With regard to Seattle-Tacoma International Airport ("SeaTac"), the long-term development strategy 
of the Port of Seattle ("the Port") can be discerned from its behavioral history. This strategy can be 
summarized as follows: 

• Make living conditions near the airport increasingly miserable, prompting those who can 
afford to leave the area to do so 

• Wait for the remaining residents co die 
• Expand the airport into the newly available area via land buyouts at a fraction of the value 

they would command elsewhere 

• Repeat every twenty years or so 

c::i lTne Pott will, of course, vigorously deny chis, but true refutation of this p_erceived strategy will occur 
"'; only through meaningful action. If the Port is serious about being a good neighbor, it will have to 
~ confront and embrace uncomfortable alternative strategies that will reqoire it cede some of i.ts 
~ control over aviation activities to other governmental entities in the Puget Sound region. 

½ Remediation First! 

1, !Since he ~ompletion of th~ Third Runway, the Port ~as implemented numerous changes and h~s 
~ : seen considerable growth 111 the annual number of flights and nutnber of passengers. Any credible 

7 environmental review must assess the impacts of these changes on neighboring populations. This 
1 

l assessment, in turn, must lead to remediation proposals e.g., operational changes, that must be 
V1: implemented before embarking on further development. 

Air Pollution Assessment 

The environmental review must include an assessment of the effects of airbotne paruculates and 
aerosols on nearby populations. To be of any benefit, this review must be completed before any 
projects proposed in the SAW=' are statted. There undoubtedly exists a variety of ways to conduct a 

~ I credible and meaningful assessment; an example would include the following steps, conducted by an 
~ iodependeri.t party in a transparent, publicly accessible manner: 

ti-): 1. Identify the "subjecr•l study area surrounding SeaTac. 
\/41: 2. Identify a "control" study area away from the airport with similar land uses and population 

density. 
3. Deteanine a statistically valid number and distribution of air sampling sites within each area. 
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4. Determine a scientifically valid method of sampling at each site. 
5. Determine a statistically valid sampling regimen, e.g., time of day, frequency, atmospheric 

conditions, time of year, aircraft operations, etc. 
6. Collect samples per items 3-5. 
7. Assay collected particulates - size, concentration, chemical composition. 
8. Assay collected aerosols - droplet size, concentration, chemical composition. 
9. Develop relationships between airpon operations and assay results. 
10. Compare the analysis results of the two study areas. 
11. If the findings rev-eal no statistically significant difference in size, concentration, and 

chemical composition between the study area and control samples, the- study can be 
considered complete. 

12. If the findings reveal a statistically significant difference between the two areas, use the best 
available science to q11antitati.ve!J determine the likely health effects of the airborne pollutants 
on the populations in each area. These effects should include implications vis a vis: 
• Llfe expectancy 
• Incidence of chronic illness and disease 
• Birth defects 

:t- • Child dc:velopmeuc 
1 13. Using the best available science, extrapolate these results to reflect the increased airport 

r-£7 V1 activities projected in the SAMP. 

----- At lili:, puiut., lhc Pott would have to d10ose between two .tltcr11atives: 

l 

1. Issue a public statement that clearly and unequivocally acknowledges the Port's acceptance 
of and endorsement of these effects as the price of continued growth at SeaTac. 

2. Embark on a meaningful examination of alternatives to accommodating the projected 
regional growth in passenger air and cargo traffic. Tn this context, "meaningful" means 
embracing alternatives that: 

a. Di.tc:ctly dialltugc ll1e Pou's hegemony in the:se matters. 
b. Spread the impacts ac:ross th~ re.gion so that no one limited sector shoulders them, 

e.g., construct one or more regional airports, linked by high-speed rail .. 
c. Consider alternatives to air transport, e.g., high-speed rail for coastal corridor. 

passenger traffic. 
d. Separate cargo transport from passenger transport. 

Noise Pollution Assessment 
~ 

Introduction. Flight path modifications introduced by the NextGen program have 
f'-.. concentrated the noise inflicted on communities near SeaTac. This increased concentration 
..L has largely negated the benefits associated with the transition from Stage 1 and 2 aircraft to 
\rJ 9uieter Stage 3 and 4 models. [t has been years since any meaningful noise exposure 
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L assessment in the SeaTac has been conducted, yet the number of flights continues its 
relentless increase. 

r0 
:_ [ Aircraft noise isn't simply a nuisance; it is hannful. 1 No environmental review for the SAMP 

2 can be co~sidered legitima.te u~ess it includes a comprehen~ive mappio~ of noise expo~ure 
--? and analysis of the effects of said n01se on the local population. No proiects proposed .l!l the 
~ S.AMP should be allowed to begin until this analysis is co.rnplete. 

I
,.-Analysis Via Predictive Modeling. At the public meeting, a Port representative, 
, introduced to me as an authority on community noise, mentioned that the Port proposes to 

use a predictive model to conduct the noise assessment, claiming that use of the model is 
mandated by the FAA. While this might indeed be the case, the use of a predictive model 
alone as the basis for this assessment and subsequent policy decisions is insufficient. No 
model can be declared useful unless its predictions are confinned with valid 
measurements, and there exists no reason why the Port of Seattle cannot acquire said 
measurements as part of the SAMP environmental review. When I mentioned this to 
him, he stated that the Port does measure aircraft noise at twenty locations distributed about 
the airport. When I told him that this number oflocations was comically insufficient to 
validate a predictive model due to spatial aliasing/ he quickly directed me to the comment 

(1 forms, which seemed to be the stock answer to any question deemed uncomfortable. 

I :r 
\fl 

Measurement System and Protocol. To be meaningful, the measurement systeml used to 
acquire the model validation data must be designed by an agency that is not only versed in 
the science of community noise measurement but is also an objective party. This means 
that: 

• The Port must not be the p rincipal investigator 
• The FAA must not be the principal investigator 
• The performing organization must not have a real or perceived conflict of interest with 

either the Port or the FAA 

' The same applies to the development of the sampling protocol -how often noise samples 
are measured, the duration of each measurement, and so on. 

'-
-Analysis. Acquisition of valid data and authentication of the model, while necessary, do not 

£') comprise a meaningful nose assessment The assessment will be meaningful only if their 
:i- results are used to analyze the effects of the noise on the local populations. One can imagine 
~ all manner of deleterious noise-induced effects; it is certain that the science to determine if 
J: I the existing and proposed airport operations would prove harmful is well established. The 
~ • 

1 htt,ps://www.ncbinlm.run.gov/pmc/articles/PMCS4377S1/ 
2 hm,s: //ieeexplore.ieee,mg/document / 4696048/ 

J The "measurement system" includes the equipment used ro acquire the acoustic data as well as the analysis used ro 
determine the number of measurement points and their locations. 
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t, Port must, as part of its environmental impact analysis, require such an analysis and that said 
• analysis be conducted by neither the Port, the FAA, or any pany haviog a real or perceived 

conflict ofinterestwith either agency. 

Deliverables. Once complete, the Port must make the analysis results publicly available and 
must clearly and unequivocally state their desire to accept these as an acceptable price to pay 
for the projects proposed in the SAMP. 

Meeting Format; Absence of Commissioners 

The "open house" format - as opposed to a "public hearing,, format - diffused citizen participation 
a.ad limited Port accountability, to wit: 

ar 
~r· 
1/1;.,-

;[ 

Notificanons for the meeting were worded to imply that the "meeting" started at 5:30 pm, a 
time that is too early in the day for many people to attend. Absent a cleat statement that one 
could arrive at any time during the three-hour window, attendance almost certainly suffered. 
The format made it vittually impossible for citizens to hear other's comnients and relieved 
the Port representatives from having to directly confront the people they ostensibly serve. 
The disgraceful absence of Port Commissioners - none attended - leads one to conclude 
that that they either don't care about the affected communities or are afraid to confront the 
people whose lives are impacted by their relemless pursuit of growth. 
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further words. 

SENATOR MILOSCIA: I need about another 

30 seconds. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have three 

minutes if you want. 

SENATOR MILOSCIA: My name is State Senator 

Mark Miloscia from the 30th District. What I failed to 

mention previousl y is we also need to look at the health 

effects of airplanes ' particulate chemicals from exhaust and 

airplane use. That is a l so an important issue to the 

constituents in my district, and we need real data on the 

effects of that and ways to mitigate particulates and also 

those chemicals along with, as I said previously, the noise . 

And this involves, again, working with the FAA and airplane 

manufacturers , engine manufactures, and the way we do the 

flight paths to make sure we minimize the e==ects of a l l 

Chese harmful chemicals and noise as much as possible . 

And with that, I conclude my talking. Thank you . 

REARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thanks . Now I am 

opening the comment period for John Raymer. Thank you. And 

you have three minutes and I ' ll be timing you. 

concerns. 

r ~rlines, 

jai,:-port. 

MR. RAYMER: Okay. Yeah, I have t wo primary 

I know a captain for one of the big three 

and he says Sea-Tac is already a hazardous 

He gets multiple collision warnings with the 
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here .every year, more so than other airports. He says 

there ' s a problem with cross traffic corning out of Boeing 

Field; sometimes it ' s uncontrolled. And he thinks that 

another increase in t r affic at Sea-Tac would be an 

additional hazard. 

He also gets collision- avoidance warnings from Sea-Tac 

traffic dur i ng approaches and takeoffs more so than other 

airports . So I ' d like to pass that on to the FAA . I 

understand they ' re not here today, but if you coul d pass 

that on . 

My other concern is the fact that watching traffic 

patter ns on the £light-traffic websites , that when the 

t r affic pattern is sout hbound, most flights turn right over 

Federal Way consistentl y , especially those that are going 

sbuth, west , or north; you c a n see that watching the 

flights. So I think you would -- it would make more sense 

if they proceeded south and turned right over the water just 

j north of Tacoma rather than tur ning right over Federal Way . 
I 

? And usually , even when they ' re southbound, they ' ll turn 

right . They ' ll go over Puget Sound, then they ' ll turn south 

after that. So they'l l make two tur ns to get southbound, 

and it always goes over Federal Way in that case. 

So you might -- I have another concern. How ' s my time? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You ' ve got a 

minute. 
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MR. RAYMER: A minute? Another concern i .s the 

u l trafine particle emissions from jet engines . It's a n ewer 

field of study . And maybe the primary hazard is jet engine 

emissions, that ' s similar to diesel engine emissions . And 

there was a recent study done whore they found contu.minntion 

from Los Angeles International Airport. I t ' s these 

ultrafine particles that spread up to five miles from the 

airport downwind. So I th i nk that ' s not been adequatel y 

studied. 

And I chink all of this may indicate there should be 

another major airport opened in Washington State. So I 

wou ld suggest something in a f l at area nor t h or south from 

Seattle, and that'll help prevention on I -5 , which is 

already causing billions of do l lars i n lost economic revenue 

to Seattl e . 

Did I make it? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You made it . Right 

on the dot. . 

MR. RAYME~ : Okay. That 's it. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Thank you . 

And with t hat, I yield the floor to Daniel Kinney. 

MR. KIIBTEY: Can I ask what agency you 

represen::? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : I am hired by the 

Port. I ' m a facu l ty member at t he University of Washington, 
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MS . RAYMOND: Great . Thank you. 

I would like to encourage the study to address air 

quality, in particular, through addressing particulate 

matter as well as the cumulative impacts of other potential 

sources of pollution that we already know exist in the a r ea, 

such as t he interstate, et cetera. 

I'd also encourage the p r oject to consider impacts 

beyond the immediate p r oject area. I know that there ' s 

consideration for, fo r exampl e , ca~ traffic impacts and 

parking, but I really think that the scope -- the geographic 

! scope needs 

1
residential 

to i nclude the flight path where it is over 

areas, so essent ially from I-90 south, 

!particularly ove~ the spine of Beacon Hill. 

In ter ms of sound impacts and noise impacts , I think 

those need to be part of the scope as well . And I think 

there needs to be a consideration for the quality of sound . 

Not the. standard calculation, as I understand it to be, 

which is the average of sound over a period of cime, but 

actually to understand the impacts of short, more intense 

periods of sound , and to not look at sound from the 

perspective of annoyance, which is how I understand it's 

considered now, but really to consider the impact of noise 

on public health , because we know there is demonstrated 

impacts of noise on publ ic health . So it's not just the 

emissions that may have public health impacts. 
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r Finally, this may be a bit of an i~possible request: I 

think that the Port overall needs to look at the impacts on 

public health and livabili~y of the increases in air 

traffic , even with no projec~. There's going to be an 

impact that needs to be mitigated , even if the actual 

development pcoject doesn ' t proceed. And I believe LhaL 

that ' s part of a sustainable plan £or the Port. To just 
! 
talk about sustainability in terms of economic growth , which 

lis very important, 

Lat a sustainable 

doesn't really get at the true meaning of 

plan should be~ 

How much mo r e time do I have? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have about 

10 seconds. 

MS. RAYMOND: Okay. That ' s it . There we go . 

Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you . 

It is now 8:20 p .m., and there were no other speakers 

signed up to speak. I am officially closing tonight ' s oral 

comment portion of the scoping meeting. 

(Public meeting concluded at 8:20 p . m.) 
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have to say rather than everybody going to each little spot 

and hearing our points. So I thought it was going to be 

something different, not just an open house, hearing our 

complaints . I wanted to see -- I thought it was going to be 

you guys being -- you know, standing up here, everybody 

talking about what ' s going to happen and then hearing 

questions afterwards. 

So this way here, everybody ' s got their own story . 

I've talked to a couple people, and they have the same 

concerns I do. And like I said, kind of disappointed seeing 

this type of forum. 

Is my three minutes up? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Yes . 

MR . SAMO.RA: I mean, I'm just venting a little 

bit. I don't know if any good outcome is going to happen 

from this. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Well , certainly all 

of the comments will be reviewed; that ' s al l I can say, you 

know. And there are other people out here who are more 

invol ved with the project who are standing ac these posters 

who can give you more specifi c informati on of the process of 

what ' s going to happen with a l l thi s material. 

With that , we now turn the floor over to Meg Reynolds. 

and you have three minutes and I wi ll keep time . 

MS . REYNOLDS : All right . I ' m a resident of 
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the Marine Hills neighborhood in. Federal Way. Md over the 

past few years, the relentless increase in airline traffic 

directly over my house has dramatically and negatively 

impacted my ability to enjoy my home. I cannot work in my 

yard or have people come and enjoy the view on my deck or 

enjoy even visiting with my neighbors without the constant 

very loud noise of airplane traffic overhead. 

I recently downloaded Airnoise. io and began measuring 

exactly the impact, and I now know that my own personal 

tolerance level ceases at aircraft that is -- that is less 

than a mile from my home and less than 3,500 feet 'high. 

What I don't know is whether those two things are 

contiguous, which means they ' re over my house and less than 

a mile up. 

They are very loud and it is relentless . The average 

time between planes is approximately 90 seconds and two 

minutes, and this is most hours of the day and well into the 

night. We ·cannot sleep with our windows open. We can 1 t 

enjoy fresh air in our home. 

And when I moved here, I accepted that there was more 

air traffic in the skies than Lake Forest Park, from which I 

moved, but i t was moderate and I would describe it as an 

·occasional nuisance and I did find it tolerable. Today 

that's changed dramatically. Statistics are that 

600 percent more planes fly over my neighborhood every 
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single day. There ' s absolutely no time of the day or night 

that I can step outside for more than a few moments without 

seeing, hearing, and breathing in the continual waste from a 

barrage 0£ planes . 

There were no hearings, notices, studies, or 

considerations from t he Port, the FAA, or until recently, 

even the City 0£ Federal Way, as the persistent increase 

grew from a nuisance to a menace. Your call for a 

sustainable environmental review, in my opinion, is long, 

long overdue. And I could not get any satisfaction as to 

how those get kicked off because I can't believe you 

would -- public servants would have this kind of impact i n a 

neighborhood without any consideration for environmental 

review. 

I believe there are a number of actions that the FAA or 

the Port of Seattle together can take to address my 

neighborhood s i tuation, and honestly, I ' m offended by the 

apparent lack of interest and cooperation to do so. I feel 

like the Port was disingenuous regarding their intent 

building the third runway: Oh, that would be only for poor 

weather and visibility situations . And I know that all the 

planes coming -off that third runway are the ones that are 

coming over my house. 

And, you know, t h e Port has wiggled out of reparations 

set aside for Federal Way based on some flimsy policy. And 
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basically, the Port has not been a good neighbor to us. And 

like many of my neighbors, I have growing concerns that the 

current course of action is resulting in a substantially 

negative impact on my health, on the quality of life, and on 

the value of my home. 

The Port of Seattle and its leadership is responsible, 

you know, for not looking at equitable distribution of the 

increasing growth of air traffic. They allow , you know -

planes have actual ly gotten a standard-deviation allowance 

with a lower glide path, 2 . 5 glide path instead of the 

recommended 3. I don ' t understand any technical reason to 

be there for that . And, you know, there just had been an 

overt disinterest in environmental impact of the growth that 

is actively promoted by the Port of Seattle . 

I would like to see its leadership act to provide 

relief to - - from what I consider to be an assault on my 

neighborhood . I do not want new windows; I want fewer 

planes over my house. I want noise-abatement action. I 

want euget Sound residents to shar e more equally in the eort 

of Seattle ' s aggressive growth. Give Vashon, the Eastside , 

Magnolia, and, oh, my gosh, even Mercer Island, thei r fair 

share of the increased traffic. Ask capable pilots, highly 

capable pilots and traffic controllers and traffic designers 

to work a bit harder on landings and takeoffs so that the 

neighbors to the south are not living a l i fe they did not 
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choose or even have an opportunity to defend. 

Basically, I ' d like the Port of Seattle and the FAA and 

its leadership to start being good neighbors and responsive 

civic leaders. That ' s my statement. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Okay. Thank you. 

With that , I open this part of the hearing for oral 

comments by Jim Burbibge . 

MR. BURBIBGE: Burbibge, close enough . 

Burbibge, Ba RB I BG E . Close enough~ I ' ve been called 

worse. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Oh , I see. Okay . 

MR. BURBIBGE : And what I say here, much of 

what I ' ve already put in wri t ten comments, but I would like 

to point out that this -- the airport , one, I ' m very much in 

favor of the airport . I live in Federal Way, and I ' m 

concerned about the impact of the airport upon the City of 

Federal Way. I'm concerned about the impact that the noise 

and all of the bad publicity about the air pollutants and 

all that stuff affects the public perception of Federal Way. 

And I think Federal Way is getting an undue reputation, 

partly because of that. 

I think this is a tremendous opportunity for the Port 

of Seattle and for the State of Washington to get together 

and to combine to make a transportation package that will 

greatly improve our life in the Puget Sound area. And that 
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is the waste, the hazardous waste. We're sending it out of 

the state of Washington to other states . And I don ' t know 

what they can do about that, and I thi nk it's unfair that we 

have to put out the garbage in the yard. -
The other thing is there ' s too many planes already in 

the Seattle area. They ' re talking about building a second 

terminal. Why does it have to be this close in the city of 

Seattle? Can we find a better place, a better location? 

And I think I ' m about done . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: All right. Very 

good. Well, you have done just what this calls for , you ' ve 

given issues and topics to be considered. So thank you . 

MR. CARTER : Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Now we're ready to 

listen to your comments, and I'll be keeping time. 

MR. ROBERSON: Right now my only concern is 

noise pollution and land and water pollution and the 

hazardous macerials. I don ' t know. I 'm out to play with 

the kids in the backyard, and there ' s a single fil e of 

planes going by. We were entertained for a while , and now 

it becomes where we have to raise our voice to hear each 

other in our yard . 

And we don't even know the total impact of what's 

falling down from the sky, particulate matter. We like to 

grow food; we got pets and stuff like that, and it's just ---
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you know, I just wonder about -- I asked them about the 

alternative patterns of planes coming into the airport and 

out and opening up the regional airports for like cargo and 

stuff like that, to just make, you know , specialized 

airports so it's not all happening in one spot . 

What else? That's pretty much what my concern is. I 

can detail it out on paper , but l didn't know what the 

process was . 

HEARING OFfICER PlULIPSEN: You have three 

minutes and we'll listen to you and the court reporter will 

take a record of them and I ' ll time you. 

MR . MOORE: Great. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

r MR. MOORE: I live directly in the path of 

lthe -- of the airplanes that are coming from the north. And 
l 
we've observed a dramatic increase over the last in just 

five years; we ' ve lived there for almost 20 years. And our 

biggest concern is that the level of noise and the level of 

!pollution is a known quantity, yet, there's not mitigation 

ito deal with that . So as the airport considers expansion 

I 
1and growth, my request is that much more aggressive work in 
I 

'terms of mitigation, rerouting, and other aspects be taken 

1
'!,_ery seriously. 

That's all I had . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Good. Thank you. 
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over into -- you know, just general i rritability in the 

community because people are not getting a proper night ' s 

sleep . 

So we have jet poop; we've got a curfew. But if that 

doesn 't work, we've got quadrupling the fees to eliminate 

or - - what ' s the right word? -- ameliorate that time period 

from 1 a.m. to 5 : 00 in the morning. 

I'm done. How much time do I got? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You ' ve go t 

20 secuucb leIL. 

-
MR. BURDINE: Yeah, I ' ll take 20 more seconds. 

The o t her thinq that I notice is the j et engine 

testing, which I can really hear at night because noi se 

travels a lot farther at night. I work at Wesley in 

Des Moines , and so I can hear those jet engines being tested 

all the time. And it 's another aspect of people not getting 

proper sleep at night . 

Did I take my last 20 seconds? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Your 20 seconds are 

over, but do you have another point to make? 

MR. BURDINE: No. I'm done for right now . 

HEARING OFFICE~ PHILIPSEN: Okay . 

Now we proceed with this portion of the heari ng wich 

Orlando Samora. You have three minutes and I ' ll time you. 

MR. SAMORA: I've been in - - moved into Twin 
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Lakes about ten years ago. When we first moved in, I didn't 

pay attention -- I mean , it wasn.' t noise like it is now . It 

seems to me like right now they're flying right over my 

house. Before it was further over, probably closer to 

320th . And the noise is --· I mean, it 's flying one right 

after the other one now when they're busy, and it ' s right 

I mean, right over my house. 

And the question is -- I've called a lot of times 

already and complained about the noise, and they always tel l 

me they're within their limits ; you know, they're five 

miles, their height and everything, the noise. 

And so really nothing I mean, nothing 's ever been 

done. All they do is hear my side of the story, what ' s 

going on, and then they call back and say they 're doing 

everything they 're supposed to be doing. 

And another thing is, their microphone or whatever they 

use to pick up the noise, it's over by Twin Lakes 

Elementary . So I 'm about a mile away from, so it's closer 

to 320th, right off of 320th, and I'm over . So to do the 

readings , I don ' t know how they can say that the noise level 

is the same flying over my house as it would be over here. 

So I hear that all the time. 

And another complaint is planes flying over at 1:00 , 

2;00, 3:00 in t he morning. And that's like two or three 

times a month tnat happens. And I've called on that before, 
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and then they just say it's a China freight cargo corning 

over . And that's .all I ever hear about. And it's -- you 

know, if I was to have that kind of noise -- like, say I go 

out and start my l awn mower at 1:00, 2:00, 3:00 in the 

morning. What's going to happen? The police arc going to 

show up . So why is it okay for the planes to fly over and 

wake up the people? 

I wish they could put a stop to that because that's 

ridicul ous. When I first moved in, that was never l ike 

tha t , never had that problem. And then now it's getting 

worse. And then with this new forecast with the new gates 

they're going to open, it's going to get even noisier and 

more of that stu£f going on. 

And, really, you guys have an open house for us . You 

hear there's nobody in the area advocati ng for us. We 

have to come and complain to you guys. But nobody in here 

is advocating for the peopl e. And federal Way has a l ways - 

I don't know how long Federal Way has been fighting with the 

Port of Seattle as far as the noise, but I know that 1 s been 

going on for quite a while. And I don't think anything ' s 

been done, as far as I know, still fighting. 

So us having this meeting here, that was kind of 

disappointing. I thought it was going to be everybody 

talking to everybody, not everybody tal king to you guys. 

You guys telling us what's going on, then hearing what we 
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Scott Sdlaefer 
SAMP Public Comments 
Comments on the Port"s SAMP 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 8:20:38 PM 

Greetings friends at the Port of Seattle, 

I am writing to share my concerns with your current Sustainable Airport Master Plan. 

I publish a network of local biogs for an area between White Center and Kent, 
Including the award-winning B-Town Blog for Burien. In the 10+ years I've been doing 
hyperlocal journalism, the recent changes that the airport has made (since 2016) has 
stirred up what I consider to be the strongest grass roots response from residents, 
especially in the Burien/Des Moines communities. I have talked to, and 
communicated with, literally hundreds of residents about these issues. These are my 
neighbors, my readers and advertisers. 

Also, as a longtime resident and father of two, I have experienced first-hand the 
disruption of not only Q--400s making seemingly random - and rude - westerly turns 
over Burien's bedroom communities that previously didn't suffer from these 
disruptions, but also actual LOUD JETS flying directly over Three Tree Point, 
Normandy Park and other communities where this has never happened before. 

--.. 

In short, this type of arbitrary disregard for the public which lives near, under 
and around Sea.Tac Airport has distilled a very strong sense of distrust in the 
Port of Seattle as well as the FAA. It has caused anger, disrupted lives, has 
inspired the creation of local activist groups such as Quiet Skies Coalition and Quiet 
Skies Puget Sound, as well as local city Airport Committees and much more. There's 
a ripple effect within residents who previously did not suffer from noise or other 
pollution from the airport, and as I'm sure you're aware of, the measure of trust in the 
Port has diminished tremendously. 

l 
M 

z 

This mistreatment of your neighbors must stop. 

I have seven comments I'd like entered into the record: 

- [ 1. Please include a complete assessment of the human health and environmental 
~ impacts, including from noise and emissions, resulting from the additional 97,000 
\.n aircraft overflight operations growth from the last four years. 

~ ri[2. Please include a complete assessment of the human health and environmental 
1,_n ~ impacts resulting from additional aircraft overflight operations for the Port's post-SAMP 
V'.l v ---, Long Term Vision projects and Century Agenda growth plans. 

~
. Please include a complete study of all of the human health and environmental 

mpacts for all of Des Moines, Federal Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, and 



Ji j SeaTac, resulting from aircraft overflights, from 2013-present; for the Near-Term 
V1 ~~ Projects; and for Long Term Projects. -
~ 4. Please include a complete assessment of the unique human health impacts from 
~ noise on elderly citizens and children. 

0 5. Please include a complete scientific study review and assessment of the unique 
v1 human health impacts from noise from overnight flights. 

::r- IT· To determine the risks of error in Port projections, please include a study of the 
_'.... health and environmental impacts from increased aircraft operations that exceed 
VJ estimated Near Term Operations. 

0". Please update noise metrics used to evaluate significant exposure. Replace the 65 
Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL) noise threshold with the more appropriate 55 

I' DNL, as proposed by the EPA. Additionally, require the use of supplemental metrics 
:J-' ~ hen assessing aviation noise, including frequency of flights, air traffic from 10 p.m. 
V J to 7 a.m. and impacts of low-frequency noise. Include the 75 dBC maximum daytime 

single event noise limit among the set of noise metrics .. 

Thank you for your attention. 

Scott Schaefer 

Founder/Publisher: 
www.southkingmedia.com 

IN THE NEWS: 
Read Seattle Business Magazine's profile of us here: https;//goo,gl/9pr07U 

B-TownBlog 
l Love Kent 
Waterland Blog 
SeaTac Blog 
White Center Blog 
Normandy Park Blog 
Tukwila Blog 

Director/Producer: 
www.mauryislandincident.com 
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MR . SCORCIO: Very good. Since you're making 

~notes, I'm Joe Scarcia. I'm the city manager for the City 

l 
j of SeaTac , and I ' m going to make very brief comments because 

we will be submitting substantial written comments. 

The key thing that I want to ensure is - - on the 

record, is a concern over the improper bifurcation of the 

: environmental review 

!provisions regarding 

process in violation of SEPA's 

phased review . We have raised this 

. issue in court before with the Port. We will raise the 

, issue again in court if it is improperly conducted. 

And I am concerned, as a former environmental official, 

that the strategy being used to analyze only Near-'Term 

Projects is not looking at the cumulative impact 

requirements per SEPA. 

The last thing I want to bring up and raise is that we 

have settled lawsuits with the Port of Seattle over the 

airport. They have guaranteed us in writing that they would 

not do this. This was a settlement of a lawsuit --

potential filing of a lawsuit over the international 

arrivals facility, which is, by the agreement, to be 

considered part of the Near-Term Projects. And they need to 

do a full analysis of the impacts of that as well as the 

NorthSTAR satellite facility and the Hardstand project, 

which they've already implemented. And we will be holding 

them to that. And I'm putting it on the record here, and we 

Northwest Cou r t Reporters* 206 . 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866. 7 80 . 6972 
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will follow up with that in writing. 

And those are my comments this evening. More work to 

do. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Now it is your 

portion of the meeting to make your oral comment and I will 

time you . 

MR. MITCHELL : I can start now? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes. 

MR. MITCHELL: My name is Chris Mitchell . I ' m 

a resident of Des Moines, Washington. We live under the 

second runway . We were told certain things several years 

ago about the use of that r unway, which really weren ' t true, 

and we ' re very concer ned about the -- very concerned about 

the noise, very concerned about the pollution, very 

concerned about the possibility of disease derived from 

breathing the air when the jets go over. 
-

I ' m very much for Hyperloop. I ' m supporting Ernie in 

this one, in that it ' s clean, efficient, fast, does not make 

noise, and is probably the wave of the future. 

That's my comment. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay . Thank you. 

MR. MITCHELL : Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And now 1 1 11 turn 

it over to you, three minutes, and I will be timing you . 

MS. MARKKANEN: Do you give me a -- when I ' m 

Northwest Court Reporters• 206 . 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866.780.6972 
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s2_ [ \Mly are planes flying lower and lower and often parallel to each other? 

~ [ Can't some of the cargo planes land at Boeing field at night to cut down on the noise? 

-if_ [ \Mlat about all the soot on my lawn furniture each day? That can't be good. 

~ [ \Mlat are you doing about finding regional airport solutions? 

V) 
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from: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Quiet Skies 
ster1eys@c:omcast net: SAMP Pubnc Comments 
Re: Air Pollution 
Monday, September 17, 2018 10:48:33 AM 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comment below by Mr. & Mrs. Sterley of Federal Way, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 201 8 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Sterley's be deemed unacceptable, please 
email all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 

On Sun, Sep 16, 2018 at 7:23 PM Rod and Carol Sterley <sterleys@comcast.net> wrote: 

___) . The air that we breathe living under the flight line is already putting our health and our lives 
\ ~ at risk! It causes heart, tung and other health issues. Doubling the amount of air traffic will 

make it impossible to even go for a walk in our neighborhood! 

Please consider re-routing some of this traffic away from our area! 

Carol & Rod Sterley 

Federal Way, WA 98023 

iii Virus-free. www avast com 
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I afte'itcfe'a ttie meeting in Federal Way this past summer and also the open house at the FWCC on September 17, 
2018. I am very concemed with the proposed growth ls the airport. 

I have lived in Federal Way In Campus Woods since 1989. It was a quiet place to live, with lovely woods and 

greenery throughout the neighborhoods. Occasionally a plane could be heard. Since then the air traffic has increased so 

much that daJly living is now impacted directly but the volume. lhe noise recently has become so obtrusive that It wakes 
sfumberrng residents frequently in the middle of the night. This is happening frequently now but the Pon has turned a deaf 

ear to residential complaints. There is no reason that the quietness of a sleeping neighborhood cannot be maintained by 

imposing some restrictions and obtaining concessions from the airlines during these critical hours. 

Another growing problem is the impact of planes on cell phone reception. When planes land in the space near my 

home, my cell phone calls are interrupted. Once the plane travels further-, the call returns without my redialing. It is as if the 
call was suspended for about 20 seconds, but then resumed. It happens regularly when the planes are landing from the 

south, and traveling north to Sea-Tac to land. 

I can even go for a walk with my dogs on the Campus Pointe neighborhood streets and have my phone calls are 

affected. I just have to look up and see a plane landing. In either circumstance, the phone goes silent until the plane travels 

further north, probably because it is no longer an obstade to the cell tower transmission. 

This problem does not happen when flights take off toward the south. It happens when planes land, because they 

all have to reduce their altitude as they approach SeaTac and that .level somehow interferes with local AT&T cell towers. I 

have spoken to neighbors both in Campus Woods and along Mirror Lake. They are now noticing that planes are landing When 

their problems oCC\/r. I own property at SW 3161
~ St and also near SW 32711> St ln Federal Way. Both locations have 

problems, but the one closer to the airport is worse. It is not just a matter of going to a different room in the house to get 

reception. It is due .to the flight patterns and frequency of planes landing near our homes. ls the only solution a land line? 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

eamest thompson, 
SAMP Public comments 
Jet fuel tank expansion 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:30:00 PM 

~-
~ [l .Building millions of gallons size jet fuel tanks above ground is very dangerous and puts thousands of people's 
r'1 lives at risk due to accidents. earthquakes or terrorist act. 
½ f2. Expanding this airport in any manner increases the suffering of the citizens who live within miles of this airport 
VJ l_gue to pollution . 
r--,. IJ· POS Taxing citizens to pay for private enterprises and corporations facilities and thus increasing profits for these 
, torporations should be investigated as a RrCO activity. Shameful. 

{Jj . 
Sent from my 1Phone 
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HNTB Corpol"lltlon 
The HNTB Companies 
Infrastructure Soi ullons 

September 28, 2018 

Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 

600 108"' Avenue NE 
Sui te900 
Bellevue, WA 98004 

Aviatioh Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 

Seattle, WA 98168 

Telephone{425) 455·3555 
Facsim ile (425) 453-9179 
tmtb.com 

HNTB 

Subject: SAMP Environmental Review Scoping Comments. 

Dear Mr. Rybolt: 

HNTB is an infrastructure solutions firm that assists clients with their largest and most complex projects 
by providing a range of professional services. H NTB is proud to have worked on some of the most 
significant public infrastructure projects in the region, including projects for the Port of Seattle, 

Washington State, the City of Seattle, and Sound Transit. In addition to the Port of Seattle, HNTB has had 
the privilege of working at nearly every large hub airport in the United States. HNTB isa member of 
Tomorrow@Sea-Tac, a coalition of business, labor and environmental communities, formed to help 
ensure that Sea-Tac Airport can meet customer demand and provide an efficient, reliable and 
comfortable experience for the next 20 yea rs and beyond. The coalition's mission is to provide 
independent, third-party review and input to capital improvement planning atthe airport, and to 
support the development and implementation of a Sustainable Airport Master Plan. HNTB is pleased to 
submit the following comments in response to the Port of Seattle and Federal Aviation Administration's 
request for comments regarding the scope of issues that will be addressed in the Port's Sustainable 
Airport Master Plan (SAMP) environmental review document. 

HNTB believes Sea-Tac International Airport (" airport") plays a critical role in t he economic and social 
well-being of the Puget Sound region and the entire state of Washington. While HNTB recognizes that 
the environmental review process must address legitimate concerns about how the continued growth of 
the airport will impact some segments of our community, we should also bear in mind that the airport is 
one of the most significant, important and uniquely situated regional public facilities. In sheer numbers 
a lone, there are few if any other public facilities that so many members of the general public rely upon. 

HNTB strongly supports a planning approach that will scale facilities and services to meet the projected 
passenger volume and demand at the end of the planning horizon, meeting or exceeding generally 
accepted customer service standards for airports at that point. HNTB believes this approach will 
ultimately allow the airport to more effectively mitigate impacts while ensuring forward compatibility, 
than planning and building to sequentially meet interim levels of demand and being forced to rnarrage 
additional incremental construction phases. 

H NTB believes the Port is right to consider ground transportation requirements as part of the 
environmental review process because decisions by other public entities will play a major role in 
determining the total impact of the necessary expansion of the airport to meet the needs of the region. 
The Port should seek the assistance of other regional public t ransportation agencies such as Sound 
Transit and King County Metro to analyze and address current and future ground transportation needs, 



and to better integrate these services into the Port' s operations and facilities. This will be one Important 
way to mitigate transportation impacts and better manage future ground transportation needs of the 
growing airport. 

To the greatest extent possible, technologica 1 developments should be considered and accounted for in 
the environmental review process. These may include progress in the development of more efficient 
aircraft, lower emission personal and public t ransit vehicles, and personal technologies that streamline 
the customer service experience and reduce the a mount of time spent or energy consumed by 
passengers. 

The Port Commission, the Port and airport leadership are all to be lauded for their demonstrated and 
firm commitment to reducing the environmenta t impact and setting the bar to make Sea-Tac airport the 
model of best practices in sustainability for airport operations in the country. This commitment should 
be recognized and the expectation of continued progress in this arena sliouJd be incorporated into the 
environmental review proces.s. 

care must be ta ken to limit the environmental review to those impacts that are directly related to the 
planned expansion of airport facilities. The process may identify other potentia I impacts, such as 
increasing traffic volumes that result from the growth of the region but if these factors would occur with 
or without investments in new facilities at the airport, they should be considered outside the scope of 
potential mitigation requirements. 

Finally, the environmental review must realistically assess the impacts of no action, such as increased 
congestion and additional emissions resulting from longer waitsto enter or exit the airport property and 
parking garage, or the longer commutes that residents of neighboring communities may face if the 
expansion of airport does not move forward. Given the growth forecasts for this region, HNTB believes 
a "no-build Alternative" is neither practical, norfeasibly able to accommodate rising demand or capacity 
needs and would bring strong, negative economic consequences to our region. 

Best regards, 

James Thomson, PE 
Vice President 

Northwest District Leader 
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to have my house washed off every year; I have plastic 

siding. It '·s because of the amount of stuff coming out: from 

the sky from the planes. 

I ' m worried about my health . I don't see any studies 

being published about the effect of the airport and the 

increase on my health. And I feel that the community has 

been consistently lied to. And there ' s no trust, very 

little, between the people and the Port of Seattle . -- We need another airport; we need another runway to 

accommodate all of the changes that -- of the increase in 

the volume of the planes. But basically, I live daily with 

the roar of airplanes over my head, which affects my 

television reception, cell phone, computer reception. 

-
So that's why I 'm here. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Are you finished? 

MS . MARKKANEN: Yes. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You're under time. 

Thank you very much . 

MS. MARKKANEN: You're welcome. Thanks for 

being here . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: It 's a pleasure . 

MR. THOMPSON: Hi. There's about three things 

that really -- two or three things that really concern me . 

r◊ne is, we have an ultrafine particle study being done at 

I the University of Washington . That is due to be completed 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206.623.6136 * To11 Free 866 . 780.6972 
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sometime early next year. Until that is completed, it is 

completely contrary and contradictory and not in the public 

interest to conclude SEPA, EIS, NEPA studies by September 

28th . You cannot make a rational decision until you have 

the data you need from the ultrafine particles study, in my 

opinion. 

Secondly, we know that the airport, from previous 

studies done by the UW Public Health Department, indicate 

that if you live near the airport, you will die six years 

younger than the other persons. And that was considering 

factors and the variables included in that. We know that if 

you live in Des Moines or Burien you live in the 100th 

percentile of increased risk of cancer, respiratory disease, 

dermatological conditions, and other things. 

There is a serious health component and environment 

component here that is not even being addressed . They are 

only talking about noise. Noise is the canary in the coal 

mine . The rule issue is pollution and increasing cancer and 

death rates as a result of excessive jet pollution . 

So from my perspective, any discussion of that, of the 

September 28th deadline, should be accounted for. We need 

an extension of that. And the Port of Seattle has a l ready 

told the mayor of Federal Way that it will not be extended. 

To my mi nd, that i s ju$t not only ludicrous; i t borders on 

the criminal. 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780 . 6972 
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The last thing I would like to get in my three minutes 

is that there is only one solution to airport pollution, and 

that is Hyperloop. Hyperloop is the technology which is not 

science fiction; it is happening now. The first contract 

has been signed for these transportation systems to be 

built . There's one in California -- there's three in 

California; one of them is run by Elon Musk, another one by 

Richard Branson, and a third by another corporation. They 

have signed contracts over the first Hyperloop technology 

transport system in Abu Dhabi, Dubai, in the Middle East 

within three years to be operational. 

As you know, Hyperloop technology is able to carry 

roll-on cargo containers straight o f f the ships as well as 

people, It goes at over 700 miles an hour. There is no 

problem with pollution; there is no problem with noiser and 

it is the only solution that will answer our problems here. 

For any other further questions, be sure to ask Ernest 

Thompson at 625 Southwest 189th Street, Normandy Park, your 

friend, anytime. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : That is your 

address? 

MR. THOMPSON : Yes, that is my address. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Do you have an 

email address? 

MR. THOMPSON: Yes, I do. My email is 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Kenneth Van Gerpen 
$AMP Public Comments 
AIRPlANE NOISE 
Friday, September 28, 2018 6:59:09 PM 

I live in Kenmore, WA. My only comment is that since everyone in the greater 

Seattle area benefits from all the air traffic, we should all share equally in the 

noise pollution equally as well. I have heard that it is more efficient to route 

planes in their current patterns but I think we all know that with the current 

1 technology {let alone the existing technology in Al which is more advanced but 

~ not yet available) a more equitable distribution of the noise is feasible, 

available, morally responsible, and can be achieved without preferential 

treatment. 

Kenneth Van Gerpen 

18522 6nd Ave, NE 

Kenmore, WA 98028 

Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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which should determine the extent to which it would result 

in a lower environmental cost or degradation than the 

30-plus projects in the proposed SAMP would create . 

Sincerely, Marine Hills Airport Noise Health Impact 

Steering Committee. And the signatories will be on this 

letter: David A. Berger; Chris Hall; Steve Lewis ; Ray 

Miryekta, MIRY EK TA; Kurt , with a K, Moss; Susan 

Petersen, that ' s PETERSEN; and Gigi, that ' s GIG I, 

Sather, s AT HER. 

And again, once I get the final signatures, I will 

submit this letter through the U.S~ mail to Mr. Rybolt. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Okay. Thank you. 

With that, I ' m officially opening your portion of the 

oral comment session of this scoping meeting . You have 

three minutes and I will time you. 

MR. WACHTEL: Okay. First thing I would like 

to bring up is that a New York State senator is currently 

calling for changes to the flight plan pattern at LaGuardia 

Airport after a study found the noise it generates could 

reduce the life spans of some Queens residents by about 

one year. 

The study was conducted by researchers at Columbia 

ITnive rs ity's Mailman School of Public Health artd published 

in the August 15th issue of the International Journal of 

Environmental Research and Public Health. I would like to 
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see this study include an analysis of tha~ study in its 

publication. 

• 

Next, the impact on human health and the environment 

must be analyzed under applicable federal state laws . Test 

analysis and published resulls must be done before any 

increase in flight operations or airport expansion. Testing 

for the toxic chemical thorium must be included in the 

testing . Thorium is an indispensable tracer of airport 

emissions unique to airplanes ver sus diesel engines. 

The Council on Environmental Quality, CEQ, Regulation 

1508.27 refers to major federal actions affecting the 

quality of human environment. The regulation says that 

short-term and long-term must be considered - - in other 

words, impacts must be considered in the context of time , 

quote, intensity , unquote, is part of the -- is the severity 

of potential impact in context . The regulation directs 

agencies to consider adverse impacts to human health and 

safety . There are health and environmental studies 

currently underway, such as, but not limited to, the 

University of Washington Ultrafine Particulate Study Phase 

1, and the Washington State budget proviso, Sea-Tac Airport 

impact study currently being managed by the Department of 

Commerce. 

The results of these studies and any recent studies 

\need to be included in the Port of Seattle's SEPA and the 
( 
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FAA NEPA process. 

I would direct this study to evaluate the paper 

''Evaluating Particulate Emissions From Jet Engines: 

Analysis of Chemical and Physical Characteristics and 

Potential Impacts on Coastal Environments and Human Health" 

by Karleen A. Boyle . 

Finally, there have been no studies of substance in 

over six years as to the impact environmentally and 

health-wise of the growth of the airport and the high 

iccrease in traffic. I have analyzed enplanements and I 

have i n front of me the 2015 enplanement schedule , which 

shows 14 airports as being the busiest in the United States. 

Of them, Sea-Tac, at 3.9 square miles, is the eleventh 

busiest airport per size , whi~e it is the ninth busiest 

airport in the United States. And it i s exceeded only by 

Los Angeles International Airport and Atlanta Jackson 

International Airport. 

I cannot see how they can expect to double this 

airport ' s operations and maintai n operational safety that 

will prevent a catastrophe in the local area . And I would 

like this matter addressed and published. 

Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: T'"nank you. 

MR . WACHTEL: Do I have to go through you 

agai n? 
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HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: No. 

MR . WACHTEL: Okay. I ' d like to bring up a 

couple of points. 

41 The environmental revi ew being presented is a piecemeal 
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' p .rocess . The enLire projecl goes Lo 2030, Lhal is Lhe 

near-term and the far-term . And the Near-Term Project only 

goes to 2027, and tha t is the part that we are examining at 

this time . This separation has been used before by the 

airport to avoid scrutiny on what they ' r e actually do i ng for 

the totality of the project. 

It appears that the Port is attempting to conceal the 

fact that the long-term and far-term projects are part and 

parcel of one objective with one outcome , which needs to be 

exami ned as one project/entity. If the Port continues to 

only do an environmental analysis of the Near-Term Projects, 

then it is reasonable to foresee that the City could argue 

that the analysis that is done is incomplete . 

Final comment is that the Port should, rather than 

investi ng a billion dollars in trying to create the 

operat i ons at the extreme level of the operation spectrum, 

support the location and selection of a new site for a 

second airport. 

That's all I have. Thank you . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILI PSEN: Now you have the 

floor and I will time you . 
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f'rom: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Hello: 

Debi Wagner 
SAMP Public comments 
additional fnformatlon 
Sunday, September 16, 2018 11:08:42 PM 

Two more articles on noise and emissions to add to my previous comments. These public 
health reports have been received today and the links are copied below. 
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2018/sep/16/air-pol)ution-particles-found-in
mothers-pJacentas?CMP=fb gu 

https://thequietcoalition.org/aircraft-ooise-kills/ 

~ [The evidence on t~e public health ha_rm to residents living near airports and in flight paths 
·V1 seems to be mounting. These revelations add to the urgent need for thorough, robust, 
t11 verifiable human health science based investigations. 

Debi Wagner 
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HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: That's all you need 

to do here. 

MR. BEEMAN : I mean, in the whole thing. I 

thought there was going to be a meeting. We were 

misinformed . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : Well, you might say 

it is a meeting, but this is one part of it, where we take 

your comments and record them . But there are exhibits in 

there with people to answer questions and 

minutes . 

MR. BEEMAN : I understand. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Mr. Weir? 

MR. WEIR: Yes. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have three 

r MR. WEIR: 

I Second Avenue South in 

I ' m Keith Weir . I live at 21034 

Des Moines on the north hill; new 

resident there. Formerly lived in Gregory Heights in Burien 

for 22 years. Just a little concerned when we initially 

moved in. I'm not one of these -- I live by an airport, but 

with the introduction of the third runway and the increase 

in flight patterns and the frequency of flights as we live 

there got progressively louder and noisier. And we did move 

to Des Moines, I understand. I'm up on the north hill and 

we have a view and it ' s beautiful and wonderful, but with 

the increased flights and everything, comes increased air 
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pollution; audio, you know, noise . And I just have some 

concerns about the water quality for the creek flowing out 

into the Sound with an increased capacity of flights and 

what will be done with fuel-management runoff , things like 

that. I know Miller Creek has been impacted greatly by the 

runoff from the runway over the years. 

So that's my environmental -- with a little bit of 

concern on that . And I do have three children l ' m raising, 

as we l l, so their little lungs, and my neighbors ' , as well . 

On another front, in the long-term on these projects, 

looking in there, there ' s quite a long list of work that 

looks like it needs to be done to upgrade the airport and 

get it ready for this incr eased capacity . At the Burien 

City Council meeting, somebody did their math and said that 

it looked like an increase of about 465 flights a day over 

what is currently flying . All that capacity and demand 

needs to be met somehow; that equates to construction 

projects . 

I am an electrician , and I would prefer that the Port 

look at implementing a master community workforce agreement 

to cover all of these projects under one envelope so 

opportunities are made available for residents of the 

community to either get into an apprenticeship or get into a 

pre-apprenticeship and be able to be made ready to become an 

applicant for a living-wage career in the construction 
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field. We work with the skills center and Hi ghline Public 

Schools and other school districts to make sure that 

chil dren have an option other than college which actuall y 

provides them a pathway to a living-wage career. So we ' ve 

got kids that can -- that may not be on the college path 

that can, in five year s, go from earning zero to earning 

$80 , 000-pl us a year with benefits for their fami l ies without 

college debt and the burden of that . 

So with that, I would just strongl y encourage the Port 

commissioners to look at these upcoming projects and be 

smar t about their allocation and make sure that we have an 

overarching agreement that makes it a level p l aying field 

for al l and provides opportunity and pathways . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you, Mr. 

Weir. 

Okay. Ms . Oliver, you have three minutes. 

MS. OLIVER: Thank you. 

I have lived here for almost 16 years . These last nine 

months have been l i fe in hel l because of the environmental 

effects of the airplanes going over my house. I sometimes 

have them every 20 seconds. It ' s so noisy, you can ' t 

hear -- you can't hear another per son talking; you can ' t 

hear yourself think; you can ' t sleep. You close all the 

windows; it doesn ' t matter . 

So you get no rest; you get no time to focus on 
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your name. 

MS . WHITE: Okay. My name is Susan White. And 

so I was on the Des Moi nes City Council for eight years when 

we fought che third runway, so I feel ki nd of historical in 

this, to a degree. 

I 

So my opinion is, at the time it was unfortunate that 

didn ' t cite another regional airport because that is 

needed . I mean, r think Sea- Tac is at its maximum capacity. 

The impact it ' s having on the community now is a b i t dire : 
j 

a lot more airplane noise, flights coming in lower, the 

environment. 

My grandchildren go to St. Phil ' s, which is a private 

Catholic school , but the airplanes are every day over there 

and one after another. Do I worry about the 

environmental the stuff that ' s going down perhaps harming 

them? Yeah. As well as a lot of other -- like cancer, 

health, and all thi s. 

So on the other hand, I don ' t want to just be this 

person that is just -- i t's happening. So what can we do to 

I 
be part of the solution? I think that's where the -- you 

know , a give and take, somehow, with the Port of Seattle, 

not just this dog f i ght that is - - makes everybody mad. I 

just thi nk it's not going to stop the growth in the airport; 

fii ' s happening . 

lor realize that 

I hope they find another regional airport 

they can participate in our communi t y in 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206 . 623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866 . 780 . 6972 
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some positive way, whether it's with the schools and flights 

and different ways they can take off and i mpact our 

community so detrimentally. 

And that ' s kind of the way I fee l . If there's anything 

as citizens we can do to engage more -- this is good . But I 

think there ' s a lot to address on the impact of south King 

Countyr which has always kind of been a dumping ground for a 

lot of stuff, in my opinion, just living here for all that 

time. 

That's kind of all T have to say. T'll submit my 

comments. 

you. 

~EARING OFPICER PHILIPSEN : Okay . Thank you. 

MS . WRITE : There you qo . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Very good. ~hank 

MR. AZZAM: My turn, right? 

REARI NG OFFI CER PHILIPSEN: Your turn_ 

MR . AZZAi."1: Okay. My name is W.asirn Azzaro. 

I've been living in Federal Way for the last 27 years . I 

moved houses ten years ago. I now live in the Marine Hills 

on -- in the flight path, which was not really directly a 

flight path when I moved in ten years ago. 

- Recently, li=e has been changed to the worse because of 

the airport noise -- the airplane noise. We can ' t use the 

patio, we can ' t use the backyard or the front yard; we can't 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206.623 . 6136 * Toll Free 866.780 . 6972 
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SAMP additional quesion 
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Z ~Why does the FAA/EPA insist on using a non-standard metric in measuring aircraft noise? 
:r DNL is a purely arbitrary measure. DdB is the universally (WHO, CDC, etc) measure of noise 
t,,1 that contributes to ill health. -

Thanks. 

Gerry Wieder RN 
88 

Gerry W-teder, R.N. 

(206) 234.8384 
This email and all that it contains is personal and confidential. If you are the unintended recipient, please Ignore and delete 
it. Please ~onsider the environment before prialing this or amy oilier dectronic mesage_ 
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NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS 

PUBLICSCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Paul Wilson-Grills BSN MN 

1121 SW 317th St 

Federal Way, WA 98023 
206-595-5413 

Attn: Steve Rybolt 

Port of Seattle 

Aviation Environment and sustainability 

09/28/2018 

I am writing to you as one of many thousands of people impacted, often profoundly, by noise from 
aircraft using SeaTac airport. 

I believe current airspace management and afr traffic control arrangements are unacceptable and 
undemocr,3tic; in my view they amountto a serious failure of regulation and an abuse of 
government policy. My community is deeply frustrated by what has happened to them; we feel 
ignored, angry and persecuted. I have collectively lost confidence in the ability or wlllingness of the 
aviation sector - both regulators and businesses - to address the issues that impacts us. 

But I believe these issues can be addressed, using the technology now available, if the parties an: 
brought together and required to discuss, develop and implement solutions. I am not a NIM BY. I fully 
recognize the benefits that the av1ation industry brings but a key theme of this letter is that fairness 
must be paramount in deciding on f light paths, with proper account being taken of communities' 

- views. I hope you will work with us to explore and put in place a new set of regulatory and 
operational arrangements designed to reduce, minimize and fairly distribute aircraft noise. This has, I 

-7' believe, the potential to achieve a major and badly needed step forward in responsible, community 
L- friendly, aviation policy. 

I emphasize that the issues raised and proposals in this letter relate solely to the current operations 
of SeaTac airport. Current policy and regulation Current airspace management policies, and the 
assodated regulatory arrangements, are complex, mult i-faceted and highly technical. They are 
barely penetrable by lay people impacted on the ground, like most of us. To some extent this may be 
inevitable. But it has contributed to an. environment where consultation and communication with 
communities, whether it takes place at all, is not fit for purpose. 

This was widely acknowledged by many government personnel, and should be addressed; I return to 
this fu ndamental point below. It is clear that some "airspace changes", such as in the make-up and 
classification of controlled airspace, require the consent of the FAA and are subject to a change 
process and consultation. But the FAA has taken the view that other changes, such as the routing of 
aircraft through blocks of airspace by air traffic controllers, do not require consultation or consent. 
These arrangements make no sense to my community: consultation is requfred for changes that 
have little rm pact on the ground, such as to standard arrival routes to nominated holds all of which 
are at over 7000 feet above sea level (AMSL); but no consu ltation is apparently required, and the 



FAA takes no interest, where a permanent vectoring procedure rs altered, below 4000 feet, however 
significant the impact on communities, tranquility, health or property values. The FAA is patently 
failing to play an active role in balancing the interests of local communities and relevant 
stakeholders with those of the aviation industry that regulation expects it to. It is particularly failing 
to implement the aspects of your guidance which require the noise impact of aircraft and the 
number of people on the ground significantly affected by itto be the environmental priority from 
the ground to 4,000 feet (AMSL). 

r At SeaTac, for example, communities previously unaffected by aviation noise are now suffering up to 
12 hours of unremitting departure noise daily, without consultation, to achieve marginal gains in fuel 
and emissions. Airports and air traffic controllers have taken advantage of this position to change 

7 vectoring practices and narrow the swathe over which arriving aircraft reach their final approach. 
M This will clearly benefit the aviation industry. It will enable airlines to save fuel and allow more 
-;;! alrcraft to use airports increasing their revenue or operate with more resilience. But they have taken 

no account, and are not required to take account, of the significant increase in noise for those under 
_!he new routes, who suffer numerous consequential effects including on health and asset values. 

This is wholly uncontrolled behavior, by unaccountable monopoly businesses; a clear case of 
regulatory failure that has led to an unacceptable balance between the commercial interests of the 
aviation sector and its customers and those of local communities. Gains for the industry, which are 
frequently marginal and unproven, should not be at the expense of the quality of life of local people! 
This complete absence of proportionality would be unthinkable in any other part of the economy 
and should not be tolerated in the aviation sector no matter how distinctive and valuable it is. I 
would welcome your lead in addressing this failure. 

The flight path changes introduced by air traffic controllers and the airport fly in the face of the 
Government's long established goal to limit and, where possible, reduce the number of people 
sfgnificantly affected by aircraft noise. It is clearly a good thing to reduce the number of people 
s1gnificantly affected by aircraft noise if that can be done without materially adversely impacting 
others. It is quite another thing to create persecuted noise ghettos, and the government should not 
allow itself to be associated with such a policy no matter how politically attractive. It is simply not 
consistent with core American values. Secondly, the changes that have been made, in my view, have 
clearly increased the number of people significantly affected by aircraft noise. 

The Lakota/Twin lakes neighborhoods in Federal Way, WA is becoming one such noise ghetto. 

In the last few year many people who were somewhat impacted by aircraft arrival noise (but few 
were significantly impacted) to one where many are significantly impacted by a constant stream of 
aircraft, hour after hour, day after day. A new class of significantly affected people has been created, 
in the name of the government's policy, with no consultation or redress. Taken together, these 
factors have led to a position where there is no trust - and an increasing standoff- between airports 
and air traffic control organizations on the one hand and over-flown communities on the other, with 
the regulator standing to one side unwilling or unable to act. 

The government and its regulators need to consider new and innovative approaches to regulation 
and work with the industry to innovate in noise management techniques. There is no sign that this is 
happening currently. 

I propose the set of measures described below. Taken. together I believe these would send a 
powerful signal to my communities and others impacted by aircraft noise that the government 
recognizes their concerns and is w111ing to work with them to find mutually acceptable solutions. This 
would, in my view, represent a very significant step forward in aviation policy. 

Changes anticipated: 



r 
~' l l. Announce that the government will seek to ensure, if necessary through new legislation or 
M D:rections, that: _aircr.aft noise will b~ progress!vely and m~teriall.y reduced; noise impacts will be 
Z dispersed and m1n1m1zed and meaningfu l public consultations will be undertaken. 

~1~2. As a specific component of 1 above, direct the FAA urgently to research and trial the potential for 
~ ·Llsing Performance Based Navigation (PBN) technology to achieve the maximum dispersal of fl ight 
:z approach paths without using merge points and the maximum d\spersal of flight departure paths 

within Noise Preferential Routes, with the full involvement of impacted communities. 

3. Pending the implementation of 1 and 2 above, require t he industry to reverse all vectoring. 

~ □· . Ensure that the industry uses PBN to achieve the greatest possible safe height with smooth 
~ Continual Descent Approach/ Continual Ascent Departure at al l times, and require the FAA to police 
::Z this and report on it periodically. 

I" S. Amend your Department's Guidance to the FAA to make clear that noise and noise shadow 
minimizatjon is the primary environmental consideration in the design of all arrival and departure 
routes up to at least 6,000 feet (AMSL), and requires it to report periodically on its implementation 
of this Guidance. 

~ 

6. Review regulatory and contractual arrangements in the aviation sector, particularly those 
Involving airports and air traffic control organizations, to ensure that they contatn appropr1ate 
incentives to reduce and disperse noise on the basis set out above, with meaningful financial and 
other license sanctions where this is not ach ieved. 

; l_?. Require airlines immediately to address the debilitating cavity whine caused by certain aircraft. 

I 
r41 

7 

8. Develop, launch and generously fund a community-oriented program intended to achieve radical 
change in the culture of the aviation industry towards the noise (and other environmental damage) 
it creates and the outcomes it achieves. This could, for example, play a key role in: far more intensive 
noise monitoring; honest, audited, complaint reporting; the development and dissemination of best 
practice noise management amongst airlines; and accelerated research into options that would keep 
aircraft higher for longer, such as steeper ascent and descent paths. 

I very much hope you will work with us to achieve the significant change needed properly to balance 
the interests of impacted communities, the aviation industry and those who use its services, through 
the actions proposed above. 

Paul Wilson-Grills BSN MN 
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[ live in Des Moines near the current flight plans to and from Sea-Tac airport. 

~

he noise from flights has been increasing during the past several years, so I hope that the Port 
c:' f Seattle seriously conducts an environmental impact study on noise for residents. Perhaps 
:r he study could also include providing funds for noise-protective windows in houses and 
V) ondos impacted by flight noises. 

~

Also, I am. concerned .about debris and exhaust from airplanes. My balcony often has a sticky 

1 Im and dirt needs to be wiped and cleaned. I also hope that the Port's environmental impact 
('<1 tudy will assess current air qua lity in Des Moines and other areas near Sea-Tac airport, as 
VJ well as projected air quality if the Port expands and adds more flights. 

r-:1 lPUblic health of residents near Sea-Tac airport is important in considering any expansion of 
\Ji ~e Port. 
I./) 

Thank you for your consideration. 

- Marjorie Witman, MN, FNP 
601 S.227thSt.,#4l0-S 
Des Moines, WA 98198 
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SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS- PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and $EPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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Public Comment 

To: 

The Port of Seattle Sustainable Airport Master 

Plan Environmental Impact Statement 

The FAA in preparation of an Environmental 

Assessment 

Submitted by: Debi Wagner 

Highline College Public Scoping Meeting 

9/10/2018 



Table 1: List of Environmental Impact Cate2ories in FAA Order 10501.1 F 
Environmental Impact Category 

1 Air C ··.-... J 

2 Biololrical Resources 
3 Climate 
4, Coastal Resources 
5 Department ofT,G,l~LIVrtation Act, Section 4(f) 

Environmental Impact Cate2ory 
6 Farmlands 
7 Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste. and Pollution Prevention 
8 Historical, Architectural, Archeololrical and Cultural Resources 
9 Land Use 
10 Natural Resources and Ener2Y Suooly 

Environmental Impact Category 
11 Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use 
12 Socioeconomics. Environmeota.1 Justice, and Children's Environmental Health and 

Safety Risks 
13 Visual Effects 
14 Water Resources 
15 CumulatiYe fmoacts 
16 Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources 

AIR QUALITY 

Air quality bas not been assessed. A Memorandum of Agreement between EPA, Department of 
Ecology, Puget Sound Clean Air Agency and the Port of Seattle in 1997 was to monitor the air 
quality of the Sea-Tac Airport area post 2010 (see attached) due to predicted modeled 

~ exceedances of the NAAQS. This was to occur prior to construction of conditioned elements of 
\ the ALP. These proposed future improvements such as the new terminal and landside 
~ 
-- developments are planned along with other segmented developments such as hardstands and 
~ international facility improvements and no compliance certifications have been issued. No 

monitoring is planned. This monitoring should include the analysis of chemical composition of 
the soot, debris that was included in the MOA but not completed due to funding restraint. 

The consultant working on the Sustainable Allport Master Plan (SAMP) has provided air quality 
data from the EDMS and AEDT model. The EPA also models the same operations for each year 
analyzed. Below is a table created by EPA showing the consultant (in white) and EPA analysis 
(in yellow) for 2014 using the same model and FAA supplied operational numbers. 
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The differences between these estimates have not been explained. For the third runway analysis, 
these same problems permeated the modeling. When looking at emission data input from the 
third runway analysis, it was clear the consultant bad manipulated the data to obtain a 
predetermined outcome of compliance. The consultant failed to estimate any particulate data for 
all jet operations. All defaults were set to zero. The consultant cut emission data from EPA 
published rates and used lower than standard operations time in mode. It is not fully understood 
by me at this time, and to what degree, that falsified data has impacted public health and the 

_:!lvironment that would have otherwise received mitigation. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

The consultant has provided data on carbon dioxide emissions in the Air Quality Baseline 
Preliminary Draft dated September 2017 for 2016 annual emissions. CO2 is listed at 396,306 
metric tons per year. Yet the Port of Seattle Energy and Sustainability Committee estimate from 

• 
3 

I 

l 

2015 is 5.4 million metric tons per year. The difference between the two estimates are due to the 
consultant using a fraction of the Landing/Takeoff cycle rather than total fuel pumped. This 
leaves a majority of the carbon dioxide emissions unaccounted for. Since climate impact is a 
global concern, honesty and accuracy and taking responsibility for the total global climate impact 
is essential to understanding the significant impact the aviation sector has on planning and 
mitigation. While trees are the only cmrent mitigation for aviation produced COi. it makes no 
sense the FAA has allowed the significant removal rather than topping 3,000 mature trees around 
the airport. 

The total climate change impact of the airport expansion will be significant. Sea-Tac is currently 
producing 25% of the county's climate change emissions. While the county is reducing 
emissions, the airport plans to double its impact. Ninety percent of the climate impact of the 

_.. airport is due to jet operations. The Port of Seattle proposes reducing the remaining l 0% of 
t climate emissions by 3% or less over the next 18 years while doubling the 90%. None of the 
~ estimates consider the higher contributing emissions of nitrogen oxides, methane or black 

carbon. The imbalance in offsetting the impact could push Sea-Tac to half the county total by 
2034 considering the increase in operations and reduction strategies in other sectors. This 
scenario will undo and even surpass all gains in every other sector. 

Table 13 
BASEUNE (2016) CONDITION AEDT ANNUAL EMISSIONS 

SHORT TONS OF POLLUTANTS {2016) 



-

EMISSION 
SOURCE 

NOx voe co SOx PM10 PM2.S c0z• 

Aircraft Engines 1,775 261 1,455 162 13 13 396,306 

APUs 40 3 33 5 5 5 -

GSE 370 94 2,769 19 25 25 -
Stationary Sources 18 1 12 0 1 1 -

TOTAL 2,267 379 4,841 190 48 47 396,306 

ENVIRONMENT AL JUSTICE 

Health disparities in the communities surrounding the airport have been evaluated by the State 
Department of Public Health. Findings of disproportionate, high and adverse consequences exist 
in these communities. Currently, respiratory and brain cancer cases are higher than average when 
compared to King County and asthma in 98168 is statistically significantly higher than average 
when compared to county, state and national levels. 

Environmental Justice (EJ) eligible community has been identified by FAA in their J W1e 2017 
Preliminary Environmental Analysis (PEA). The Interagency Working Group on EJ 
Methodologies March 2016 outlines numerous items for analysis that have not been discussed in 
any detail in the SAMP planning process. Cumulative impacts to these communities of noise and 
emissions along with health impacts have not been analyzed. Past, present and reasonably 
foreseeable impacts have not been addressed. Unknown risks should be evaluated. 

(From the PEA) 
Figures 5 and 6 shows the areas in which Environmental Justice (EJ) may be a concern within 
the Study Area. This data was pulled using the U.S Consensus 2015 data, through the 
Environmental Justice tool in AEDT. There are multiple areas of which exceed environmental 
justice thresholds within the Study Area. However, there are no reportable or significant noise 
impacts and the noise level of the No Action and Proposed Action Alternatives are less than 45 
d.BA DNL. Furthermore, there is no change to air quality. Therefore, the FAA has preliminarily 
determined that there are no high and disproportionate impacts to environmental justice 
communities. 



Figure·~: EJ areas with the No 
Aqtjpn flight tracks 

Figure§: FJ areas with the 
Propo~d Action fljglit tracks 

The aforementioned analysis preliminarily indicates that there would be no direct or indirect or 

cumulative significant impact as a result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. 

This analysis, above, ignores the significant impact that a1ready exists with health disparities 
discovered in the past and present. EPA EJ Screen tool can be used to assess the low income and 
minority populations around Sea-Tac and view the risk and negative health outcomes. Many of 
the census tracts in 98168 and 98198 typically overflown by departing and arriving aircraft 
exhibit extreme conditions. Some of the greatest poverty levels, language barriers, no access to 
healthcare deficiencies and health disparities in the county exist in these communities along with 
higher than average for the county numbers of children. The Highline School District that serves 
these communities has some of the highest poverty level families, and service needs of any 
school district in the state. See attached high noise area map and State Department of Health 



Washington Tracking Network health disparities map. Both exhibit similar areas of impact for 
high noise levels and negative health outcomes. 

The State Board of Health on behalf of the State Department of Public Health finding 
statistically significant health disparities in the communities surrounding Sea-Tac Airport writing 
in The Washington State Committee on Environmental Justice, June 2001 "Final Report, State Board of 

Health Priority: Environmental Justice" states: 

"Airport community members living near the SeaTac Airport identified several concerns related 

to air pollution from operations at the airport (see Washington State Department of Health et 

al., February and December 1999. These reports can be accessed through: 

http://www.doh.wa.gov/EHSPHL/Epidemiology/NICE/HTML/ nicepubs.htm.) 

A March 2000 report prepared jointly by DOH, the Washington State Department of Ecology, 

the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency, Public Health-Seattle and King County and several other 

agencies and community representatives found that, in the SeaTac Airport area, there are 

statistically significantly higher rates of the following conditions: 

• Lung cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to the rest of King County 

and to Washington State; 

• Oral and pharyngeal cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to 

Washington State; 

• Deaths from lung cancer and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease in an area 
approximately three miles to the west and north and one mile to the east and south of 

the airport (defined by census tracts) compared to King County; and 

• Hospital admission for asthma and pneumonia/influenza in an area approximately three 

miles to the west, north and east and one half mile to the south of the airport (defined by 

zip codes) compared to King County. 

The March 2000 report recommended that an air quality study be conducted around SeaTac 

Airport. This recommendation was. in part. forwarded because of environmental justice 

concerns. The report states, "fundamental to the concept of environmental equity is the value 

that one group of people not incur environmental exposures from commercial activities from 

which another group benefits. Those who use SeaTac Airport often derive great financial and 

other benefits from worldwide travel. The extent to which these benefits come at the expense 

http:Uwww.doh.wa.gov/EHSPHL!EpidemioloGY!NICE!HTMLlnicepubs.htm


of environmental degradation affecting the people who live around the airport Is unknown, 

since a comprehensive air quality study has not been performed at SeaTac Airport to determine 

the impacts attributable to airplane emissions and airport-related traffic" (Washington State 

Department of Health et al., 2000, p. 8). [pages 14, 15] (Emphasis added) 

Regarding unknown risks the Federal lnteragency Working Group (IWG) on Environmental Justice states 

in publication "Promising Practices for EJ Methodologies in NEPA Reviews" dated March 2016: 

https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2016-

08/documents/nepa promising practices document 2016.pdf 

"The degree to which an impact involves unique or unknown risks (see 40 CFR§1508.27(b)(5)) to 

minority populations and low-income populations in the affected environment can inform how 

agencies assess the significance of the impact. Minority populations and low-income populations 

could be uniquely susceptible to impacts from a proposed action due to: 1) special vulnerabilities, 

e.g. pre-existing health conditions that exceed norms among the general population; 2) unique 

routes of exposure, e.g. use of surface or well water in rural communities; or 3) cultural practices, 

e.g. subsistence fishing, hunting or gathering, access to sacred sites." IWG page 34 

The FAA EA must include the following: 

~ rl) An air quality monitoring program must be completed which includes toxics and criteria 
V1 L pollutants and used as a validation for modeling 

2) A risk analysis must be completed which evaluates all known chemicals released from 
the airport and operations which might be affecting the poor public health outcomes (see 
comments to the Port of Seattle) 

~) A toxicology study must be completed to help plan mitigation. 
Cf) 4) Mitigation plans, programs and strategies should be planned and implemented along with 
<J the SAMP development not after 
VJ 5) Any mitigation strategy must have a monitoring plan to assure success 
_. 6) A similar area must be used for comparison to evaluate health impacts (Kent Auburn area 

\ 
VJ was used as a comparative population to Sea-Tac Airport communities by the State 

Department of Health in 2000. This area along with Tukwila is overflown by arriving 
aircraft to both Boeing Field and Sea-Tac Airport. Health disparities in these cities can 
clearly be seen as extreme on the enclosed map of poor health outcomes and should not 
be used as a comparison) 

7) Areas of impact for emissions should be mapped along with noise. 
Consider for instance: 

https:!lwww.epa.gov!sites!production/files!2016


a) New Jersey Institute of Technology has found a wide circular area around airports in 
the US experiencing toxic emissions 10 times greater than elsewhere 

b) State Department of Health found health impact areas to the west and east of Sea-Tac 
Airport experiencing health disparities 

c) EPA evaluating Midway Airport found risk threshold exceeded for 1,3 Butadiene to 
the northeast of the airport not typically in a noise contour band, 

d) McCulley Frick and Gilman Air Quality Survey found hydrocarbon levels exceeding 
state New Source regulations around Sea-Tac Airport outside of the noise contours 

e) Department of Commerce and LAX Ultrafine Particulate study found sooty debris 
typical of jet engine combustion discharge in flight paths for 10 miles out from 
runway ends 

8) An epidemiological study should be conducted 
9) All studies should show independence and be peer reviewed to assure objectivity 
10) All analysis should include data input, assumptions and justification 
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Race Percentage in Population 

Amencan Indian 
Asian 

- Black 
- Hispanic 
- Multi-Race 
- Paciftc Islander 
-White 

- -
State Department of Health Washington Tracking Network Health Disparities for 98168 that 
follow flight path and match high noise area 



Highest noise level in purple at the airport and surrounding red represents highest noise levels 
and matches the health disparities map from Department of Health 
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SCOPING COMMENTS 

Scoping should be taken seriously. Past requests for the Third Runway analysis to address 
environmental considerations have been ignored. Please see attachment for an example of 
Puget Sound Clean Air Agency (PSCAA) formerly, Puget Sound Air Pollution Control 
Agency request for the third runway EIS to include a risk analysis and the response from 
the FAA/Port of Seattle. Where insufficient information exists (was not a valid excuse since 
EPA had just done a thorough risk assessment for Midway Airport 
http://www.csu.edu/cerc/documents/SWChicagoCancerRisksl993.pdf) or unknown risk exists as 
was the case with existing widespread community health disparities, it is the responsibility 
of the agency proposing the project involving additional impacts to use all available means 
to discover and disclose. NEPA §1508.27 

The FAA and Port of Seattle should analyze the following items in the Environmental 
Assessment and Environmental Impact Statement: 

HUMAN HEAL TH AND ENVIRONMENT 

1) Conduct an air quality analysis for all pollutants of concern; hydrocarbon emissions, 
air toxics, lead and criteria pollutants in the communities surrounding the airport and 
flight paths where aircraft overfly to 3,000 feet. This was required by a MOA between 
the Port of Seattle, EPA, PSCAA and DOE to be done post 2010 {See Attached). 
Please note the request for chemical analysis of residues in flight paths. Funding 
shortfall prevented this from going forward. It is still needed. Monitoring is used to 
validate modeling and has been recommended by our air quality agencies 

2) Provide data on demographics and health in all communities affected by airport 
noise/emissions using existing data, science, agencies, institutions with city and 
citizen input. Give same consideration to multiple stressors (noise/emissions, traffic, 
etc.} in EJ community as was provided by the Port of Seattle in the near Port 
community grant for Duwamish residents. 

3) Identify significant cumulative impacts considering past, present and reasonably 
foreseeable, multiple project impacts and high and adverse impact areas.509, 
SASA, South Satellite, flight path changes, modifications, hardstands, new terminal 
construction and operation etc. 

4) Identify areas where low income and minority populations reside and analyze 
disproportionate impact by airport operations, traffic, congestion, etc. 

5) Consider cumulative noise and emissions on resident's health 
6) Consider unknown risk and develop methods to determine sources, nature and 

develop control strategies 
7) Conduct a risk analysis using all air contaminants known to be produced by airport 

operations using the collected monitoring and modeling data for validation as per 
Puget Sound Clean Air request in 1994 not yet completed 

8) Map the areas of impact 
9) Conduct a health impact assessment (HIA} and social impact assessment {SIA). 
1 O} Provide meaningful insights into mitigation strategies 

METHODOLOGY 

• 

http:lLwww,csu,edu/cerc/documents/SWChicagoCancerRisks1993.pdf
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1) Both co-lead agencies should use available science, data and input from 
independent sources to inform and validate the process and conclusions 

2) Worst-case scenarios for impact analysis should be considered and developed 
3) Mapping the area of emission impact will be different than the noise contours and 

should highlight highest risk areas. 
4) A map should be color coded to easily identify: 

a) Low income and minority populations eligible for environmental justice 
consideration 

b) High and adverse impact assessment by census tract 
c) Impact from emissions and types of emissions 
d) At risk areas by type of risk 
e) Noise contours and highest noise sensitive areas impact 
f) Existing health disparities . 

5) All assumptions and conclusions should be peer reviewed and independently 
verified for accuracy. For instance, industry data frequently reflects a bias; current 
emissions prepared by consultant for the SAMP varies widely from the EPA data for 
the same year using the same FAA operations, data and model. This problem 
plagued the third runway EIS data on emissions. Port estimates for 2014 are in white 
and EPA estimates in yellow 
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Residents are entitled to a fair process. The State Department of Public Health and State 
Board of Health has previously identified the areas around Sea-Tac Airport as experiencing 
high and adverse health consequences and eligible for environmental justice consideration. 
Their recommendation in June 2001 was for a comprehensive independent air quality study. 

The Port of Seattle has already previously recognized the importance of greater levels of 
identification and mitigation for environmental justice eligible communities. For the Near 
Port Community Grant partnership with EPA analyzing the disproportionate environmental 
and human health impacts of Seaport operations/cargo trucks, local industry and 
transportation impacts, the Georgetown and South Park communities received a 
Community Benefits Agreement and commitment from the Port of Seattle for funding, home 
air filtration systems, educational programs and workforce development among other 
contributions. Commissioners recognized the utility of such a community investigation 
process and foresaw an application of this Duwamish Valley Environmental Justice and 
Social Equity program as a pilot for future application potential to other Port impacted 
communities. 



June 2001 State Board of Health recommendation for a thorough air quality analysis as a result of 
findings of significant cancer and respiratory illnesses in zip codes around Sea-Tac Airport for study years 
1992-1995 and 1992-1996 http://sboh.wa.gov/Portals/7/Doc/EJ/EJReport 2001.pdf 

"EPA explains that "fair treatment means that no population, due to policy or economic 
disempowerment, is forced to bear a disproportionate burden 
of the negative human health or environmental impacts of pollution or other environmental 
consequences resulting from industrial, municipal, and 
commercial operations or the execution of federal, state, and local and tribal programs and 
policies" (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 1998). 
Of particular interest to the Committee is the specific claim that disproportionate exposures 
produce adverse health outcomes that are also borne 
disproportionately by these populations. It has been well documented in the State of 
Washington that low-income and minority populations have 
poorer health status than the overall population and have higher rates of a variety of diseases, 
including cancer and asthma. Many complex factors 
interact to produce health disparities among populations. Environmental and occupational 
exposures, access to medical care, nutrition,behavioral 
choices, and genetic variability, all contribute and are related. Where one lives and works is 
often less a matter of choice than the result of 
socioeconomic status. It is usually the case that people in the lower socioeconomic strata are 
more likely to live in the most hazardous environments 
and to work in the most hazardous occupations (Olden, 1998). {page 7] 
Community Health Concerns around SeaTac Airport Community members living near the 
SeaTac Airport identified several concerns related to air 
pollution from operations at the airport (Washington State Department of Health et al., 
February and December 1999). These reports can be accessed 
through http://www.doh.wa.gov/EHSPHL/Epidemiology/NICE/HTML/ nicepubs.htm. A March 
2000 report prepared jointly by DOH, the Washington 
State Department of Ecology, the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency, Public Health-Seattle and 
King County and several other agencies and community 
representatives found that, in the SeaTac Airport area, there are statistically significantly higher 
rates of the following conditions: 
• lung cancer cases within one mile of the airport com pa red to the rest of King County and to 
Washington State; 
• oral and pharyngeal cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to Washington 
State; 
• deaths from lung cancer and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease in an area approximately 
three miles to the west and north and one mile to the east 
and south of the airport (defined by census tracts) compared to King County; and 
• hospital admission for asthma and pneumonia/influenza in an area approximately three miles 
to the west, north and east and one half mile to the south 

http://www.doh.wa.gov!EHSPHUEpidemio!ogy!NICE!HTMUnicepubs.htm
http://sboh.wa.gov/Portals17/Doc/EJ/EJReoort


of the airport (defined by zip codes) compared to King County. 
lhe March 2000 report recommended that an air qua.lity study be conducted around SeaTac 
Airport. This recommendation was, in part, forwarded because 
of environmental Justice concerns. The report states, • fundamental to the concept of 
environmental equity is the value that one group of people not fncur 
environmental exposures from commerdal activities from which another group benefits. Those 
who use SeaTac Airport often derive great finandat and 
other benefits from wortdwide travel. The extent to which these benefits come at the expense 
of environmental degradation affectins the people•who live 
around the airport is unknown, since a comprehensive air qµallty study has not been.performed 
at SeaTac Airport to determine the Impacts attributable to 
airplane emissions and airport-related traffic" (Washington State Department of Health et al., 
2000, p. 8). [pages 14, 15} 



ATTACHMENTS 
1997 EPA, PSCM, DOE and Port of Seattle Memorandum of Agreement commitment for monitoring the 

airport area post 2010 due to predicted future scenario modeled violations of the federal standard for 

carbon monoxide. 





Hospitalizations from the State Department of Health Washington Tracking Network Map follow the 

flight path and show high rates for Kent Valley where emissions settle and where flights arriving at both 

Sea-Tac and Boeing Field overfly below 3,000 feet. Sea-Tac Airport is blue teardrop. 
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Example of a census tract (yellow highlight) from EPA EJ Screen tool where health disparities and risk is 
above the 90th percentile 
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Significant Cancer Cases in communities surrounding Sea-Tac Airport for years 1992-1996 
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PSCAA made a scoping request for a risk analysis in 1994 for the Third Runway Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) and again asking for the Final EIS to provide a risk analysis that includes all 
chemicals. This request was from Dennis McClerran who was recently Region X EPA Administrator. 



&,,frallllii!!li!\AII~ S~t 

l ~•.:ti•/4liili"•·•.-.~ our coacam □Pt nial me nsk -,.~-~ 
,._.~lblt foUowinl~' 

.... i..-.-. 

.9-t). h is,._ s die d~,, ~ysis 
u I -~ ambiln& air q,:ali~ mttdanfs. 
1 r• ii...___, intcrsccrloi, uwysis 

: .... es .. .-..s. P!Gsc rcWOfd d'lis 

, . die m:a:cunum opauaa1 
c:alculanoa.s ue l'or cbc 

M.i. SQ • uv:o,por.1.- won, RM 
~! ~ .?r dlll1Ciiial1a,lbow 1he opcraaonal dlG. 
~ day tor both cumnt 

• ii, i a m'.wa wr.e C\-alu=d.. Plate 
• ii cemonably :,.~1:&blc. ~ l 

a1111-11. ~ - iii addition IQ. 

i.lilllilllllr ca:n:ccn to OW' AlfflCY• P&e::u. 
an ecnitsioo ~,. Ho~. 

IF :CIIII ... in die Clliato 
Jlji._ofairpoct lhan Sa-aTx. ~ 

___ ll!il, .. .. -c• j w;th etdmatins risf( 

Below is the Final EIS response to PSCAA Scoping request for a risk analysis: 
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The contributions of the Energy and Sustainability Committee on elevating the profile of 
equity in Port environmental efforts and community engagement were noted. The project 
elements were summarized and the disproportionate community health impacts of 
environmental factors in South Park and Georgetown were described at the Port 
Commission Meeting on April 10, 2018. 
htto://www.mdoi.com/search?g=noise+Queens%2C+NY&authors=&article tyoe=&iournal=ijeroh&secti 

on=&special issue=&volume=&issue=&number=&oage=&search=Search 

Below are some selected articles with a summary on noise and emissions. 

"Air pollution causes seven million premature deaths a year but the harm to people's 
mental abilities is less well known. A recent study found toxic air was linked to 
"extremely high mortality" in people with mental disorders and earlier work linked it to 
increased mental illness in children. while another analysis found those living near 
busy roads had an increased risk of dementia. 

The new work, published in the journal Proceedings of the National Academy of 
Sciences. analysed language and arithmetic tests conducted as part of the China Family 
Panel Studies on 20,000 people across the nation between 2010 and 2014. The 
scientists compared the test results with records of nitrogen dioxide and sulphur 
dioxide pollution. 

They found the longer people-were exposed to dirty air. the bigger the damage to 
intelligence, with language ability more harmed than mathematical ability and men 
more harmed than women. The researchers said this may result from differences in 
how male and female brains work. 

Derrick Ho, at the Hong Kong Polytechnic University, said the impact of air pollution on 
cognition was important and his group had similar preliminary findings in their work. 
"It is because high air pollution can potentially be associated with oxidative stress, 
neuroinflammation, and neurodegeneration of humans," he said." 

https:ljwww.theguardian.com/ environment/2018/aug/27 /a ir-oollution-causes-huge-reduction-in

intelligence-study-reveals ?CMP=sha re btn link 

Shortened life span due to aircraft noise, savings to airlines in fuel and airports in efficiencies has less 

value than public health costs associated with the cardiovascular health effects of the noise. 

https:!lwww.theguardian.com/environment/20lS
http:Uwww.mdpi.comlsearch?g=noise+Queens%2C+NY&authors=&article


development of blocked arteries." https:ljwww.change.org/p/stop-the-faa-nextgen-flights-over-cu1ver

city/u/22489687?recruiter=false&utm source=share update&utm medium=facebook&utm campaign 
=facebook link 

"Aviation Emissions Impact Ambient Ultrafine Particle Concentrations in the Greater Boston 
Area." https:/ /pubs.acs.org/doi/pd£'10.102l/acs.est.6b01815 

"An air quality study has for the first time detected nano-sized particles of air pollution in children's 
urine ... these ultrafine particles are the smallest particles found in air pollution and have been linked to 

heart disease and respiratory conditions in previous studies. 

The research provides the first direct evidence that some of the particulate matter known as black 
carbon that we inhale in soot and fumes is making it across the lung barrier and into the body's 

circulatory system." https://horizon-magazine.eu/article/ultrafine-pollution-particles-create-air
menace en.html 

Close-in communities and those in flight paths are home to a large population, many which are 
predominately minority and low income residents. This community has been the topic of investigation by 

the State Department of Public Health in the past and found to exhibit higher than average and sometimes 
statistically significantly higher than average respiratory and brain cancer when compared to King County 
and State averages. Currently, these same statistics seem to be present especially in 98168 for asthma 
and 98198 for cancer types including brain cancer. 

EPA EJ Screen tool can be used to assess the risk, exposure and negative health outcomes of census tracts 
within these zip codes and indicate the percentile is in the 90 to 100111 for much of the population. (see 
attached example) 

UW Ultrafine investigation has found hot spots of ground level ultrafine concentrations below flight paths 

for Sea-Tac Airport. Ultrafine particulate pollution can be breathed in and small diameters typical of jet 
aircraft combustion products can pass through the membrane barrier and enter the blood-stream 

affecting the heart and brain. (See MOV-UP) These are suspected to cause lung irritation, inflammation, 

immune response and adverse reactions for asthma sufferers. 

New Jersey Institute of Technology estimates that airport operations are spreading air toxics and 

contaminants into a 9 square mile area around airports that is 10 times higher than average for areas not 
affected by airport operations. 

https:ljgraduatedegrees.online.niit.edu/resources/msce/msce-infographics/deadly-airport-toxins/ 

https:Ugraduatedegrees.online.niit.edu/resources/msce!msce-infographics!deadly-airport-toxins
https:l!horizon-magazine.eu!article!ultrafine-pollution-particles-create-air
https:llpubs.acs.orgidoilpdtllO.l0211acs.est.6bOI815
https:l!www.change.org!p/stop-the-faa-nextgen-flights-over-culver


Aircraft noise causes oxidative stress in the brain. "Thus the presented results may explain at least in 

part why sleep phase rather than awake phase noise leads to cardiovascular diseases and may also 

provide an explanation why aircraft noise is linked with cognitive impairment including retardations of 

learning and memory capabilities in children. Thus preventive measures should be considered to reduce 

night-time aircraft noise." 

"One hundred million Americans are effected by unhealthy levels of noise." 

https://academic.oup.co"m/eurhearti/advance

article/doi/10.1093/eurheartj/ehy333/5037114#.Wlm3vsP61iE.facebook 

''The analyses suggested that a 5-dB noise reduction scenario would reduce the prevalence of 
hypertension by 1.4% and coronary heart disease by 1.8%. The annual economic benefit was estimated 

at $3.9 billion." https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/m/pubmed/26024562/ 

"New research Links Air Pollution to Global Diabetes 

Air pollution linked to 3.2 million new diabetes cases in one year. 

A new research study links air pollution with an increased risk of global diabetes, even at 
pollution levels deemed safe by other governing bodies. 

A study from the Washington University School of Medicine in St. Louis collaborated with the Veterans 

Affairs (VA) St. Louis Health Care System. The findings could impact a global understanding of one of the 

fastest growing diseases. More than 420 million people are affected by diabetes worldwide, and roughly 

30 million people in the United States alone." http://www.webtopnews.com/new-research-links-air

pollution-to-global-diabetes-8905-2018/ 

"We report a higher lifetime prevalence of breast, melanoma and non-melanoma skin cancers 
among flight crews relative to the general population." 

"Taking age into account, the study found a higher prevalence of cancer in flight crew for every 
type of cancer examined." https://www.yahoo.com/news/commercial-flight-crews-show-higher
cancer-rates-study-l 72109583 .html 

"The effects on cardiovascular health start at 50 decibels. The U.S. standard of under 70 
decibels is solely to prevent hearing loss. The European Union standard of not more than 40 
decibels at night and 50 during the day is to protect human health." 

https:llwww.yahoo.com!news!commercial-flight-crews-show-higher
http://www.webtopnews.com/new-research-links-air
https:ljwww.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/m/pubmed/26024562
https://academic.oup.co'm/eurhearti!advance


https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/loud-noises-hurt-more-than
hearing/2018/05/18/ccc7fc84-59dd-11 e8-9889-
07bcc 1327f4b story .html?utm term=. l 89a034aa80 l 

"Students' performance drops by 0.73 marks with each aircraft noise contour band, according to Ruth 

Cadbury MP." https:Uwww.getwestlondon.co.uk/news/west.-london-news/heathrow-noise-
sign ifica ntly-affecti ng-pupils-11220403 

''Using the opening of a new international airport to model a noise experiment, Cornell 
University researchers measured physiological stress indicators and other quality of life 
measures among a sample of 9 to 11 year old children in the period prior to the opening of an 
international airport and again after its inauguration. 

The Results 

Among study subjects, resting blood pressure and overnight stress hormone levels ( epinephrine 
and norepinephrine) rose and quality of life indices fell after the opening of the new airport and a 
corresponding increase in environmental noise levels.1 

In another major airport noise study out of Munich Germany, researchers found that the opening 
of a new airport caused reading and memory scores to decline among children living in the noise 
affected area. Children living near a newly closed airport, by contrast, demonstrated improved 
reading and memory performance.i" https://www.choosehelp.com/topics/stress-burnout/noise
and-stress-2013-how-environmental-noise-levels-can-spike-your-stress-load 

"The new analysis has been produced by Ben Barratt and Gary Fuller of the Environmental Research 

Group at King's College, London. The group said yesterday: 'This period of unprecedented closure during 

unexceptional weather conditions has allowed us to demonst.rate that the airports have a clear 

measurable effect on NO2 concentrations, and that this effect disappeared entirely during the period of 

closure, leading to a temporary but significant fall in pollutant concentrations adjacent to the airport 

perimeters." https://www.independent.co.uk/environment/climate-change/empty-skies-proved-that-

a irports-ca use-pollution-say-researchers-1950672 .html 

"High levels of potentially harmful exhaust. particles from jets using Los Angeles International Airport 

have been detected in a broad swath of densely populated communities up to 10 miles east. of the 

runways ... The research, believed to be the most. comprehensive of its type, found that takeoffs and 

landings at LAX are a major source of ultrafine particles. They are being emitted over a larger area than 

previously thought, the st.udy states, and in amounts about equal in magnitude to those from a large 

portion of the county's freeways ... The findings raise health concerns, researchers say, because the 

minute particles, which result from the condensation of hot exhaust vapor from cars, diesel trucks and 

aircraft, have the potential to aggravate heart and lung conditions, including asthma and the 

https://www.independent.co.uk/environmentlclimate-change/empty-skies-proved-that
https:/lwww.choosehelp.comitopics/stress-bumout/noise
https:Uwww.getwestlondon.co.uk/news/west-london-news/heathrow-noise
https:llwww.washingtonpost.comlopinions/loud-noises-hurt-more-than


"The aviation is by far the leading emitter of harmful and deadly toxins such as sulfur oxides, carbon 
monoxide, nitrogen oxides, carbon dioxide, and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) into the atmosphere. 
Unfortunately, these toxins are harmful to living things. In fact, people living, working, or simply within 
nine square miles of airports are exposed to air pollution that is 10 times higher than areas outside this 
zone." 

The following are examples summarized of some topics for investigation of EJ communities in NEPA 
reviews. See the lnteragency Working Group on Environmental Justice 
https:ljwww.epa.gov/ sites/prod uction/files/2016-
08/ docu m ents/nepa promising practices document 2016.pdf: 

• Define the boundaries (GIS or mapping) of the affected population for both noise and 

emissions 

• Define Exposure pathways 

• Utilize citizen, organization and government data, science collection 

• Define unique characteristics, i.e., human health vulnerabilities, health disparities, socio-

economic vulnerabilities 

• Explain methodologies and data 

• Consider alternatives with the least impact on the low income and minority population 

• Identify benefits and detriments 

• Determine presence of high and adverse impacts (EJ community may be more susceptible 

to impacts than the general population) 

• Utilize systems for data collection such as Health Department, cancer Registry, National 

Birth Defects Registry, National Brain Tumor Registry, etc. 

• Develop a health impact assessment {HIA) and Social Impact Assessment (SIA) 

• Use a comparative population 

• Monitoring plan to assure mitigation is successful 

• Consider on balance compensatory mitigation to equalize detriments 

https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2016
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The attached Scoping comments are not meant to replace my comments submitted at the 
Highline College Port of Seattle/FAA outreach but are meant as supplemental. I am copying 
below a list of additional questions from an email exchange with Cayla Morgan, FAA 
Environmental Specialist which she refused to answer unless submitted through the Scoping 
process. 

I fail to understand why the SAMP Scoping boards for air quality and climate are empty and 
,-j why the public health board has risk of explosion and little else that has anything to do with 

l 
a, public health concerns. 
vj These boards could be populated to provide at least some framework for the public to know or 

c'1 
l ----Vl 

~nderstand how much or little the Port of Seattle and FAA plan to cover. 

I was involved in the four-year process for the third runway from Scoping to Final 
Supplemental EIS, MOA air quality study, Record of Decision and Governor Locke's 
certification of the project. This entire process was an attempt to cover up the true impacts, 
provide false data, downplay impacts and as a result, further a dangerous, unmitigated airport 
pollution problem. The subsequent legal cases pushed this process out another 8 years while 
the community fought impacts with meager resources that pushed cities near bankruptcy. In 
the end what we received was a somewhat smaller environmental destruction. 

This current process should indude a greater level of transparency and honesty. Agencies, 
officials and those responsible for oversight should assure the project not only complies with 
existing laws, but rises to an environmental standard that they themselves would want for their 
own families. This principle is reflected in state law at WAC 173 which guarantees each 
person in the State of Washington the right to a healthful environment. 

I also realize that the proper analysis may disclose the need for removing billions of dollars 
worth of residential land uses that are far too close to the airport. This proximity problem is a 
result of the 1989 "Mediation" agreement which kept incompatible land uses intact in 
exchange for a noise mitigation program. This was the cheap way out of a problem for the Port 
of Seattle. An Expert Noise Panel appointed by the State of Washington in 1996 determined 
the noise mitigation program wasn't successful. Subsequently, many of the insulated homes 
have had insulation and windows mold, fail and rot. There is currently no plan to repair, or 
expand the program. This is unacceptable. Other cities are getting updated products and 
upgrades. 

J:~ summary, it would be easier to site another airport in the state with a proper buffer of 
VJ ~,000 acres than to try and make this situation acceptable, livable and compatible. 

Thank you, 
Debi Wagner 



From: Deborah Wagner <debi.wa€ner4@gmail.com> 

Date: Wednesday, September 12, 2018 at 12:01 PM 

To: Sheila Brush <shebrusb@€mail.com>, Steve Edmiston <sedmiston@bracepointlaw.com>, 

Scott Stevson <scottstevson@€mail.com>, Bruce Dennis <bld522@yahoo.com>, Larry Cripe 

<Larrycripe@comcast.net>, Terry Plumb <tmcp123@hotmail.com>, "walterbala@mac.com" 

<walterbala@mac com>, "Keiser, Sen. Karen" <Karen.Keiser@le€.wa.gov> 

Subject: Fwd: follow-up 

---------- Forwarded message --------
From: <Cayla.Morgan@foa.gov> 
Date: Wed, Sep 12, 2018 at 11:01 AM 
Subject: RE: follow-up 
To: <debi.wagner4@gmail.com>, <shebrush@gmail.com>, <Larrycripe@comcast.net>, 
<annek@36524.com> 
Cc: <P::itrir.i::i Oe:e:m@fa::i gov>, <T::ine:11 R::irrille:::inx@fa::i gov>, 

<Purceii.Adyn@portseattie.org>, <Rybolt.S@portseattle.org> 

Dear Debi: 

Thank you for your comments regarding the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Near-Term 

Projects environmental review. If you would like your comments to be included as part of scoping, 

they must be received or postmarked by September 28, 2018 through at least one of the following 

methods: 

1. SAMP Online Open House: www SAMPNTPenyjronmentalreyjew.org 

2. Email: SAMP@portseattle om 
3. Mailed to: Mr. Steve Rybolt 

Port of Seattle 

Aviation Environment and Sustainability 

P.O. Box 68727 

Seattle, WA 98168 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
www.5AMPNTPenvjronmentalreyjew
mailto:Pu(Ceii.Arlyn@portseattie.Qrg
http:J::Inp.ll
mailto:Dp.p.m@fml
mailto:shebrush@groail.coro
mailto:Cayla.Morgan@faa.goy
mailto:Karen.Keiser@leg.wa.gov
mailto:walterbala@mae.eom
mailto:tmep123@hotmail.eom
mailto:Larryeripe@eomeast.net
mailto:bld522@yahoo.eom
mailto:seottstevson@gmail.eom
mailto:sedmiston@braeepointlaw.eom
mailto:shebrush@gmail.eom


4. Submitted in writing at any of the four public meetings 

5. Recorded by the Court Reporter at any of the four public meetings 

While we appreciate your comments, we cannot consider them as part of the SAMP Near-Term 

Project environmental review scoping process unless you resubmit them via one or more of the 

methods above. 

Once received, these comments will be reviewed by the Port and Federal Aviation Administration 

(FAA). We anticipate that we'll report out on the results of scoping to the Port Commission in early 

2019. 

Thank you, 

Cayla D. Morgan 

Environmental Protection Specialist 

Seattle Airports District Office 

206-231-4130 

My new address is: 2200 s. 216th Street, Des Moines, WA. 98198 

From: Deborah Wagner <debi.wagner4@gmail.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2018 9:41 AM 

To: Morgan, Cayla (FAA) <Cayla.Morgan@faa.gov>; Sheila Brush <shebrush@gmail com>; Larry Cripe 

<Larrycripe@comcast.net>; Anne Kroeker <annek@36524.com> 

Subject: follow-up 

Hello Cayla: Thank you for spending time discussing some of our questions at the SAMP 
Scoping meeting last night. I have a few questions that I hope you can answer. 

mailto:annek@36524.com
mailto:Larrycripe@comcast.net
mailto:Cayla.Morgan@faa.gov
mailto:debi.wagner4@gmail.com


The "air quality" team said the CO2 figure of 363,306 metric tons per year (2016) produced 
by Landrum & Brown in a preliminary air quality draft I received six months ago uses only a 
takeoff cycle of approximately 2 minutes. The figure I received from Elizabeth Leavitt, Port of 
Seattle senior environmental staff member at the Energy and Sustainability Committee in 2016 
was 5.4 million metric tons per year which includes all fuei pumped for CO2 in 2015 but not 
methane, black carbon or nitrogen oxides which are major contributors to climate impact and 
in my opinion, should be calculated for their respective contribution. 

The AQ staff said that FAA regulations requires them to use only the truncated figure, part of 
the LTO. 

~r---
~ ·1 Question: Please provide the regulation/guidance/AC or whatever governs this calculation? 
~L 

~!-i ! Question: I am also seeking a copy of any EA, FONSI, CA TEX document you referenced 
z-L from 2006/2007? 

1 I am also concerned about the conditional approval FAA received from EPA in 1997 which 
required an air quality analysis prior to any future build post 20 l O due to predicted violations 
of the NAAQS. Monitoring around the airport drives in 1998 found CO levels at roughly 80% -\ of the federal standard during a slow period of operations along with particulate and NO2 

~ llevels higher than any historical regional monitoring. The congestion around the airport aiong 
< with the massive increase in operations over the years and lack of monitoring in the area 

combined with close-in communities is cause for concern for compliance meant to protect 
public health and welfare. 

rii 
·~ 

-~ j Question: Will any monitoring of the air quality be required before approvals are issued? If 
~ so, will air toxics be included along with criteria pollutants? 

(<> 
✓.) 

In 1993, McCulley, Frick and Gilman monitored hydrocarbons in the neighborhoods around 
Sea-Tac and found several of concern above the Washington State Acceptable Source Impact 
level including benzene, formaldehyde, acrolein, etc. Due to these and other studies showing 
increased cancer risk, the Port of Seattle and FAA were asked to conduct a risk analysis for the 
third runway EIS which did not happen due to the consultant citing "lack of information." It 
now appears the community is experiencing higher than average respiratory illnesses and 
cancer and the State Department of Health map of health disparities along with EPA EJ Screen 
confirms the area surrounding Sea-Tac is in the above 80th percentile of negative health 
outcomes. These communities have already been identified by FAA in their PEA for the 
Automated Tum dated September 2017 as predominately minority and low income for 
Environmental Justice. There are requirements for notifications, HIA, SIA, and numerous 
other investigatory measures included in the Federal Interagency Working Group "Promising 
Practices" report from March 2016 and other regulatory framework. 



r'1 
I 

~ UQuestion: Will FAA require a thorough evaluation of the EJ conditions and health disparities 
--:::::-- in the community surrounding Sea-Tac Airport including a risk analysis that uses monitoring 
~ to validate modeling? 
V) -

Lastly, I am still confused as to the role of FAA in planning aviation capacity in Washington. 
The DOT Air Transportation representative believes FAA has to provide direction for the state 
to move forward on siting and building or expanding facilities. Yet, it seems FAA has referred 
to the state as the lead on this process. I am concerned because the state does not necessarily 
understand airspace constraints or the potential for harm of the human environment from 
concentrated high noise and emissions in the congested corridors. Due to constraints on the 
Sea-Tac facility which drives up the expansion cost tremendously that FAA must help fund, 
does it seem wise, prudent or usual to not more aggressively pursue alternatives to Sea-Tac 
expansion that are less harmful? 

~ @uestion: What is F AA's role in regional or state decision-making to either stop expanding 
~ Sea-Tac or to build another airport/expand existing facilities? 
V) 

Thank you, 

Debi Wagner 





SCOPING COMMENTS 
To the Port of Seattle and FAA 

9/16/2018 

Scoping should be taken seriously. Past requests for the Third Runway analysis to address 
environmental considerations have been ignored. Please see attachment for an example of 
Puget Sound Clean Air Agency (PSCAA) formerly, Puget Sound Air Pollution Control 
Agency request for the third runway EIS to include a risk analysis and the response to not 
perform the analysis from the FAA/Port of Seattle. Where insufficient information exists 
(was not a valid excuse since EPA had just done a thorough risk assessment for Midway 
Airport http://www.csu.edu/cerc/documents/SWChicagoCancerRisksl993.pdf) or unknown risk 
exists as was the case with existing widespread community health disparities, it is the 
responsibility of the agency proposing the project involving additional impacts to use all 
available means to discover and disclose. NEPA §1508.27 

The FAA and Port of Seattle should analyze the following items in the Environmental 
Assessment and Environmental Impact Statement: 

HUMAN HEAL TH AND ENVIRONMENT 

1) Conduct an air quality analysis for all pollutants of concern; hydrocarbon emissions, 
air toxics, lead and criteria pollutants in the communities surrounding the airport and 
flight paths where aircraft overfly to 3,000 feet. This was required by a MOA between 
the Port of Seattle, EPA, PSCAA and DOE to be done post 2010 (See Attached). 
Please note the request for chemical analysis of residues in flight paths. Funding 
shortfall prevented this from going forward. It is still needed. Monitoring is used to 
validate modeling and has been recommended by our air quality agencies 

2) Provide data on demographics and health in all communities affected by airport 
noise/emissions using existing data, science, agencies, institutions with city and 
citizen input. Give same consideration to multiple stressors (noise/emissions, traffic, 
etc.) in EJ community as was provided by the Port of Seattle in the near Port 
community grant for Duwamish residents. 

3) Identify significant cumulative impacts considering past, present and reasonably 
foreseeable, multiple project impacts and high and adverse impact areas.509, 
SASA, South Satellite, flight path changes, modifications, hardstands, new terminal 

I construction and operation etc. 
\J7 4) Identify areas where low income and minority populations reside and analyze 
\/1 disproportionate impact by airport operations, traffic, congestion, etc. 

1,

-. 5) Consider cumulative noise and emissions on resident's health 
6) Consider unknown risk and develop methods to determine sources, nature and 

develop control strategies 
7) Conduct a risk analysis using all air contaminants known to be produced by airport 

operations using the collected monitoring and modeling data for validation as per 

L

, Puget Sound Clean Air request in 1994 not yet completed 
8) Map the areas of impact 
9) Conduct a health impact assessment (HIA) and social impact assessment (SIA). 
10) Provide meaningful insights into mitigation strategies 

http:Uwww.csu.edu!cerc!documents!SWChicagoCancerRisks1993.pdf


METHODOLOGY 

1) Both co-lead agencies should use available science, data and input from 
independent sources to inform and validate the process and conclusions 

2) Worst-case scenarios for impact analysis should be considered and developed 
3) Mapping the area of emission impact will be different than the noise contours and 

should highlight highest risk areas. 
4) A map should be color coded to easily identify: 

a) Low income and minority populations eligible for environmental justice 
consideration 

b) High and adverse impact assessment by census tract 
c) Impact from emissions and types of emissions 
d) At risk areas by type of risk 
e) Noise contours and highest noise sensitive areas impact 
f) Existing health disparities 

5) All assumptions and conclusions should be peer reviewed and independently 
verified for accuracy For instance industry data frequently reflects a bias· current 

' ' emissions prepared by consultant for the SAMP varies widely from the EPA data for 
the same year using the same FAA operations, data and model. This problem 
plagued the third runway EIS data on emissions. Port estimates for 2014 are in white 
and EPA estimates in yellow 
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Residents are entitled to a fair process. The State Department of Public Health and State 
Board of Health has previously identified the areas around Sea-Tac Airport as experiencing 
high and adverse health consequences and eligible for environmental justice consideration. 
Their recommendation in June 2001 was for a comprehensive independent air quality study. 

The Port of Seattle has already previously recognized the importance of greater levels of 
identification and mitigation for environmental justice eligible communities. For the Near 
Port Community Grant partnership with EPA analyzing the disproportionate environmental 
and human health impacts of Seaport operations/cargo trucks, local industry and 
transportation impacts, the Georgetown and South Park communities received a 
Community Benefits Agreement and commitment from the Port of Seattle for funding, home 
air fi ltration systems, educational programs and workforce development among other 
contributions. Commissioners recognized the utility of such a community investigation 



process and foresaw an application of this Duwamish Valley Environmental Justice and 
Social Equity program as a pilot for future application potential to other Port impacted 
communities. 

The contributions of the Energy and Sustainability Committee on elevating the profile of 
equity in Port environmental efforts and community engagement were noted. The project 
elements were summarized and the disproportionate community health impacts of 
environmental factors in South Park and Georgetown were described at the Port 
Commission Meeting on April 10, 2018. 
http:ljwww.mdpi.com/search?g=noise+Queens%2C+NY&authors=&article type=&journal=ijerph&secti 

on=&special issue=&volume=&issue=&number=&page=&search=Search 

Below are some selected articles with a summary on noise and emissions. 

"Air pollution causes seven million premature deaths a year but the harm to people's 
mental abilities is less well known. A recent study found toxic air was linked to 
"extremely high mortality" in people with mental disorders and earlier work linked it to 
increased mental illness in children. while another analysis found those living near 
busy roads had an increased risk of dementia. 

The new work, published in the journal Proceedings of the National Academy of 
Sciences. analysed language and arithmetic tests conducted as part of the China Family 
Panel Studies on 20,000 people across the nation between 2010 and 2014. The 
scientists compared the test results with records of nitrogen dioxide and sulphur 
dioxide pollution. 

They found the longer people were exposed to dirty air, the bigger the damage to 
intelligence, with language ability more harmed than mathematical ability and men 
more harmed than women. The researchers said this may result from differences in 
how male and female brains work. 

Derrick Ho, at the Hong Kong Polytechnic University, said the impact of air pollution on 
cognition was important and his group had similar preliminary findings in their work. 
"It is because high air pollution can potentially be associated with oxidative stress, 
neuroinflammation, and neurodegeneration of humans," he said." 

https://www. thegua rd ia n .com/environ ment/2018/a ug/2 7 /air-po 11 ution-ca uses-huge-reduction-in

i ntel I ige nce-study-revea ls?CM P=sha re btn link 

https:!!www.theguardian.com/environmentI2018!aug!27!air-pollution-causes-huge-reduction-in
http://www.mdpi.com!search?q=noise+Queens%2C+NY&authors=&article


Shortened life span due to aircraft noise, savings to airlines in fuel and airports in efficiencies has less 

value than public health costs associated with the cardiovascular health effects of the noise. 

Aircraft noise causes oxidative stress in the brain. "Thus the presented results may explain at least in 

part why sleep phase rather than awake phase noise leads to cardiovascular diseases and may also 

provide an explanation why aircraft noise is linked with cognitive impairment including retardations of 

learning and memory capabilities in children. Thus preventive measures should be considered to reduce 

night-time aircraft noise." 

"One hundred million Americans are effected by unhealthy levels of noise." 

https://academic.oup.com/eurheartj/advance

article/doi/10.1093/eurheartj/ehy333/5037114#.Wlm3vsP61iE.facebook 

"The analyses suggested that a 5-dB noise reduction scenario would reduce the prevalence of 

hypertension by 1.4% and coronary heart disease by 1.8%. The annual economic benefit was estimated 

at $3.9 billion." https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/m/pubmed/26024562/ 

"New research Links Air Pollution to Global Diabetes 

Air pollutio;z linked to 3.2 ;nilliori ;1e1-v diabetes cases in one y·ear. 

A new research study links air pollution with an increased risk of global diabetes, even at 
pollution levels deemed safe by other governing bodies. 

A study from the Washington University School of Medicine in St. Louis collaborated with the Veterans 

Affairs (VA) St. Louis Health Care System. The findings could impact a global understanding of one of the 

fastest growing diseases. More than 420 million people are affected by diabetes worldwide, and roughly 

30 million people in the United States alone." http://www.webtopnews.com/new-research-links-air-

po II utio n-to-globa 1-d ia betes-890 5-2018/ 

"We report a higher lifetime prevalence of breast, melanoma and non-melanoma skin cancers 
among flight crews relative to the general population." 

"Taking age into account, the study found a higher prevalence of cancer in flight crew for every 
type of cancer examined." https :/ /www.yahoo.com/news/ commercial-flight-crews-show-higher
cancer-rates-study-172109583 .html 

https:!!www.yahoo.com/news
http://www.webtopnews.com!new-research-links-air
https:!/www.ncbLnlm.nih.gov!m!pubmed126024S62
https:!/academic.oup.com!eurheartj!advance


"The effects on cardiovascular health start at 50 decibels. The U.S. standard of under 70 
decibels is solely to prevent hearing loss. The European Union standard of not more than 40 
decibels at night and 50 during the day is to protect human health." 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/ opinions/loud-noises-hurt-more-than
hearing/2018/05/18/ccc7fc84-59dd-1 le8-9889-
07bcc 1327f4b story.html?utm term=.189a034aa801 

"Students' performance drops by 0.73 marks with each aircraft noise contour band, according to Ruth 

Cadbury MP." https://www.getwestlondon.co.uk/news/west-london-news/heathrow-noise
significantly-affecting-pupils-11220403 

"Using the opening of a new international airport to model a noise experiment, Cornell 
University researchers measured physiological stress indicators and other quality of life 
measures among a sample of 9 to 11 year old children in the period prior to the opening of an 
international airport and again after its inauguration. 

The Results 

Among study subjects, resting blood pressure and overnight stress hormone levels ( epinephrine 
and norepinephrine) rose and quality of life indices fell after the opening of the new airport and a 
corresponding increase in environmental noise levels.1 

In another major airport noise study out of Munich Germany, researchers found that the opening 
of a new airport caused reading and memory scores to decline among children living in the noise 
affected area. Children living near a newly closed airport, by contrast, demonstrated improved 
reading and memory performance. 2_,, https :/ /www.choosehelp.com/topics/ stress-burnout/noise
and-stress-2013-how-environmental-noise-levels-can-spike-your-stress-load 

"The new analysis has been produced by Ben Barratt and Gary Fuller ofthe Environmental Research 
Group at King's College, London. The group said yesterday: 'This period of unprecedented closure during 

unexceptional weather conditions has allowed us to demonstrate that the airports have a clear 
measurable effect on NO2 concentrations, and that this effect disappeared entirely during the period of 

closure, leading to a temporary but significant fall in pollutant concentrations adjacent to the airport 

perimeters." https://www.independent.co.uk/environment/climate-change/empty-skies-proved-that

airports-cause-pollution-say-researchers-1950672.html 

"High levels of potentially harmful exhaust particles from jets using Los Angeles International Airport 

have been detected in a broad swath of densely populated communities up to 10 miles east ofthe 
runways ... The research, believed to be the most comprehensive of its type, found that takeoffs and 

landings at LAX are a major source of ultrafine particles. They are being emitted over a larger area than 

previously thought, the study states, and in amounts about equal in magnitude to those from a large 

https:l!www.independent.co.uk/environment/climate-change/empty-skies-proved-that
https:llwww.choosehelp.comltopics/stress-burnoutlnoise
https:llwww.getwestlondon.co.uk/news/west-Iondon-news/heathrow-noise
https:llwww.washingtonpost.comlopinions/loud-noises-hurt-more-than


portion of the county's freeways ... The findings raise health concerns, researchers say, because the 

minute particles, which result from the condensation of hot exhaust vapor from cars, diesel trucks and 
aircraft, have the potential to aggravate heart and lung conditions, including asthma and the 
development of blocked arteries." https:ljwww.change.org/p/stop-the-faa-nextgen-flights-over-culver

city/u/22489687?recruiter=false&utm source=share update&utm medium=facebook&utm campaign 

=facebook link 

"Aviation Emissions Impact Ambient Ultrafine Particle Concentrations in the Greater Boston 
Area." https://pubs.acs.org/doi/pdf/10.1021/acs.est.6b01815 

"An air quality study has for the first time detected nano-sized particles of air pollution in children's 

urine ... these ultrafine particles are the smallest particles found in air pollution and have been linked to 

heart disease and respiratory conditions in previous studies. 

The research provides the first direct evidence that some ofthe particulate matter known as black 
carbon that we inhale in soot and fumes is making it across the lung barrier and into the body's 

circulatory system." https://ho riw n-magazi ne .eu/a rticle/u ltrafi ne-po I lution-pa rticles-create-a i r
me nace en.html 

Close-in communities and those in flight paths are home to a large population, many which are 

predominately minority and low income residents. This community has been the topic of investigation by 
the State Department of Public Health in the past and found to exhibit higher than average and sometimes 
statistically significantly higher than average respiratory and brain cancer when compared to King County 

and State averages. Currently, these same statistics seem to be present especially in 98168 for asthma 
and 98198 for cancer types including brain cancer. 

EPA EJ Screen tool can be used to assess the risk, exposure and negative health outcomes of census tracts 
within these zip codes and indicate the percentile is in the 90 to 100th for much of the population. (see 
attached example) 

UW Ultrafine investigation has found hot spots of ground level ultrafine concentrations below flight paths 

for Sea-Tac Airport. Ultrafine particulate pollution can be breathed in and small diameters typical of jet 
aircraft combustion products can pass through the membrane barrier and enter the blood-stream 
affecting the heart and brain. (See MOV-UP) These are suspected to cause lung irritation, inflammation, 

immune response and adverse reactions for asthma sufferers. 

New Jersey Institute of Technology estimates that airport operations are spreading air toxics and 
contaminants into a 9 square mile area around airports that is 10 times higher than average for areas not 
affected by airport operations. 

https:/IhoriLOn-magazine.eu!article!ultrafine-poliution-particles-create-air
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/pdfIl0.l0211acs.est.6bOI815
https://www.change.org/p/stop-the-faa-nextgen-flights-over-culver


https://graduatedegrees.online.njit.edu/resources/msce/msce-infographics/deadly-airport-toxins/ 

"The aviation is by far the leading emitter of harmful and deadly toxins such as sulfur oxides, carbon 
monoxide, nitrogen oxides, carbon dioxide, and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) into the atmosphere. 

Unfortunately, these toxins are harmful to living things. In fact, people living, working, or simply within 
nine square miles of airports are exposed to air pollution that is 10 times higher than areas outside this 
zone." 
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'Nhile levels of particulate matter (PM) do not exceed EU Limit Values. the 

Joi11t Strategic Needs Assessment (JSNA) shows that levels of fine 

particulates (PM2.5) in 2015 accounted for 19.1 premature deaths per 

100. 000 people in Slough compared with a rate of 11. 7 for the South East. 

The hea lth impacts of air pollution are becoming more apparent with evidence 

showing effects such as heart attacks . strokes. low birth vveight babies and 

impaired lung and brain development The \1Vorld Health Organisation (v"✓HO) 

categorises diesel exhaust fumes as carcinogenic. 

https://graduatedegrees.online.njit.edu/resources/msce/msce-infographics/deadly-airport-toxins




Aircraft have a ground level impact on air quality up to 3,000 feet 
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Sea-Tac Airport area experiencing the same high level of ultrafine particulate impacts of in flight paths 

similar to that discovered and monitored at LAX environ. The orange bars off the chart is the flight path 
impact compared to monitoring at Three Tree Point removed from flight path impact area 
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Statistically Significant Asthma and higher than average for King County cancer cases including respiratory 

and brain cancer from a recent zip code search of 98168 and 98198 by the State Department of Health 

Epidemiology 



Hospitalization: Age Adjusted Rate 

Diagnosis Group Year Geography Count Populatio Age-Adj Age-Ad Age-Ad_ 

##Malignant neoplasm of trachea bronchus 2011-2015 State Total 9168 34497650 23.74 23.25 24.25 

##Malignant neoplasm of trachea bronchus 2011-2015 King 2326 10008810 23.27 22.31 24.26 

##Malignant neoplasm of trachea bronchus 2011-2015 98168_Sez 34 172403 23.66 16.13 33.8 

##Malignant neoplasm of trachea bronchus 2011-2015 98198_Sez 46 174919 24.59 17.94 33.12 

##Malignant neoplasm of brain (191) 2011-2015 State Total 3373 34497650 9.03 8.72 9.35 

##Malignant neoplasm of brain (191) 2011-2015 King 1011 10008810 9.68 9.08 10.31 

##Malignant neoplasm of brain (191) 2011-2015 98168_Sez 18 172403 11.15 6.55 18.29 

##Malignant neoplasm of brain (191) 2011-2015 98198_Sez 20 174919 10.44 6.26 16.58 

##Asthma (493) 2011-2015 State Total 20274 34497650 58.78 57.96 59.6 
##Asthma (493) 2011-2015 King 5847 10008810 61.98 60.38 63.62 

##Asthma (493) 2011-2015 98168_Sez 128 172403 75.34 62.68 90.26 

##Asthma (493) 2011-2015 98198_Sez 102 174919 58.19 47.27 71.01 

The same elevated high and significant numbers of diseases are occurring around Boston Logan Airport. 

The same planes overfly communities throughout the US but Sea-Tac. LAX and Boston Logan along with 

other select airports are unique for how dense and close in proximity to the airport are the local residential 

communities (within a few blocks for residential areas on all sides of Sea-Tac Airport) 



Destination: East Boston from Lucas La Battaglia on Vimeo. 

The film appears to be.connected to Airport Impact Relief, Inc., a nonprofit. 

The following are examples summarized of some topics for investigation of EJ communities in NEPA 
reviews. See the lnteragency Working Group on Environmental Justice 

https:ljwww.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2016-
08/documents/nepa prom1s1ng practices document 2016.pdf: 

• Define the boundaries (GIS or mapping) of the affected population for both noise and 
emissions 

• Define Exposure pathways 

https:ljwww.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2016


• Utilize citizen, organization and government data, science collection 

• Define unique characteristics, i.e., human health vulnerabilities, health disparities, socio-

economic vulnerabilities 

• Explain methodologies and data 

• Consider alternatives with the least impact on the low income and minority population 

• Identify benefits and detriments 

• Determine presence of high and adverse impacts (EJ community may be more susceptible 

to impacts than the general population) 

• Utilize systems for data collection such as Health Department, Cancer Registry, National 

Birth Defects Registry, National Brain Tumor Registry, etc. 

• Develop a health impact assessment (HIA) and Social Impact Assessment (SIA) 

• Use a comparative population 

• Monitoring plan to assure mitigation is successful 

• Consider on balance compensatory mitigation to equalize detriments 

Impact categories FAA must address in an EA: 

Table 1: List of Environmental Impact Categories in FAA Order 10501.1 F 

Environmental Impact Category 
1 Air Quality 
2 Biolocical Resources 
3 Climate 
4 Coastal Resources 
5 Department of Transportation Act, Section 4(f) 

Environmental Impact Category 
6 Farmlands 
7 Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention 
8 Historical, Architectural, Archeolocical and Cultural Resources 
9 Land Use 
10 Natural Resources and Energy Supply 



Environmental Impact Category 
11 Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use 
12 Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children's Environmental Health and 

Safety Risks 
13 Visual Effects 
14 Water Resources 
15 Cumulative Impacts 
16 Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources 

AIR QUALITY 

Air quality has not been assessed. A Memorandum of Agreement between EPA, Department of 
Ecology, Puget Sound Clean Air Agency and the Port of Seattle in 1997 was to monitor the air 
quality of the Sea-Tac Airport area post 2010 (see attached) due to predicted modeled 

~ exceedances of the NAAQS. This was to occur prior to construction of conditioned elements of 
~ the ALP. These proposed future improvements such as the new terminal and landside 
~ developments are planned along with other segmented developments such as hardstands and 

~ - international facility improvements and no compliance certifications have been issued. No 
~- monitoring is planned. This monitoring should include the analysis of chemical composition of 

the soot, debris that was inc!unPd in the MOA but not completed due to fonding restraint. 

The consultant working on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) has provided air quality 
data from the EDMS and AEDT model. The EPA also models the same operations for each year 
analyzed. Below is a table created by EPA showing the consultant (in white) and EPA analysis 
(in yellow) for 2014 using the same model and FAA supplied operational numbers. 
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The differences between these estimates have not been explained. For the third runway analysis, 
these same problems permeated the modeling. When looking at emission data input from the 
third runway analysis, it was clear the consultant had manipulated the data to obtain a 
predetermined outcome of compliance. The consultant failed to estimate any particulate data for 
all jet operations. All defaults were set to zero. The consultant cut emission data from EPA 
published rates and used lower than standard operations time in mode. It is not fully understood 



Ca 

~ I by me at this time, and to what degree, that falsified data has impacted public health and the 
~ l_:nvironment that would have otherwise received mitigation. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

The consultant has provided data on carbon dioxide emissions in the Air Quality Baseline 
Preliminary Draft dated September 2017 for 2016 annual emissions. CO2 is listed at 396,306 
metric tons per year. Yet the Port of Seattle Energy and Sustainability Committee estimate from 

<:'.)- 2015 is 5.4 million metric tons per year. The difference between the two estimates are due to the 
,"'-\ consultant using a fraction of the Landing/Takeoff cycle rather than total fuel pumped. This < leaves a majority of the carbon dioxide emiss~ons unacco_u~t~d for. Since climate im~act is_a 

--...........__ i ?lobal concern, honesty and accuracy and takmg respons1b1hty for the total global climate impact 
_7is essential to understanding the significant impact the aviation sector has on planning and 
~ i mitigation. While trees are the only current mitigation for aviation produced CO2, it makes no 
....___ ! sense the FAA has allowed the significant removal rather than topping 3,000 mature trees around 
<I the airport. 
~ 
! The total climate change impact of the airport expansion will be significant. Sea-Tac is currently 
i producing 25% of the county's climate change emissions. While the county is reducing 
! emissions, the airport plans to double its impact. Ninety percent of the climate impact of the 
;I· airport is due to jet operations. The Port of Seattle proposes reducing the remaining 10% of 

-, climate emissions by 3% or less over the next 18 years while doubling the 90%. None of the 
I i estimates consider the higher contributing emissions of nitrogen oxides, methane or black 

M ·1 carbon. The imbalance in offsetting the impact could push Sea-Tac to half the county total by 
v1 , 2034 considering the increase in operations and reduction strategies in other sectors. This I scenario will undo and even surpass all gains in every other sector. 

Table 13 
BASELINE (2016) CONDITION AEDT ANNUAL EMISSIONS 

EMISSION 
SHORT TONS OF POLLUTANTS (2016) 

SOURCE NOx voe co SOx PM10 PM2.s CO2* 

Aircraft Engines 1,775 261 1,455 162 13 13 396,306 

APUs 40 3 33 5 5 5 -

GSE 370 94 2,769 19 25 25 -

Stationary Sources 18 1 12 0 1 1 -



TOTAL I 2,267 379 4,841 190 48 47 396,306 

At the Highline College scoping meeting I asked Port staff at the Climate board why they are 
using only a small portion of the takeoff to estimate total climate impact. They said FAA has a 
regulation that requires this truncated figure. I asked for a copy of the regulation or a reference to 
where it can be found and they were unable to provide this. I followed up with a request of the 
FAA Environmental Specialist Cayla Morgan who was present at the scoping who invited 
follow-up questions along with her email. She did not provide an answer to my question or 
others I asked and referred me to the SAMP comment website link. This seems to be much more 
work than what should be necessary especially for citizens who are already experiencing injuries 
from excessive noise and airplane emissions. 

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

-·- Health disparities in the communities surrounding the airport have been evaluated by the State 
I Department of Public Health. Findings of disproportionate, high and adverse consequences exist 

01 in these communities. Currently, respiratory and brain cancer cases are higher than average when 
v1 compared to King County and asthma in 98168 is statistically significantly higher than average 

when compared to county, state and national levels. 

Environmental Justice (EJ) eligible community has been identified by FAA in their June 2017 
fY) Preliminary Environmental Analysis (PEA). The Interagency Working Group on EJ 

Methodoiogies March 20 i 6 outiines numerous items for analysis that have not been discussed in 
C\) any detail in the SAMP planning process. Cumulative impacts to these communities of noise and 
v1 emissions along with health impacts have not been analyzed. Past, present and reasonably 

~reseeable impacts have not been addressed. Unlu1own risks should be evaluated. 

(From the PEA) 
Figures 5 and 6 shows the areas in which Environmental Justice (EJ) may be a concern within 
the Study Area. This data was pulied using the U.S Consensus 2015 data, through the 
Environmental Justice tool in AEDT. There are multiple areas of which exceed environmental 
justice thresholds within the Study Area. However, there are no reportable or significant noise 
impacts and the noise level of the No Action and Proposed Action Alternatives are less than 45 
dBA DNL. Furthermore, there is no change to air quality. Therefore, the FAA has preliminarily 
determined that there are no high and disproportionate impacts to environmental justice 
communities. 



Figure 5: EJ areas with the No 
Action flight tracks 

Key 

Figure 6: EJ areas with the 
Proposed Action flight tracks 

■ No Environmental Justice threshold exceeded 
D Exceeds the 1 x poverty threshold level 
■ Exceeds the for minority threshold 
■ Exceeds both the l x poverty and minority thresholds 

Study Area 
- No Action flight tracks 
- Proposed Action flight tracks 

The aforementioned analysis preliminarily indicates that there would be no direct or indirect or 

cumulative significant impact as a result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. 

This analysis, above, ignores the significant impact that already exists with air quality impacts, 
violations of federal and state law, excessive noise through the night and health disparities 
discovered in the past and present. EPA EJ Screen tool can be used to assess the low income and 
minority populations around Sea-Tac and view the risk and negative health outcomes. Many of 
the census tracts in 98168 and 98198 typically overflown by departing and arriving aircraft 
exhibit extreme conditions. Some of the greatest poverty levels, language barriers, no access to 
healthcare deficiencies and health disparities in the county exist in these communities along with 
double the average for the county numbers per household of children. The Highline School 



District that serves these communities has some of the highest poverty level families, and service 
needs of any school district in the state. See attached high noise area map and State Department 
of Health Washington Tracking Network health disparities map. Both exhibit similar areas of 
impact for high noise levels and negative health outcomes. 

The State Board of Health on behalf of the State Department of Public Health finding 
statistically significant health disparities in the communities surrounding Sea-Tac Airport writing 
in The Washington State Committee on Environmental Justice, June 2001 "Final Report, State Board of 

Health Priority: Environmental Justice" states: 

"Airport community members living near the SeaTac Airport identified several concerns related 

to air pollution from operations at the airport (see Washington State Department of Health et 

al., February and December 1999. These reports can be accessed through: 

http://www.doh.wa.gov/EHSPHL/Epidemiology/NICE/HTML/ nicepubs.htm.) 

A March 2000 report prepared jointly by DOH, the Washington State Department of Ecology, 

the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency, Public Health-Seattle and King County and several other 

agencies and community representatives found that, in the SeaTac Airport area, there are 

statistically significantly highei iates of the following conditions: 

• Lung cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to the rest of King County 

and to Washington State; 

• Oral and pharyngeal cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to 

Washington State; 

• Deaths from lung cancer and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease in an area 

approximately three miles to the west and north and one mile to the east and south of 

the airport (defined by census tracts) compared to King County; and 

• Hospital admission for asthma and pneumonia/influenza in an area approximately three 

miles to the west, north and east and one half mile to the south of the airport (defined by 

zip codes) compared to King County. 

The March 2000 report recommended that an air quality study be conducted around SeaTac 

Airport. This recommendation was. in part. forwarded because of environmental justice 

concerns. The report states, "fundamental to the concept of environmental equity is the value 

that one group of people not incur environmental exposures from commercial activities from 



which another group benefits. Those who use SeaTac Airport often derive great financial and 

other benefits from worldwide travel. The extent to which these benefits come at the expense 

of environmental degradation affecting the people who live around the airport is unknown, 

since a comprehensive air quality study has not been performed at SeaTac Airport to determine 

the impacts attributable to airplane emissions and airport-related traffic" (Washington State 

Department of Health et al., 2000, p. 8). [pages 14, 15] (Emphasis added) 

Regarding unknown risks the Federal lnteragency Working Group (IWG) on Environmental Justice states 

in publication "Promising Practices for EJ Methodologies in NEPA Reviews" dated March 2016: 

https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2016-

08/documents/nepa promising practices document 2016.pdf 

"The degree to which an impact involves unique or unknown risks (see 40 CFR§1508.27(b)(S)) to 

minority populations and low-income populations in the affected environment can inform how 

agencies assess the significance of the impact. Minority populations and low-income populations 

could be uniquely susceptible to impacts from a proposed action due to: 1) special vulnerabilities, 

e.g. pre-existing health conditions that exceed norms among the general population; 2) unique 

routes of exposure, e.g. use of surface or well water in rural communities; or 3) cultural practices, 

e.g. subsistence fishing, hunting or gathering, access to sacred sites." IWG page 34 

The FAA EA and Port of Seattle EIS must include the following: 
N 
~ 1) 
V1 

An air quality monitoring program must be completed which includes toxics and criteria 
pollutants and used as a validation for modeling 

2) A risk analysis must be completed which evaluates all known chemicals released from 
the airport including air toxics, criteria pollutants, PAH, metals, soot analysis which 
might be affecting the poor public health outcomes 

~ 3) A toxicology study must be completed to help plan mitigation. This should include 
analysis of people, plants, soil, and open water at a minimum. 
Mitigation plans, programs and strategies should be planned and implemented along with 
the SAMP development not after 
Any mitigation strategy must have a monitoring plan to assure success 
A similar area must be used for comparison to evaluate health impacts (Kent Auburn area 
was used as a comparative population to Sea-Tac Airport communities by the State 
Department of Health zip code study in 2000. This area along with Tukwila is overflown 
by arriving aircraft to both Boeing Field and Sea-Tac Airport. Health disparities in these 
cities can clearly be seen as extreme on the enclosed map of poor health outcomes and 
should not be used as a comparison) 

https:ljwww.epa.gov!sites!production!files!2016


VI 

Areas of impact for emissions should be mapped along with noise. 
Consider for instance: 
a) New Jersey Institute of Technology has found a wide circular area around airports in 

the US experiencing toxic emissions 10 times greater than elsewhere 
b) State Department of Health found health impact areas to the west and east of Sea-Tac 

Airport experiencing health disparities 
c) EPA evaluating Midway Airport found risk threshold exceeded for 1,3 Butadiene to 

the northeast of the airport not typically in a noise contour band, 
d) McCulley Frick and Gilman Air Quality Survey found hydrocarbon levels exceeding 

state New Source regulations around Sea-Tac Airport outside of the noise contours 
e) Department of Commerce and LAX Ultrafine Particulate study found sooty debris 

typical of jet engine combustion discharge in flight paths for 10 miles out from 
runway ends 

8) An epidemiological study should be conducted 
9) All studies should show independence and be peer reviewed to assure objectivity 
10) All analysis should include data input, assumptions and justification 

In 1996 for the third runway EIS, wild and irresponsible predictions were made about air quality 
impacts. Some sources were estimated far too high and aircraft much lower than had been 
previous! y predicted by EPA and Department of Ecology. The Port of Seattle consultants 
Landrum & Brown predictions were accepted as state-of-the an. It was not untii after 20i i that 
Russ Simonsen, environmental manager at the Port of Seattle admitted the figures were 
inaccurate. The high sources pales in severity to the elimination of data from the EDMS aircraft 
model, using too low time-in-mode values and falsified emission factors. The public health 
impacts we are now experiencing is a result of fraudulent, inaccurate and irresponsible data 
collection and dissemination. 

Similarly, the forecasting of operations failed miserably to even come close to predicting what is 

happening today. The expanded airport facilities, once predicted to handle operations through 
2030 and beyond, are now inadequate even in the existing condition less than 10 years after the 
opening of the third runway. Constraint and congestion caused by the introduction of the Delta 
Hub and the need for the SAMP expansion began as early as 2014, only six years after the 

opening of the most expensive runway in US history. 



Race Percentage in Population 

American Indian 
Asian 

- Blade 
- Hispanic 
- Multi-Race 
- Pacific Islander 
- White 

State Department of Health Washington Tracking Network Health Disparities for 98168 that 
follow flight path and match high noise area 



Highest noise level in purple at the aiirport and surrounding red represents highest noise levels 
and matches the health disparities map from Department of Health • 



1997 EPA, PSCAA, DOE and Port of Seattle Memorandum of Agreement commitment for monitoring the 

airport area post 2010 due to predicted future scenario modeled violations of the federal National 

Ambient Air Quality Standard for carbon monoxide. Predicted future violations of the NAAQS for NO2 

were not carried forward although contained within the EDMS modeling for airport environment. PM 10 

and PM 2.5 had been eliminated from the EDMS model for all jet aircraft LTO between 1993 and 1994. 

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 

AIR QUALITY MONrrORJNG PROGRAM ACTIVrI1ES RELATING TO THE 
SEA111£-TACOMA INIERNATIONAL AIRPORT VICINITY 

hllroduction 

For• number of years. n:sidents in 1bc vic:inisy of Seanle-Tacoma IlltemaDOIW Aiipon (Sea-T~) 
ba~ cxpessed coacems a_. air pollulioD. SeYa&l Sllldica ud small-scale air polluraat sampling 
pn,sxams ha~ beat coad.ucted by die PM of Sean1e (Pert). the Slalie Depar1mtDt of ~ 
(Ecology) aad the Pllpt Sound Air Po11utioa Ccoao1 AFJ&Y (PSAPCA). Because of oagoJDI 
C000tms about air quality io the vic:inily of Sea. Tac. die UDdersipcd ageocia have apied to work 
IQfjedler-to gmber additional air quality budiDc cl.II&. 

In April I~. the Fcdtral ArialioG ~(FAA) IDd die Port issued a joilll Draft 
C..winaaiit.Uial [mpact S11rmxut (EIS) far die p,ipGliid Mas= Pim Updare Imprvw:mell1S at 
5-do-Tacoma 1mcrm1iooa1 Ai1pacL lit Femmy, 1996 die FM IDd Port issued die Final EIS, 
•bictl iuco. poi lded a dnft air quality coafommy drwrnioMiO'\. Tbcse e:owiroamcalal documeolS 
address. _, olber issues. poeealial air quality impKIS associau:d witb various Mater Plao 
Upqe ~ projec:u (f-.:ility deff:lopoa!ls and opentiooa1 changes) to be pbwd-io 
berwecn 1996 aod 2020 u pan of die loag-nage aupon vision (Exhibit A. amcbed to this 
llfflCIDCDC), 

l"bc ruw ElS amsidcn:d I.be aYlilablc Sea.Tac air quality ioforma&ion froin pmom l1Ddics. 
updarEd - basdim: - ~ .,_ emilliaD iavanories for five ~c:rileria" polllDIUS of 
coaa:nt. pafwmcd ---dispamD ...... axlc1iDS forvolable organic compouDdl (VOC) 
and O&ides of ainp (NOX) (bodll--.. pM•1•u) IDd c:oaduc1l:d localized ll'l1&. iDla:a.::tiw 
moddingaaly,m-fcrcaboA wma (CO). 

l"bc Plxt aod FM 1a11C ilbd&ed ft-.: paijl,ct buiJd-oul and operational conditions dlll taul1 io 
m:,dcled n etr • • « die ~ madlrd far-CO. l!owewer. oo mooirored air quality dm for 
die See-Tac vicilliry c:ae:iady eam _. wtiidl ID a.pra I.be FErS' "woni cw!" moc1eu,. 
a:sults.- wllicli .., ~ adUJ lblme ail quality pdllems. AJso. because die MIiier PIia 
Updllll, prop:I ,-.:(s) dill CalJle - ..... co Cl ·w• NC s t1o DOC occur amil appuaia-=tf 
2010, dleil:a&fll~ ......... iafeciripml 'Wlmapmmlllldy basbemrailecl. 

ill ANFT II IIIOl!ined IIJ PSAflCA. EicioqJ ad lk tJS l!zmroamallal PrOlr:ctiGo ~ 
IO(EPA)Dlllc FAA• 1111: FEISifailc::wfauai&y Bnllml. it WIS DOied Ifill in ord:rlD ·- ◄ -
c:c■6*__,. widl 11s Qalral ,... Soail Sia h,pro:wUMitG Plan (SIP). dMme W 1ie arm 
011 Iii er_. M tis lia., 1k Plllt _. PAA to eilllmr (I) mitipe lbe _... ...... 
t:11 w► 11brC001(1)..,illllllilalt_..flllilctlmilMamcmr ➔ ...... 
••■ FIZI 1 b'dlas .... ..t&a~.ail--•eo-mitipdoe-----.• 
acawy. Scwa1 opi■s 1a &t111r;v4 .i. ...., _. sperifiad no - • 111m 
iUi1 tt ·l■dlld24 ¢ ,-.-n.:_ • .., DWilNMMC ..... ID'--r .. mi• 
....... i;watal ....... AilpaC ........ illtS • tallD .......... 
........... , 1 ................ ._,.... • ...,_ .... 
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~ a result of cbcse FEl,c: commmrs and re1arcd inungeacy disaJSSiona. the Pod. FAA. ~• 
PSAPCA ad the EPA all £ODCI.K' tb1t a Sea-Tac air quality monitoring program be Cllablilbed. 
focused oo tbe .following coacems in priority order. 

• Carbon moooxide (CO) cooccntratioos. specifically at those ~y ~ modelr4 in 
the FEIS as creating funft exceedcoeea of the National AmbieDl Ak QualitY Srandlnl for CO; 

• Oxides of nitrogen (N0X) concenaatioos usociated with ainnft dcpartW'C backup queues; 
• Ground-level residue deposition associ•red with aireraft fuel particle discharges; 

• Ground level raidue-«lalcd toxic substances; and 
• '"fugitive dust" partic:ulaae matter cooceatratioos associared with Sea-Tac coasaucdaa activity 

sites and din baul routes. 

The parties agRC that this monitoring program ii in support of quantifying pollutaat levell and not 
for the pu,pose of supporting the proposed improvements a1 Sea-Tac Airport. 

Sufficient fuoding IOcaling $195,000 .already ba.s been identified by the parties lO this apeemeal to 
conduct special field moo.itoring activities for the first thn,e items listed above (CO, NOX and fuel 
panicle discbarge-relaled residue) within the next 24 mootbs. Wbetber or not lO fund mnaitnring '1f 

touc substances in the Sea-Tac vicinity will depend on the resulu from grumd-Jevd rc&idDe 
moaitoring dala collection and analysis. For purposes of fugitive dust emissions. lbe Sea-Tac 
vicinity monitoring program will rely on PSAPCA's existing regulatcry, inspection and eafoacemem 
aaabority ratber than formal in-field monitoring. 

The initial CO saturation study monitoring will be cooducted during the upcomi.ag wiDller seasaa 
(1996-97), _wilh ~ ability to continue some CO measurements in winter 1997-98. The imnik1ii1g 
of N0X IS projec:tcd IO occur in sullUDll!:liDll 1997, with fuel particle d.ischaqe ladle 
~ occurring seasonally between fall, 1996 and summer. 1997. All field IIIDllilaring 
actMtJcs and data anaJyscs arc scheduled for ~mpletioo no larcr than June, 1998. 

~ iawl~mau from the surrounding mmnnmity will be sought in the monitorin 
faciliWe public uadermadiag of the mnnitnri- rcsn1ts and Che ;.., .. ,; .... .;..... &. .,__ I propllll to 
. ..... ,:- . . . ---e ~ aor -.-ca:m Sea-Tac 

er ..--, moo!JOnDI. To chis end. establi!hrnr:nt Iii a special womn . • 
..... ir• •Dd c:ommemity n=praeotaDws is COlllained • Che . g ~ ccwnpna:d of bodl 
IDld!ed 10 chis apcrmead). . m proposed program S scope (&ln1,it B. 

~ 

11lia M ncw+dunt •tf Agux ,wot {MOA).establishcs an • . • 
Tac latauiollll Airpo11 vicinity daiped to .. 1.:..._ o1.... ~ q~ DlODitoring program la 1be Sea

- wr; ,ollowiag &Olis: 
.. !'!-p ..., ia: -- moaib,ct,d air quality c:aaditioaa. • • 4:al.J 

;; , .... _, an,imulw,ua lpiCies 111d dJeir VJa m:._ ~ cooduclm by 
. MIIIII Akpart.- comnctora. m the &cnenl vicinity of Sea-Tac 

• Olia 1C11111 --.red lir ~ . '==1>:-: • . 
- , ... .. • • ,_., ----- iDfonnalioo to • 
.,;;:. r ~~=-ID Imp Ratify the needlntpfor°':a.t~ Sea-Tac vicinity 

. awcl a NllioaaJ ... ~ modeJio1 fm---.. design of appropriate 
,.,, re aair; .__ Air Qla1ity Staiidald(NM or as shown by ICblll 

~l. e.g .. for CO 111/J/ar ----
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. -__ ,Hf into fulUle 
• ~ 1C1UaJ moailarcd air ,;.., baseline iofomWiOO IO be_ UJCUll"""- air qualitY 
--·-• . qua ... ., . 1_._,., ------....i 10 woneo . . 
~.:_~~for Muter Plan Update projCCt C ........- p•~~ toag-term miagallOll 
m.___,,,,_m_ Exbibit A) and to enable making commnmeots 10 man: s..---
meaaaa. re ncc:essaiy; Airport 

• ~ .,., ics to R:fcrena: adUI.I monitcnd air quality l,aseliDe data for the ~iac 
VICmJly when responding 10 future ,qucstiom and information rcque:stS from the pu . ' . 

• ~ -filndiai commitments to complete Sea-Tac CO. NOx md residue momtonng data 
colleaJQQ and analym within the next 24 monlhs, by July I, 1998; and 

• ~ the scientific justificatie;m, if any. for Sea-Tac toxic emissions monitoring aod secme 
appiopwe funding commitments by fall. 1997. 

ne ~ scope of the proposed air quality mooiroring for the Sea-Tac Airport vicinity is 
a>att:Jned m &hibit B. attached to this ~ 

TIIEREFoRE. TIIE UNDERSIGNED PARTIES AG~ 

I. Addiliooal air monitoring in the vic:inity of SeauJe-Tacoma ~nal AiIJ'Ort is desirable f« 
~ of more accurarely describing existing air pollutant levels, m=prenng modeled resulcs. 
ideatifying Jooger range monitorin@: requirements, promoting appropriate mitigalioa measures co 
proecct the NAAQS whenever IJCQOCcUl"1 and -ng to public inquiries related to Sea-Tac 
vicinity air quality. -J. •-r---

2.. AJ1: ~C:5 will panicipate in the design. coa.duct and repotting of air quality ~~rewor 
a:IMtlCS m me Sea-Tac area over ~be next 24 months accordiog to an approved momrooag pllD. 
k ~~~Uy~ that Ecol<>1!D', EPA and PSAPCA will provick illdependent ~ to 
die au-qualily l'Mnltoring and analysis acrivi.ty, which can then be incorponred into plOJCICl--leftl 
CDYiroome1uaJ reviews conducted 11odcr SEP A and NEPA by the Pon and other iiririaring 
a,:acies The participation commil:mcnrs of each agency arc eoumeraaed below: 

• Ecok,gy, as overall technical program coordinaltt, will ill consnltarino with EPA 111d 
PSAPCA develop a detailed aiorutoring and analysis plan and participMe in die fim.lls, 
moailm siling. cooduct, and 11iwysis/review of die air mcuun:meors. f.coloo also will 
provide a fuw summary rep011t oo monitoring and data analysis ICIMlicl for IIJl:OC'J 111d 
public clillributim c:urnuing tbc raulu of me air m:asuremam and ,,.. 11onv:At:larinns .
fllbln: moaitorio& activibes. 

• Tbe EPA will assisc with tbc pb!P sa,ping. funding. mnaibJC' siung. CODduct IDd analysis 111d 
1"iew of tbc air mcasuremems; 

• PSAPCA will paniciparc ill lbc: scoping of tbc air moaiUlriDg plan and aml • inrhdina 
·••,p11CA1 ol die IDODilmiing framework. establishment of ~ hwkw 
c;aonlutalioo witb rrwpartaaim1 ag,:ncies, lrdmical mitnoai: -eprdiag roBeucd dlla. .i 
n time ol regioaaJ smfac:e aa~el growth and associated project-lewJ modeling efb1s; 

• l'he .Pmt of $adle will assist wiidl fimdiog for monic&lriag and will pmticipue • • obeeaver 
ia die IIIODdOriaa plaa's desip. inq,lmnrarioo sad outcomes "C:pOdiDg. 

3. Ecdlo&f (SlSE). EPA ($30K) ud lllle Port (_S130K) ~ will p:cmde a tcca1 ofS1Q5,,00000 
ID C - field mmullllUII - ~ coHccnoo ad IDll,su fol' co. NOX and ain:aa llel 
~ saiduc, ID ectdirioa. odlt:;r m-tiDII ~am-cub) coauibu1icw flam PSAPCA. a 1be 
c8rS8 ◄-riel ID-· IN'# trill be (IIIMded. 

" n.ePartapcs dlal irwill.X plOCl:cdlrilhMml:I'~ Upda' ckmenct wbida lff: j»..;,): MIO 
aalC 6111ft CO e11rteteN:a (I( filrdll:r wmc:a pojedrd C0 ~~.co. fide.I ••-ma 
cllla a,lleclica ... ...,.. coqilcled ..t. ifilll& fll■J, ~~ PPCqpfi'"! C•- i'9 

. ~ -- - &-~-dial .. iDfil'IPlf-oa Clll ldllll P'IG*Med co ... .-. 
-

11fw◄•fied.. ,_. .na• .-..- - r'-'-..-'-A - • •~ 11,we1a J11111 1,e iDealpcwad adD Ule Masfa' r-. ..,.,._.._ UlfU•Ed W#J4 ftffleWI al 
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air quality conformity dctaminatioos. eonsuuctioo-reJaied dusl ~=~ a f=• 
acti'ribes will be direm:d by the Port in acccrd with the protOCOI described in C. 
ICtac:bed to this agreemt. 

5. To the maiirnom extent possible, all new ~ plan and pr:ojec:t-levd air ~ mines 
conducted in the Sea-Tac Airport vicinity will reference and/or lDCOipot* _dmt obcarnrd &om 
the actual field ~urementS. once they are available. to help refine modeling 1ppu-Ja 111d 
imapn:t new modeling results and to identify appropriaie mitiptioo mcaswa foe idenrified 
NAAQS eicecdence problems.. 

6. A dcc:isioo by Ecology regarding wbetber a~ CO mooitor (or .mooiton} should be 
estabbsbcd near Sea-Tac as part of the permanent CO mooitoring nerwoit will be made bllCd 
011 tbe dala o~ from lhe CO sarurarioo sampling. Funding of Jong-term moaitoriaa for CO 
will be determined a1 the time permaneo1 monitoring decisioos are made. 

This Memorandum of Apecmeot reflects agi=ment by the undersigned responsible C'fJic:iab· 

IQ Granlund, Board Owr 
Puget Sound Air Pollution Contro• Agency 

lo -I -- f/, 
Date I 

Washington Stale Oepanmcm of Ecowgy 

f7L.Le4.L-
Chuct Clartc.. Rcp,aaJ Administnitor 
US EDviroamaltal PrOleCtiou Aleacy-R.egioa X 

- l 0U0C 
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2006-2010 
CGasuuctioo of 1be Nonh Unit Terminal and roadway sysccm. including the main tenniaal by-paa roadway 1Y11Can 
Rdoc:aie die ARFF for North Unit Tenninal 

2011-2020 

ComplebOII 111d further apransion of the North Unit TenniuJ. parking & roadways 
llew.:lop!Dent of additional taxi~y exits on 16L/34R 
mpaftSioe of 11011h parking structure and north employee parting lot 
Funber dnetopment of cargo in SAS.A 
~ c:oonectioas to lhc R:r A $)'Siem at lhc east side of the garage 
DewJos,·~ site north of SR.518 



EXHIBrTB 

Programmatic Scope or Proposed Air Monitoring 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport 

The _p~cs agree that the following steps dloutd be undertaken to scope a apecific air pollUWll 
1110D1tonng plan to be undenaken in the vicinity of SeanJe-Tacoma International Airport! 

I. E.stab~ the funding and staffing commitment levels available to conduct the air ~-
1bc au measurement plan should include the following: 

A. Development of an air monitoring work plan and definition of how the coq:miloG of 
ac1UaJ incawrements to modeled data will be performed; 

8. Coaduc:t of air measurements; 
C. Analysis of measurements; 
D. Cooduct briefings for participating agencies; and 
E. Prepare a final repon which responds to tbe aoals of tbc effort. 

2. 1bc monitoring plan will be tailored sucb that it ~ be completed wilhin lhc allocared fuDdinc 
and staffmg levels and will reflect tbe following objectives: 

A. To imeqmt modeled data relative to measured data but ooc to cooduct a model validaioo 
smdy; 

B. To use the measurements to improve: 
• Funan= modeling 
• Futun: monitoring 
• Mitigation of exceedaru:es of lhc oatiooal ambient air quality standards 
• Rcspoods to citizen COflUllleots md questions 

3. The funding levd will dicWe the specifics of tbe air mcasurcmai.t plan. Howncr. tbe foUowilac 
priorities will be placed on specific air measwanems that can be acbieYed witbiD tbe alJoclled 
resources (ID order of highest to Jo--.st priority): 
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Negative health outcomes from the State Department of Health Washington Tracking Network Map 

follow the flight path and show high rates for Kent Valley where emissions settle and where flights 

arriving at both Sea-Tac and Boeing Field overfly below 3,000 feet. Sea-Tac Airport is blue teardrop. 
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June 2001 State Board of Health recommendation for a thorough air quality analysis as a result of 
findings of significant cancer and respiratory illnesses in zip codes around Sea-Tac Airport for study years 
1992-1995 and 1992-1996 http://sboh.wa.gov/Portals/7/Doc/EJ/EJReport 2001.pdf 

"EPA explains that "fair treatment means that no population, due to policy or economic 
disempowerment, is forced to bear a disproportionate burden 
of the negative human health or environmental impacts of poliution or other environmental 
consequences resulting from industrial, municipal, and 
commercial operations or the execution of federal, state, and local and tribal programs and 
policies" (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 1998). 
Of particular interest to the Committee is the specific claim that disproportionate exposures 
produce adverse health outcomes that are also borne 
disproportionately by these populations. It has been well documented in the State of 
Washington that low-income and minority populations have 
poorer health status than the overall population and have higher rates of a variety of diseases, 
including cancer and asthma. Many complex factors 
interact to produce health disparities among populations. Environmental and occupational 
exposures, access to medical care, nutrition,behavioral 
choices, and genetic variability, all contribute and are related. Where one lives and works is 
often less a matter of choice than the result of 
socioeconomic status. It is usually the case that people in the lower socioeconomic strata are 
more likely to live in the most hazardous environments 
and to work in the most hazardous occupations (Olden, 1998). [page 7] 
Community Health Concerns around SeaTac Airport Community members living near the 
SeaTac Airport identified several concerns related to air 
pollution from operations at the airport (Washington State Department of Health et al., 
February and December 1999). These reports can be accessed 
through http://www.doh.wa.gov/EHSPHL/Epidemiology/NICE/HTML/ nicepubs.htm. A March 
2000 report prepared jointly by DOH, the Washington 
State Department of Ecology, the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency, Public Health-Seattle and 
King County and several other agencies and community 
representatives found that, in the SeaTac Airport area, there are statistically significantly higher 
rates of the following conditions: 
• lung cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to the rest of King County and to 
Washington State; 
• oral and pharyngeal cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to Washington 
State; 

http://www.doh.wa.gov/EHSPHUEpidemiology!NICE!HTML!nicepubs.htm
http://sboh.wa.gov/Portals/7/Doc/EJ/EJReport


• deaths from lung cancer and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease in an area approximately 
three miles to the west and north and one mile to the east 
and south of the airport (defined by census tracts) compared to King County; and 
• hospital admission for asthma and pneumonia/influenza in an area approximately three miles 
to the west, north and east and one half mile to the south 
of the airport (defined by zip codes) compared to King County. 
The March 2000 report recommended that an air quality study be conducted around SeaTac 
Airport. This recommendation was, in part, forwarded because 
of environmental justice concerns. The report states, "fundamental to the concept of 
environmental equity is the value that one group of people not incur 
environmental exposures from commercial activities from which another group benefits. Those 
who use SeaTac Airport often derive great financial and 
other benefits from worldwide travel. The extent to which these benefits come at the expense 
of environmental degradation affecting the people who live 
around the airport is unknown, since a comprehensive air quality study has not been performed 
at SeaTac Airport to determine the impacts attributable to 
airplane emissions and airport-related traffic" (Washington State Department of Health et al., 
2000, p. 8). [pages 14, 15] 



-------------------------------
-

Final Report 
State Board of Hea 
Environmental J~stice 

June 2001 
------ --- - - - - - -----~- -- - - - - - - - -

Committee on Envlronmea,tal )ustka: 

Cart Osaki, lt.5., M.S.P.H. 

Joe Ank.bonner. R.Ph., M.H.A. 



·~ . -. ,. 

" 'I.. .. 

-·- ,., -. .. .. 
' ";,"" 

, ... - . ~ 
,. - I . ... . --' 
~ • = .. 

J ~ : ' : , • I J~ J'_ ; ~.t_ ?_ r 1. 1' f 1.' i i ~ !. ! r_ ,_. , ·I ~ I 1· 1 { r "t: ' t 11 l I ! f I 
, .. • • : • I • • '- 1 'r. J ' I ( ' ' ' ·" • I t· I ' I ., = ... ~-, . , ;.• · r :., t ,, :· ,,, .. • • .. , . 
:r _-, f : ; -.~ • - f ~ : • I ; } .! .; •. -~ • J \ t • l '. ~ • ' • I • ' ' s ' L' \ l, . \ I 

, ,, .. •. .. . f ' 1 • ' • I I ► , l • I \ , ' It ' It i II 
.• lt~r'J · f t' 'J, t,1: , ; ••• 11 1~, •,' · ,, '1 

re ,: ~: !. ·{_- .: r_ r_· f _! ·1_ _, : ~ , ; !_ f l r' ; ; '~ i ~ l Ar. : 1 ~.· i j tl • I ; I r l ', . " 
t - , ~.. J , J l- , _ ,. 'J 1 J1 ~l ' t' ,, ; -, i '- ~ -- - I , l - , ., .. > ' i r ' • • ' r 1 

-: ir : ' . . .I ~ ~ ' . J f I , , I f . • f l I l ' I , 

; H l ! j !' f p t l / i ; :ii fl lf j' 1 ti ' l I i' l 
, J a. ~ , ' , • 

1i~t•rtit•i•i~i jlill\\ii 
• u r • h 11 ~ 11 I\ lJ if! 

·1, .. lltH\l 
';' ' L r , , 1 :'" 

~1:•:t) l !l f 
:ii. t J '- • I 
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PSCAA made a scoping request for a risk analysis in 1994 for the Third Runway Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement (EIS) and again asking for the Final EIS to provide a risk analysis that includes all 

chemicals. This request was from Dennis McClerran who was recently Region X EPA Administrator. 
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Below is the Final EIS response to PSCAA Scoping request for a risk analysis: 
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Environmental Impact analysis should include the following considerations: 

1) Full disclosure of data used for model input 
2) Worst case predictions year by year of increases in emissions and noise 
3) Worst-case predictions year by year of increases in operations 
4) Airspace constraints, i.e., how many operations can FAA reasonably manage in the 

airspace 
5) On the ground congestion, i.e., how many operations can the airport reasonably 

manage in peak hour/day/month 
6) Timeline for sunsetting Sea-Tac as the only regional airport 
7) Plans for mitigating potential worst-case predictions of operations/impacts to human 

health, environment, congestion 
8) Local roadway capacity and congestion considering 30% increase in cargo 
9) Who is primarily responsible for the financial impact of construction and operation 

activities on local, state and interstate road damage 
10) How will the financial impact of loss on regional worktime and productivity be 

compensated for by Port of Seattle related traffic congestion 

Debi Wagner 
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head, and it scared me to death. But I wish they'd stay 

where they belong . I've had four windows replaced from the 

Port, and two more are cracked. I mean, probably two of the 

ones they replaced. 

So that ' s all I have to say. I just wish they 'd stay 

where they belong. 

you, yeah . 

MR. CHRISTOPHERSON: Thank you for your time. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thanks to both of 

I welcome you to give your three minutes of comments, 

and I will keep time for you. 

MR. YEREMEYEV: Cool. Thank you. 

And I'm Aleksandr Yeremeyev, City of SeaTac economic 

development. My comments , as far as the scope of the 

environmental impact study, is more on the ground 

transportation accessibility and logistics; meaning people 

who are coming to the airport, they come from all over the 

region , and they use ce rtain means for transportation access 

points or infrastructure, if you will, highways and freeways 

and entry points, side streets, and other ways of getting to 

the airport. And so the impact study s hould include a broad 

geographic area because of the transportation coming in and 

then going out again. 

The main concern with that being the gridlock that 

could potentially be a result of the increased g rowth , and 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206.623 . 6136 * To11 Free 866.780.6972 
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1 where there's demand from the outside, whatever the cause of 

2 it, the results will definitely include more vehicle 

3 traffic, whether it ' s trucks, cargo, passenger, 

4 single-family -- or single-occupancy vehi cles or whatnot 

5 that are coming into the area . 

6 So assessing the environmental impacts on that, and the 

7 !"environment" being broadly defined as anything that moves 

8 and that doesn't, and then to make sure that we can 

9 accommodate for that plan so that -- we only have one chance 

10 

11 

1 2 

13 

f"\ 14 
"--.. 

to get it right because you can ' t fix it later:. So "broad" 

being defined as, say, from, at a minimum, downtown and I-90 

to 40!::i, Bellevue, and then down into l67, Highway 167 , 

Highway 18, because of the east -- east-west traffic. So 

anything chat comes over I-90 or over 18 and then up I-5 and 

into SeaTac, and then also the other way out as well as --I\I 1s 

l 16 
,_-3 
\J\17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

so if I were to, say, north being probably Everett, 

! Lynnwood, and then as far out as Issaquah, Bellevue, 
! 
l 

j sammamish, and then down North Bend through like Black 

Diamond, along 18 and Auburn and the whole Federal Way area. 

I don't think people are coming across the water yet, but 

! they may soon do that too. I hope that -- and then 
I 

j progressively closer to the airport as well, and how that 

l ean be accommodated, because whatever happens on the .air port 
I ; 

Jproperty or outside of there, it all has to filter back in, 

I 

l and it likely will be in city streets, City of SeaTac 
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streets or City of Des Moines streets, City of Tukwila 

streets , City of Seattle streets . 

And those things will happen, and if not planned for it 

will happen the way it happened without our ability to make 

an impact or preplan for it or mitigate it. 

Thank you so much. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN : I welcome you to 

make your three minutes of comments and I'll be timing you. 

MR. PALOSAARI : Al l right. So we have these 

tomatoes from our garden that ' s r i ght over here. Tmi s is 

part of my comment in ter ms of -- recently they ' ve found 

thorium in tomatoes that are gown in this area. I don ' t 

know if you know much about thoriu.rn, but it ' s nasty stuff . 

And kind of my question of the evening i s, should I be 

eating these tomatoes? And J ' ll answer it to a certain 

degree : If it ' s just one tomato , it's probably not going to 

hurt. But if it ' s a lot of tomatoes , maybe that would 

become mor~ toxic . 

The reason thori u.-rn is an important piece is because a 

lot of the chemicals that we find in our environment around 

here can also be attributed to other things besides jets. 

And so through the years , the Port of Seattle has said, 

ttWell, you know, yes, we see that there's problems, but this 

!could be because of the diesel and the car s living next to 

' I-5 , 509.tt You know, there's all these reasons to say it's 
I 
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SAMP NTP ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
NEPA EA AND SEPA EIS - PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

SEATTLE-TACOMA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Welcome to the Scoping Meeting for the NEPA EA and SEPA EIS for the Near-Term Projects at 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 
issues that will be addressed in the environmental review document and identify concerns 
regarding potential environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. Please use this form to 
submit written comments regarding the scope of the environmental review, attaching additional 
pages if necessary. Either return the form to the comment table here at the meeting, or mail to 
the address below. Please note that this form is pre-addressed on the reverse side if you wish 
to fold and mail this sheet with your comments. 
Comments must be received by September 28, 2018. 
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Submit comments to: 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
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From! 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Rusty Zainoulline 
SAMP Public Comments 
SAMP: find a 2nd site 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:32:50 PM 

his is to register my concerns with plans for Seatac Expansion. 
believe the very idea of expanding in current location is a misguided and finding and 

~ uilding out a second regional facility is a much better way to proceed given the 
VJ ultitude of negative impacts on affected population and infrastructure constrains. 

Thank you for consideration 
Rusty Zainoulline 
Kent WA 
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(Public meeting commenced at 5:33 p.m.) 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Good evening. My 

name is Gerry Philipsen, and I'll serve as the hearing 

officer for today's public scoping meeting for the Port of 

Seattle's environmental review of the Sustainable Airport 

Master Plan's Near-Term Projects at Seattle-Tacoma 

International Airport. The date is Monday, September 10, 

2018, and the time is 5:33 p.m. 

Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 

issues that will be addressed in the environmental review 

document and identify concerns regarding potential 

environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. The 

purpose of this scoping meeting is to give all interested 

people the opportunity to put their comments and questions 

regarding the scope of the environmental review on the 

record. People wanting to have their comments taken by the 

court reporter must register up here at this sign-in table. 

Have you registered? Did you register over there? 

MR. BEEMAN: Well, I registered when I came in . 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Oh, we need you to 

register over there. Okay? Would you please do that now? 

Okay? I should've had you do that at the beginning. 

MR. BEEMAN: "Over there" is where? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Oh, right over 

there at that table. That's our table. Sorry to make 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206.623.6136 * Tol1 Free 866.780.6972 
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you -- okay. I'm going to give you -- I'm supposed to give 

you kind of an oral orientation here. 

My name is Gerry Philipsen, and I'm the hearing officer 

for tonight's scoping meeting for the Port of Seattle's 

environmental review of the Sustainable Airport Master 

Plan's Near-Term Projects at Seattle-Tacoma International 

Airport. The date is Monday, September -- oh, have you 

signed up yet? 

MR. WEIR: Yes, sir. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. Thank you. 

The date is Monday, September 10, 2018, and the time is 

5:34 p.m. And I'm just going to repeat, I'm sorry, just a 

little bit here. 

MR. BEEMAN: That's fine. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Scoping is the 

process for determining the scope of issues that will be 

addressed in the environmental review document and identify 

concerns regarding potential environmental effects of the 

Near-Term Projects. 

The purpose of this scoping meeting is to give all 

interested people the opportunity to put their comments and 

questions regarding the scope of the environmental review on 

the record. People wanting to have their comments taken by 

the court reporter must register up here at this sign-in 

table. You may have signed in at the entrance of the 
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meeting, but again, in order to speak with the court 

reporter, you will need to sign up at this table. 

Please be courteous and respect the rights of all 

commenters. To help with that, we will adhere to the 

following procedures: 

Each commenter will be allotted three minutes with the 

court reporter. People desiring more time may register to 

speak again with the court reporter. You will be given 

another opportunity to speak after all other registered 

corornenters have had their chance. You may not donate your 

three minutes or offer your spot in line to someone else. 

If you need significantly more time than three minutes, 

please consider one of the other commenting options: A, we 

have comment forms that you can complete now and turn in or 

take home and submit via mail; B, you can email comments to 

samp@portseattle.org; C, you may submit comments through the 

project website, www.sampntpenvironmentalreview.org. 

MR. BEEMAN: What does that stand for? 

MR. WEIR: Sustainable Airport Master Plan. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Note that all 

comments, no matter how they are submitted, are treated 

equally. Most important, though, is that all comments must 

be postmarked by September 28, 2018. 

With that, I am officially opening the oral comment 

portion of the scoping meeting. The first name on the list 
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MR. BEEMAN: Paul. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Followed by? 

MR. WEIR: Keith Weir. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Keith Weir. Thank 

So, Paul, you may begin. You have three minutes. Just 

a second, I'm just going to tell these other people the 

process. 

MR. BEEMAN: You want me to wait for you? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: It'll just be a few 

seconds, yeah. 

Okay. You have the floor. 

MR. BEEMAN: Okay. I am a minister and 

resident of Wesley Hornes for 19 years, and have witnessed 

the flyover of the planes for that period of time. 

As I remember, the original flight pattern was a 

stepdown; it would fly straight, drop, fly straight, drop, 

fly straight, drop. It's now been substituted by one 

straight-long glide path. We were misinformed, to put it 

politely -- the term is usually "lied to" -- by the Port, 

saying that the third runway would be used only in case of 

emergency or very heavy traffic. We find now that it's used 

primarily, and by my count, through much of the morning and 

evening. The planes come in every 90 seconds, either to 
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take off or to land. They come in directly over Wesley 

Homes, which is a retirement community of about 500 people. 

And it happens that as the plane comes down 11th Street, it 

then goes directly across our Wesley Homes -- what do we 

call it? -- health center, which is a nursing facility; it's 

where the most serious cases are. 

We have a resident who was part of the design team on 

the last five Boeing planes. He knows the field well. He 

says that the planes are coming in at an average of about 

95 feet above the hospital unit. So we're getting pretty 

heavy pollution of, well, all of the pollutants -- I don't 

need to name them, but all of the pollutants that are a part 

of the landing pattern. We were told that the planes would 

come in much higher than that, and that there would not be 

that much pollution, either noise or particularly of the 

various --

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have ten 

seconds left. 

MR. BEEMAN: -- the various chemical pollutions 

in the air. We feel that the glide pattern should be 

returned to a previous type or brought in at a much higher 

level to protect the health of our retired people. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

MR. BEEMAN: Now, is that all I need to do 

here? 
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HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN; That's all you need 

to do here. 

MR. BEEMAN: I mean, in the whole thing. I 

thought there was going to be a meeting. We were 

misinformed. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Well, you might say 

it is a meeting, but this is one part of it, where we take 

your comments and record them. But there are exhibits in 

there with people to answer questions and 

minutes. 

MR. BEEMAN: I understand. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Mr. Weir? 

MR. WEIR: Yes. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have three 

MR. WEIR: I'm Keith Weir. I live at 21034 

Second Avenue South in Des Moines on the north hill; new 

resident there. Formerly lived in Gregory Heights in Burien 

for 22 years. Just a little concerned when we initially 

moved in. I'm not one of these -- I live by an airport, but 

with the introduction of the third runway and the increase 

in flight patterns and the frequency of flights as we live 

there got progressively louder and noisier. And we did move 

to Des Moines, I understand. I'm up on the north hill and 

we have a view and it's beautiful and wonderful, but with 

the increased flights and everything, comes increased air 
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pollution; audio, you know, noise. And I just have some 

concerns about the water quality for the creek flowing out 

into the Sound with an increased capacity of flights and 

what will be done with fuel-management runoff, things like 

that. I know Miller Creek has been impacted greatly by the 

runoff from the runway over the years. 

So that's my environmental -- with a little bit of 

concern on that. And I do have three children I'm raising, 

as well, so their little lungs, and my neighbors', as well. 

On another front, in the long-term on these projects, 

looking in there, there's quite a long list of work that 

looks like it needs to be done to upgrade the airport and 

get it ready for this increased capacity. At the Burien 

City Council meeting, somebody did their math and said that 

it looked like an increase of about 465 flights a day over 

what is currently flying. All that capacity and demand 

needs to be met somehow; that equates to construction 

projects. 

I am an electrician, and I would prefer that the Port 

look at implementing a master community workforce agreement 

to cover all of these projects under one envelope so 

opportunities are made available for residents of the 

community to either get into an apprenticeship or get into a 

pre-apprenticeship and be able to be made ready to become an 

applicant for a living-wage career in the construction 
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field. We work with the skills center and Highline Public 

Schools and other school districts to make sure that 

children have an option other than college which actually 

provides them a pathway to a living-wage career. So we've 

got kids that can -- that may not be on the college path 

that can, in five years, go from earning zero to earning 

$80,000-plus a year with benefits for their families without 

college debt and the burden of that. 

So with that, I would just strongly encourage the Port 

commissioners to look at these upcoming projects and be 

smart about their allocation and make sure that we have an 

overarching agreement that makes it a level playing field 

for all and provides opportunity and pathways. - HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you, Mr. 

Weir. 

Okay. Ms. Oliver, you have three minutes. 

MS. OLIVER: Thank you. 

I have lived here for almost 16 years. These last nine 

months have been life in hell because of the environmental 

effects of the airplanes going over my house. I sometimes 

have them every 20 seconds. It's so noisy, you can't 

hear -- you can't hear another person talking; you can't 

hear yourself think; you can't sleep. You close all the 

windows; it doesn't matter. 

So you get no rest; you get no time to focus on 
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thinking; you don't get to enjoy the environment. I have 

two-thirds of an acre. The last thing I want to do is be 

outside enjoying my yard, which I've enjoyed for 15 years. 

Even being near the airport, I've coped with it, but the 

change that has happened has been dramatically awful; it's 

like living in hell . 

I'm going to have to speak personally because I know 

there's great environmental issues for everybody, but 

personally, I've never had respiratory problems in my life. 

I've always been healthy. I have respiratory problems now. 

I've had ear infections. I've had pus corning out of my ears 

since these changes. 

My phone, I can't talk to anybody on the telephone at 

my house. I'm disconnected every two seconds. Every time a 

plane comes over my house, my phone disconnects; it's 

terribly unsafe. If I had a business, I'd never be able to 

conduct business. 

I would have to say my mental health is suffering 

major. And I'm so upset, you can hear my voice shaking 

because that's how upsetting it's been. I have been angry a 

lot because my life is disrupted constantly with noise . ...... 
I've been so depressed at times because there's no way out 

of this. I've had my house up for sale for three months, 

nobody comes to even look at it. Another beautiful house 

with two-thirds an acre, nobody even comes. Property values 
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in other places great; here, zero. A major investment that 

I'm suffering from, as well. Is that environmental? I 

think so. And I've got Port windows; it means nothing. 

And I guess I don't know how close I am to three 

minutes, but every other day I'm trying to clean to keep my 

house clean for showing, and there's always filthy grime 

every day that I'm cleaning up from the oil in the air that 

we're breathing, the particles inside. It's the worst, the 

worst. And the only way it's going to be better is if the 

airport buys us all out. I can't think of anything that 

will work because there's nothing that I can do to counter 

the noise. 

I'm done. Thank you for listening. But I'm on the 

verge of a nervous breakdown because of it. 

comments. 

Sir? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you for your 

MR. ELLIOTT: Are you ready for me? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes. 

MR. ELLIOTT: My name is David Elliott, and I 

live west of the runway, slightly. And again, I've lived 

here for almost 13 years now, and likewise, it was -- it 

was -- I knew I was living near an airport, but it wasn't 

bad. It would entertain my in-laws; they'd go out on the 

front porch, and they'd count the approaching aircraft. But 
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it was somewhat quiet. 

It has gotten -- the use of Runway 3, from what I was 

told I wasn't here when they initially put in Runway 3 --

that it was only going to be used for maintenance, when they 

were doing on maintenance on 1 and 2. Number 3 is used all 

the time. And there are alternatives that the Port can 

think about. I mean, I know we're going to use Runway 3. 

How about using it with some of the newer airplanes? I work 

for Boeing, so the 737 Maxes, the Airbus Neos, the 787 

Dreamliners; much quieter airplanes, much more environmental 

friendly. Maybe we restrict Runway 3 to those kinds of 

airplanes that wouldn't bother the residents in the area so 

much. 

I mean, we have options. And from what I've gathered 

in the time that I've been hearing about all these -- about 

people/groups complaining about it, it doesn't seem like the 

Port is listening to anybody. And I hope that the Port 

authorities remember that they're elected officials. If 

this is going to keep going and getting worse, we're going 

to find new elected officials for the Port. 

I don't think I have it maybe as hard as you, but I 

can't go into my backyard anymore without noise. You cannot 

have a normal-level conversation in the front yard or 

backyard. In the house, I'm a little bit better off, but 

again, you go outside, you can't have conversations. It's 
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rgotten worse and worse over the past -- less than a year. 

~ t•s just gotten bad. We need help. 

I think that's really all I have to say. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And the name on the 

list is? 

MS. ALDRICH: Jill Aldrich. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Jill Aldrich. 

Thank you. Now you have three minutes. 

MS. ALDRICH: My name is Jill Aldrich, a 

property owner, along with my husband, for over 50 years. 

We have a concern about the newest building site on 24th 

Avenue South, not far from the federal detention center. 

About a month and a half ago, my husband and I walked 

on the Des Moines Creek Trail for about ten minutes and 

noticed a sign that said "Critical Area" that was placed 

there by King County. Looking past that sign, over the 

stream and past not many trees, was some bulldozed dirt 

going up to a building site. 

As the building site has progressed, we have been 

watching to see what the process has been to protect the 

stream that is critically close to two dirt hills 

precipitously close to that endangered stream. 

So that's it. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

MS. ALDRICH: Thank you very much. 
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HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And your name is? 

MS. CAPERSON: Becky Caperson. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. Please 

proceed. You have three minutes. 

MS. CAPERSON: I'm going to talk about the fact 

that I live under the third runway. But I have been in this 

area most of my life. I have taught school for 31 years in 

Highline. And what I want to see happen is that we are 

-
treated fairly. Why don't 50 percent of our airplanes go to 

Paine Field? And why don't all the transport planes go to 

Moses Lake and then have them sent over by truck, that way 

we can share this wonderful thing called "noise" with 

another part of the country? 

It has just grown and grown here. It upsets our 

school; it upsets the people where we live. It's both the 

noise, but then we also found out through studies that we 

--get little gas particles that come straight down. They 

don't spread out like an umbrella; they come straight down 

into our houses. So when a plane takes off, we have to go 

inside real fast. We don't want any of those gas particles 

dropping down on us. 

So just to be fair, we need 5 percent of the planes to 

go north, even though the people up there object to that. 

Thank you for listening to me. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you for 
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speaking. 

And your name is? 

MS. MARKKANEN: Marianne, MAR I ANNE, 

Markkanen, MARKKA NE N. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And can you give us 

an address, please? 

MS. MARKKANEN: 20613-12th Avenue South in 

SeaTac 98198. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And an email 

address? 

MS. MARKKANEN: M, and my last, 

markkanen@comcast.net. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

So now you have three minutes. I'll time you. 

MS. MARKKANEN: I'm making a statement because 

I live underneath the third runway. When I bought the house 

in 1999, I had never lived that close to the airport before. 

No Realtor told me about the third runway. 

Fast-forward, the third runway is built right over my 

roof. We were told by the Port that it was going to be only 

for overflow. Now between eight and eleven -- at times, the 

planes fly over one a minute. How they can come that fast, 

I don't know. But the roar of the planes creates a cloud of 

pollutants, so when you step outside of my house, you smell 

jet fuel fumes. The berries in the area don't grow. I have 
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to have my house washed off every year; I have plastic 

siding. It's because of the amount of stuff coming out from 

the sky from the planes. 

I'm worried about my health. I don't see any studies 

being published about the effect of the airport and the 

increase on my health. And I feel that the community has 

been consistently lied to. And there's no trust, very 

little, between the people and the Port of Seattle. 

We need another airport; we need another runway to 

accommodate all of the changes that -- of the increase in 

the volume of the planes. But basically, I live daily with 

the roar of airplanes over my head, which affects my 

television reception, cell phone, computer reception. 

So that's why I'm here. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Are you finished? 

MS. MARKKANEN: Yes. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You're under time. 

Thank you very much. 

MS. MARKKANEN: You're welcome. Thanks for 

being here. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: It's a pleasure. 

MR. THOMPSON: Hi. There's about three things 

that really -- two or three things that really concern me. 

f"one is, we have an ultrafine particle study being done at 

I the University of Washington. That is due to be completed 
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sometime early next year. Until that is completed, it is 

completely contrary and contradictory and not in the public 

interest to conclude SEPA, EIS, NEPA studies by September 

28th. You cannot make a rational decision until you have 

the data you need from the ultrafine particles study, in my 

opinion. 

Secondly, we know that the airport, from previous 

studies done by the UW Public Health Department, indicate 

that if you live near the airport, you will die six years 

younger than the other persons. And that was considering 

factors and the variables included in that. We know that if 

you live in Des Moines or Burien you live in the 100th 

percentile of increased risk of cancer, respiratory disease, 

dermatological conditions, and other things . 

There is a serious health component and environment 

component here that is not even being addressed. They are 

only talking about noise. Noise is the canary in the coal 

mine. The rule issue is pollution and increasing cancer and 

death rates as a result of excessive jet pollution. 

So from my perspective, any discussion of that, of the 

September 28th deadline, should be accounted for. We need 

an extension of that. And the Port of Seattle has already 

told the mayor of Federal Way that it will not be extended. 

To my mind, that is just not only ludicrous; it borders on 

the criminal. 
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The last thing I would like to get in my three minutes 

is that there is only one solution to airport pollution, and 

that is Hyperloop. Hyperloop is the technology which is not 

science fiction; it is happening now. The first contract 

has been signed for these transportation systems to be 

built. There's one in California -- there's three in 

California; one of them is run by Elon Musk, another one by 

Richard Branson, and a third by another corporation. They 

have signed contracts over the first Hyperloop technology 

transport system in Abu Dhabi, Dubai, in the Middle East 

within three years to be operational. 

As you know, Hyperloop technology is able to carry 

roll-on cargo containers straight off the ships as well as 

people. It goes at over 700 miles an hour. There is no 

problem with pollution; there is no problem with noise, and 

it is the only solution that will answer our problems here. 

For any other further questions, be sure to ask Ernest 

Thompson at 625 Southwest 189th Street, Normandy Park, your 

friend, anytime. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: That is your 

address? 

MR. THOMPSON: Yes, that is my address. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Do you have an 

email address? 

MR. THOMPSON; Yes, I do. My email is 
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ecoe69@hotmail.com. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Say your name 

again, please. 

MS. GRIFFEE: Kaylynn Griffee. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Kaylynn Griffee. 

Thank you. You have three minutes, and I'll be timing you. 

MS. GRIFFEE: Okay. So is it just questions, 

or I can --

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: No, it's questions 

or comments. You can do both, as you wish. 

MS. GRIFFEE: My feeling is this is being done 

without accommodations for more runways in the future. I 

feel like -- that it's all going to be done and then all of 

a sudden, they're going to go, "Oops. I think we need more 

runways," as the third runway was presented to us, which, at 

the time presented, we were sold as a cargo-only runway. 

Now it's become a passenger runway, then -- it's now being 

used for a plane -- there are planes that land every 

30 seconds on that third runway, and lots of them are being 

sent over my house, jets. 

When I have -- I have been taking note of the planes 

that are coming over my house, documenting the time, calling 

it in on the noise report and asking that a written 

statement be sent to me, usually I'm told that it's FAA's 

discretion to send the jet over my house. 
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I live in Normandy Park; it is not considered a 

commercial runway area, but when I called about the prop 

planes, the Bombardiers, I was told that those are fine and 

legal because they are prop planes. But when you buy an 

airline ticket, they are sold as turbo prop jets, and they 

carry 76 people. I don't consider a prop plane with 76 

people, but I probably have five to six cross over my house 

every day. They're really noisy; they're very low. They're 

also sent that way so that the other jets don't run them 

over taking off on the third runway because they're a little 

bit slower. 

And I wanted to know why the Port used to provide 

houses with insulation, heavy-duty-insulation roofing, 

triple-pane windows for the noise. That's before the third 

runway was even built. And now they're doing nothing for 

the houses. The noise is awful. In the morning you cannot 

open the windows any time. You can't open the windows 

because of the noise of the jets starting their engines up 

and taking off. And I really think they need to reconsider 

double insulating our ceilings; I think they need to 

consider the triple-pane windows, and they need to consider 

air conditioning so that we can breathe in the house without 

the windows open because you cannot listen to all the jets 

all day. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN; You have 30 
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MS. GRIFFEE: Then I can apply again? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes, you can. 

MS. GRIFFEE: Also, I'm very curious how come 

Des Moines has building codes for building houses that are 

all -- are remodeling that all are compatible with the 

airport only. I was told they need double plywood, double 

roofing, triple-pane windows. I mean, some try to add 

windows and you -- double-pane and they were upset. And so 

I'm wondering how this was -- came about. How can 

Des Moines dictate the way you build a house and it has to 

be compatible for the airport? Who paid for this? 

And last summer before they were using the third 

runway, I did not have 737s flying over my house. Now I 

have 737s, they just clear my tree, clear the deck; they put 

soot all over my lawn furniture, all over the deck. And 

they always put soot all over my boat that's in Des Moines 

under cover. It 1 s black with airplane dust. 

I'm there, so shall I apply again? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Just continue. 

Yeah, I think you probably need about another minute. 

MS. GRIFFEE: So then, I had -- my other issue 

that's a very severe safety one is the air quality in our 

area. I have asthma, and it is I'm impacted by the 

airport when there's inversions, and we get all of the fuel, 
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jet fuel in it. And I was told that -- by somebody I talked 

to long ago, I was told that that was -- the reason it 

smells is it's benzene. Benzene is extremely carcinogenic. 

Four of my neighbors, nearby neighbors, have passed away 

from brain cancer. There has been studies, but I haven't 

heard anything. We've heard nothing more about the studies 

of cancer relationship to the air quality. And when I 

called about the clean air commission, they said they have a 

commission, but it -- this was long ago, one person from 

each county. Whatcom County could care less about the 

airport soot in Normandy Park or Des Moines. 

And so I feel like King County gets one count on the 

air-quality vote versus -- plus, you've got all the other 

outgoing counties. So I think that we're not really being 

treated fairly as far as the quality of our air, which is 

decreasing and bad. And so I do want to know about a cancer 

study, what cancer studies have they come up with. 

Then the last thing that I have that concerns me is 

nobody has taken into consideration the area of east-west 

traffic crossing that is taken out of us that live in this 

area to get to the freeways and get to Seattle because the 

airport takes up -- I don't know how many miles long, but 

188th is a zoo. There's only two entrances to I-5: one at 

the north end and one at the south end. So there should be 

freeways built for us to get access to the freeways and to 
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to I-5 instead of waiting for ten traffic lights to 1509 and 

~ ross, and that is not even a thought in their mind. 

So anyhow, I would like to have those questions 

answered, if somebody could address some of those. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And I don't know 

what the process is in terms of whether you will actually 

get an answer. But there is a systematic process for 

noting, you know, those questions. 

MS. GRIFFEE: I appreciate it. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And that's all I 

can tell you. 

MS. GRIFFEE: Thank you. I really appreciate 

it, because I feel like you write -- and, you know, I've 

been a teacher a million years. I have to read everything, 

even my email. But I really appreciate it. I took a lot of 

time to think of everything. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: It's obvious that 

you have. And you had a lot of very detailed and important 

comments. 

MS. GRIFFEE: I missed a big fact. Can I 

reapply? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes. Yes. You can 

reapply. I'll give you one minute. 

MS. GRIFFEE: Then the other thing is if 

they're telling us they're not going to build new runways, 
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which is what we are being told at this time, I think that 

the cargo planes need to leave the area. I mean, they 

really need to use the facilities, which they're building 

and ramping up for, and it is international big time, that 

the cargo planes need to go somewhere else for safety of 

passengers and safety on the ground. I mean, if they're 

sending planes over my way because it's a safety issue from 

FAA, well, then get all the cargo planes out, put them in a 

different location, and proceed with the airport. I mean, 

things are growing. They will grow. But the cargo planes 

are also growing. You go to Alaska, and where are they 

going to have the space to park them all? 

So that's a big consideration, I think, is -- that was 

a big one. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN; Well, good. I 

think it's good you added that. Thank you. 

Now it is time for you to give your oral comments. You 

have three minutes, and I'll be keeping time. 

MR. EDMISTON: Now, can I ask you a question, 

before we start the comments, about your instructions? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes. 

MR. EDMISTON: Are these exclusive processes? 

Can I give oral testimony and also submit written comments? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yeah. They're not 

exclusive. 
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MR. EDMISTON: Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: No. You may do all 

the -- all of the above. 

MR. EDMISTON: Very good. 

So my name is Steve Edmiston. I want to start off with 

some comment about the proces tonight. These are my own 

comments, but they're also comments I have heard from many 

that attended the event tonight. 

The first is a source of frustration in the community 

that we asked, and specifically the City of Des Moines 

asked, for a public town-hall style of engagement on this 

process by letters between the City of Des Moines and the 

Port of Seattle; that request has been denied, and a 

substitute engagement, this event tonight, was inserted, 

which is a room full of storyboards and individuals either 

employed by the Port or by the Port's consultant. And that 

is a source of frustration because the community has not 

been afforded the same style of participation that 

communities east, west, and north of the airport have been 

afforded. The planning period was not provided to 

Des Moines so -- or Federal Way or Normandy Park or Tukwila 

or Burien. Oh, no, Burien got one. So that's a source of 

frustration. 

Second is timing. This is our first participation 

under the SAMP, and we are 11 days before the close of --
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two weeks before the cutoff on the 28th. The window's been 

running for 60 days, but today was the day we were provided 

subject-matter experts, allegedly, to ask questions about. 

And so we really only have two weeks, which seems very 

inadequate. The City of Federal Way asked for an extension, 

and that's been denied. So it feels like there's no 

meaningful engagement actually happening for the south-end 

communities . 

The third thing is walking through the meeting, what we 

found, although all marketing pieces that were sent out by 

the community said there would be subject-matter experts 

attending to answer our questions, what we discovered was 

the people in front of the storyboards wouldn't answer 

questions; they wanted to turn the questions into a comment. 

In other words, we can't get information to help frame and 

phrase our comments; we're just looking at, in many cases, 

blank storyboards with categories. That's been a source of 

frustration. It feels like, to many in the community, this 

is about the least effective engagement that we could 

receive, and we're frustrated by that. 

I know we're going to run through time, but nobody's 

behind me. I guess, I can go back and line up again, but 

let's run through the three minutes. 

My first comment that I would like to share this 

evening is we need to include a complete assessment of the 
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growth that's already occurred in the last four years. We 

have 97,000 additional aircraft operations that have been 

added at Sea-Tac Airport since 2014, January 1, and there's 

been no study and no assessment, no mitigation, no action 

plan, nothing's been done with respect to those flights. 

And we have a great concern that we won't be studying those 

flights as part of the baseline going forward for the 

Near-Term Projects. And if we leave those out, we really 

have warped what's really going on in the communities, 

because that's what's happening right now, and it's 

happening since the SAMP was first conceived. So we know 

it's within the window. That should be included, that 

Second is skipping forward to after the Near-Term 

Projects --

minutes --

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You've done three 

MR. EDMISTON: Okay. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN; but there's no 

one else in line, so I'm giving you another three minutes. 

MR. EDMISTON: I appreciate that. And if 

someone shows up and we need to time it out, I'm happy to do 

that. I totally understand the process. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN; As you wish, yeah. 

MR. EDMISTON: Thank you very much. 
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The second comment I think is also kind of temporal in 

nature, what should be included temporally. Let's go beyond 

the Near-Term Projects that will end in 2027. That will add 

80,000 flights, so we'll be nearly a gross-up of 200,000 

flights from 2014 to 2027. But there's a long-term project 

envisioned, and originally that was going to be included in 

this SAMP process, but about six months ago, it got carved 

out. And there's a great concern that I have that I would 

like it included as a comment to include within the scope 

the impacts to human health and the environment from what is 

anticipated for long-term projects. Don't carve it out and 

leave it off the table because your own studies are 

showing -- the Port's own studies are showing we'll be at 

capacity in 2029. So the idea that we would go forward with 

ten years of construction and growth with no idea what's 

actually going to happen in the next ten years is hard to 

square in, I think, a rational sort of going-forward 

process. 

Third is adequate geography. I think we have -- so 

geographical scope, there is a great concern that there's a 

focus historically on what's called the "federal contour," 

what is looked at for mitigation very close to the airport 

and for windows and insulation and things like that, and 

it's a very small area around the Port. The effects of the 

noise and the emissions from aircraft operations are clearly 
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f elt to the southern border of Federal Way, and so we need, 

i n geographic scope of this study, to make sure that all of 

~he six south King County cities are included, their entire 

9eography, in terms of the impacts to human health and 

environment. 

Next, I think we want included in the scope of this 

study a complete and robust review of all of the science 

that has emerged in even the last three years about the 

impacts of noise and emissions from aircraft operations over 

human beings, because all of those studies that I've been 

able to see with this high-tech tool called "Google" all 

come down the same way. And here's what they say: They say 

that aircraft operations -- let's say just noise. Aircraft 

operations and noise from overpopulated areas cause 

hypertension, heart disease, heart attacks, delayed learning 

for children, has a worse impact on the elderly, has a much 

worse impact if there's night flights. And I can tell you 

that a hundred percent of the studies come to the same 

conclusion in the last two to three years. 

Now, they're associated studies. They're the kind of 

studies that say, "We're finding associations between A and 

B." And there will always be more studies, but I don't 

think it's going to be any different then -- I don't think 

there's going to be where on the radio tomorrow you hear 

that it turns out red wine's good for you every day, and 
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then tomorrow -- the day after that, you hear red wine's bad 

for you, and it kind of bounces all over the place. I have 

a strong suspicion no one's ever come back and say, "It 

turns out loud aircraft noise is good for you." 

I think what we're finding is the science is coming out 

and saying it's really, really bad, and it's far worse than 

we think. And obviously pollution, ultrafine particles and 

other problems, that science is also emerging. So not 

including that within the scope of our study would seem 

negligent because those studies are out there, and not 

accumulating them would seem a gross error. 

Next I would talk about including in the scope of this 

study the pending science that's already underway in 

Washington State. We have ultrafine particle studies 

underway at the University of Washington; we have a 

mitigation study that's just underway run by the state 

Department of Commerce. Those will take some time, but the 

notion that we would proceed in any format with the SAMP 

without the result of those studies also seems very 

short-sided. I think we should have the results of those 

studies before we go forward with the $AMP. That should be 

included in the scope. 

I think we should have special inclusion of study in 

this SAMP of sensitive populations. And what I mean by that 

is we -- because we know from the science that elder 
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populations and children are more highly affected. We can 

just sort of say a human being is a human being. What we 

know from that emerging science is that we have a huge 

population in Des Moines of elderly communities, and they're 

impacted more. And we should carve that out and have a 

separate study, make sure we're doing that. 

Same thing with overnight flights; they are causing 

more damage than daytime flights because they interfere with 

and cause sleep disruption, and all the things that will go 

with that, on a chronic basis. 

And I would also like included in the scope of this -

of this environmental review -- and this is actually super 

important, but not for everybody, but it's super important 

for certain communities, and that is we've shifted to 

full-time use in the last two years of the third runway. It 

used to be a part-time runway. The middle runway closed 

down for construction, shifted all of that flight to the 

third runway, and I think they liked it. I think the the 

bottom line is it was something that was considered 

advantageous. And now it is a full-time runway. 

So what's happened in the last even two years is that 

runway and the communities under that runway have seen -- I 

think it's a six-fold increase in the number of flights over 

their neighborhoods that didn't ever used to be there 

before. And that needs -- you know, that is not a base 
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that is - - has to be part of this study because it's brand 

new. 

Also, I'm concerned that the projections that are set 

forth already with the Near-Term Projects don't seem to add 

up in terms of the number of flights that will be coming 

in the next ten years. If you use any of the data that 

from the last four years and the year-on-year increases from 

the last four years, the notion that in a four-year period 

we grew by 97,000 aircraft but in the following ten-year 

period, we're only going to grow by 80,000, it's a really 

hard number to -- especially with the growth that they're 

! projecting in the population, which is more of a 

1straight-line hockey stick. It's sort of like, here's the 

population growth, here's the need for passenger growth, 

and -- but all of a sudden, the actual airline operations 

growth is somehow way below that line. Doesn't seem to make 

sense. So the question, and I think what we can include in 

this study, is a review of what happens if our estimates are 

grossly low. 
1_ 

And the final thing I think we should include in this 

study, because it's clearly an alternative to handling all 

of the region's growth in one tiny footprint airport, is a 

regional airport now. And the notion that we would for, 

again, decades -- and we've done it for decades now, decades 

and decades and decades -- keep saying it's something we 
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need to study. I haven't really run into anyone that 

suggests there's a reason not to start the siting process 

immediately, other than folks that have an interest in 

economic growth right here in a very specific and small 

sliver of our state, our region. If that's what you want, 

then you want to handle all of the region's growth at 

Sea-Tac Airport. If you want an even and fair distribution 

of the costs and burdens of aviation, and perhaps even 

improve the overall efficiency in the long run, then you'd 

want to jump on a regional airport as soon as possible. 

Whether we can get that, I don't know. I think it should be 

included in the scope. 

Those are my comments. You've been very patient. You 

gave me extra time, and I really appreciate that. I know -

I work with court reporters, and I know I just wore her out. 

So you've been very good. Thank you for helping me out 

tonight. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Well, you've had a 

lot to say, and there was time. 

MR. EDMISTON: I appreciate it. 

MR. LEWIS: Well, I want to talk about demand, 

or actually, you know, hopefully generate some responses 

from responsible officials at the Port of Seattle about 

demand and how it's defined. 

I'm a retired air traffic controller and whistleblower, 
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was forced into retirement ten years ago by the FAA. But as 

sort of an odd hobby, I've developed a website; it's been 

running for six years now, Aviation Impact Reform. And I do 

a lot of research on what's going on at airports across the 

country, and I've been looking a lot the last few years at 

Seattle, in Sea-Tac, because these happen to be my roots as 

a child and growing up here, and I still have aging parents 

here. 
,,..,,,,--

I'm concerned about what really appears to be going on, 

the alleged demand, that is defined, for example, by one of 

the graph boards there, one of the displays. It's implied 

that it's consumer demand, which would be, you know, the 

natural demand we would want to accommodate in an industry 

as we expand infrastructure, but in reality it's airline 

demand; that the Port needs to get serious about documenting 

with great precision the number of passengers that are 

flying through this airport greatly bumping up the airline 

profit bottom line, because the airlines make their money as 

much by flying anybody as they do by flying people through 

airports. That's a reality. We understand that, that when 

Delta came in here in 2012, they started -- basically, they, 

you know, raised the bar. And both Delta and Alaska are 

doing a lot of a hub traffic here, and that's creating 

enormous growth in impacts around the airport. 

Those impacts correlate with the growth in operations. 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206.623.6136 * Toll Free 866.780.6972 

34 



1 

2 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

25 

Public Meeting - September 10, 2018 

The growth in operations do not correlate with population 

growth. The chart on there that's displayed shows a 

0.6 percent annual population growth in the current decade, 

2017 to 2027, when you look at the numbers on that 

particular chart, and I have a PDF of it from the July 17 

SAMP presentation. 

But Port -- Puget Sound Regional Council just reported 

that our growth rate is one and a half percent; it's even 

higher. They've got that growth, and yet this year, if you 

look at the numbers, FAA's official ATADS OPSNET numbers for 

operations at Sea-Tac, the first seven months of 2018 are 

5.6 percent higher than the first seven months of 2017. 

Now, we all understand, or we should understand, that 

there hasn't been a ten-fold increase in people in the Puget 

Sound area suddenly saying, "Let's do a whole bunch more 

flying." It's because more passengers are flying through, 

more operations are being scheduled, creating more 

passengers flying through to assist the airlines' bottom 

line. 

So what I'm suggesting is that the Port of Seattle 

needs to -- since they're taking money from the local 

community in taxes in serving us, you know, as their 

constituency, they shouldn't be just focusing on serving and 

a ccommodating airline demand, airline capacity demand; they 

s hould be accommodating other demands and balance with that, 
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such as for the local community. And some of those demands 

that are arising have to do with the impacts, where you 

stand outside this door most times a day here on a 

university campus, and you can't have a conversation without 

having an airplane every minute blasting over and 

interfering. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You're at three, 

but I'll give you another minute. 

MR. LEWIS: I'll run just a tad more. 

So basically, the Port of Seattle needs to, you know, 

somehow bring in some balance to how they are advocating, 

you know, they are behaving on this. They are clearly, 

unfortunately, accommodating and overly accommodating the 

industry. That needs to change; otherwise we're going to 

see continued degradation of what used to be -- what still 

is for people -- a fleeting, you know, formerly wonderful 

place to live. People cannot enjoy their yards anymore; you 

can't enjoy barbecues. It's not just the noise; it's what 

they're breathing. 

And if we keep feeling like we have to accommodate the 

airline capacity needs, we're just going to trash this whole 

area, turn it into nothing but an industrial dump. So I 

would hope that the Port would come on board with advocating 

for the people who provide their basic tax funds and support 

their programs and not just be advocating alone for 
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industry. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: It is now 8:30 

p.m., and there are no other speakers signed up to speak. I 

am officially closing tonight's oral comment portion of the 

scoping meeting. 

(Public meeting concluded at 8:30 p.m.) 
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{Public meeting commenced at 5:10 p.m.) 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Good evening. My 

name is Gerry Philipsen, and I serve as the hearing officer 

for tonight's public scoping meeting for the Port of 

Seattle's environmental review of the Sustainable Airport 

Master Plan's Mid-Term Projects at Sea-Tac. Today is 

Monday, September 12, 2018, and the time is 5:10 p.m. 

Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 

issues that will be addressed in the environmental review 

document and identify concerns regarding potential 

environmental effects of the Near-Term Projects. The 

purpose of this meeting is to give all interested people the 

opportunity to put their comments and questions regarding 

the scope of the environmental review on the record. People 

wanting to have their comments taken by the court reporter 

must register here at this sign-in table, which you have 

done. Please be courteous and respect the rights of all 

commenters. To help with that usually, sometimes we have 

several -- a crowd here. To help with that, please adhere 

to the following procedures: 

One, each commenter will be allotted three minutes with 

the court reporter; two, if you desire more time, you can 

register to speak again with the court reporter. You will 

be given another opportunity to speak after other registered 

commenters have had their chance; three, you may not donate 
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your three minutes or offer your spot in line to someone 

else; four, if you need significantly more time than the 

three minutes, please consider one of the other commenting 

options: A, comment forms that you can complete now and 

turn in or take home and submit via email; B, email 

documents to samp@portseattle.org; C, submit comments 

through the project website, which I can give you if you'd 

like; D, note that all comments, no matter how they are 

submitted, are treated equally. Most important is that all 

comments must be postmarked by September 28, 2018. 

And with that, I open the door with the comment portion 

of the scoping meeting. And you are the first name on the 

list. Could you just say your name? 

MR. JOHNSON: Christopher Johnson. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. Thank you. 

You have three minutes, and I will time you. 

MR. JOHNSON: So this is not a 

question-and-answer? It's just the thought that I give to 

you? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes. You can do 

question-and-answer out there, yeah, but this is just for 

you to give your considered thought. 

MR. JOHNSON: I understand. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And you can do that 

and come back, if you would prefer. 
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MR. JOHNSON: So I will do it here. 

I am aware that the Chicago airport, ORD, has a rather 

robust recycling and reuse plan for waste and other 

materials that come into and out of the airport. I think 

that that should be thoroughly researched and considered for 

this expansion of Sea-Tac Airport. 

-- Second thought is I am concerned that the security, 

cyber security, of individuals using the airport has not 

been adequately addressed in previous designs and should be 

considered -- should be considered in this master plan. 

- And then my final thought is that we are -- we see a 

constant development of the airport in response to 

increasing annual passenger counts, but only in the form 

of -- or, rather, mostly in the form of physical plant and 

i n frastructure development. 

How has the master plan considered technological 

investments that could also alleviate and mitigate increased 

µ t ilization at the airport? 
~ 

That's it. That's all I got. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Your name, would 

you say again? 

MR. CARTER: Sidney Carter. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you, 

Mr. Carter. You have three minutes, and I'll time you. 

MR. CARTER: Well, my comment will be just one, 
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is the waste, the hazardous waste. We're sending it out of 

the state of Washington to other states. And I don't know 

what they can do about that, and I think it's unfair that we 

have to put out the garbage in the yard. 

The other thing is there's too many planes already in 

the Seattle area. They're talking about building a second 

terminal. Why does it have to be this close in the city of 

Seattle? Can we find a better place, a better location? 

And I think I'm about done. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: All right. Very 

good. Well, you have done just what this calls for, you've 

given issues and topics to be considered. So thank you. 

MR. CARTER: Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Now we're ready to 

listen to your comments, and I'll be keeping time. 

MR. ROBERSON: Right now my only concern is 

noise pollution and land and water pollution and the 

hazardous materials. I don't know. I'm out to play with 

the kids in the backyard, and there's a single file of 

planes going by. We were entertained for a while, and now 

it becomes where we have to raise our voice to hear each 

other in our yard. 

And we don't even know the total impact of what's 

falling down from the sky, particulate matter. We like to 

grow food; we got pets and stuff like that, and it's just --
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you know, I just wonder about -- I asked them about the 

alternative patterns of planes coming into the airport and 

out and opening up the regional airports for like cargo and 

stuff like that, to just make, you know, specialized 

airports so it's not all happening in one spot. 

What else? That's pretty much what my concern is. I 

can detail it out on paper, but I didn't know what the 

process was. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have three 

minutes and we'll listen to you and the court reporter will 

take a record of them and I'll time you. 

MR. MOORE: Great. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

MR. MOORE: I live directly in the path of 

the -- of the airplanes that are coming from the north. And 

we've observed a dramatic increase over the last in just 

five years; we've lived there for almost 20 years. And our 

biggest concern is that the level of noise and the level of 

pollution is a known quantity, yet, there's not mitigation 

to deal with that. So as the airport considers expansion 

and growth, my request is that much more aggressive work in 

terms of mitigation, rerouting, and other aspects be taken 

[~ery seriously. 

That's all I had. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Good. Thank you. 
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MS. RAYMOND: Great. Thank you. 

I would like to encourage the study to address air 

quality, in particular, through addressing particulate 

matter as well as the cumulative impacts of other potential 

sources of pollution that we already know exist in the area, 

such as the interstate, et cetera. 

I'd also encourage the project to consider impacts 

beyond the immediate project area. I know that there's 

consideration for, for example, car traffic impacts and 

parking, but I really think that the scope -- the geographic 

scope needs to include the flight path where it is over 

residential areas, so essentially from I-90 south, 

particularly over the spine of Beacon Hill. 

In terms of sound impacts and noise impacts, I think 

those need to be part of the scope as well. And I think 

there needs to be a consideration for the quality of sound. 

Not the standard calculation, as I understand it to be, 

which is the average of sound over a period of time, but 

actually to understand the impacts of short, more intense 

periods of sound, and to not look at sound from the 

perspective of annoyance, which is how I understand it's 

considered now, but really to consider the impact of noise 

on public health, because we know there is demonstrated 

impacts of noise on public health. So it's not just the 

emissions that may have public health impacts. 
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Finally, this may be a bit of an impossible request: I 

think that the Port overall needs to look at the impacts on 

public health and livability of the increases in air 

traffic, even with no project. There's going to be an 

impact that needs to be mitigated, even if the actual 

development project doesn't proceed. And I believe that 

that's part of a sustainable plan for the Port. To just 

talk about sustainability in terms of economic growth, which 

is very important, doesn't really get at the true meaning of 

what a sustainable plan should be. 
L-> 

How much more time do I have? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have about 

10 seconds. 

MS. RAYMOND: Okay. That's it. There we go. 

Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

It is now 8:20 p.m., and there were no other speakers 

signed up to speak. I am officially closing tonight's oral 

comment portion of the scoping meeting. 

(Public meeting concluded at 8:20 p.m.) 
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(Public meeting commenced at 5:27 p.m.) 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: My name is Gerry 

Philipsen. And I'm the hearing officer for tonight's public 

scoping meeting for the Port's environmental review of the 

Sustainable Airport Master Plan's Near-Term Projects of the 

airport. The date is Monday, September 17th, and the time 

is 5:27 p.m. 

Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 

issues that will be addressed in the environmental review 

document. The purpose of the meeting is to give interested 

people the opportunity to put their comments and questions 

regarding the scope of the environmental review on the 

record. People wanting to have their comments taken by the 

court reporter must register here, which you've done, and 

please be courteous and respect the rights of all 

commenters. 

To help with that, we have the following procedures: 

One, you will be allotted three minutes with the court 

reporter; two, if you desire more time, you can register to 

speak again; three, if you need significantly more time than 

three minutes, please consider one of the other commenting 

options: A, comment forms you can complete now and turn in 

or take home and submit via mail, or you can email comments 

to samp@portseattle.org, and I can give you that address if 

you want it, or you may submit comments through the project 
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website, and I can give you that address. 

All comments, no matter how they are submitted, are 

treated equally. Most important is that all comments must 

be postmarked by September 28, 2018. 

With that, I'm officially opening the oral comment of 

the scoping meeting. And you are Jan Anderson? 

MS. ANDERSON: I am. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. And you have 

three minutes. 

MS. ANDERSON: Okay. I have lived in my house 

for 53 years, so I've been able to assess the change that 

has occurred in the amount of traffic, the amount of noise, 

the amount of pollution, at least perceived by the people 

underneath flights, because we can't keep our cars clean. 

And I heard an excuse over here that it's perhaps fireplaces 

and wood stoves, but there's been a huge decrease in wood. 

Everybody has gas stoves now and electric fireplaces. 

My particular concern is the environment, which 

includes noise pollution, but it also includes whatever kind 

of particulate matter that is coming down and things of that 

nature, because my husband is the third person on my block 

to die of ALS, which is Lou Gehrig's disease. And none of 

them were genetically-induced ALS; they were all 

environmental. And his was particularly located in his 

lungs. 
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And so I just really think -- and I know there's been a 

lot more stress and a lot more cancer cases in our 

neighborhood, and I can't help but believe the constant 

noise -- and I do mean constant, every minute, a minute and 

a half an airplane goes over most of the time -- that all of 

these things take their toll on the physical and mental 

health of the people who live in this neighborhood. And to 

increase from 416,000, or whatever, flights a year just 

seems unfair. 

I feel that the Port of Seattle -- I know they're 

working for the Port of Seattle and not someone else, but 

they should work more rigorously with outlying areas to 

increase the air traffic in those places, which would help 

our,traffic as well, because the traffic that's coming to 

the airport for all of these flights is a huge, incredible 

amount of noise. 

Is my three minutes up? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: No. You've got 

another minute. 

MS. ANDERSON: Okay. And I personally have 

used the airport, of course. My husband, though, has been 

in the neighborhood since 1938. And his grandfather built 

our house, and he went to the opening of the original 

airport in 1948, I think, something like that. 

r And so the impact on a neighborhood from silence to 
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what's happening now has just been astronomical. But I do 

think the environment is the most important thing. Social 

is important to me too because I can't talk on the phone to 

people, I can't listen to my TV, I can't have parties on my 

deck because you can't hear anything. 

That's probably the extent of my rant. 

~ealth, 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

MS. ANDERSON: Anyway, 

mental and physical health. 

I'm really worried about 

And thank you for 

listening and writing that down, and I think I'll probably 

submit a written comment as well when I have more time to 

think it through and edit it. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: We will begin with 

Dana Hollaway, and then State Senator Mark Miloscia, 30th 

District. Okay? And I'll time you. 

MS. HOLLAWAY: Okay. Do I have to identify 

myself first? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Please do so. 

MS. HOLLAWAY: My name is Dana Hollaway. I'm 

from Federal Way. Before the SAMP approval and 

implementation, the impact on human health and environment 

must be analyzed under applicable EPA, federal and state 

laws. Testing analysis and published results must be done 

prior to any increase in flight operations or of airport 

expansion. Testing for the toxic chemical thorium -- and 
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I'll spell that, THORIUM -- must be included in the 

testing. Thorium is an indisputable tracer of airport 

3 emissions, unique to airplanes versus diesel engines . 
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The Council on Environmental Quality, acronym is CEQ, 

Regulation Section 1508.27 refers to major federal actions 

significantly affecting the quality of environment of human 

environment. The regulation says that both short-term and 

long-term impacts must be considered. In other words, 

impacts must be considered in the context of time. Quote, 

intensity, unquote, is a severity of a potential impact 

considered in context. 

The regulation directs agencies to consider adverse 

impacts, impacts to human health and safety. Therefore -

oh, excuse me, there are health and environmental impact 

studies underway, such as but not limited to, the University 

of Washington Ultrafine Particulate Study Phase 1, I believe 

there's going to be a Phase 2; the Washington State budget 

proviso, Sea-Tac Airport impact study being managed by the 

Department of Commerce. 

Results of these studies and any other recent studies 

need to be included in the Port of Seattle SEPA and the FAA 

NEPA process. 

Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

And now we have -- are you a senator? 
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SENATOR MILOSCIA: Yes, I am. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. Senator Mark 

Miloscia, 30th District. 

SENATOR MILOSCIA: My name is Mark Miloscia, 

30th District. I'm also a resident here in Federal Way with 

my house directly under the flight path. I'm also a former 

Air Force pilot, living on many Air Force bases, so I'm 

familiar with airport noise and ways to lessen it. 

I've been involved with this issue for 18 years in the 

legislature, and in fact, I've sponsored various bills and 

budget provisos, as you've heard from other comments, trying 

to aim at reducing this great, what I call, health and 

quality alike problem that we have here in south King 

County. I can tell from just my own living here and from 

the literally hundreds, almost thousands, of comments I've 

received personally from residents and friends, 

acquaintances about how bad the noise is here. 

A better job must be done by the airport working with 

the FAA on changing the flight paths; not just working on 

insulating some certain buildings, but working on the flight 

paths and working on the airlines to -- and get noise 

reduction that really works. 

I have the sense that you are not -- you are not 

listening to the voters. I talked to a lot of folks that 

they need better outreach from the airport. I very much 
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appreciate this outreach session right now, where you're 

taking people's comments in multiple formats, but more needs 

to be done. And I would hope the Port works specifically 

with the local elected officials and state officials on this 

issue. 

So with that, I hope we can work together and reduce 

noise, which is -- which is, again, a burdensome quality of 

life issue for everybody down here in south King County. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you, Senator. 

SENATOR MILOSCIA: Thank you very much. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Now we are opening 

the hearing comments for Carol Sabotka. 

MS. SABOTKA: I'm Carol Sabotka. I have been a 

resident in Federal Way since 1972. And at that time, the 

airport only had, I believe, two runways, and so the amount 

of traffic and air noise that you heard of the planes was 

minimal. 

Since that time, I do know that a third runway has been 

put into effect. And, you know, it took it a while to get 

it completed, but now it is operational. And I understand 

that part of the reason that we're having this discussion is 

that they're considering increasing the amount of traffic 

that's going to be through Sea-Tac Airport. 

I am greatly concerned about that for two reasons; the 

first one is the noise. The second one is, I happen to have 
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three grandchildren who have considerable chronic illnesses; 

two of them have cystic fibrosis, and the other one has 

Crohn's disease. And I do live at Lakota Beach, which is on 

the waterway on Puget Sound, and consequently, we get a lot 

more of the traffic than some other areas do. 

I'm concerned, besides the fact that it's noise 

pollution, I believe there's also air quality that's being 

disrupted by the number of planes that are going. I just 

happened to notice that there were more recently, but I 

wasn't keeping track. But I knew I was coming today, and 

there was a plane that went over at 2 a.m. And I just do 

not recall before the third runway that we had such a 

problem with traffic that would disrupt someone's sleep. I 

do believe that that's a disruptive thing to everyone's both 

emotional and their physical health. -
Yeah, I think I'm good, other than -- can I give you my 

address? Okay. I live at 30213-33rd Avenue Southwest in 

Federal Way. It is at Lakota Beach, and I've been there 

since 1995. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

SENATOR MILOSCIA: I forgot to mention 

something. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. You have 

another turn, then. 

All right. Senator Miloscia has returned for some 
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further words. 

SENATOR MILOSCIA: I need about another 

30 seconds. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You have three 

minutes if you want. 

SENATOR MILOSCIA: My name is State Senator 

Mark Miloscia from the 30th District. What I failed to 

mention previously is we also need to look at the health 

effects of airplanes' particulate chemicals from exhaust and 

airplane use. That is also an important issue to the 

constituents in my district, and we need real data on the 

effects of that and ways to mitigate particulates and also 

those chemicals along with, as I said previously, the noise. 

And this involves, again, working with the FAA and airplane 

manufacturers, engine manufactures, and the way we do the 

flight paths to make sure we minimize the effects of all 

these harmful chemicals and noise as much as possible. 

And with that, I conclude my talking. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thanks. Now I am 

opening the comment period for John Raymer. Thank you. And 

you have three minutes and I'll be timing you. 

concerns. 

Girlines, 

I airport. 

MR. RAYMER: Okay. Yeah, I have two primary 

I know a captain for one of the big three 

and he says Sea-Tac is already a hazardous 

He gets multiple collision warnings with the 

Northwest Court Reporters* 206.623.6136 * Toll Free 866.780.6972 

10 



1 

2 

3 

4 

06 

z. 7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

{\J l 7 

i lY7 18 

~ 19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Pub1ic Meeting - September 17, 2018 

here every year, more so than other airports. He says 

there's a problem with cross traffic coming out of Boeing 

Field; sometimes it's uncontrolled. And he thinks that 

another increase in traffic at Sea-Tac would be an 

additional hazard. 

He also gets collision-avoidance warnings from Sea-Tac 

traffic during approaches and takeoffs more so than other 

airports. So I'd like to pass that on to the FAA. I 

understand they're not here today, but if you could pass 

that on. 

My other concern is the fact that watching traffic 

patterns on the flight-traffic websites, that when the 

traffic pattern is southbound, most flights turn right over 

Federal Way consistently, especially those that are going 

south, west, or north; you can see that watching the 

flights. So I think you would -- it would make more sense 

if they proceeded south and turned right over the water just 

north of Tacoma rather than turning right over Federal Way. 

And usually, even when they're southbound, they'll turn 

right. They'll go over Puget Sound, then they'll turn south 

after that. So they'll make two turns to get southbound, 

and it always goes over Federal Way in that case. 

So you might -- I have another concern. How's my time? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You've got a 

minute. 
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MR. RAYMER: A minute? Another concern is the 

ultrafine particle emissions from jet engines. It's a newer 

field of study. And maybe the primary hazard is jet engine 

emissions, that's similar to diesel engine emissions. And 

there was a recent study done where they found contamination 

from Los Angeles International Airport. It's these 

ultrafine particles that spread up to five miles from the 

airport downwind. So I think that's not been adequately 

studied. 

And I think all of this may indicate there should be 

another major airport opened in Washington State. So I 

would suggest something in a flat area north or south from 

Seattle, and that'll help prevention on I-5, which is 

already causing billions of dollars in lost economic revenue 

to Seattle. 

Did I make it? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You made it. Right 

on the dot. 

MR. RAYMER: Okay. That's it. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

And with that, I yield the floor to Daniel Kinney. 

MR. KINNEY: Can I ask what agency you 

represent? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: I am hired by the 

Port. I'm a faculty member at the University of Washington, 
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and I'm just hired to serve in this capacity. I'm not 

employed by the agency; I'm just contracted. 

MR. KINNEY: I was just wondering about your 

independence. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Well, I think I'm 

independent. I don't have any official position with regard 

to this. 

MR. KINNEY: Okay. I'm going to start my three 

minutes now? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: My introduction 

didn't count against your time. 

MR. KINNEY: My concern is noise. Not much of 

the airport project matters to me beyond the fact that it 

puts more airplanes out more quickly; denser traffic noise, 

basically. I understand that the noise will be analyzed by 

a model -- via a model that takes into account a few 

microphone locations that are already established in this 

area. And it doesn't appear that there's any return 

calibration of that model or validation of that model aside 

from just those few. 

And my main concern is that I believe that the 

measurement -- that far more measurements around the area 

need to be taken farther out, probably as much as at least 

ten miles or maybe 15 minutes away from the end of the 

runway. Maybe laterally it's less, but certainly north and 
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south it needs to be more frequently. 

I would like to see an advance of the use of the 

airport at these higher frequencies and whatnot, that the 

noise limits are established prior to -- prior to the 

analysis. And the noise needs to be presented in a manner 

that's not just minimum and maximum noise levels but an 

average dBA or whatever. 

That's it. 

you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. Two minutes. 

MR. KINNEY: I'm good. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Concise. Thank 

With that, we are ready for the presentations by Susan 

White; is that right? 

MS. WHITE: Yes. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. And Wasim 

Azzam. 

MR. AZZAM: Correct. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. Very good. 

I will be timing you. Please begin. 

MS. WHITE: It's not going to take more than 

three minutes. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: We'll see. 

MS. WHITE: Should I say my name and address? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes, please. Just 
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your name. 

MS. WHITE: Okay. My name is Susan White. And 

so I was on the Des Moines City Council for eight years when 

we fought the third runway, so I feel kind of historical in 

this, to a degree. 

So my opinion is, at the time it was unfortunate that 

we didn't cite another regional airport because that is 

needed. I mean, I think Sea-Tac is at its maximum capacity. 

The impact it's having on the community now is a bit dire: 

a lot more airplane noise, flights coming in lower, the 

environment. -
My grandchildren go to St. Phil's, which is a private 

Catholic school, but the airplanes are every day over there 

and one after another. Do I worry about the 

environmental the stuff that's going down perhaps harming 

them? Yeah. As well as a lot of other -- like cancer, 

health, and all this. 

So on the other hand, I don't want to just be this 

person that is just -- it's happening. So what can we do to 

be part of the solution? I think that's where the -- you 

know, a give and take, somehow, with the Port of Seattle, 

not just this dog fight that is -- makes everybody mad. I 

just think it's not going to stop the growth in the airport; 

Ft' s happening . 

lor realize that 

I hope they find another regional airport 

they can participate in our community in 
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some positive way, whether it's with the schools and flights 

and different ways they can take off and impact our 

community so detrimentally. 

And that's kind of the way I feel. If there's anything 

as citizens we can do to engage more -- this is good. But I 

think there's a lot to address on the impact of south King 

County, which has always kind of been a dumping ground for a 

lot of stuff, in my opinion, just living here for all that 

time. 

That's kind of all I have to say. I'll submit my 

comments. 

you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. Thank you. 

MS. WHITE: There you go. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Very good. Thank 

MR. AZZAM: My turn, right? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Your turn. 

MR. AZZAM: Okay. My name is Wasim Azzaro. 

I've been living in Federal Way for the last 27 years. I 

moved houses ten years ago. I now live in the Marine Hills 

on -- in the flight path, which was not really directly a 

flight path when I moved in ten years ago. 

Recently, life has been changed to the worse because of 

the airport noise -- the airplane noise. We can't use the 

patio, we can't use the backyard or the front yard; we can't 
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open a window even in the summertime. And this area here, 

we only get two months of summer, and we don't yet get to 

enjoy it. We are finding ourselves, many times, having to 

pause the TV if we have a window cracked or something if an 

airplane is going overhead. 

And the airplanes go directly over my house. They fly 

so low, sometimes I feel as if my girls that are jumping on 

the trampoline in the backyard, if they jump a little bit 

higher, they can reach the airplane. It's exaggerated a 

little bit, but it's that bad. The airplanes fly very low. 

Our quality of life has changed to the worse. In what 

way? I haven't been able to sleep straight all night 

without being awakened once or twice or three times in the 

beginning of the late evening/beginning of the early morning 

hours, maybe; I want to say 11 p.m., most of the time, 

especially if I went to bed at 10:00. And then I woke up a 

few days ago at 3:02 in the morning at the noise of a very, 

very huge, probably a cargo airplane, very loud. And I went 

to sleep probably for half an hour for the rest of the time, 

for those three hours. And those usually are the hours that 

you really go into deep sleep, I think, where your body 

repairs itself and it heals. 

I find myself tired during the day, same thing with my 

wife, because of lack of sleep. So it has really affected 

the quality of life that we're living. Personally, I'm not 
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against the expansion. That is a reality. The area's 

growing. They're saying we're expecting 1 million people in 

the area in 2035. The airport can expand, but they've got 

to take into consideration the quality of life of the people 

under the flight paths near the airport such as ourselves. 

I paid a lot of money for my house; I love the area. 

My kids are all born in Federal Way. I don't want to look 

to go anywhere else, but I wanted to be able to at least 

enjoy my time and live a peaceful life and a healthy life. 

So if there's any way for the people in charge to change the 

flight path a little bit, maybe over the water, over the 

freeway to get it away from us so we can live a better life, 

I think that would be a good consideration. 

Again, I'm not against the expansion because that is a 

reality; it's going to happen. But anything that can be 

d one to change the quality of life for us citizens that live 

i n the flight path of the airport would be appreciated. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Now John Burdine. 

MR. BURDINE: Burdine. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Burdine, thank you. 

You have the floor for three minutes and I will time you. 

MR. BURDINE: Okay. So my first issue is the 

jet poop issue. Other people might call it jet pollution or 

particulates in the air, but jets produce a tremendous 

amount of pollution as they're landing and taking off. I 
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have lived in three different flight paths, and I would say 

that Sea-Tac is medium and that jets are doing better at 

lowering the amount pollution that they're producing, but 

when I clean my carpets at my house, I get black soot from 

my carpet. And we're a family that's shoeless in Seattle, 

so we don't wear shoes in the house. That jet poop is 

coming in through the windows, and it's on the garden. And 

it's not a subject that's talked about as noise pollution or 

other aspects of the landing situation. 

The second thing I'd like to advocate for is a curfew 

at night. I work at night, so it doesn't affect me 

personally, but I see all the UPS planes and the FedEx 

planes and Pony Express planes landing in the middle of the 

night. And I know that people don't get proper sleep. So I 

would advocate for a curfew from 1 a.m. to 5:30, 6:00 in the 

morning. I don't know that a curfew always works, but 

San Diego, where I'm from originally, has a curfew and it 

does work. 

I think if you quadruple landing fees during that time 

period that on their own, UPS, FedEx would figure out a way 

to fit the planes during the business hours of an airport 

where you have three runways accessible and working. The 

runways could be better utilized during the daytime then, 

and they could be vacant from, you know, 1:00 to 5:00 in the 

morning, some time period like that. I see that flowing 
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over into -- you know, just general irritability in the 

community because people are not getting a proper night's 

sleep. 

So we have jet poop; we've got a curfew. But if that 

doesn't work, we've got quadrupling the fees to eliminate 

or -- what's the right word? -- ameliorate that time period 

from 1 a.m. to 5:00 in the morning. 

I'm done. How much time do I got? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You've got 

20 seconds left. 

MR. BURDINE: Yeah, I'll take 20 more seconds. 

The other thing that I notice is the jet engine 

testing, which I can really hear at night because noise 

travels a lot farther at night. I work at Wesley in 

Des Moines, and so I can hear those jet engines being tested 

all the time. And it's another aspect of people not getting 

proper sleep at night. 

Did I take my last 20 seconds? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Your 20 seconds are 

over, but do you have another point to make? 

MR. BURDINE: No. I'm done for right now. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. 

Now we proceed with this portion of the hearing with 

Orlando Samora. You have three minutes and I'll time you. 

MR. SAMORA: I've been in -- moved into Twin 
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Lakes about ten years ago. When we first moved in, I didn't 

pay attention -- I mean, it wasn't noise like it is now. It 

seems to me like right now they're flying right over my 

house. Before it was further over, probably closer to 

320th. And the noise is -- I mean, it's flying one right 

after the other one now when they're busy, and it's right 

I mean, right over my house. 

And the question is -- I've called a lot of times 

already and complained about the noise, and they always tell 

me they're within their limits; you know, they're five 

miles, their height and everything, the noise. 

And so really nothing I mean, nothing's ever been 

done. All they do is hear my side of the story, what's 

going on, and then they call back and say they're doing 

everything they're supposed to be doing. 

And another thing is, their microphone or whatever they 

use to pick up the noise, it's over by Twin Lakes 

Elementary. So I'm about a mile away from, so it's closer 

to 320th, right off of 320th, and I'm over. So to do the 

readings, I don't know how they can say that the noise level 

is the same flying over my house as it would be over here. 

So I hear that all the time. 

And another complaint is planes flying over at 1:00, 

2:00, 3:00 in the morning. And that's like two or three 

times a month that happens. And I've called on that before, 
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and then they just say it's a China freight cargo coming 

over. And that's all I ever hear about. And it's -- you 

know, if I was to have that kind of noise -- like, say I go 

out and start my lawn mower at 1:00, 2:00, 3:00 in the 

morning. What's going to happen? The police are going to 

show up. So why is it okay for the planes to fly over and 

wake up the people? 

I wish they could put a stop to that because that's 

ridiculous. When I first moved in, that was never like 

that, never had that problem. And then now it's getting 

worse. And then with this new forecast with the new gates 

they're going to open, it's going to get even noisier and 

more of that stuff going on. 

And, really, you guys have an open house for us. You 

hear there's nobody in the area advocating for us. We 

have to come and complain to you guys. But nobody in here 

is advocating for the people. And Federal Way has always -

I don't know how long Federal Way has been fighting with the 

Port of Seattle as far as the noise, but I know that's been 

going on for quite a while. And I don't think anything's 

been done, as far as I know, still fighting. 

So us having this meeting here, that was kind of 

disappointing. I thought it was going to be everybody 

talking to everybody, not everybody talking to you guys. 

You guys telling us what's going on, then hearing what we 
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have to say rather than everybody going to each little spot 

and hearing our points. So I thought it was going to be 

something different, not just an open house, hearing our 

complaints. I wanted to see -- I thought it was going to be 

you guys being -- you know, standing up here, everybody 

talking about what's going to happen and then hearing 

questions afterwards. 

So this way here, everybody's got their own story. 

I've talked to a couple people, and they have the same 

concerns I do. And like I said, kind of disappointed seeing 

this type of forum. 

Is my three minutes up? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes. 

MR. SAMORA: I mean, I'm just venting a little 

bit. I don't know if any good outcome is going to happen 

from this. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Well, certainly all 

of the comments will be reviewed; that's all I can say, you 

know. And there are other people out here who are more 

involved with the project who are standing at these posters 

who can give you more specific information of the process of 

what's going to happen with all this material. 

With that, we now turn the floor over to Meg Reynolds, 

and you have three minutes and I will keep time. 

MS. REYNOLDS: All right. I'm a resident of 
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the Marine Hills neighborhood in Federal Way. And over the 

past few years, the relentless increase in airline traffic 

directly over my house has dramatically and negatively 

impacted my ability to enjoy my home. I cannot work in my 

yard or have people come and enjoy the view on my deck or 

enjoy even visiting with my neighbors without the constant 

very loud noise of airplane traffic overhead. 

I recently downloaded Airnoise.io and began measuring 

exactly the impact, and I now know that my own personal 

tolerance level ceases at aircraft that is -- that is less 

than a mile from my home and less than 3,500 feet high. 

What I don't know is whether those two things are 

contiguous, which means they're over my house and less than 

a mile up. 

They are very loud and it is relentless. The average 

time between planes is approximately 90 seconds and two 

minutes, and this is most hours of the day and well into the 

night. We cannot sleep with our windows open. We can't 

enjoy fresh air in our home. 

And when I moved here, I accepted that there was more 

air traffic in the skies than Lake Forest Park, from which I 

moved, but it was moderate and I would describe it as an 

' occasional nuisance and I did find it tolerable. Today 

that's changed dramatically. Statistics are that 

600 percent more planes fly over my neighborhood every 
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single day. There's absolutely no time of the day or night 

that I can step outside for more than a few moments without 

seeing, hearing, and breathing in the continual waste from a 

barrage of planes. 

There were no hearings, notices, studies, or 

considerations from the Port, the FAA, or until recently, 

even the City of Federal Way, as the persistent increase 

grew from a nuisance to a menace. Your call for a 

sustainable environmental review, in my opinion, is long, 

long overdue. And I could not get any satisfaction as to 

how those get kicked off because I can't believe you 

would -- public servants would have this kind of impact in a 

neighborhood without any consideration for environmental 

review. 

I believe there are a number of actions that the FM or 

the Port of Seattle together can take to address my 

neighborhood situation, and honestly, I'm offended by the 

apparent lack of interest and cooperation to do so. 

like the Port was disingenuous regarding their intent 

I feel 

building the third runway: Oh, that would be only for poor 

weather and visibility situations. And I know that all the 

planes coming off that third runway are the ones that are 

coming over my house. 

And, you know, the Port has wiggled out of reparations 

set aside for Federal Way based on some flimsy policy. And 
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basically, the Port has not been a good neighbor to us. And 

like many of my neighbors, I have growing concerns that the 

current course of action is resulting in a substantially 

negative impact on my health, on the quality of life, and on 

the value of my home. 

The Port of Seattle and its leadership is responsible, 

you know, for not looking at equitable distribution of the 

increasing growth of air traffic. They allow, you know -

planes have actually gotten a standard-deviation allowance 

with a lower glide path, 2.5 glide path instead of the 

recommended 3. I don't understand any technical reason to 

be there for that. And, you know, there just had been an 

overt disinterest in environmental impact of the growth that 

is actively promoted by the Port of Seattle. 

I would like to see its leadership act to provide 

relief to -- from what I consider to be an assault on my 

neighborhood. I do not want new windows; I want fewer 

planes over my house. I want noise-abatement action. I 

want Puget Sound residents to share more equally in the Port 

of Seattle's aggressive growth. Give Vashon, the Eastside, 

Magnolia, and, oh, my gosh, even Mercer Island, their fair 

share of the increased traffic. Ask capable pilots, highly 

capable pilots and traffic controllers and traffic designers 

t o work a bit harder on landings and takeoffs so that the 

neighbors to the south are not living a life they did not 
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choose or even have an opportunity to defend. 

Basically, I'd like the Port of Seattle and the FAA and 

its leadership to start being good neighbors and responsive 

civic leaders. That's my statement. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. Thank you. 

With that, I open this part of the hearing for oral 

comments by Jim Burbibge. 

MR. BURBIBGE: Burbibge, close enough. 

Burbibge, BUR BIB GE. Close enough. I've been called 

worse. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Oh, I see. Okay. 

MR. BURBIBGE: And what I say here, much of 

what I've already put in written comments, but I would like 

to point out that this -- the airport, one, I'm very much in 

favor of the airport. I live in Federal Way, and I'm 

concerned about the impact of the airport upon the City of 

Federal Way. I'm concerned about the impact that the noise 

and all of the bad publicity about the air pollutants and 

all that stuff affects the public perception of Federal Way. 

And I think Federal Way is getting an undue reputation, 

partly because of that. 

I think this is a tremendous opportunity for the Port 

of Seattle and for the State of Washington to get together 

and to combine to make a transportation package that will 

greatly improve our life in the Puget Sound area. And that 
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r--
is by considering the alternative of putting a new airport 

over on Highway 18, adjacent to Highway 18, anywhere in the 

vicinity of the Seattle international racetrack. There's a 

lot of vacant land over there; it would work very well. If -that were combined with a major expansion of Highway 18, it 

would solve many problems. It would allow for traffic from 

the Port of Tacoma up to this airport. 

I would also suggest that this airport -- that all 

cargo go into that secondary airport. In addition to some 

of the passenger transportation, have all cargo going in 

there; that way cargo from the Port of Tacoma could go up to 

the airport, be transferred around the country. Cargo from 

the Port of Tacoma could go up to I-90, be transferred to 

Eastern Washington, to Bellevue -- they have a lot better 

access to that area and even into Seattle and up north to 

Everett and further north, in addition. 

lot better transportation. 

It would provide a 

And if Highway 18 were expanded from Tacoma all the way 

up to Everett, it would provide a very much needed 

additional north-south transportation venue for the people 

of the Puget Sound. 
-

That's basically my package. But I think there are --

in addition to that, moving it to that area would distribute 

both the negative aspects of an airport and the positive 

impact of an airport to other areas. And it would -- to me, 
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it just seems like a very logical thing to do. I would 

advocate that it be done under the authority of the Port of 

Seattle in forming an airport system for the Puget Sound 

area. And that's done in other parts of the country, and I 

----s think it could work very well here. 
\ ~ N 6 But adding more traffic into Seattle international 

V\ 7 airport where it sits now is going to have additional 

B negative impact upon traffic in that area; it's going to 

9 have additional negative impact upon the communities 

10 immediately adjacent to us, or like Federal Way, just a 
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little ways away from it. And I think it's time to consider -alternatives outside the box. And, to me, this is a really 

good alternative. 

That's my push, that's what I'm advocating. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. Thank 

you. That's very interesting. 

MR. BURBIBGE: And I think the Port of 

Tacoma -- I'm sorry. This is -- Seattle, the Port of 

Seattle, it would still be under their auspices. It's not 

taking anything away from them; it's just moving what they 

have to do into a different area, and I'll bet you anything 

it would be less expensive to do. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: I'm not an expert 

on this, but that sounds like a very interesting proposal. 

MR. BURBIBGE: Thank you. I hope they consider 
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it. Thank you very much. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: With that, I open 

this phase of the hearing for James McCartney. And you have 

three minutes and I'll be timing you. 

MR. MCCARTNEY: Okay. I have lived in the same 

house on Star Lake since 1988. I was never underneath a 

flight path that used to run parallel to Pacific Highway 

South. And now in the last couple years you have been 

flying over my house, and this last Sunday I had four 

flights over my house, dead center, about 700 feet up. I 

believe the correct solution is not to cram more flights 

into this airport, or more runways. Build a new runway 

somewhere else, either as it was proposed in the '90s, east 

of Bellevue, or north, expanding Everett airport, or go 

south of Olympia or use Bremerton because this is noise 

pollution. 

I am woken up at 3:00 in the morning, usually, 2:00 in 

the morning, because the flights start at 11:00 over the top 

o f my house, and they don't stop until about four in the 

morning. And I have a concrete tile roof that rattles when 

t hese planes are going over. So there's two tons of 

concrete over my head with the fear of it crushing me 

because of the vibrations of these planes. 

It would be advisable they go somewhere else; otherwise 

I will be insisting that the Port of Seattle pays for 
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quadripane windows and closed cell phone insulations to 

deaden the sounds, because the more panes of glass, the more 

insulation in sound reduction happens. But my best solution 

is to have a contractor that I choose to put it in, since 

the jobs done for the Burien and Des Moines area seem to be 

failing and have a lot of subpar contractors put it in, and 

they're having mold remediation problems. And the 

quadripane windows that were installed there are failing 

now. 

That's my nutshell, I guess. 

trying to cram it all in. 

I don't know. I was 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: You're under three 

minutes. 

basically it. 

MR. MCCARTNEY: Go build it somewhere else is 

I was never under a flight path. And it 

starts about 11:00 to 3:00 in the morning, and my health is 

affected through sleep. These bags aren't from work; it's 

from not being able to sleep. So thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: It is now 8:25, and 

there are no other speakers signed up to speak. I am 

officially closing tonight's oral comment portion of the 

scoping meeting. 

(Public meeting concluded at 8:25 p.m.) 
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(Public meeting commenced at 5:22 p.m.) 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: My name is Gerry 

Philipsen, and I'm the hearing officer for tonight's public 

scoping meeting for the Port of Seattle's environmental 

review of the Sustainable Airport Master Plan Near-Term 

Projects Sea-Tac. 

Scoping is the process for determining the scope of 

issues that will be addressed in an environmental review 

document, and to identify concerns regarding potential 

environmental effect of the Near-Term Projects. 

The purpose of tonight's meeting is to give all 

interested people the opportunity to put their comments and 

questions regarding the scope of the environmental review on 

the record. 

We follow these procedures: Each commenter is allotted 

three minutes with the court reporter for oral statements. 

If you desire more time, you can speak again with the court 

reporter. If you need significantly more time than three 

minutes, we recommend you consider one of the other 

commenting options: We have comment forms you can complete; 

you may email comments, and I can give you the address; you 

can submit comments through the project website, and I can 

give you that address. 

And however they're submitted, all comments are treated 

equally and must be postmarked by September 28, 2018. 
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With that, you can proceed to the oral portion. And 

you have three minutes and I'll time you. But you can go 

over that a bit. 

MR. BERGER: So again, my name is David A. 

Berger. I'm submitting these oral comments on behalf of the 

Marine Hills Airport Noise Health Impact Steering Committee. 

And this letter is addressed to Steve Rybolt, and I'll just 

read the letter. And I will be submitting the letter once 

all seven signatures are affixed to it. 

it to Mr. Rybolt before the deadline. 

I will be mailing 

So the subject is "SAMP DEIS Scoping Comments of Marine 

Hills Neighborhood, Federal Way." 

Dear Mr. Rybolt: In response to your July 30, 2018, 

public notice, this letter is written on behalf of the 

approximately 1,000 residents of the Marine Hills 

residential neighborhood of Federal Way, Washington. 

-
We continue to experience near constant excessive noise 

and adverse health impacts from Sea-Tac Airport overflights. 

We've suffered from the unmitigated impact of a 34 percent 

increase in Sea-Tac operations since 2012 and a six-fold 

increase in north flow landings on the third runway since 

its 2008 opening; thus, the expansion of Sea-Tac to enable 
I--

another 175,000 annual flights simply is unacceptable to our 

neighborhood. 

If the 30-plus so-called Near-Term Projects proposed in 
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the Sustainable Airport Master Plan, otherwise known as the 

SAMP, were constructed, the resulting enormous increase in 

overflights will cause an unjustifiable and unsustainable 

environmental impact on the Marine Hills neighborhood. 

As required by the State Environmental Policy Act, or 

SEPA, statute, and its implementing rules, we demand that 

the SAMP Draft Environmental Impact Statement, or DEIS, 

contain an alternative to further expanding Sea-Tac by 

identifying other existing airports that could accommodate 

projected growth in regional, commercial, and air cargo 

flights. 

This alternative must be analyzed at a level of detail 

equal to the proposed SAMP to enable comparison by both 

decision-makers and other laypersons of further irreversible 

environmental harm that the proposed SAMP's 30-plus projects 

will cause to Marine Hills and similarly impacted 

neighborhoods. 

As also required by SEPA, the DEIS should assess the 

potential for delaying implementation of the SAMP, given 

that the Puget Sound Regional Council's upcoming regional 

aviation baseline study will be analyzing additional 

capacity for absorbing air travel and cargo growth at other 

airports in King, Kitsap, Pierce, and Snohomish Counties. 

Finally, we expect the DEIS to contain an unbiased 

objective analysis of the required no-action alternative, 
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which should determine the extent to which it would result 

in a lower environmental cost or degradation than the 

30-plus projects in the proposed SAMP would create. 

Sincerely, Marine Hills Airport Noise Health Impact 

Steering Committee. And the signatories will be on this 

letter: David A. Berger; Chris Hall; Steve Lewis; Ray 

Miryekta, MIRY EK TA; Kurt, with a K, Moss; Susan 

Petersen, that's PETERSEN; and Gigi, that's GIG I, 

Sather, SATHER. 

And again, once I get the final signatures, I will 

submit this letter through the U.S. mail to Mr. Rybolt. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. Thank you. 

With that, I'm officially opening your portion of the 

oral comment session of this scoping meeting. You have 

three minutes and I will time you. 

MR. WACHTEL: Okay. First thing I would like 

to bring up is that a New York State senator is currently 

calling for changes to the flight plan pattern at LaGuardia 

Airport after a study found the noise it generates could 

reduce the life spans of some Queens residents by about 

one year. 

The study was conducted by researchers at Columbia 

University's Mailman School of Public Health and published 

in the August 15th issue of the International Journal of 

Environmental Research and Public Health. I would like to 
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see this study include an analysis of that study in its 

publication. 

Next, the impact on human health and the environment 

must be analyzed under applicable federal state laws. Test 

analysis and published results must be done before any 

increase in flight operations or airport expansion. Testing 

for the toxic chemical thorium must be included in the 

testing. Thorium is an indispensable tracer of airport 

emissions unique to airplanes versus diesel engines. 

The Council on Environmental Quality, CEQ, Regulation 

1508.27 refers to major federal actions affecting the 

quality of human environment. The regulation says that 

short-term and long-term must be considered -- in other 

words, impacts must be considered in the context of time, 

quote, intensity, unquote, is part of the -- is the severity 

of potential impact in context. The regulation directs 

agencies to consider adverse impacts to human health and 

safety. There are health and environmental studies 

currently underway, such as, but not limited to, the 

University of Washington Ultrafine Particulate Study Phase 

1, and the Washington State budget proviso, Sea-Tac Airport 

impact study currently being managed by the Department of 

Commerce. 

The results of these studies and any recent studies 

need to be included in the Port of Seattle's SEPA and the 
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FAA NEPA process. 

I would direct this study to evaluate the paper 

"Evaluating Particulate Emissions From Jet Engines: 

Analysis of Chemical and Physical Characteristics and 

Potential Impacts on Coastal Environments and Human Health" 

by Karleen A. Boyle. 

Finally, there have been no studies of substance in 

over six years as to the impact environmentally and 

health-wise of the growth of the airport and the high 

increase in traffic . I have analyzed enplanements and I 

have in front of me the 2015 enpl anement schedule, which 

shows 14 air ports as being the bus iest in the United States. 

Of them, Sea-Tac, at 3 . 9 square miles, is the eleventh 

busiest airport per si ze , while i t is the ninth busiest 

airport in the United States . And it is exceeded only by 

Los Angeles International Airport a nd Atlanta Jackson 

International Airport . 

I cannot see how they can expect to double this 

airport's operations and maintain operational safety that 

will p revent a catastrophe in the local area. And I would 

like t his matter addressed and published. 

Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

MR. WACHTEL: Do I have to go through you 

again? 
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HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: No. 

MR. WACHTEL: Okay. I'd like to bring up a 

couple of points. 

The environmental review being presented is a piecemeal 

process. The entire project goes to 2030, that is the 

near-term and the far-term. And the Near-Term Project only 

goes to 2027, and that is the part that we are examining at 

this time. This separation has been used before by the 

airport to avoid scrutiny on what they're actually doing for 

the totality of the project. 

It appears that the Port is attempting to conceal the 

fact that the long-term and far-term projects are part and 

parcel of one objective with one outcome, which needs to be 

examined as one project/entity. If the Port continues to 

only do an environmental analysis of the Near-Term Projects, 

then it is reasonable to foresee that the City could argue 

that the analysis that is done is incomplete. -
Final comment is that the Port should, rather than 

investing a billion dollars in trying to create the 

operations at the extreme level of the operation spectrum, 

support the location and selection of a new site for a 

second airport. 

- That's all I have. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Now you have the 

floor and I will time you. 
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MR. SC0RCIO: Very good. Since you're making 

notes, I'm Joe Scarcia. I'm the city manager for the City 

of SeaTac, and I'm going to make very brief comments because 

we will be submitting substantial written comments. 

The key thing that I want to ensure is -- on the 

record, is a concern over the improper bifurcation of the 

environmental review process in violation of SEPA's 

provisions regarding phased review. We have raised this 

issue in court before with the Port. We will raise the 

issue again in court if it is improperly conducted. 

And I am concerned, as a former environmental official, 

that the strategy being used to analyze only Near-Term 

Projects is not looking at the cumulative impact 

requirements per SEPA. 

The last thing I want to bring up and raise is that we 

have settled lawsuits with the Port of Seattle over the 

airport. They have guaranteed us in writing that they would 

not do this. This was a settlement of a lawsuit --

potential filing of a lawsuit over the international 

arrivals facility, which is, by the agreement, to be 

considered part of the Near-Term Projects. And they need to 

do a full analysis of the impacts of that as well as the 

NorthSTAR satellite facility and the Hardstand project, 

which they've already implemented. And we will be holding 

them to that. And I'm putting it on the record here, and we 
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will follow up with that in writing. 

And those are my comments this evening. More work to 

do. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Now it is your 

portion of the meeting to make your oral comment and I will 

time you. 

MR. MITCHELL: I can start now? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Yes. 

...... MR. MITCHELL: My name is Chris Mitchell. I'm 

a resident of Des Moines, Washington. We live under the 

second runway. We were told certain things several years 

ago about the use of that runway, which really weren't true, 

and we're very concerned about the -- very concerned about 

the noise, very concerned about the pollution, very 

concerned about the possibility of disease derived from 

breathing the air when the jets go over. 
-

I'm very much for Hyperloop. I'm supporting Ernie in 

this one, in that it's clean, efficient, fast, does not make 

noise, and is probably the wave of the future . 
.___. 

That's my comment. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Okay. Thank you. 

MR. MITCHELL: Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: And now I'll turn 

it over to you, three minutes, and I will be timing you. 

MS. MARKKANEN: Do you give me a -- when I'm 
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getting ready at three minutes? 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Sure. I can give 

you a half a minute left. You can go over a little bit if 

you need to. 

necessary. 

Markkanen. 

I'll just let you know, and I can warn you if 

MS. MARKKANEN: Okay. My name is Marianne 

I live at 20613-12th South in SeaTac above 

the -- I live below the third runway. 

When I bought the house in 1999 no Realtor mentioned 

the -- I knew there was Runways 1 and 2, but I had no idea 

there was going to be a third runway built. When the third 

runway was built, we were told that it would just be for 

overflow. I now hear at least 50 to a hundred planes come 

over, especially between the hours of 7:00 to 11:00. 

My cable reception is bad. My cell phone reception, 

everybody that comes to visit me says I have the worst cell 

phone reception. It's affecting my hearing. Once a year I 

have to get my house washed because of the jet fuel 

emissions that come down on my vinyl siding. And I have --

if I leave my car outside, in the morning there's all kinds 

of crap that comes down from the airplanes. 

And it's basically the air quality that I'm concerned 

with. And also, I understand that even though there's noise 

monitor little boxes in the area that there's nothing that 

captures air quality, what's going on with the air quality. 
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And that's one of my main requests for this, you know, 

environmental study, is to -- I understand there are some 

air quality monitors, but they're like a ways from the 

airport. And those of us that are affected are right by the 

airport right under the runways. 

The Port has already cut down thousands of trees; you 

know, we protested that. The trees catch the emissions. 

They claim that they had a complaint from a pilot that it 

was not safe, so they went ahead and cut down all these 

trees. _. 
So I want to see out of this SAMP something for the 

community. I was told back about five years ago that my 

house was too young for a third -- three-pane window 

program. I feel that the amount of volume that they're 

anticipating for this airport, that that program should be 

aggressively started. 

We need to see that the Port and the FAA care about the 

community. Right now all I see is that the plan is for 

increased volume of passengers, more building and making the 

airport larger. And they're going to do all of this 

increase with three runways. I don't get it. We've needed 

a regional airport for years , and I don't see any plans on 

the books for a regional airport. New York has JFK, 

LaGuardia . We need -- for t he increase, we're the ninth 

biggest airport in the country , we need another regional 
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airport. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

Now we begin the oral portion, and you can give your 

comment; I'll time you. 

MR. CHRISTOPHERSON: Okay. We live on 25th. 

I've lived under the airport since 1946 on 20th Avenue 

South. I went to all the schools that the Port has closed 

due to air-noise mitigations. They're currently building a 

brand-new school where Glacier High School was, and the 

reason they shut it down was because of noise. 

When Glacier and all these other schools were shut 

down, the planes would take off northbound or land 

southbound over 20th Avenue from air- -- Runway No. 1. 

Now, in the last -- quite a few years now, five, six 

years, the planes are coming over this building, the senior 

center, or community center, and they're going straight over 

22nd Avenue South. And I have friends who live on 22nd. 

When I'm talking to them, I'm watching the planes coming 

right over. 

The airport can stop all of these complaints about 

noise on the eastside, specifically, if they could get these 

pilots to stay on 20th and/or 16th or 18th Avenue when 

they're landing and taking off. In bad weather, they stay 

over there because they're having to use landing systems; 

I'm not sure what it is. On good weather, they're flying 
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right over this building, hit the Boeing Distribution 

Center, and then they have to veer towards the west to get 

to the runway and land. And to verify this, we'll go to the 

perimeter road and watch the planes. And they're coming 

over this building and then veer off to land. The worst 

ones are the big jumbo jets and the air cargo. 

So I guess my thing is, if you could just get the 

airport to tell the pilots to stay on their original course 

over 20th or 18th until they get to 128th, which is the end 

of the clear zone, then they can go wherever they want. 

Somebody in the other room says it's five miles out. 

planes are violating that rule, if it's an FAA rule. 

So the 

But we just wanted to say you could take care of a lot 

of noise mitigation problems just by -- just moving it over 

slightly, where it used to be since 1946 till 1975. 

MS. MCLEES: I moved in there in my house, 

which is two blocks over, about 40-some years ago, and when 

I was outside, you could hear the planes, fine, but you 

could still talk. You go in the house, you couldn't hear. 

Now I have to turn the TV up even with the doors and windows 

closed when I'm in the house because they're coming so 

close, I can read the bottom of the Delta plane when it goes 

over. 

So one day I was out working in the yard, and an Alaska 

Airline plane was really off course; it came right over my 
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head, and it scared me to death. But I wish they'd stay 

where they belong. I've had four windows replaced from the 

Port, and two more are cracked. 

ones they replaced. 

So that's all I have to say. 

where they belong. 

I mean, probably two of the 

I just wish they'd stay 

MR. CHRISTOPHERSON: Thank you for your time. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thanks to both of 

you, yeah. 

I welcome you to give your three minutes of comments, 

and I will keep time for you. 

MR. YEREMEYEV: Cool. Thank you. 

And I'm Aleksandr Yeremeyev, City of SeaTac economic 

development. My comments, as far as the scope of the 

environmental impact study, is more on the ground 

transportation accessibility and logistics; meaning people 

who are coming to the airport, they come from all over the 

region, and they use certain means for transportation access 

points or infrastructure, if you will, highways and freeways 

and entry points, side streets, and other ways of getting to 

the airport. And so the impact study should include a broad 

geographic area because of the transportation corning in and 

then going out again. 

The main concern with that being the gridlock that 

could potentially be a result of the increased growth, and 
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where there's demand from the outside, whatever the cause of 

it, the results will definitely include more vehicle 

traffic, whether it's trucks, cargo, passenger, 

single-family -- or single-occupancy vehicles or whatnot 

that are coming into the area. 

So assessing the environmental impacts on that, and the 

"environment'' being broadly defined as anything that moves 

and that doesn't, and then to make sure that we can 

accommodate for that plan so that -- we only have one chance 

10 • to get it right because you can't fix it later. So ''broad" 

11 being defined as, say, from, at a minimum, downtown and I-90 

12 to 405, Bellevue, and then down into 167, Highway 167, 

13 Highway 18, because of the east -- east-west traffic. So 
'-.... 

r./\ 14 anything that comes over I-90 or over 18 and then up I-5 and 

" N 15 into SeaTac, and then also the other way out as well as --

~ 16 so if I were to, say, north being probably Everett, 

\J\ 17 Lynnwood, and then as far out as Issaquah, Bellevue, 

18 ! Sammamish, and then down North Bend through like Black 

19 Diamond, along 18 and Auburn and the whole Federal Way area. 

20 I don't think people are coming across the water yet, but 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

they may soon do that too. I hope that -- and then 

progressively closer to the airport as well, and how that 

can be accommodated, because whatever happens on the airport 

property or outside of there, it all has to filter back in, 

and it likely will be in city streets, City of SeaTac 
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streets or City of Des Moines streets, City of Tukwila 

streets, City of Seattle streets. 

And those things will happen, and if not planned for it 

will happen the way it happened without our ability to make 

an impact or preplan for it or mitigate it. 

Thank you so much. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: I welcome you to 

make your three minutes of comments and I'll be timing you. 

MR. PALOSAARI: All right. So we have these 

tomatoes from our garden that's right over here. This is 

part of my comment in terms of -- recently they've found 

thorium in tomatoes that are gown in this area. I don't 

know if you know much about thorium, but it's nasty stuff. 

And kind of my question of the evening is, should I be 

eating these tomatoes? And ~•11 answer it to a certain 

degree: If it's just one tomato, it's probably not going to 

hurt. But if it's a lot of tomatoes, maybe that would 

become more toxic. 

The reason thorium is an important piece is because a 

lot of the chemicals that we find in our environment around 

here can also be attributed to other things besides jets. 

And so through the years, the Port of Seattle has said, 

"Well, you know, yes, we see that there's problems, but this 

could be because of the diesel and the cars living next to 

I-5, 509." You know, there's all these reasons to say it's 
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not about the airport. 

Thorium's a really important piece because that's only 

from jets. It's not something you can say, "Well, that's 

because of all the, you know, ground traffic that we have." 

So I have a seven-year-old and a three-month-old child, 

and my concern is, is this environment safe for children? 

It's as blunt as that. I mean, there's -- this is where I 

bring in Flight Pattern Kids. These are adults who have 

grown up in this area, and, you know, they're dying 12 years 

sooner than the average around here. They have all sorts of 

autoimmune diseases; they have all sorts of cancers, as much 

as 500 times the rate of the average. And they all grew up 

literally under the flight path. 

So one of the things that I want people to consider 

before they expand this airport any more than it is 

currently is, do you guys even know the ramifications of the 

product that you're promoting? And I look at air travel as 

a product. It's not a necessity; it's almost like a 

privilege. And a lot of people are benefiting from it, but 

at the expense of the communities around the airport. 

I've been asking people, "Should I, you know, stay 

around here?" 

And I've had more than one official person say, "Well, 

if I had a young child, I would move." 

My daughter is open to it because she's open to a lot 
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of things, but she doesn't want to particularly move. She 

has tons of friends. We're highly involved in the SeaTac 

area, and we don't want that to be the option. And the 

other piece is, it's an option for us, but it's not an 

option for probably about 80 percent of the people who live 

around here who are very poor; they don't have the 

opportunity to, you know, leave the area. 

And so as you think in terms of moving forward, I think 

you have the moral responsibility to say, you know, "What's 

the cost on communities? What's the cost on children's 

health? Before we go any further, let's really study this." 

And so this is where we're calling for a thorough 

environmental study; not just in terms of how it affects 

the, you know, natural environment but also the human 

environment. And, you know, the future of our children 

needs to be paramount. We should never put profit before 

children's health. 

So that's my major statement. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Thank you. 

Now you have three minutes to express your views. 

Thank you for coming and being here. We're very interested 

in hearing what you have to say. And I'll time you. Okay? 

[: 

MIRA PALOSAARI: Well, the first thing I need 

o say is that like the planet needs like more help because 

he environment is kind of like crashing down because of 
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like the airport, like because they said to cut down the 

trees. And when they said to cut down the trees, I was kind 

of shocked because I usually would see more from the 

airport. I still like it, but I just wish that there 

wouldn't be so much pollution in like this environment. 

MR. PALOSAARI: Why is pollution bad, Mira? 

MIRA PALOSAARI: Because like many cancer or 

any of that stuff can happen sometimes, yeah. 

MR. PALOSAARI: So what's your concern as far 

as the airport getting bigger? 

MIRA PALOSAARI; Because there might be 

pollution more around the world. There might be more 

pollution like anywhere, really. Yeah. 

MR. PALOSAARI: And what's your concern as far 

as your health? 

MIRA PALOSAARI: Well, because I'm scared that 

like it might happen to me or anybody else that's important. 

So, yeah. 

MR. PALOSAARI: So what would you like them to 

do? 

MIRA PALOSAARI : Maybe help it some more, make 

it more healthy. 

MR. PALOSAARI: How can they help it? 

MIRA PALOSAARI: By like having a certain time 

that - - like we can plan a time that like we know that 
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MS. PALOSAARI: Well , we live a mi le from the 

a i rport, which, i nitially when we moved to where we live, we 

thought i t was pretty cool be cause we could easily get there 

f or things and we could access the f reeways really easil y . 

But i t's been d ifficult. And my husband 's done some studies 

just about the impact of us living so c l ose t o the airport, 

and j ust, at times , with t he smell s we can smell based on 

the exhaust from the airplanes. And me and other women in 

the neighborhood have struggled f rom infertility. And we 

would li ke to assume that it' s not from the airport, but 

it's been hard -- it makes you wonder. 

But I gue ss my biggest concern is, I unders tand that 

companies need to expand ; I understand. I understand how 

companies would want to expand . And we ourselves love to 

travel , but I would - - I would li ke t o see our airport t ake 

the lead on -- if they 

take the lead on being 

since t hey want to expand on 

having healthier -- figure out a 

healthier f uel for airplanes. 

And for me , I think when people become a frontrunner on 

something e conomically, t here's ways tha t money can come 

back to them if they ' re willing to take some risks and do 

t he right t hing and still expand but figure out a way to 

have the pollut an t s that come from the airplanes be lesse ned 

if they are going to be expanded . 

So being t he frontrunner, being i nnovative , yeah, 
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planes are going to go; we know that: Okay. This plane is 

going to come at like 5:30 or something. 

MR. PALOSAARI: Have better planning? 

MIRA PALOSAARI: Yeah, like better planning. 

MR. PALOSAARI: Do you think they should expand 

the airport? 

MIRA PALOSAARI: Yeah, there should be electric 

planes. 

MR. PALOSAARI: Okay. Look into maybe some 

alternative forms with planes? 

MIRA PALOSAARI: Um-hmm. And like maybe just, 

yeah, make it more -- yeah. 

MR. PALOSAARI: Healthier? 

MIRA PALOSAARI: Healthy. Make it more 

healthy, yeah. 

questions. 

MR. PALOSAARI: Do you have any questions? 

MIRA PALOSAARI: No. I don't got any 

MR. PALOSAARI: All right. Thank you. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: So with that, you 

now have three minutes and I will time you. 

MS. PALOSAARI: It's for the environmental 

impact currently of the airport or the expansion of the 

airport? Is it talking about that? 

MR. PALOSAARI: So what are your thoughts? 
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that's kind of my thoughts. 

HEARING OFFICER PHILIPSEN: Very good. Thank 

you. 

It is now 8:17, and there are no other speakers signed 

up to speak. I am officially closing tonight's oral comment 

portion of the scoping meeting. 

(Public meeting concluded at 8:17 p.m.) 
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SCOPING COMMENTS RECEIVED



Actual Comments with Assigned Topic Code 
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CV) 

akaminishi@aol.com 
9/28/2018 11:32:48 PM 

Amy Kaminishi 

With this airport expansion, how will this affect the environment related to air quality and climate to affected residents 
who live in the direct air path of the airplanes such as Beacon Hill and other surrounding areas such as health including 
asthma and other health ailments. With the increase of airplane travel, how will this affect air quality related to forest 
fires, etc.? This year, we had several days of heavy smog where there was poor air quality where it was difficult 
breathing, etc. The smog was related to forest fires in surrounding areas. Can there be studies on how the airport 
expansion address the air quality especially to human lives including elderly, children, people of color and climate with 
the increase warm weather? 

V) How is the airport expansion address severe issues to the climate such as forest fires, drought, hot weather, etc .. ? 

How will you address gas and other materials coming from airplanes that land in the neighborhoods especially on 
houses, etc .. ? My neighbor had tall hedge bushes where they would trim every year. These bushes were very tall over 
10 feet plus. His hands were all black due to the gas emitted from the airplanes. 

I would like to see studies related to how airplane noise affect the health of children especially to studying in schools in 
the direct path of the airplanes routes. Also, I live in Beacon Hill where I don't see environmental justice especially to 
people of color. I would like to see the Port of Seattle do more outreach in the Beacon Hill and surrounding areas 

1 especially to communities where english is a second language. Can neighborhoods be given noise collecting machines to 
tfl track the noise that airplanes make while crossing over fellow neighborhoods? Can there be a panel set up from 
v'1 communities affected to be a part of the study? Also, I would like to study the health of the residents who live in the 

airport path especially Beacon Hill and other surrounding areas. 

~ 
1 With the increase of construction projects such as the viaduct tunnel, 1405, etc .. , how is this airport expansion going to 

-..5) address the severe traffic issues that King County and other counties experience? This will bring more people including 
V' cars, buses, etc .. that will lead to more traffic jams. 

I attended the Open House on September 12th at New Holly. I would have liked the open house to have been located 
~ more northern Beacon Hill so more residents who are affected could have attended. I was in attendance from 5:40 p.m. 
N to 6:30 p.m. and I was disappointed of the low turnout. For future meetings, I would recommend that the Port of Seattle 
Vl do more outreach especially in the areas who are affected by the airplanes. 

At the Open House, I was disappointed at the following: 
-I asked several people on how much$$$ will this cost especially to the taxpayer with the increase in taxes when you fly 
and no one was able to answer. I found out that several people at the Open House were not Port of Seattle employees 
but consultants. 

rJ -That day, I just heard on the radio that the current airport project including cost overruns have increased to $18. I asked 
several people at the Open House about this issue but many people did not know what I was talking about which was 

I 

<:::i puzzling to me. I asked if this airport expansion will be reduced due to the cost overruns of the current project but no -one knew the answer. How can the taxpayers be ensured that Port of Seattle will keep the costs within budget and on 
time? 

~ -:f would like to see the Port of Seattle to do more outreach to discuss these projects regarding the updated status, 
('J impact to neighborhoods, etc .. 

VI 
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r-J Amy Kaminishi 
1 My recommendations that I would like to see Port of Seattle do: 

r-J -At times in my neighborhoods, I see the airplanes every minutes (sometimes seconds) throughout the day. What will 
\(\ the pattern be after this airport expansion? The airplane noise can be very loud and disturbing. 

M -I would like to see a citizen panel (among the affected neighborhoods) to be established to address our concerns and be 
-:.. an oversight to the project. 
Vl 

-Purchase noise collecting machines for affected neighborhoods so we can collect noise data from airplane noise. Also, I 
~ encourage the Port of Seattle to work with these neighborhoods on addressing these issues. 

N 
tZJ -Change the flight path so airplanes do not have to go through the same routes but different routes. 
V' 

Thank you for considering my comments. 



maystork@aol.com 
9/28/2018 10:20:08 PM 

Stephanie 

~ease seriously consider ALL issues of air quality. Many citizens are sensitive to various pollutants and jet fuel is no 
0 tception. I am sure some filters to the ground and leaches into our soil and water. 

Citizens have a right to peaceful and undisturbed use of their property. Noise and fumes are disturbing. 

Noise is a major complaint for many as the approaches have changed and the the planes come in closer together. 
Sometimes it feels like we hear them nonstop, even in the north end! 

The airport approach for either departure or picking up arrivals is chocked so much of the time now! Hope something is 
CP in the works to alleviate this terrible bottleneck. With the onset of the Lyft and Uber type rides in addition to the taxis 

1 and shuttles, it has overburdened the area for passengers now having longer waits to get out of the airport. 

~ All of the above points are important issues, but some impact passengers and residents of the region more than others. 
Priorities are important to establish and mitigations for those problems put in place. 
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nmsdiamond@gmail.com 
1620810TH AVE NE 
9/28/2018 9:50:45 PM 

Nicole Green 

~ Air traffic is the greatest contributor to climate change. Instead of figuring out how to accommodate more passengers 
N and more flights. We should be trying to reduce those flights with better alternatives (ie. high speed rail). micro particles 
V' need to be studied and not just in a five mile circumference around the airport. Planes are major polluters. I live 20 miles 

1 from the airport yet because of NextGen implementation I have been subject to loud low planes and their 
¥\ accompanying cancer inducing pollution. 

"' 

rJ 

Again the pollution by airplanes is raining down upon our Puget Sound, forests and water resources causing their 
degradation. 

1 The routes taken by all of the increased flights to and from the airport are subjecting a narrow band of traditional 
N neighborhoods to increased and unbearable noise and pollution. How will this be mitigated in the future? 
V\ 

t"1 Flights are currently landing at SeaTac with a frequency of one every 1 to 2 minutes. They are low and loud. Studies have 
1 shown that exposure to such noise can cause multiple health problems. How will the airport and airlines reduce the J noise and pollution exposure to the surrounding inhabitants. These include communities farther out than the 

ridiculously small Noise impact area. Again I live 20 miles away and believe this has to be studied to at least 30 miles. 

LJ) 
1 The noise from airplanes reduces learning and attention for children in schools. Additionally the pollution from the 

:::r planes is unhealthy for young bodies and brains. 
\(\ 
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Ru2l82@yahoo.com 
15834 30th Ave NE 
9/28/2018 6:06:44 PM 

Linda Gardner 

Noise over Shoreline has become unacceptable. The airplanes have always turned at the end of the lake way up in the 
f\] air. Now they come so low just above the tree tops, then they even go back up to go around downtown Seattle. This is 
' non stop noise and unacceptable. Bad enough we have to deal with Paine field doing the same thing. More then 25 
N miles from Sea-Tac we should not be dealing with the noise of airplanes cutting speed like they are landing. It is not 
VI right. The airplanes should not come down and go back up - they should be way up in the sky like they use to be! Time to 

put it back to the way it was designed- not some game playing. 
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whjamisonjr@me.com 
11974 Marine View Drive SW 
9/28/2018 5:26:35 PM 

Walter H Jamison, Jr. 

SeaTac currently pumps around 600 million gallons of jet fuel. annually. When burned one gallon of Jet-A produces 21 
pounds of carbon dioxide, so the aircraft using SeaTac is responsible for 6 million tons of carbon dioxide emissions 
annually. This is equivalent to a large coal-burning power plant. A carbon footprint assessment as affects our State's 
Greenhouse Gas emissions output, needs to be undertaken, using any accepted metrics by the scientific community, on 
the current set of airport operations, as well as for the proposed Master Airport Plan, before starting the scoping 
process. As much as any other fossil-fuel emitting industry, our airport operations need to be included as a responsibility 
and full accountability to our State's efforts to understand and reduce our Greenhouse Gas Emissions. As increased 
carbon-dioxide emissions are generally believed to be driving climate change, which we are seeing specifically 
manifested in our region in the past few years in the form of smoke from severe and unprecedented forest fires, adding 
to this effect needs to be addressed immediately. 

A carbon footprint assessment as affects our State's Greenhouse Gas emissions output, needs to be undertaken, using 
any accepted metrics by the scientific community, on the current set of airport operations, as well as for the proposed 
Master Airport Plan, before starting the scoping process. As much as any other fossil-fuel emitting industry, our airport 
operations need to be included as a responsibility and full accountability to our State's efforts to understand and reduce 
our Greenhouse Gas Emissions. As increased carbon-dioxide emissions are generally believed to be driving climate 
change, which we are seeing specifically manifested in our region in the past few years in the form of smoke from severe 
and unprecedented forest fires, adding to this effect needs to be addressed immediately. 
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jmhilde@earthlink.net 
1725 NE 147 Street, Shoreline, WA 
9/28/2018 2:55:42 PM 

Jean Hilde 

he SAMP process should be delayed until the UW's microparticulate study, the Department of Commerce's airport 
rJ mpact study, the PSRC's regional aviation study, the Washington State Legislature's JTC cargo study, and the health 

mpacts of airport noise study authorized by the 2018 FAA Reauthorization Act are all completed. Moving forward with 
he SAMP without the important information those studies will provide will do a massive disservice to the Puget Sound 

V1 ommunities that are already over-burdened by airport noise and pollution. Having that information before making 
huge changes at Sea-Tac Airport will allow accommodations and improvements to be made pro-actively. Making 
changes without that information will simply perpetuate the current issues. 

r-
l he phrase "sustainable airport" is a laughable oxymoron. Air traffic is one of the, if not the, worst contributors to 

N pollution and climate change. Before adding more and more aircraft to the problem, viable alternatives like regional rail 
\(I need to be put into place to reduce the need for local flights. 

The Puget Sound region is already experiencing horrendous levels of aircraft noise day and night. The massive increases 
in air traffic that the SAMP projects will make things far worse. Our region is known for its clean air, beautiful scenery, 
and enjoyable outdoor experiences. But high levels of endless aircraft noise has ruined iconic Seattle experiences like 
walking around Green Lake, sitting outdoors at a restaurant, biking on the Burke Gilman Trail, even hiking in the 

i Cascades. The last time I hiked Wallace Falls there was literally an aircraft overhead every minute or two, which 
completely destroyed the peace of the woods that I went there for. Even as far out as Gold Bar, aircraft noise is a 
continual noisy disturbance. Before too long, visitors who come to our area to enjoy these assets, the very reason Sea
Tac claims it needs to grow, will stop coming because visiting here will no longer be a pleasure. And you want to add 
more noise? 

"' The DNL metric is ridiculously useless, unless you're the FAA or the Port and are trying to make it impossible for 
citizens to complain about aircraft noise. We citizens experience every single plane that flies over, which is as often as 
30 to 60 seconds without any break in-between, as a single noise event. Every single plane is a disruption to our lives, 
our sleep, our conversations, our peace and enjoyment of our homes. We do not experience aircraft noise as an 
"average" over a 24-hour period. The DNL needs to be replaced by a valid and actually useful metric like the Single 
Noise Event metric. 

"'Aircraft noise is not just an "annoyance" as the Port and FAA are always telling us. Noise is a proven health hazard, 
causing cardiovascular damage, mental health issues, health issues related to lack of sleep, loss of work hours, increases 
in medical costs, loss of learning and development in our children, and huge increases in stress. The SAM P's plan for 
massively increased air traffic will also massively increase aircraft noise for citizens who are already over-burdened. 

"' Aircraft noise destroys the peace and quiet in one's home that we citizens have a right to. We are forced to live with 
our windows closed, we cannot enjoy our yards and gardens and patios, we cannot play and exercise outdoors, we often 
cannot even carry on conversations inside our homes let alone outdoors. We are forced to upgrade windows and 
insulation without any compensation whatsoever. 

mailto:jmhilde@earthlink.net


Jean Hilde 
~ The DNL "noise contour" ignores that aircraft traffic and noise have expanded to areas much, much farther from the 
airport than ever before. I live in Shoreline, 25 miles north of the airport, and my neighbors and I are inundated with 
aircraft noise day after day and night after night. Shoreline is central to where aircraft coming from all directions turn 
and join the south-bound arrivals queue, creating a virtual cloverleaf in the sky above our heads. Add to that traffic 
going into Paine Field and Boeing Field, traffic that is now flying lower than ever to accommodate the ever-increasing 
Sea-Tac traffic. Shoreline and other north-end communities are no longer the quiet places they were when I moved 
here 23 years ago. We might as well live next door to Sea-Tac. It certainly feels that way most days. 

~ As noted above under "Noise Issues", aircraft and airport noise negatively affect our children's health, learning, and 
development by never allowing them any peace and quiet, instead subjecting them to constant, harmful levels of noise. 
But pollution from aircraft traffic is also extremely dangerous for our growing children, who are more vulnerable to 
pollution-caused illnesses such as cancers and immune-system disorders. Constant and close proximity of the noise and 
pollution caused by incessant air traffic is harming our most vulnerable, our children. 

"' The recent re-routing of all arriving south-bound aircraft into a narrow "sacrificial corridor" has resulted in ALL the 
noise of arriving traffic being dumped onto a small swath of the community, namely along the 1-5 corridor. 

\ Neighborhoods along the 1-5 corridor are for the most part lower- to middle-class economically due to property values 
N being lower near the highway. Dumping ALL aircraft noise onto this segment of our community, citizens who work hard 
\ and may not have the time or education to complain or fight, is an issue of environmental justice, especially when this 
N burdened community receives none of the benefits of airport growth like jobs, tourist dollars, or infrastructure 
(/\ improvements. The FAA specifically avoided placing such condensed and noisy flight paths over the wealthier (and more 

powerful) Eastside communities, yet this same caution was nowhere to be seen when the "sacrificial corridor" was 
established over 1-5. 

"'Despite the incessant aircraft noise that tortures north-end neighbors day after day and night after night, the Port of 
Seattle has refused to set up a noise monitor any further north than the Maple Leaf Reservoir, a good five miles to the 
south of Shoreline. The FAA and Port of Seattle are dumping all of the noise of arriving south-bound aircraft on this 

Vl lower-socioeconomic community while denying the community the ability to prove the subsequent results: endless, 
unbelievable, life-altering noise. 

The Port of Seattle consistently responds to citizen complaints about aircraft noise and traffic with the excuse that 
"passenger demand is exceeding capacity and thus Sea-Tac must grow to keep up." The Port seems to think that 
"passenger demand" is some new law of physics, like gravity, that must be obeyed no matter the consequences. This, of 
course, is a falsity. Airport growth is a series of human decisions that should be made with a wide, big-picture view to 
the effects on the community that supports that airport. Passenger demand can easily be reduced by raising seat prices, 
adding on taxes that support services and infrastructure in airport-impacted communities, and simply offering fewer 
flights. 

\(\ Instead, the Port and the airlines are actively encouraging MORE traffic into Sea-Tac by consistently offering "cheap 
seat" sales to passengers, by soliciting even MORE airlines to fly into Seattle, by promoting Sea-Tac as the "gateway to 
the East" and allowing even more international and wide-body carriers, and by actively promoting Sea-Tac as a 24/7, no 
curfew airport to giant cargo carriers. In other words, Sea-Tac and the Port of Seattle are tirelessly encouraging higher 
levels of the "passenger demand" that they say is to blame for the incessantly increasing noise and pollution that our 
Puget Sound communities are being burdened (and tortured) with. This ongoing promotion should be halted and a 
status quo established while the SAMP process determines, with the help of the community, the future of Sea-Tac 
Airport. 



tallgirl@uw.edu 
742 S Director Street 
9/28/2018 2:11:21 PM 

Noelle Royer 

1 How will air pollution in flight paths be offset? What is the impact of emissions on lower income communities? What will 
0 be required of airlines, in terms of lowering emissions? 

T 
~ What impact will these changes have on migratory birds and nesting patterns of birds and animals in the affected areas? 

~ Carbon offset? 
\.A 

~ I would like LONG TERM effects to be studied. Not just for the next 20 years. 

\f\ 

"(\ 
G How can solar impact this and what will you do to make sure that solar plays a large part in this operation? 

""i' What is the impact of the increase in number of planes and therefore the noise on lower income neighborhoods? Does 
~ the increase in noise affect both higher and lower income neighborhoods equally? 

l(\ What about pollution affecting gardens and children playing in schoolyards? 
:r 
\f\ 

"' I 

How will the transit options to the airport be increased? 
\J'\ 

mailto:tallgirl@uw.edu


davidgoe@hotmail.com 
12412 Vashon Hwy SW 
9/28/2018 10:28:20 AM 

David Goebel 

NOTE, the below apply to air quality and climate and not just noise since NextGen has directly *increased* level flying 
instead of decreasing it as expected. AEDT can compute greenhouse gas emission more accurately than noise since the 
former does just depend on engine output. 

1) Include All Geographies With Significant Impact 
The recent creation and implementation of NextGen RNPs and precise RNAVs for Westside arrivals has created new 

\ impacts far from the airport (in track miles) that used to only exist close to the airport. In effect, distant communities 
::::r- have been pulled in by NextGen to become immediately neighboring communities. The SAMP must include in its 
V) geographical scope of study, any Hectare (100m x 100m) of land in the Puget Sound area that has more than 100 

overflights a day, averaged over a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the same scope and level of detail as the cities 
immediately neighboring the airport. 

2) Study the Actual Impact of NextGen Procedures As Implemented Compared to "No Change" 
David Suomi (FAA Northwest Mountain Region Regional Administrator) has accurately characterized the NextGen 
changes at SeaTac as the most significant procedural changes since the introduction of civilian radar over 50 years ago, 

• yet there have been no studies of its actual impacts as implemented vs. as modeled in the 2012 "Greener Skies" EA 
~ before implantation. The SAMP, with the benefit of 20/20 hindsight, the latest generation ofthe FAA's AEDT software, 
vi and real historical before and after flight track data -with their all important level-offs -- must repeat the NextGen vs. 

No Change calculation of fuel use, greenhouse gas emissions, and noise using real historical NextGen track data. There is 
no need to model it since it's now historical data. 

NOTE, the below applies climate and not just noise since NextGen has directly *increased* level flying instead of 
decreasing it as expected. AEDT can compute greenhouse gas emission more accurately than noise since the former 
does just depend on engine output. 

~~he new NextGen RNPs HAWKZ and MARNR pass directly over the Muckleshoot tribal lands on Vashon Island, which 
~ they use for traditional shell fish harvesting and other cultural activities. A full analysis of the effects, both immediate 
V1 and cumulative, of "'250 (in Southflow) precise overflights a day on these activities must be studied. 

r\) 3) Augment the FAA's AEDT Software When it is Deficient in Modeling Airframe Generated Noise 
)-- On arrival, when a large part, if not a majority, of plane noise is due to airflow over the airframe itself, and control 
'v) surfaces that are extended, identify where AEDT is not modeling this noise accurately and engage with the Volpe Center 

(volpe.dot.gov: principal AEDT noise model contributors) on solutions to account for and correct these deficiencies. 

-trrhe affect of NextGen ***AS IMPLEMENTED*** must be studied as the Greener Skies EA projections bear no 
0' ~emblance to what was actually implemented. 

http:volpe.dot.gov
mailto:davidgoe@hotmail.com


mmcdowell@cablespeed.com 
Seattle 
9/28/2018 9:09:34 AM 

Mike McDowell 

1 
The HUGE increase of pollution from exhaust fallout from all these additional aircraft. Particularly over Beacon Hill. 

I"'\ NONE of the goals stated in the new plan address air and noise impacts to communities under the flight path. 
(/1 -

None ofthe goals in the new plan address impacts of air and noise pollution to communitites affected with the 150% in 
passenger and international flights. 

With the advent of NEXT GEN we've seen the air space compressed over Beacon Hill. As I write this there are aircraft 
overhead from Sea Tac take offs every 20 to 45 seconds FOR HOURS. 
The Port and FAA need to spread out take offs and landings in a fair and equitable way for ALL of Seattle. The amount of 
air traffic over Beacon Hill is already at intolerable level and gets exponentially worse each year. Passengers and 

- international flights are to increase by 150%. 
V\ 

NONE of the goals in the new plan address impacts of air quality and noise pollution to communities directly under the 
flight path. The port needs to address these issues and spread out take offs and landings in a fair and equitable manner. 

mailto:mmcdowell@cablespeed.com


info@tomorrowatsea-tac.com 
1301 Fifth Avenue, Suite 1500 
9/28/2018 1:40:02 PM 

Brad Jurkovich 

~ With members from the business, labor and environmental communities, the Tomorrow@ Sea-Tac Coalition was 
1 formed to help ensure that Sea-Tac Airport is able to meet customer demand and provide an efficient, reliable and 
~ comfortable experience for the next 20 years and beyond. Our Coalition believes that the environmental review of the 
01 Port's SAMP will provide ample opportunities for meaningful public engagement on a wide variety of issues. 

While we recognize that the environmental review process must address legitimate concerns about how the continued 
~ growth ofthe airport will impact some segments of our community, we believe it must also recognize the critical role 

1 
that the airport plays in the economic and social health ofthe Puget Sound region and the entire state of Washington. 

~ We strongly support a planning approach that will scale facilities and services to meet the projected passenger volume 
V1 and demand at the end ofthe planning horizon. We believe this approach will ultimately allow the airport to more 

effectively mitigate impacts than planning and building to sequentially meet interim levels of demand and being forced 
to manage additional incremental construction phases as growth continues throughout the planning period. 

"';' The environmental review process should reflect the important role Sea-Tac plays in serving both passenger and cargo 
~ traffic, and it should carefully analyze ground transportation requirements because decisions by other public entities will 
V\ play a major role in determining the total impact of the necessary expansion of Sea-Tac to meet the needs of the region. 

From the Port Commission on down, the Port and airport leadership have demonstrated a firm commitment to reducing 
1' the environmental impact and improving the sustainability of Sea-Tac's operations. This commitment should be 
~ recognized and the expectation of continued progress in this arena should be incorporated into the environmental 
N review process. Care must be taken to limit the environmental review to those impacts that are directly related to the 
~ planned expansion of airport facilities. 

Finally, the environmental review must realistically assess the impacts of no action, such as increased congestion and 
additional emissions resulting from longer waits to enter or exit the airport property and parking garage, or the longer .l, 

, commutes that residents of neighboring communities may face if the expansion of Sea-Tac and the jobs it will bring to 
'-1 the airport and surrounding area does not move forward. 

mailto:nfo@tomorrowatsea-tac.com


ray@a kersca rgill.com 
Seattle 
9/28/2018 10:18:29 AM 

Ray 

At present, on several days each month, there is an odor of Kerosene in the air over the Rainier Valley. The source is 
Sea-tac air traffic from air corridors which have migrated into and above the Rainier Valley. 

I want to know the long-term impact to humans and plants beneath the flight corridor, from the daily dosing of aircraft 
exhaust particulate, and occasional exposure to raw jet fuel. 

-..J How many tons of additional pollutants will be created by this proposed expansion on an annual basis? How will this 
I additional volume of pollutants affect the larger global climate, but also the micro-climate in the Rainier Valley, which is 

V1 a bowl, and where pollutants will be trapped and concentrated. 

v1 
Is there an increased public health threat, or higher cancer risk to those located beneath Sea-Tac's flight corridor? What 
is the community health data for 98108 & 98118 in 2018? What will an expansion of air traffic do to public health 
beneath the flight corridor in the future? Is there baseline information today on the health of children, and cancer rates, 
and asthma rates? 

lt What impacts will an expansion of air traffic into 98118 have on the historic district of Columbia City, on the National 
I v Historic Register? Will added noise (low-frequency) and pollution harm vintage buildings? Will added noise and 
~ pollution reduce quality of life? Will the expansion of commercial flights affect property values? 

. \ How are demographics being evaluated? 98118 & 98108 are increasing in density, per Seattle's efforts to accommodate 
N a growing population. 98118 & 98108 are already the most densely-populated zip codes in the city, outside of 

--- downtown. Will the expansion of Sea-Tac air traffic result in an increased negative impact on a greater number of I ......__ 
people? Require more homes to be insulated? Threaten single-family neighborhoods by reducing property values and 

VI neighborhood cohesion? 

Will the Port of Seattle pay for expansion of public utilities? Will local ratepayers have any future costs as a result of 
Sea-Tac's expansion here. What about water and sewer capacity? Will King County have any additional costs which will 
be transferred to taxpayers? Will the Port of Seattle have any additional utility surcharges or increased costs due to 
expansion which will be passed on to taxpayers? 

At present 98118 & 98108 lack adequate on-ground noise monitors to accurately record and compile the cumulative 
impact of noise events created by Sea-Tac Airport. Repeated requests for on-ground noise monitoring stations have 
been ignored by FAA & Port of Seattle. Current noise mapping (by computer modeling & limited on-ground noise 

~ monitors) does not accurately reflect the true impact. Residents report closing windows and wearing earplugs in order 
I to sleep. Current noise numbers do not suggest the need for earplugs. The entire zip codes of 98108 and 98118 must 

::J-' have much more detailed analysis, including a dozen or more on-ground noise monitors to capture and document the 
\/1 wide range of noise impacts over this very unique community with varied topography, including a valley. (FAA staff, 

retired, have stated that prior to the 1990's, Sea-Tac air traffic were kept away from the Rainier Valley because sound 
reverberates in a valley. FAA staff admit this policy is no longer in practice.) 

ln 
98108 & 98118 have the highest populations of children, the elderly, and minority populations. The most-vulnerable 
populations are currently subject to among the highest burdens for noise and pollutants associated with air traffic 
operations emanating from Sea-Tac Airport. What measures will be taken to ensure the ever-growing burden will not 
continue in the future? How is "Environmental Justice" being evaluated in 2018? How will the socioeconomic and 
environmental justice be preserved and protected from future impacts? 

mailto:ray@akerscargill.com


Ray 
-..., What will expanded operations at Sea-Tac do to negatively impact 'visual effects' in 98108 & 98118? What is defined by 

, "visual effects"? Is seeing & hearing a departing jet each 20-40 seconds acceptable? What will be the visual effect of 
~ increasing air traffic 150%? 

Is the ground and ground water currently being tested in 98108 & 98118? Is there a baseline? Local streams and 
I drainage from 98108 and 98118 run into Lake Washington and Puget Sound. How much additional particulate and 
I', pollutants from aircraft exhaust will be concentrated over 98108 & 98118, resulting in increased toxins flowing into Lake 
V) Washington, for example? 

Will the expansion of Sea-Tac result in any additional cost burden on taxpayers in the form of new roads? What about 
":"\ the additional traffic created by increased freight and passenger activity at Sea-Tac? Current studies document that 

1 local roadways are over-capacity already. Should Sea-Tac be allowed to increase operations, further impacting area 
C; roadways, when state and federal highways are over-capacity? Is any amount of increased traffic volume allowed under 

these conditions of over-capacity? 

Sea-Tac Airport is too small for the future. Sea-Tac Airport is too large for the community. The solution is one or more 
- regional airports. Paine Field expansion is appropriate. But, a new, large regional airport is what is called for. The 
~ Centralia/Chehalis area or the Arlington/Mt. Vernon areas are the logical place to locate a new regional airport. Sea
\/) Tac's current environmental and socioeconomic burden is too heavy upon current populations. Further expansion of 

Sea-Tac could not be justified if current data was available to document current impacts. 



Labanara@comcast.net 
12240 25th Ct SW Burien WA 
9/28/2018 7:18:25 AM 

Gail Labanara 

_ Any flights redirected to the west and east and out of the normal flight path impact residential communities. This will 
I have a direct impact on our air quality. 

("'\ 

v1 

Any flights redirected to the west and east and out of the normal flight path impact residential communities. This will 
have a direct impact on our quality of life due to excessive noise. The noise from the third runway is excessive from my 
house with no mitigation. 

mailto:Labanara@comcast.net


Jenn-Ross@comcast.net 
1240 S Concord St 
9/27/2018 9:52:33 PM 

Jenn Ross 

1 Air quality in the Duwamish Valley has already been documented as poor. South Park cannot bear the burden of 
~ increased flight traffic over our neighborhood as it will only WORSEN the already bad air quality. 

T There is already a major decrease in tree canopy around the airport. Over the last few years it has gotten even worse. 
~ This is not okay! We need more trees not less. 

Increased use of fossil fuel polluting a neighborhood that bears the burden of bad air quality, a Superfund site, 
decreasing tree canopy. How is using more fossil fuel better for our environment? How is removing trees improving our 
environment?! 

T Jets flying over my house day and night leaves a film of dirt on everything. This is hazardous, this is gross and we 
IV\ definitely do not need more of it. 
V\ 

1 An easement was granted in the 1980s, since that time the "port package" upgraded windows have failed. The original ,., 
~ plan was that the third runway was overflow only. Now there are jets flying over my house every 30 seconds to 1 minute 
~ apart. The planes are extremely loud and extremely low, which causes my house to shake. I cannot talk on the phone, I 
~ cannot have a conversation outside without yelling. This is already bad and we can not tolerate more air traffic and 
\11 noise pollution. The planes are so loud. -

All of these items need to be closely studied as it is no coincidence that the neighborhood that has 24/7 airplane noise 
, pollution is also historically a lower income neighborhood. The Duwamish Valley already has shortened life expectancy 

Cb due to pollution and air quality in this area. South Park neighborhood also has many children living here who shouldn't 
V) have to suffer their health for someone's profits. 
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Mistyelliot@gmail.com 
9/27/2018 8:14:08 PM 

Misty 

I don't think we should keep expanding sea-tac. But instead look into expanding to different areas within the state. Like 

1 Alaska flying out of Paine field. Or maybe small planes like horizon could start flying out of Renton municipal 
N airport/Boeing or Olympia. Seattle is growing at a rapid speed and one airport is not the answer. 
\/1 One airport will not work with the growth of this city. Look into high populated areas like California which has many 

airports to accommodate. 



carolynjoyhale@gmail.com 
841 S Trenton St 
9/27/2018 7:23:37 PM 

Carolyn Hale 

The increased air traffic has caused considerable impact on the air quality, I've noticed that when outside in the garden I 
cough more, I cannot leave the windows open not just because of the worsening air but also because of the noise from 
both the highway AND the airport. I had childhood asthma due to environmental issues, I really do NOT want it to 
reoccur. 

N Is it really necessary to fly in so much when we have working railroads, which use less fuel? 

V\ 

I 
The Duwamish river is already a superfund site, we do not need to add more jet fuel to it's problems. 

~ 
How hard will this affect those minority populations who have been living here? Will it continue to price people out? All 

1 for more noise? 
Oo 
V, 

I 
(\, 
V) 

Already the increase in traffic has worsened the already loud climate from both Boeing Field and the 3rd runway at 
SeaTac. Add in the 509 there is a constant, stressful din that will only increase. We don't need this. 

How many more South Park resident will be priced out? How many children will have lasting complications from the jet 
fuel? How much woodland will this take from native wildlife and flora? Can we REALLY afford to lose yet more land to 
commercial activity if the people *who are already here* get left behind in dirt and in illness just for more "tax dollars" 
that none of us will actually see? Will any of this new revenue help the homeless population? I highly doubt it, you'll just 
give tax breaks to the rich instead. 

We need useable public transportation, not this. 
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Toahodges@gmail.com 
Seattle 
9/27/2018 6:28:44 PM 

Amanda Hodges 

IV) The noise pollution is already horrible. You can't talk when planes are flying by and they fly lower all the time. The 
1 homes in our neighborhood are old and not insulated well enough. The noise is detrimental to children and families. 
J-
V) 

r
J 

I"" We need to update the windows and insulation in neighboring homes if we're going to put more stress on the people 
Z. who live here. 
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jl-mfysh@hotmail.com 
1027 S Henderson St 
9/27/2018 6:24:59 PM 

Jill-Morgan Fisher 

Increased air traffic will mean an increase in already poor air quality in neighborhoods directly under the flight path. Any 
increase in flights should only, and I mean ONLY come with an increase in regulations offuel used and fuel efficiency of 
aircraft. Science has backed nearly unanimously that, not just those living directly under flight paths, but even those 
living withing miles of airports have a significantly higher proportion of respiratory ailments and other health issues 
stemming from fine particulates. Along with stricter regulations (that must actually be enforced), those planes that 

- 'must' land that do not meet stricter regulations should be fined to provide high quality air filters, and replacements as 
\ needed, to neighborhoods such as my own that are most affected by poor air quality caused largely by air traffic. 

"" \/) Fine particles get into soils too. People have gardens. See comments on air quality. 

See comment on Air Quality and Climate 

See comments on Air Quality. 

Y, If the airport expands, historians and archeologists should be consulted and allowed access to the site of expansion for 
~ V\ research should they deem anything in the area worthy of investigation. 

If homes or businesses must be destroyed due to Eminent Domain, those displaced should receive at least 20% above 
market value+ relocation costs. (In most cases, those forced out don't even get market value) 

I have a lot to say about this, and Noise is my greatest concern (only slightly more than air pollution). 
When I moved into my home 3 years ago, I used to be able to have a conversation on the phone while sitting outside, 
even if I had to raise my voice a bit when the planes flew over. Likewise, I hardly ever noticed airplane noise while in my 
house. More and more, if I have a conversation on the phone while outside, I have to pause the conversation while a 
plane flies over. Not only to the planes seem more noisy, they are also much more frequent!!! Even the noise level from 
inside my house has increased to a point where I regularly notice the planes flying over. Despite traffic being lighter at 
night, in more recent months, I have even been woken up by unusually noisy aircraft. I don't live right next to the air 

\"'\ port. I live about 6 miles as the crow flies from Sea-tac (directly under the flight path). It is my understanding that take 
\ ::r- offs and landings used to occur over less residential areas, such as waterways to minimize noise, but that this has 

V'\ changed recently. This is entirely unacceptable. What's more, the planes are flying lower than before. Previously, planes 
flew at such a height that it was very difficult to make out any details of the aircraft, and at that height the noise was 
noticeable, but bearable. More and more, planes seem to by flying lower overall, and also at a greater frequency. Now, 
many planes fly so low that I can make out details of the aircraft, even being able to discern easily the airlines used, and 

- some fly so low that I can even make out windows!! When and why were airplanes permitted to fly (and even take off) 
\ so low? Again, three years ago, the planes rarely flew so low, but now it happens on a very regular basis. With an 

N\ increase in traffic, the noise pollution will only get worse. Any plans to increase air traffic should ONLY come with 
~ stricter(even more strict than we have now), and ENFORCED, regulations and restraints on type of aircraft permitted to 

make use of (and thus profit from) the airport, changing flight paths to minimize impact on neighborhoods under the 
flight path. Additionally, funds should be put aside to compensate residencies under the flight path for noise abatement 
windows to be installed by quality professionals. Those living under the flight path should also have a reasonable 
expectation to enjoy time outside. As I mentioned, when I first bought my house, I was aware of the airport noise. I 
spent some time outside, carefully listening to the noise level, and decided it was a level I could live with. However, as 
outlined above, the noise level has increased SIGNIFICANTLY since I bought my home. Had I known the noise level would 
be at what it now is, (and that it will likely only get worse with the airport expansion plans), I would have searched in a 
different area with less noise pollution. Should I decide to sell my house, I'm sure potential buyers would also be turned 

ff, decreasing the value of my home for no other fault other than the most recent noise increases, and future airport 
evelopment. This is unacceptable. 
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N Jill-Morgan Fisher 
I Again, regulate aircraft allowed, require higher flight paths, different flight paths, and noise abatement windows. ALL OF 
N THE ABOVE. Preferably, the above would be orchestrated effectively so that noise abatement windows wouldn't even be 
\I) necessary. 

1 Don't be a**-h***s and ignore noise/pollution impacts on lower-income neighborhoods to appease the wealthy who 
Qo are more likely to make the most noise. Please don't do that. 
~ 

I kind of like 'seeing' the planes if they are up high enough. I just really don't like the pollution and increased noise. If 
they are up high like they used to be ... fine. Low like they are now ... no. 

I r-- Any plan must have proper run-off and water treatment facilities not dependent on city infrastructure. 
V\ 

Better public transportation city-wide would encourage more people to use the public transport to the airport. 
~ However, I am aware that that is a different animal. 

I 

0 
Also, the fact that one taxi-service pretty much has a monopoly on taxi service, and the the Port charges such ridiculous 

VI fees is outrageous. 

N) 
\ ---

V) 

I understand that Seattle is growing and that our airport must also grow with the times. However, as we move forward 
we must not just think of the 'now' but the future. An airport is a public facility that serves the public, not just the 
airlines that profit from its use. However, any and all plans MUST take into account the communities and neighborhoods 
that will be affected most by the airport, even if those that live there are not frequent visitors to the airport. It is the 
responsibility of Sea-Tac and the Port of Seattle to weigh in on, respect, and not just 'try to', but to ACTUALLY include in 
any and all plans, plans to reduce negative impacts on neighborhoods and communities most effected by the the airport. 
Not just limit, but reduce negative impacts. 
In this day and age, we have the means and the technology. Don't just take the easiest path that dumps on those that 
have to live with the short and long-term effects of living under the flight path ofthis airport EVERY SINGLE DAY and 
nearly every moment of their life. Your responsibility to these people is just as strong as it is to the general public that 
uses the airport, (but doesn't have to live with it EVERY SINGLE DAY), and to to the airlines that profit from use ofthe 
airport at the expense of neighborhoods most effected by it. The goal should be to reduce air pollution and noise 
pollution from current levels, even as the airport expands. 
Thank you for your time and consideration! 



Buzzadragon@gmail.com 
Seattle 
9/27/2018 5:49:32 PM 

Margaret Jeffers 

The fallout from the planes, gross stuff falling from the sky in my summer pool and I can not hang laundry. The asphalt 
Factory's piles of dirt?? Blowing particles of whatever they use all over our neighborhoods.It's never covered plus the 
smell of fuel and tar .. 

What is in the air 

\ How much is the air ,water being effected 

~ 
V1 Why is so much waste being left on barges in the duwamish River 

The Asfaut company is making air dirty. 

There is noise at all times not only is there the noise from the Sea-Tac Airport there is the noise from the Airport at the 
~ bottom of the hill. Also from the building of airplanes and the testing of engines they can go off at any time and now 
)'-- that they have changed the property down there there are no backdrops to stop the engine noise it is just plain noisy 
V\ here .Airplanes are waking me up in the morning and there stopping me from sleeping at night. 

I'm not sure what the environment and health issues are but on 100th Street South there have been at least five people 
with brain tumors over the last 30 years plus My Neighbor Next Door had one and then across the street another one 
was had by my neighbor there's something wrong here 

Visual effects in South Park with all the industrial businesses is as in some instances very unsavory ... trees were planted 
along Marginal Way they help filter the air if you look at them you can see there's nothing but a bunch of junk around 
them all their boxes have fallen apart and they haven't been taken care of they were planted there for a reason and they 
should be taken care of to help clean the air but they're totally neglected 

~,Where the duwamish river is beautiful at night I don't think people should be eating the food out of it I think the fish are 
f' tainted the river looks very dirty Is our drinking water clean 
V) ~ 

Where there is a bus line down Marginal Way way 98th South there is no way for anybody to catch a bus you can't 
catch a bus from the top of 8th Avenue to the bottom you have to go clear over to Des Moines Memorial Drive that 
leaves no one able to catch a bus you have to walk clear down to Dominic from the Park South Apartments. Heavy trucks 
drive down 100 South Street and it not an industrial Street.. 

They need to do sound reviews, air water they need to do more for sound abatement .. the air is filthy The noise is 
becoming unliveable .. l'm terrible with words and wish I could have expressed the problems better ... there is lots of 
them 

- .. on top of that the lack of conern for the residents of South Park and Southern Hts area .. 
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Lynette Andrews 
lyn@tangiblesystems.com 
Des Moines 
9/27/2018 5:48:42 PM 

J;"~t
1
udies on the air quality in the adjacent communities affected by the increase in traffic current and projected. 

\(\five in the City of Des Moines and there is film on our house and windows from the flights. 

A study needs to be completed on the effect of the current air traffic noise as well as the planned increase. This should 
include a review on the amount of noise from low-flying planes on the neighborhoods affected by the third runway. This 
has not been done for years and certainly not since the increased traffic of the last 2 - 3 years. This runway was 
promised and designed to be a part-time, back-up runway and it is now becoming a full-time option. A study is past 
overdue and should be completed now. Until then the runway should revert back to it's original part-time plan and 

urpose. 
Explore and study alternative flight paths and ways other cities have worked to minimize noise. Can flights be routed 

~ differently at times? 
V\ The ongoing roar from the planes day and night greatly affects quality of life. 

N 
~ How the noise and air pollution affects communities (Des Moines) economically: Study how this has and will affect 
\/\ housing values. 
\n Study and/or review research on noise and air pollution on young children living in theses communities. 

Comment: 
r- The direct route to the airport from the south was taken away and it has added miles (and dollars if you take a taxi or 

1 Uber) to arrivals or departures. Return access to cut back on time and money spent by customers. 

J! 
Environment review should include studies on how the current and projected growth of air traffic affects the 
communities adjacent to the airport: 
Has the area around the airport that is affected by noise and pollution expanded? 
What is the level of air pollution currently and how will it change with more growth? What is an acceptable level for the 

0) Port's fellow community citizens, including children? Noise pollution: review studies on how noise affects people. Do a 
Jl thorough study of the noise level and frequency, now and projected. What is an acceptable level for anyone in our 

community? The communities were here long before the addition of the third runway. It is already loud, how much 
louder will it get? 

5 '8- Study the economic impact the ever increasing noise level has on house values. 
Study the affects of not expanding. If you build it they will come? 'f It's hard not to be cynical because when I attended the Port's meeting in Burien last spring, the issues with noise and the 
surrounding communities seemed to be at best an afterthought. There were boards up with lots of plans and solutions 

\(\ but not so for addressing the noise and other negative affects of the increased traffic. I've seen no plans to actually 
address the pollution or noise issue. Where are the solutions or ideas the Port of SEATTLE staff and Board are offering 

1 for those of us who live here (Des Moines) that will improve the current (not to mention future) situation? 
\;, Thank you for your consideration of these comments, 
\J' Lyn Andrews 
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lmdragon2u@juno.com 
Seattle 
9/27/2018 5:39:41 PM 

Margaret Jeffers 

The fallout from the planes, gross stuff falling from the sky in my summer pool and I can not hang laundry. The asphalt 
Factory's piles of dirt?? Blowing particles of whatever they use all over our neighborhoods.It's never covered plus the 
smell of fuel and tar .. 

l What is in the air 
iY\ 
VJ 

How much is the air ,water being effected 

Why is so much waste being left on barges in the duwamish River 

The Asfaut company is making air dirty . 

..... 
There is noise at all times not only is there the noise from the Sea-Tac Airport there is the noise from the Airport at the 
bottom of the hill. Also from the building of airplanes and the testing of engines they can go off at any time and now 
that they have changed the property down there there are no backdrops to stop the engine noise it is just plain noisy 
here .Airplanes are waking me up in the morning and there stopping me from sleeping at night. 

I'm not sure what the environment and health issues are but on 100th Street South there have been at least five people 
with brain tumors over the last 30 years plus My Neighbor Next Door had one and then across the street another one 
was had by my neighbor there's something wrong here 

Visual effects in South Park with all the industrial businesses is as in some instances very unsavory ... trees were planted 
along Marginal Way they help filter the air if you look at them you can see there's nothing but a bunch of junk around 
them all their boxes have fallen apart and they haven't been taken care of they were planted there for a reason and they 

,..J should be taken care ofto help clean the air but they're totally neglected 

I 
r-- Where the duwamish river is beautiful at night I don't think people should be eating the food out of it I think the fish are 

\/\ tainted the river looks very dirty Is our drinking water clean 

Where there is a bus line down Marginal Way way 98th South there is no way for anybody to catch a bus you can't 
catch a bus from the top of 8th Avenue to the bottom you have to go clear over to Des Moines Memorial Drive that 
leaves no one able to catch a bus you have to walk clear down to Dominic from the Park South Apartments. Heavy trucks 
drive down 100 South Street and it not an industrial Street .. 

They need to do sound reviews, air water they need to do more for sound abatement .. the air is filthy The noise is 
becoming unliveable .. l'm terrible with words and wish I could have expressed the problems better ... there is lots of 
them 
.. on top of that the lack of conern for the residents of South Park and Southern Hts area .. 

mailto:ragon2u@juno.com


Gordon Gray 
gordongray80@gmail.com 
725 9th Ave,, Apartment 1003 
9/27/2018 4:44:09 PM 

1~t what point in your review will you consider Paine Field's growing commercial aviation program? 
~ encouraging its development and where will it fit in the regional transportation picture? 
V' 

How are we 

mailto:gordongray80@gmail.com


normajomalley@gmail.com 
32213 7TH AVE SW 
9/27/2018 4:39:19 PM 

Norma Jeanne O'Malley 

I Modifications in scheduling and flight patterns should be made to preserve quiet in residential neighborhoods of Federal 
N Way. Being outside in my garden is no longer pleasant with all the air traffic, and sleep has been interrupted frequently 
1 with low flying aircraft during the night/early morning hours. Fuel and waste dumping should not be allowed - it is 

hazardous to human health. 

~ Fuel and waste dumping should not be allowed - it is hazardous to human health. Air quality monitoring equipment 
'6 should be placed along the flight patterns and measurement data should be made public in real time to the public on 
- the internet. 

< 

The noise levels in Federal Way have significantly increased, as air traffic patterns are going directly over residential 
neighborhoods at most hours of the day and night. Routes should be adjusted to fly over major highways (1-5, 405, and 

....._ Hwy 99). Aircraft are flying too low over residential neighborhoods, especially at night when people are trying to sleep. 
I My husband and I have both suffered from disturbed sleep as a result of the increased air traffic from SeaTac airport. 
M Air quality has also been negatively impacted - I can sometimes smell aircraft fuel that has been "dumped" by aircraft as 
\/\ they approach the seatac airport. I know they do this sometimes to reduce fire risk if they have to make an unplanned 

or tricky landing. 

l There should be dedicated airport shuttle buses that tie into the main Metro bus service connecting Federal Way and 
~ Tacoma with SeaTac airport. They can use the Park and Ride facilities for pick up and drop off points. Existing private 

and shuttle express services are inefficient and too costly. 

mailto:normajomalley@gmail.com


ian@dasein.me 
212117th Ave S 
9/27/2018 2:33:45 PM 

Ian D Curry 

As a resident of Beacon Hill, noise pollution from the airport is a fact of life. Although I have gotten used to the daytime 
and evening patterns (disturbing as they may be), it's the early morning and late night cargo flights that are truly 
disruptive. Not only are these flights at times of day when people are sleeping, they are often older, larger planes that 
fly significantly lower. A 767 at 2000 feet over the house at Sam is almost impossible to sleep through. I don't see how 

1 you'll be able to stay within the 65dB DNL if you expand cargo flights, as is planned. Certainly not without distributing 
;J"" the air traffic more equitably and not sending all flights in the "Greener Skies" route over Beacon Hill. It's hard not to feel 
\;\ like the port simply does not care about its health and livability effects, on Beacon Hill in particular, though overflights 

effect the entirety of eastern Seattle. Doing things carelessly has a way of catching up to you in the long run. Consider 
the communities you effect and do right by the city when you have this opportunity to plan. 

mailto:ian@dasein.me


megancampbell.seattle@gmail.com 
8716 10th Ave South 
9/27/2018 12:34:18 PM 

Megan Campbell 

The increase in noise in the South Park neighborhood with the newest runway has been extreme with no assistance in 
some parts of the direct path with noise abatement. I live in that path and have found the increase in the late night to 
be the most impactful. 

The increase in noise in the South Park neighborhood with the newest runway has been extreme with no assistance in 
some parts of the direct path with noise abatement. I live in that path and have found the increase in the late night to 
be the most impactful. This continues to negatively affect the land values for homeowners in a diverse neighborhood. 
Taxes are being raised without taking into account the increase in noise. In fact, the tax assessments do not even list 
airplane noise on some assessments that have increased as much at 30% THIS year alone. 

mailto:megancampbell.seattle@gmail.com


r'1 

Samanthagood@gmail.com 
807 s thistle st 
9/27/2018 11:57:31 AM 

Samantha Good 

I 
ti\ Impact of jet flights on climate change/carbon emissions. Effect of jet flights on air quality 
Vl 

..,S) 
~ Noise pollution is excessive in South Park neighborhood of Seattle. Impacting health of residents. 

\/' 

mailto:Samanthagood@gmail.com


J. 

laceys@subpop.com 
1208 S Donovan St 
9/27/2018 11:53:41 AM 

Lacey Swain 

1 How much will South Park's already poor air quality be impacted by increased flights over the neighborhood? 
T 
Vl 

Flights in and out of SeaTac have increased by 40% in the past five years and will continue to increase. The planes are 
bigger and noisier, and they now regularly use that third runway which flies right over South Park. I believe that 
residents should be contacted about increased noise pollution and that perhaps another round of Port Package 
windows/insulation is in order. 

mailto:laceys@subpop.com


N 

lauriebettridge@comcast.net 
2123114th Ave S 
9/26/2018 3:14:02 PM 

Laurel Anne Bettridge 

\ 
t''' What is the air quality at our address related to aircraft flying overhead up to every 30 seconds? The odor is now 
~ noticeable and has kept us from using our back deck or back yard this summer. This is a change from previous years. 

What particles we are breathing and what health effects are we risking? How much will emissions increase with the 
I 

r'\. 
\f\ 

expansion? 

What is the airport going to do to reduce air pollution from increased air traffic over our residence? 

r-) Is a buyout being discussed? Our residence is sandwiched between the flight path to the west of our property, flying 
I over Des Moines Creek, and the other flight path to the east directly over the warehouse/post office area. These flights 
~ 
~ are migrating much closer to our house than before. 

Is there a noise prevention package to upgrade the dated windows and doors installed in the initial package? Our 
windows are beginning to fail. We sleep with ear plugs and cannot invite overnight guests because they cannot sleep. 
Aircraft used to halt during the night, but now they are flying throughout the night. How much will traffic increase at 
night with the expansion and how is the airport going to reduce noise? 

~ What is our risk if a flight goes down and how is the airport going protect the houses on our street? Flights are closer to 
~ our house than ever before, both to the west and east of our house. Aircraft are straying or intentionally flying over the 
\ yard to the west and over 15th to the east. 

mailto:lauriebettridge@comcast.net


DanLincolnl@gmail.com 
9160 7th Ave South Seattle WA 
9/26/2018 12:45:04 PM 

The particles from the jets coming in and out of SeaTac that land where my kid plays. 

- See above 
l 

l;J The noise 

V) 
The stuff gets everywhere 

r-.l 
1 

Property value going down 

V\ 

M The jets have gotten much louder 

i 
V) 

So many planes 

Dan 

mailto:DanLincoln1@gmail.com


tamaralynmyers@gmail.com 
9/25/2018 8:21:47 PM 

Tamara 

I have lots of concerns about impacts of the airport, but noise is the one that's impacting us most negatively right now. I 
moved to Beacon Hill with my partner after living in many other areas of Seattle since 1993. In no other area did I have 

-y- trouble sleeping because of airplane noise. At our place on north east Beacon Hill, my partner and I wake up around 5:00 
I am nearly every morning and have tremendous difficulty going back to sleep for our usual wake up times of around 7:30 

T due to consistent airplane noise. We use earplugs and a white noise machine turned on a fairly loud setting and the 
\[\ plane noise is still disruptive. Decent sleep is necessary for people of all ages, and we are definitely feeling the impacts of 

inadequate sleep. I also particularly worry about kids in our area getting enough sleep. 



r-J 

deedeecurle@hotmail.com 
Seattle 
9/25/2018 7:53:09 PM 

Deirdre Curle 

1 Measure the quality of air in the flight paths, compared to the quality outside the flight paths. 
t{\ 
1/) 

-::r The levels of noise not only over the SeaTac area, but also over Beacon Hill and other parts of Seattle or Puget Sound 
T region. Not only should the average level of noise be calculated, but also the decibel of each plane passing, and the 
vi number of noise events. As I am typing this, 3 planes have flown over my house. 

__. The level of air pollution and noise pollution affecting children and adults who live or attend school under the flight 
I paths. 

('f't 
V\ 

- Consider the quality of life for those under flight paths and near the airport as the airport expands and number of 
I 

N) airplanes increases. I've lived on Beacon Hill for 17 years, and we did not have the noise levels from aircraft in 2001 that 
~ we do today. Decibel levels are 70-80 outside. I have trouble talking with family members and guests when we are 

standing outside. 

mailto:deedeecurle@hotmail.com


dpeters@q.com 
30906 5th Way S Federal Way 
9/24/2018 5:38:07 PM 

Gregory Peters 

We live under a flight pattern, jet noise all day and all night, all year long, can't even keep our windows open because of 
the noise. I have to use earplugs to sleep at night, it is effecting our hearing because we have everything turned up so 

,-J loud to override the jet noise. In July we have low flying jets over our house every 3 seconds, we can't even enjoy our 
, yard during the summer months, or hear the birds sing, this is ruining our quality of life! Cant you evenly change flight 

\ patterns so not some people take the full brunt of this misery? Sincerely, Mr. and Mrs. Greg Peters 

mailto:dpeters@q.com


mateo831@gmail.com 
Des Moines 
9/21/2018 8:44:28 AM 

~r 
I !Impacts from Ultrafine Particulate to the Humans in Surrounding Area. 
~ jscience must be off signature elements of Jet Fuel vs. Fossil Fuels. 

7"~ealth impact to Humans, especially the elderly and youth. 
t:\ ~ev;ew cancer rates compared to non ;mpacted areas, use of EPA research a must. 

I Not sure how applies, other than jets contribute to global warming 
! _, 

I ! Dumping of fuel and it's effects to Humans, Animals and Water Sources. 0 pet fuel burned and the exhaust falling upon surrounding communities 

........ 
~ Preservation of Trees and Protection of Cemeteries. 
~ 

Matthew Mahoney 

Compare other airports land use per acre. Airport as busy as SeaTac have much bigger footprints. Evaluate a need for 
I 
~ another airport. 

"" Concern about pipeline and storage of Jet Fuel and possibility of explosions, spills or other accidents 
(:\ 

~ 
Impact to Humans on Sleep Deprivation for surrounding communities. 

T Explore 12-5 quiet windows. 
T ! Explore policy on requiring quieter jet engine technology. 

l.J) Yes, Health of Elderly and Children. 
, Lower rent areas that cause poverty based families to suffer impacts. 
~ Mitigation and Compensation related to all impacted residents surrounding airport 

Esthetically the airport is ugly, ways to incorporate screening and sound buffer architecture needed. 

-i What flows into our stream and stormwater and the effect to those streams and inevitably the sound. 

Use of mass transit and South end flow to the airport 

";'--
~ Consideration to site a second airport!! 

mailto:mateo831@gmail.com


sparkerward@comcast.net 
16920 22nd Ave SW, Burien, WA 
9/20/2018 8:28:47 PM 

Sharyn Parker 

"Sustaining" the current level of aircraft noise and particularly increasing same continues a history of under-estimating 

1 flight operations and resulting noise levels that have reached intolerable conditions. Despite the 2013-2018 Part 150 
N study with embarrassingly understated noise levels that were exceeded a couple years ago, the Port wants us to believe 

l that its intentions are ethical. What could be ethical about using untruthful noise level projections contained in the -V1 latest Part 150 study, and past air quality analyses that do not reflect real science? How can the results of the SAMP be 
anything but based upon inaccurate conclusions? 

r;--- Environmental justice would be to avoid a four-year delay to implement a sound insulation program in mid-2018 that 
l'V\ was approved by FAA in 2014! Real environmental justice would be for the Port to participate in a window replacement 
~ program for all the homes that they insulated during the 80s-90s when they installed inferior acoustical products that 
~ have long since failed! The Port's history of not acting truthfully, delaying justice, and denying residents some RELIEF is, 
~ unfortunately, the foundation for launching this SAMP effort. SHAMEFUL behavior and shameful actions only equate to 
<. shameful results ... residents deserve better! 

mailto:sparkerward@comcast.net


ga ry. kriedt@ki ngcou nty .gov 
201 South Jackson St., MS KSC-TR-0431, Seattle 
9/20/2018 7:53:10 AM 

Gary Kriedt 

As a short background, the Port of Seattle has been conducting their master planning process for a couple of years. The 
latest technical paper defined the list of preferred projects to support the needs of aviation users in the future. The list 
of significant projects is quite substantial and creates a long-term vision for the airport. From a planning perspective, 
many of the capital projects in the list are not in a reasonably foreseeable timeframe. Even so, there are nearer term 
projects have been determined to have the potential for significant adverse environmental impacts on the airport 
and/or outside the airport boundary. Before the master plan can be accepted and completed, the Port of Seattle must: 

rJ . Quantify the impacts of its projects across the environmental and social spectrum ..... 
• Identify any opportunities to mitigate the adverse environmental and social impacts 

~ • Compare alternate approaches to development projects that reduces the adverse effects while accomplishing 

-

the intent of the work 

This open request for comment is to introduce ideas or work scope to the Port of Seattle related to the specific handful 
of projects. The comments can address a specific type of environmental impact that a project might have, or identify an 
alternative approach to development. From a King County International Airport perspective, our comments could 
include the following: 

Airside Projects 

1 A08 - Hardstand (North) - Please consider building one of the cargo hardstands for dual use for engine run-ups within a 
- hush structure so that it can be used for both cargo and for engine maintenance testing as a secondary function. 
~ 

Cargo Projects 

C0l - Cargo 4 South Development - Please compare the proposed action to collaborating with King County International 
Airport/ Boeing Field (KCIA) to meet the expected cargo demand. The building configuration is to stimulate demand for 
air cargo not just to meet latent demand for space. KBFI can support additional activity with reduced impacts. 

_ CO2 - Off-site Cargo Phase I - Please compare the proposed action to partnering with KCIA to meet the expected cargo 
I demand. The off-site building configuration will stimulate demand for air cargo not just serve to meet latent demand for 

N space. The building location near residential areas will substantially increase traffic noise. KCIA can support additional 
V\ activity with reduced impacts. 

C03 - Off-site Cargo Phase II - Please compare the proposed action to partnering with King County International Airport 
/ Boeing Field (KCIA) to meet the expected cargo demand. The off-site building configuration will stimulate demand for 
air cargo not just serve to meet latent demand for space. The building location near residential areas will substantially 
increase traffic noise. KCIA can support additional activity with reduced impacts. 

Iv'\ Landside Projects 

I 
r'\ LOG - Employee Parking Surface Lot - Please consider the mitigating effects of slow electric vehicle charging stations on 
\/\ localized air quality. 

mailto:gary.kriedt@kingcounty.gov


Gary Kriedt 
Airport/ Airline Support Projects 

\b S01- Fuel Farm Expansion - Please consider the introduction of sustainable jet fuel blending station into the fuel farm 
~ for truck distribution to aircraft. Although not as efficient as hydrant fueling, the truck delivery provides for specific 
....a blending and enables certain air carriers to claim their exact percentage of sustainably derived fuel mix. King County 
~ International Airport/ Boeing Field might also have users that are supportive of acquiring and using a blend of 

sustainable jet fuel. 



kevin.edy206@gmail.com 
5064 36th ST NE 
9/20/2018 6:33:05 AM -I 

(V1 Increase in airplane activity over NE Tacoma not warranted. 

< 

Kevin Edy 



amiebydal@hotmail.com 
9/19/2018 7:40:55 PM 

Amie Rolfes 

t I use to live closer to the flight path. I moved to get away from it and now over the past couple years it seems they have 
M really increased out here. It's really disheartening to know be forced to just deal with it because it's not like I can uproot 
~ my family and move again. Some people that decide this kind of stuff should try wearing other people's shoes for once 

mailto:amiebydal@hotmail.com


Roeder.k@portseattle.org 
Seattle 
9/19/2018 6:41:46 PM 

Test 

Kathy reeder 

mailto:Roeder.k@portseattle.org


kate.of.seattle@gmail.com 
9/19/2018 6:40:18 PM 

test 

Kate Hudson 

mailto:kate.of.seattle@gmail.com


twoburgers1974@comcast.net 
9/19/2018 6:24:23 PM 

David Burger 

Rob Adams information at the 9/19/18 SAMP DEIS scoping open house that his firm has no current plan to meet with 
_ 1 residents impacted by Sea-Tac overflights during its preparation of the draft SAMP DEIS, and to do would require 
I" additional direction from the Port and FAA. Thus, at Mr. Adam's suggestion, I am writing on behalf of the Marine Hills 
~ (Federal Way) neighborhood airport noise/health impacts steering committee, to request that such a meeting(s) be 
r,l included in the DEIS preparation process. By obtaining informal input from the Marine Hills on the firm's preliminary 
- findings and conclusions related to SAMP noise and health environmental impacts, the benefit to the Port and FAA 
V1 would be the potential for saving considerable time and expense in responding to formal comments by Marine Hills 

following release of the draft EIS. 

mailto:twoburgers1974@comcast.net


hudson.k@portseattle.org 
9/19/2018 6:19:16 PM 

test 

Kate 

mailto:k@portseattle.org


-
Adunn198@comcast.met 
4602 45th Ave NE, Apt 343, Tacoma 
9/19/2018 5:10:51 PM 

~ ~ir pollution from all the air traffic would make our air dirtier not better. 

~ 
~ Issues for climate change: added air pollution would add to our already high carbon footprint, 

Air polution would increase and be bad for every one. 

Noneair polution wouldicrease 

~ 
~ Land values will definitely go down. 

M 
I 

Ann Dunn 

.)-' This would create far more. noise polution especially at night. I'm s very light sleeper and it would lnyetupt my sleep, 
V\ 

N 
( 

N 
V) 

This would certainly put children at risk. 

I don't want to see planes flying over us. 

I recently moved here from Longview. I live on the border of Federal Way and Tacoma. I love this area but if I knew of 
the increased air traffic over this area I would not have moved here. 

mailto:Adunn198@comcast.met


avirshup@gmail.com 
Seattle 
9/19/2018 10:15:06 AM 

Aaron Virshup 

I 
M The air traffic noise from Seatac and Boeing field have already increased substantially, making it unhealthy to be outside 
::2 in huge swatchs of South Seattle, including most of the Beacon Hill neighborhood. 

V1 
1 Recess at South Seattle Schools now subjects children to unhealthy decibel levels from air traffic - in effect trading 
~ children's health for the convenience of air travelers. 

mailto:avirshup@gmail.com


elizabeth.heidner@gmail.com 
1421 32nd Aves 
9/19/2018 12:04:29 AM 

Elizabeth Heidner 

There is plenty of research about the negative issues directly around airports, but can some more research be done for 
_ neighborhoods within a 30-40 mile radius? It has become 
) Clear that planes are flying lower and lower as they head into SeaTac and it's 
~ Actually gotten to be challenging to get work done, sleep or do other life necessaries some days. If it's impacting me, I 

have no doubt it is also negatively impacting the wildlife and those in our society with less damaged hearing. 

mailto:elizabeth.heidner@gmail.com


__, 

Kelsie.maney@highlineschools.org 
Burien 
9/18/2018 7:59:23 PM 

Kelsie Maney 

I The port recently cut down a lot of trees for real estate and flight path safety and it needs to consider the importance of 
0 trees to the community and the beauty of the area in its SAMP. Loss of trees has in many projects has a cumulative 
<. impact. 

mailto:Kelsie.maney@highlineschools.org


cnewman442@gmail.com 
Federal Way 
9/18/2018 7:41:28 PM 

Craig Newman 

With the increase in air traffic, and taking into consideration the narrow flight corridors defined for inbound and 
~ departing flights, health related illnesses due to exhaust needs to be fully understood. There are numerous schools 

1 within the designated flight corridors exposing these children to the air and noise pollution. We should understand how '0 this exposure will potentially impact these people near term and over the course of their life. Just having low income 
people live in the area should not be considered a viable solution. 

I land use studies should not be limited to areas immediately adjacent to the airport, but should extend out the region 
:r where communities are impacted by the increase noise and air pollution. There are many residential communities 
\(\ impacted by the airport, especially noise. Home values in these communities are adversely impacted be the noise 
r;J pollution. Impact studies need to address these issues, including compensating owners for declining home values. Cities 
~ in this region are also negatively impacted, as the tax revenue they collect based on property value is diminished. Also it 
~ is documented that noise pollution has adverse effects on peoples emotional well being, which these cities also must 
~ provide resources to address. 

I 
Any expansion should be done utilizing renewable resources. All building should be built using recycled materials, with 

C, energy coming from renewable resources (wind, solar, tidal, etc.). The airport needs to implement a strict fee policy 
which will create an environment where aircraft utilizing the airport will be heavily incentivized to only o~ 
the art aircraft with the lowest emissions and quietest engines. 

~ The federal laws addressing aircraft noise are severely outdated as they do not address the increase in air travel. Local 
1 communities not longer have infrequent noise, but at times the noise does not abate for extended periods of time. The e;- Port should lead the nation in taking steps to mitigate noise for surrounding communities, especially since there are so 

many residential areas impacted by the location of this airport. London Heathrow and other significant airports around 
~ the world have taken steps to mitigate aircraft noise. Studied should include discussions with these airport authorities 
vi to help find solutions to the noise problem. the airport should not allow heavy cargo flights at the airport during night, 
VJ unless very strict noise levels are achieved. Rezoning existing land, making the flight corridors a green belt capable of 

absorbing noise should be considered. 

-I Since there are several schools within the flight corridors, the impact of airplane noise and emissions on these young 
l.r developing people must be fully understood. We should not just simply ask the lawyers what positions can be 
VI defended, but rather ask what would we want if it were our families. In this regard we need people from the impacted 
rJ communities participating in decision making effecting their communities. The surrounding communities are most l,J 

r-J severely impacted by the increased pollution, so they should have representation on the future of the airport, not just 
\fl soliciting their input, but actually having representation on decision committees. 

mailto:cnewman442@gmail.com


Dlknuts@msn.com 
27019 7th Pl S, Des Moines, WA 
9/18/2018 7:41:06 PM 

Diane knutson 

We have lost the FREEDOM to enjoy life outdoors. The constant jet exhaust covers my patio And garden with grit. I No 
longer have the freedom to hang cloths outside to dry for they will also be covered in airplane exhaust grit. We are are 
afraid to eat the vegetables I have grow every summer for the last 40 years. Science has proven that the small 

__. particulates from airplane fuel are extremely harmful to to ALL. 
l 

If'\ 
VI 

In 1978 we bought a home in Des Moines on beautiful Puget Sound. After 40 years of living and loving our waterfront 
\ property, we can no longer have the FREEDOM to live a comfortable healthy life in our home or yard with the blasting 
~ of planes flying over us 24/7. Our sleep is disrupted every night. Earplugs don't even keep the noise out. The tv volume 

must be constantly turned back up. Outdoors I can't even hear my music with earphones. South Puget Sound is a 
wonderful natural resource that is being distroyed. 

\J) 
I 

V7 You lied to us regarding the use of the third runway. Do the right thing and give us suffering under the third runway ours 
~ lives back. 

mailto:Dlknuts@msn.com


ktregillus@comcast.net 
Seattle 
9/18/2018 4:54:35 PM 

Kristin Tregillus 

I live near Lake Washington. We get sea planes (the noisiest), SeaTac traffic, helicopters and WWII tourist flights til 10:00 
pm. It is rarely quiet. 

~ Commercial aircraft should fly over water (Puget Sound) as soon as they can after takeoff. Or increase altitude quickly 
N (like st John Wayne) to minimize slow ascent. 
~ 

mailto:ktregillus@comcast.net


jstanton4602@yahoo.com 
5151 South Orchard Street 
9/18/2018 4:09:16 PM 

Jennifer Stanton 

1 South Seattle is in a constant cloud of smog due to 30 - 60 second interval take-offs. The air is visibly pinkish-brown from 
r-.1 all the exhaust. 
:2_ 

Sleep - When do adjacent neighborhoods ever get a break from the noise? My neighborhood (Seward Park) is not 
immediately adjacent to Seatac, but whatever changes have occurred recently, we are now guaranteed interrupted 
sleep every night. It's bad enough we can't get to sleep because jets are taking off in close succession from 05h00 until 
well after midnight. Commercial jet noise every 25 minutes after 01h30, 02h00 is entirely unacceptable. We aren't light 
sleepers but now that jets are flying in every possible direction over densely populated neighborhoods, we wake up 
every night. Unbelievable. 

Sleep - Same comment as before - When do adjacent neighborhoods ever get to sleep? The children most impacted by 
the current flight path and NextGen policies are those living immediately adjacent to Seatac and those in the next outer 
ring, e.g. Beacon Hill, Burien, southeast Seattle, Gig Harbor. My neighborhood (Seward Park) is not immediately adjacent 

'9 to Seatac, but whatever changes have occurred recently, we now have constant jet noise. Constant. We've lived here for 
1 ten years but can no longer enjoy our outdoor space due to constant rumbling of turbo boosting engines. Our sleep is 

IV\ interrupted every night with jets taking off in close succession until well after midnight. Commercial jet noise as late as 
~ 01h30, 02h00 is entirely unacceptable, especially for children. Families in the above mentioned areas can't just pick up 

and move, making this a serious environmental justice and health risk issue. Jets passing over densely populated 
neighborhoods in high frequency is intolerable. We understand Seattle is growing, but whoever planned the latest 
installment of changes gets low marks for overlooking the high impact caused by noise. Explaining how much quieter 
commercial airliners are today means absolutely nothing when NextGen policies allow aircraft to fly in any direction at 
much lower altitudes. It's loud. All day long. Period. 

Public comment periods are of enormous importance, and yet The Port of Seattle appears to have gotten by with as 
little communication as possible. Given the number of people impacted on the ground, the Port needs to do a MUCH 
better job of publicizing what's happening to South Sound and South Seattle neighborhoods as a result of this expansion. 

~ There should be door-to-door fliers and Port employees explaining in detail the very serious impact of new flight paths 
N and terminal growth. Most people accept the Seattle is growing exponentially, but this expansion seriously impacts 
------ children's health, air quality, and property values. It is shocking the Port has done so little to effectively broadcast what 
V'\ residents are in store for. I would not have found this website had I not been so fed up with all the noise. Except for the 

increased frequency of airplane noise, my neighbors who have much less time on their hands have no idec1 what is 
coming their way. 
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chrisddeboer@mac.com 
Seattle 
9/18/2018 8:52:53 AM 

Chris DeBoer 

I understand that we are in a growing region. That said airplane noise has increased significantly from Capitol Hill all 
..._ through the south end. We bear the burden of the bulk of the airplane noise and it's currently becoming untenable. I live 

I 
IYl on Beacon Hill and air traffic has increased so significantly that it's too noisy to go outside or leave the windows open in 
~ the summer. Even with the windows closed we need music or TV to drown out the noise. I sleep with ear plugs and a 

pillow over my head and am still woken up by plane noise. It is 24/7. We cannot bear the brunt of this much noise. It has 
severely lowered our quality of life. It's kind of miserable. Most cities around the world have planes land far away from 

rJ the city or use over water routes. Why can't we do that here. Something to give the south end a break. It's just too 

1 much. Please consider the thousands upon thousands of taxpaying citizens from Capitol Hill and Beacon Hill when 
N planning, especially for those really big planes like 787s that fly low over our homes day and night. Thank you! 
v\ Chris DeBoer 

mailto:chrisddeboer@mac.com


vero24day47@gmail.com 
32200 MILITARY RDS APT VlOl, Vl0l 
9/17/2018 8:59:22 PM 

Veronica Torres 

And would love to see more community service for teenagers, bring them to clean the parks help out. That way they 
learn more to keep there city clean and gang self more activitys for them. 
More programs where they see that the change in there city counts. 

t [ would like to see the water testing, more clean water. 

mailto:vero24day47@gmail.com
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mb2photo@gmail.com 
625 S 147TH PL, Burien 
9/17/2018 5:34:12 PM 

~ I would like to see a comprehensive Health Risk Assessment 

Vi 

Morgan Bell 

r What are the impacts of increased fuel run-off and fuel holding pools/ponds on wildlife and local residents? 
V) 

--9 
1\1 Please include a cumulative impact statement on the airport's surrounding areas that are not included in the SAMP, 

1 including port property which is commercially leased and/or slated for development - such as projects near the 
\/\ intersection of SR 509 and SR 518, like the Lora Lake Apartments Cleanup and Burien's Northeast Redevelopment areas. 

Please include a comprehensive study of the health impacts resulting from increased noise pollution occurring when the 
1 number of flights and their paths deviate from the originally proposed North/ South corridor. 

\J1 
Vl 

1 
I would like further study and attention paid to the impact made to all of these issues regarding the viability of 

~ commercial passenger flights available at Everett's Payne Field. Seattle and the surrounding metropolitan areas have 
grown too large to continue to be servicing their populations with a single airport offering large commercial airlines. 

mailto:mb2photo@gmail.com


evansburdine@msn.com 
1413 S. 237th Ct., Des Moines 
9/17/201810:31:23 AM 

Diane Evans 

The effects of air quality and living under an increasingly busy flight path have on residents of Des Moines, North Hill, 
rvJ and north Burien. There are high incidents of cancer in these areas, as well as effects from night after night of poor sleep 
\r1 due to living under such a busy flight path. 

1 The construction of the FAA building and warehouses on 24th Ave. has destroyed forestland. The north end of Des 
o Moines creek corridor has been ravaged by the construction of warehouses along 24th Ave., disrupting bird habitats. 
'<. The proposal to take down trees along the same path should be reviewed carefully to assess environmental impact. 

The effects of noise on neighborhoods surrounding the airport. At this time, planes fly over approximately every 20 
seconds. They fly consistently until at least 2:00 AM, after which they continue to fly but more intermittently. It is often 
very difficult to sleep. 

N The homes under the flight path have not increased in value at a similar rate to comparable homes in the Puget Sound 
area. My home was purchased while there were two runways and there was far less air traffic than there is now, and we 
didn't have a crystal ball to look into the future and see the astronomical growth that occurred in Seattle air traffic over 
the past decade. With the airport's current proposal, and the planes that now fly over my home every 20 seconds, the 
value of homes in this area have been severely impacted. 

J 
I 

J 
Vi 

Please include the impacts (physical and mental health, economic) of living (and sleeping) under such a busy airport on 
residents. 

mailto:evansburdine@msn.com


I 

Li' 
vt 

asscasey@hotmail.com 
4004 13th Ave S 
9/16/2018 7:44:04 PM 

Ariana Nicoli 

What are the current levels of chemical and noise pollution in populated areas and what are the anticipated increases as 
the airport expands. How do levels measure against standard levels for maintaining a health population? 

What are the current levels of chemical and noise pollution in populated areas and what are the anticipated increases as 
the airport expands. How do levels measure against standard levels for maintaining a environment? 

What are the current levels of chemical and noise pollution in populated areas and what are the anticipated increases as 
the airport expands. How do levels measure against standard levels for maintaining a health population? 

How will the expansion impact the surrounding environment and the communities impacted by air traffic? 

'- I have lived on Beacon Hill for twenty years and have witnessed the community bearing more and more the brunt of the 
~ air traffic pollution. Ever since Greener skies (for some, dirtier skies for Beacon Hill). Airplanes are overhead every 30 
~ seconds, sometimes two at a time. The noise and chemical pollution is 24/7. I have been woken up at midnight, 1 am, 

2am, 3am, does not matter what time of day it is. I no longer spend time outside in the garden unless it is a windy day 
~ because of the constant rain shower of pollution. I have loved living in my community with neighbors I have known for 
~ as long as I have lived here, however people within a few blocks of ours are getting sick with cancer. It is becoming 

increasingly dangerous to live in my neighborhood. My husband and I are sad to leave but to stay healthy it is inevitable 
l~ we will need to leave our home. What will you do for the people falling ill? 

mailto:asscasey@hotmail.com


laurie.marum@gmail.com 
18715 25th Ave NE 

N 9/14/2018 4:18:35 PM 
i" 

Laurie Marum 

~ 
~ 

North end impact from Paine Field, Whidbey air station, SeaTac and Kenmore Air - noise and pollution. 

T Bird migration patterns that are interrupted. North end water pollution Lake Washington. Anxiety in humans that are 
~ inundated with constant air traffic. 

~ Harmful effects of off gasing from jets, prop planes. Lake Washington pollution and any historical dumping at Whidbey 
I l Air Station of hazardous materials and waste. 

~ Please include the north end of King County which has now become a major pathway to SeaTac airport and Paine Field's 
~ new air carriers paths through neighborhoods. Boeing Field's new plane's flights which are very low flying and wake us 
~ up, rattle our houses and upset all of us. GPS isn't the best way to route planes due to the impact on neighborhoods. 

mailto:laurie.marum@gmail.com


hnrmmw@gmail.com 
P.O. Box 66580 
9/12/2018 7:37:30 PM 

Marcia Wollam 

I live just at the north end of Burien, and my property is inundated 24/7 with dark gray particulate that covers anything 
outside: patio, deck, roof, driveway etc . It didn't occur prior to the last 3-4 years; I have lived here 25 years. This is an 

..__,_ unacceptable amount of pollution! I would like to submit a sample for analysis by an independent lab, as I'm also 
I breathing the stuff, and I'm 67 years old. I collect it in my dustpan every day, when I sweep, and it looks like gunpowder, 
~ when dry. When wet it turns to black, sticky petroleum product. I'm sure I'm not alone, yet the Port wants to add even 

• more of this toxic fall-out than I already have. My address is 11259 10th Ave. S.E, Seattle,98146. If the Port can't or 
won't control these aircraft emissions, Houston we have a problem. 

mailto:hnrmmw@gmail.com


justin.kalm@gmail.com 
3100 S Frontenac St, Seattle, WA 
9/12/2018 6:22:32 PM 

Justin Kalm 

I'd like you to enquire into whether there are better regional alternatives to concentrating the majority of the new air 
traffic at Sea-Tac. For instance, how much of the passenger traffic is coming from the north or south sound, and might 
be better served by expanding service in their regional airports, such as Bellingham, Paine Field, Renton Field, or a new 

\ 

N airport in the Olympia area (assuming there's not one there already). There would be climate impacts to expanding
V\ multiple airports, and possible damaging habitats in those areas. However, would those impacts be offset by the 

decreased carbon emissions resulting from air passengers needing to travel shorter distances to get to their airport? 
What changes in air quality would result from having more vehicle traffic routed to Sea-Tac? How would those air 

rJ quality changes affect the health of those living along the road corridors, such as those in Tukwila? I was at the 
1 Cedarbrook Lodge, and I could smell jet fuel. How pervasive are jet fuel fumes in the SeaTac area? How much might they 

�· increase with the expansion? Is there any way to contain them within the airport area, so that they don't intrude into
the city of SeaTac? 

1 How would the increase in air traffic and the additional buildings impact flora and fauna in the area?

--� 
"1 

See Air Quality and Climate, above. 

� How would the port safely handle and dispose of hazardous materials exposed and/or excavated during the 
� construction? 

\/1 

k Are there any archeological sites likely to be uncovered in the construction? How would they be adequately protected? 

Cf> Would the airport consider investing in affordable housing for the additional employees who will be needed to run the 
� expanded airport? Would the expansion include any park land to benefit the SeaTac community? 

�
{'l) How will the new facilities make use of renewable energy? Could they take advantage of alternative energy sources?\JI. 

l{1 Would the airport be able to work with airlines to ensure that the fleets they assign to Sea-Tac routes are on the quieter 
N end of the spectrum, prohibiting 727s, etc.? 
\/\ 

How would the expansion affect the health and welfare of the minority and impoverished communities in SeaTac and 
� the nearby neighborhoods? Would they disproportionately bear the impact of increased fossil fuel emissions in the 
ln area? Are there any ways to protect them from the jet fuel emissions that waft over the area? Are the pollutants related 
\JI to deleterious affects on children's physical or intellectual development? 

Could the airport be expanded using Computer Generated Images (CGI) instead of physical structures? [Get it? Visual 
effects, like Industrial Lights and Magic]. 

_ How would the airport's waste water treatment plan change? 
r; 
V\ How would the airport work with King Country and Sound Transit to expand public transit options to get passengers to
I and from the airport? 
r-J 
..s 

v\ Thanks for this opportunity. 

8
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sdjohnson633@msn.com 
Burine 
9/12/2018 10:18:09 AM 

Noise. 

Noise pollution. 

)-' The impact of airplane noise on residents. 

V) 
Noise pollution should be studied. 

Sheree Johnson 

mailto:sdjohnson633@msn.com


dex3703@gmail.com 
1211 S LUCILE ST, Unit C, Seattle WA 
9/11/2018 12:01:07 PM 

Derek Dexheimer 

Airport expansion is antithetical to addressing climate change. Emissions must be reduced and not increased. Any 
I' expansion will make climate change worse. 

l 
t-,1\ 
\('\ Increased air travel is incompatible with addressing climate change. A plan to reduce/ration air travel should be 

instituted. 

mailto:dex3703@gmail.com


andyrolly@gmail.com 
1542 S Dawson St 
9/11/2018 11:30:52 AM 

Rolando Alcantara 

~ Increasing more flight to seatac airport will increase more loud noises overhead will detrimental to hearing loss and 
~ sleeping deprivation. The air quality will get more polluted and lots of people suffer grave health problems and 

sometimes the air had a smell of keosene mix. The traffic on the road and interstate highways will impact the 
~ environment. My other comments the flight-path should be deviate from residential area for health and flight safety . 
...,9 Thankyou! 

\I\ 
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kerryopeninvitation@yahoo.com 
1036 S 264th St 
9/10/2018 11:26:39 PM 

Kerry Hutchins 

N There should be a constant monitor of air quality for all communities below the take off and landing patterns from 
l SeaTac. Des Moines has seen flights increase by 97,000 per year in the last 4 years with no mitigation testing or review. 

I"' We are at times under planes that are landing side by side, and usually every 30 seconds throughout the day and less 
V\ than two minutes apart for most of the night. 

t 

Oo 
V) 

All water, air, wildlife, and vegetation and trees should be tested and compared to areas who do nit have flights over 
their heads in this state. 

I believe the climate is going to be the climate no matter what we do. However, the ecosystem changes based on the 
pollution we put into it, therefore anything to do with the ecosystem should be studied and all effects on the residents 
of that system. 

I believe that the residents of our communities have a right to say what happens over our heads, especially since a 
normal real estate transaction includes that space above our properties. SeaTac airport and the FAA do not have the 
right to decide on growth without our input, and without studying the effects on our livelihood, and our lives, and our 
health. The airport was here in a much different capacity than it is now, and to not update the studies for so many years 
while the government actually raises our taxes year after year is inhumane and should be illegal simply from that point 
of view! 

The noise is unbearable. It is continuous throughout the day to the point that I cannot talk to my neighbour across our 
very close yard. I cannot converse with my guests at all if we are in my yard in the summer. The homes were here before 
the growth. If you wish to destroy communities with the non stop NEXT GEN and 3rd runway noise, then you must be 
prepared to relocate those who are suffering in the community. 

The schools under the flight path are bombarded non stop with take offs and landings in DEs Moines, and a new school 
is being built directly in the flight path again! These children cannot be in the playground without the noise affecting 
them. The Port and the FAA are fully responsible for comparing the noise these children are subject to in comparison 
with other schools in the area. 

Environment as it relates to every human affected by decisions we have not been allowed to have a vote on. How can 
anyone think it is okay to add so many more flights and then fly them lower and lower every 30 seconds above our 
community with no mitigation, no updates on studies, and while still raising taxes that actually pay for what is 
happening to us! What kind of government authority can do that legally? At some point in all this, there will be a suit 
that will bring the FAA and what it does into the open, and soon the world will know exactly what you have done in the 
name of the almighty dollar. 

mailto:kerryopeninvitation@yahoo.com
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tammy@wallickrealestate.com 
28780 Redondo Beach Dr So. 
9/10/2018 6:04:10 PM 

Dennis & Tammy Wallick 

We understand through summer, Redondo area has 70% of all arrival flights right over us landing on 3rd runway. This is 
tremendous! Has there been a study of the particulate fall out? If so, we would like a copy. If not, why not? These flights 
are low and most days you can smell the fumes. 

~ Affects on human respiratory, human cells, human hearing, etc .. We would like a copy of these studies. 
Y' 
\f\ 

i 
\fl 
N 
I 

N 
(/1 

~ 
I 

()o 
V) 

Anytime you can smell exhaust in your home from flights overhead, which we can, there must be some sort of organic 
presence in the air. Where are the studies on the impact this has to humans? 

What is the impact to the shoreline, shellfish, plants, warm blooded Puget Sound dwellers? 

We would like to see the projected flight patterns for the future volume of air traffic. 

Regarding land values. Has there been any study on the impact of private property land value decline due to increased 
air traffic? Example: in the summer, Redondo has 70% of the arrivals over our heads on a 3rd runway that was supposed 
to used part time. In addition, the overall use projection through 2019 is way off. Property taxes are NOT going down, 
yet the property values have already started to see a decline in Marine Hills and upper Redondo. Appreciation isn't 
enjoyed like it is in other So. end areas where the traffic isn't present. There is an impact. We would like to see an official 
study regarding this very important impact to taxpayers. 

mailto:tammy@wallickrealestate.com


tclever@outlook.com 
Seattle 
9/10/2018 4:06:55 PM 

~ Impact on Beacon Hill neighborhood for air and sound pollution. 
s--
"' 

1 Impact of air and sound on area climate and environment. 
t-1'-
\f\ 

Impact on Beacon Hill neighborhood. 

Talia Clever 

Y1 
~ Impact on Beacon Hill neighborhood, especially negative impacts to cultural groups historically in the area. 
V\ 

Balance of industrial/commercial use with residential area. 

";"\ Airplane noise has a LARGE impact on Beacon Hill currently. Please review the impact of more air traffic and other 
~ airport related impacts on the area. 

~ Beacon Hill is a culturally diverse, lower income community that already bears disproportionate impacts of air traffic 
' ~ (noise, pollution). How do you mitigate the impact of future projects? 

.-- Beacon Hill experiences the negative visual impact of having jets constantly overhead increased by lights at night. 
~ 
"i 

Do these projects increase the pollution and impact to the Duwamish waterway? 

Beacon Hill becomes a "through way" for airport and commuter traffic. How can transportation systems be maintained 
and enhanced for residents as well as travelers? 

mailto:tclever@outlook.com


prp516@hotmail.com 
PO Box 98218 
9/10/2018 2:55:45 PM 

Patti R Petruska 

~ Air Quality for all those within close proximity to the airport. I drive 509 on a regular basis and there are times when an 
l airplane is passing over and I smell and taste a horrible residue and wonder if the planes are illegally dumpling fuel. How 
~ is the additional growth of the airport and its flights, etc. affecting our climate compared to what the airport was 50, 40, 
~ 30, 20, 10 5 years ago? 

I 
u1 
V) 

I 
N 
l/) 

All biological beings in the vicinity of the airport, human, birds, fish, dogs, cats, plants, trees. You get the picture. 

How does the pollution from the additional growth affect our climate. Are there other ways to support the airport and 
the demanding need but also protect our environment including the climate. 

All of those which we all know are affecting our environment because of the airport being located where it is. Close to 
family neighborhoods, schools, business, water, animals, etc. , why would you only pick some 

Are these area's not a mandate when affecting those areas - historical areas, archeological and cultural resources? 

Isn't it time to get a new airport which will relieve the pressure of the existing airport. How much more can really be 
added to resolve the big issue that SeaTac does not have the room for growth for the amount of people moving into 
King and Pierce County. I would recommend a full study of alternatives to growth and new locations to support the 
population growth. 

Alternative resources and energy supply should be part of your plan - be progressive think about the future - how are 
you sustainable? Your not, as far as i can see. There is nothing sustainable about the airport with the exception of the 
available recycle bins in the airport and planes. think about the future. 

All noise related issues - why do you allow older planes to fly in the airport - this should be part of your noise solution. 
How to work with manufacturer's in reducing the noise. I am not able to go outside and have a conversation anymore 
since the 3rd runway was added. I can't even do it in my home if the windows are open. the continuous noise of the 
airplanes 24 hours a day is deafening 

All of the above. Why are you asking - get on board and think about the people and the environment. 

Just keep it simple. spend the money on what really matters. Love the art work and the new designs, but I would prefer 
you spend the money on real environmental and sustainable issues. What does visual effects have to do with 
sustainability? 

-rl.. Puget sournd affects, Angle Lake, Water run off near the airport. 

l/1 
Yes - the traffice is horrible at the airport - there is not enough room for the demand today what will you do in the 
future to eliminate the current issue and eliminate your desire for growth in the same location. What will you do to 
eliminate the issue? If you are really doing the right thing, why do you care as long as you are doing what you are 
wanting to accomplish - sustainability. 

Get involved in what really matters, not what matters to the bottom$ line and to people's perception. Get the facts of 
what you are doing to our environment in all area's listed above and put a plan together to make it better sustainability 
and for those who are your neighbors. Do the right thing! 

mailto:prp516@hotmail.com


healerglen@gmail.com 
Burien 
9/10/2018 8:45:25 AM 

Heather Glen 

Air Quality in the surrounding neighborhoods where schools are prevalent. Specifically in the Burien, Normandy Park 
and Seatac neighborhoods. 

~ Health factors have already been in effect. Lung health issues in the Burien area due to the diverting flights over the 
VJ neighborhoods. 

,.... Too much air traffic in the Seattle area. We need to create a new airport in an area where we can plant a lot of trees to 
~ help with the effects. 

Adding to the Seattle Tacoma Airport is only going to create more traffic problems. There is no room to grow. There is 
barely enough space around the airport as it is to create a buffer of trees and such to keep the area clean and healthy. 

In order to add to the airport, you would need to displace more neighborhoods (necessary in order to maintain a good 
buffer around the airport). This would cost a HECK of a lot of money. 

NOISE! The planes should NOT be going low over neighborhoods. People bought homes to the West of the Airport in 
Burien in order to be near but not have to deal with the noise of planes going low overhead. This must STOP! 

Burien used to have nice clean air with breezes coming from the Sound. However now we have planes going low 
overhead. What kind of air quality do we have now? Burien and all the Highlines schools are packed full of kids. This is 
not an area to add more traffic to. It's bad enough with the car traffic. 

Too much traffic to and from the airport already. Please don't add more! 

My suggestion is to find a large space in Pierce County. Put a new airport there and either make that where all the cargo 
planes go, or you could do a split. Some at each but then you would need to add some commercial airlines going to and 
from there. Why Pierce County? There are areas there that are desperate for jobs. They have more open space. If you 

I put a new airport there with plenty of room to grow and a large area of trees around it for a buffer between 
N neighborhoods and the airport, you will be in a much better position environmentally and health wise for the people in 
Vl the surrounding area. Stop the growth at Seatac and invest in a new space. If you can do this in Pierce County, you will 

most likely be saving money as the taxes are less, the land is less, you can have workers for less. Etc. The only thing you 
may need to do in addition is add a bit of funding to add a couple lanes for traffic from the Seattle area to the new 
airport. 
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xanderax70@gmail.com 
Burien 
9/9/2018 8:57:56 PM 

Ronald Glen 

What does jet fuel Uet wash) do to people who are exposed for long periods of time or in proximity??? I know it made 
the paint fail on the big Alaska airlines hanger 15 years ago. That is the stuff floating in the air. 

1 There are eagles that live on Lake Burien. The low flying planes will most likely have an effect on their natural habitat. 
0---
V) 

Jet wash. 

What house values do when you have a flight path over houses that did not use to have a flight path. You cant use 
overflow as an excuse. When the overflow is constant. The airport keeps expanding and it is already to big. You need to 
find another alternative. 

~ The new flight path over my house with low altitude prop planes mostly flown by Horizon are exceptionally loud Just 
above 2000 feet and well below 3000 feet is getting really old. The reason I moved from Seatac was to get away from it. 

~ It is directly affecting quality of life for your neighbors in Burien. Late night flights need to stop as well. Be a good 
" neighbor. Feel free to come and set up noise meters in by Lake Burien and you will see what I mean. 

~ h What kind of safety plan do you have for plane trouble above Burien. I know that north and south of the airport have un 
~ inhabited areas. 

The airport does not seem to care for the neighbors in Burien, Normandy Park, or Three Tree point. You will do a review 
that will be swept under the rug most likely. You will show your dominance with little care on what it does to the people 
or environmental impacts it will have to quality of life for those people. I would love for you to prove me wrong. The 
third runway was supposed to be overflow ... Burien seems to be your fourth runway. 
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tkp2@comcast.net 
27039 10th Ave S, Des Moines 
9/9/2018 12:09:46 PM 

Nancy Kennedy 

1 What effect does dumping of fuel into Puget Sound have on our delicate sea life? Air pollution from plane exhaust and 
~ how it affects the health of those living under the flight paths is also a growing concern. 

N Since the 3rd runway has opened, planes now fly DIRECTLY over our home ... conversation stops due to the noise, 
tJ, sleeping is disrupted, quality of life is diminished. This will only increase with additional flights. 

~ 

I When is the impact on health and safety enough to determine that possibly an additional airport is needed in another 
N location. Since the 3rd runway completion, the adverse affects of the flights over our heads has worsened, and only 
\f\ continues to do so with more flights added. When will the Port address our concerns and our health? 
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lwzuberbier@comcast.net 

Des Moines 

9/9/2018 11:53:38 AM 

all of them 

all of them 

all of them 

all ofthem 

not sure ... are you? 

not sure 

all of them 

ALL OF THEM 

ALL OF THEM 

Not sure Are you? 

ALL OF THEM 

ALL OF THEM 

larry zuberbier 

WHEN IS THE PORT'S BOARD GOING TO BECOME TRANSPARENT TO ALL THE TAXPAYERS? 
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bmccslnd@gmail.com 
15100 6th Ave SW unit 729 
9/8/2018 9:06:43 PM 

Beth Mccasland 

I am deeply concerned about the noise from aircraft with the fly-overs the City of Burien and SeaTac. This fairly recent 
change in using the tight turns after takeoff creates extra noise where we didn't have it before. Our homes were not 
constructed with the mitigation measures to dampen the noise. Will the Port be providing more noise mitigation 
measures if the FAA continues to allow this route? 

~ 
1 There should be a direct ramp from southbound SR 509 to east bound 518. Having all the cars that are heading to the 
~ airport from S 509, turning left (east) onto 518 causes traffic to back up on 509 because of the series of traffic lights that 

must be negotiated. 
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DanielEulberg@comcast.net 

9/8/2018 11:00:30 AM 

~ Gquke NADP-1 takeoff profiles for all commercial aircraft. 

Daniel Eulberg 
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mk875b@hotmail.com 
13304 2nd place sw burien wa 
9/8/2018 9:32:14 AM 

Tai Oh 

Increasing the amount of air traffic I would deeply be concern about the increase of pollution and dangerous chemicals 
released into the environment. I would also be very concerned about the increase in noise pollution. 

Increase in air pollution and noise pollution 

Increase in air pollution and noise pollution 

Increase in dangerous noise pollution and increase in dangerous chemical pollution 

Increase in dangerous noise pollution and increase in dangerous chemical pollution 

How increase in air traffic will create increase in creating poverty zone 

na 

The airplane noise is not 24x7. My family and I have to wear ear plugs when we sleep. I am very worried if the fire 
alarm or burglars try to break into the house we wont hear it due to us having to wear ear plugs due to the airplane 
noise. My two boys 15 and 12 have to wear ear plugs when they do their homework due to the airplane noise. My 
family cant even enjoy our outside deck because the airplane noise is so loud. The airplane noise is very disruptive for 
my family and all the people of Burien, Desmoines, Sea-tac, and Federal way. 

Noise pollution is very harmful to our health. I also worry about the chemical pollution pouring out from the added 
flights 

na 

How the pollution from the airplanes are affecting our water supply 

na 

C'\,\ We need another airport. We have reached our max at Sea-Tac!! 
V\ 
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Tom and Betsy Sproger 
sprogerville@earthlink.net 
26409 marine view drive south 
9/7/2018 4:16:34 PM 

[;;any of my neighbors have had actual medical issues from the noise, and they have been reported to the Port and 
I nothing has been done at all. Also the pollution that we all are already getting from the airplanes above needs to be 
t-,1\ studied at the rate it would be with all these massive additions. Adding 8,000 or was it 80,000 more flights will lead to 
LI\ many more ocurances of lung cancer and other health issues just from the amount of flights that we already have. 

Next, what kind of fill will they use on this project? The last time they used polluted fill, asbestos etc. 

~ Envir impact on roads, congestion, trucks going through areas where there is no room for them, impact on traffic, 
~ congestion, etc. 

1\1 
IJ, 
~ 

Will schools be able to have students hearing their own teachers? Our church is south of the airport in Des Moines and 
our preacher has to stop for each flight that goes over head. That would be multiplied by what with unlimited use of the 

. 3rd runway. 

Use of gasoline for all the planes, trucks etc 

The climate issue will need to be looked at. the ozone will be much bigger, more hot summers, more earthquakes, etc. 

Also the pollution that we all are already getting from the airplanes above needs to be studied at the rate it would be 
with all these massive additions. Adding 8,000 or was it 80,000 more flights will lead to many more ocurances of lung 
cancer and other health issues just from the amount of flights that we already have. 

Next, what kind of fill will they use on this project? The last time they used polluted fill, asbestos etc. 

Envir impact on roads, congestion, trucks going through areas where there is no room for them, impact on traffic, 
congestion, etc. 

Will schools be able to have students hearing their own teachers? Our church is south of the airport in Des Moines and 
our preacher has to stop for each flight that goes over head. That would be multiplied by what with unlimited use of the 
3rd runway. 

How many more trees are you going to destroy with this plan? Envir impact 

Many of my neighbors have had actual medical issues from the noise, and they have been reported to the Port and 
nothing has been done at all. Also the pollution that we all are already getting from the airplanes above needs to be 

studied at the rate it would be with all these massive additions. Adding 8,000 or was it 80,000 more flights will lead to 
many more ocurances of lung cancer and other health issues just from the amount of flights that we already have. 

Next, what kind of fill will they use on this project? The last time they used polluted fill, asbestos etc. 

Envir impact on roads, congestion, trucks going through areas where there is no room for them, impact on traffic, 
congestion, etc. 

mailto:sprogerville@earthlink.net


N
5-

, S
3-

1,
 S

6-
2

Tom and Betsy Sproger 

Will schools be able to have students hearing their own teachers? Our church is south of the airport in Des Moines and 
our preacher has to stop for each flight that goes over head. That would be multiplied by what with unlimited use of the 
3rd runway. 

Many of my neighbors have had actual medical issues from the noise, and they have been reported to the Port and 
nothing has been done at all. Also the pollution that we all are already getting from the airplanes above needs to be 
studied at the rate it would be with all these massive additions. Adding 8,000 or was it 80,000 more flights will lead to 
many more ocurances of lung cancer and other health issues just from the amount of flights that we already have. 

Next, what kind of fill will they use on this project? The last time they used polluted fill, asbestos etc. 

Envir impact on roads, congestion, trucks going through areas where there is no room for them, impact on traffic, 
congestion, etc. 

Will schools be able to have students hearing their own teachers? Our church is south of the airport in Des Moines and 
our preacher has to stop for each flight that goes over head. That would be multiplied by what with unlimited use of the 
3rd runway. 

Many of my neighbors have had actual medical issues from the noise, and they have been reported to the Port and 
nothing has been done at all. Also the pollution that we all are already getting from the airplanes above needs to be 
studied at the rate it would be with all these massive additions. Adding 8,000 or was it 80,000 more flights will lead to 
many more ocurances of lung cancer and other health issues just from the amount of flights that we already have. 

Next, what kind of fill will they use on this project? The last time they used polluted fill, asbestos etc. 

Envir impact on roads, congestion, trucks going through areas where there is no room for them, impact on traffic, 
congestion, etc. 

Will schools be able to have students hearing their own teachers? Our church is south of the airport in Des Moines and 
our preacher has to stop for each flight that goes over head. That would be multiplied by what with unlimited use of the 
3rd runway. 

Use the airport that is in south Seattle for the extra flights needed. Have you thought of that? Child health is a big 
one.also 



sgorces@mac.com 
Federal Way 
9/6/2018 10:45:56 PM 

Stevan Gorcester 

The previous third runway project widened out the air traffic impact area in Federal Way, greatly increasing traffic over 
my neighborhood. No mitigation was provided. Future traffic growth over this widened impact area will 
disproportionately impact my community including a large community of social justice populations. Further impact on 
Federal Way should be more aggressively mitigated instead of just disclosed. 

See above 

mailto:sgorces@mac.com
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pmabie01@gmail.com 
15525 6th Ave SW 
9/6/2018 1:13:31 PM 

Penelope Mabie 

How would air quality be impacted during a period of high smoke, as seems to be the new trend in our region? 

Consider impacts to species and habitats that may not be endangered or threatened now, but may be that way in the 
future (based on current data and climate change forecasts) 

Use the latest and greatest scientific studies to account for climate change impacts. Don't underestimate potential 
effects, benefits or climate changes. 

Make sure tribes are included early - seek tribal knowledge about potential impacts - sooner rather than later. Don't 
minimize potential cultural impacts. 

l/1 Where do our youth, our poor and our underserved populations live, work and play within and near the project bounds? 
I 

-:i- Know the audiences and consider all potential impacts to them. 
v1 

-I 
t; 

Ensure any water source is left as clean or cleaner at the end of the project. Build in safeguards for careless contractors 
or sub-contractors, including steep penalties. 

Attempt to make the impacts no more than (but less than is even better), than current transportation issues/impacts. 

mailto:pmabie01@gmail.com


matthewdphillips27@gmail.com 
Seattle 
9/6/2018 6:24:38 AM 

Matthew Phillips 

I 
M Studying the amount of pollutants caused by increased traffic 
\II 

..s, I think its understandable that during construction, the airport will look a little wonky. I think studying how much it 
I N would cost to make construction look a little nicer for our region and the world that comes through our airport. 

V\ 

r;-- Making sure light rail is available during the entire construction phase is a must. Studying what impacts to service for 
~ ride share and other vehicles coming to the airport should also be studied 

I think the construction of all these projects are great for our region and the people that live there. It improves the 
airport experience, as well as gives visitors a first class facility to welcome them to the Puget Sound Area. If we can 
execute on time and on budget, we can build an amazing facility for decades to come. 

mailto:matthewdphillips27@gmail.com


pirotte4@msn.com 
4400 S. 156th St. 
9/5/2018 1:16:07 PM 

Romy Pirotte 

T I like the idea of moving the ground transportation away from 160th. They, for the most part, are not respectful of traffic 
~ flow on 160th st. and often run red lights. 

I 

J 

I am very concerned with the increase in noise from the expansion. I have lived in my home for 22 years. I live parallel to 
the north end of the runway and the cargo area.The noise, especially in the winter, is so sonorous that it shakes my 
home. Often this occurs late at night. In the past, I have expressed my concerns to no avail. Tukwila is never included in 
these studies and I have been told that airplanes are getting quieter so essentially my concern is not valid. I have found 

V\ that the noise level has not decreased over the years. I would ask you to please do something to contain the airplane 
ground noise from traveling laterally. 

Perhaps increased vegetation on the east side of the airport by cargo would help with the ground noise traveling and be 
more visual pleasing. 

mailto:pirotte4@msn.com


jefsew@comcast.net 
12604 SHOREWOOD DR SW 
9/5/2018 6:16:59 AM 

Jeffrey Sewell 

Noise pollution is an important concern in my neighborhood. I moved to the Shorewood Burien area about 5 years ago. 
-- Since we have been here, the airport noise has increased at least 300%. Our quality of life has been affected & there is 
~ concern now that our property value will be affected negatively. Air traffic being diverted over the Burien 
~ neighborhoods to the west of the airport is a true noise pollution negative consequence that I and my neighbors in the 

Shorewood Burien area are dead against. 

T 
r-'"\ Air pollution is a concern. 
V\ 

N') 
I 
~ 
V1 

Noise pollution to Burien neighborhoods west of the airport has & is changing, the project must not increase air traffic 
to the west any further. 

Noise pollution is an important concern in my neighborhood. I moved to the Shorewood Burien area about 5 years ago. 
Since we have been here, the airport noise has increased at least 300%. Our quality of life has been affected & there is 
concern now that our property value will be affected negatively. Air traffic being diverted over the Burien 
neighborhoods to the west of the airport is a true noise pollution negative consequence that I and my neighbors in the 
Shorewood Burien area are dead against. Noise pollution to Burien neighborhoods west of the airport has & is changing, 
the project must not increase air traffic to the west any further. 

mailto:jefsew@comcast.net


amyehitch@comcast.net 
253 S. 197th ST. 
9/4/2018 7:45:03 PM 

Amy Hitchens 

I think the Port of Seattle needs to study the impact of pollution with the new trend of wild fires in the summer months. 
If visibility is so poor, flights cannot go in and out. And our lungs do not benefit from the smoke plus airplane exhaust. I 
also think the flow of exhaust and where it settles needs to be studied. I wake up some morning and it smells like I am 
standing next to a Boeing jet, the exhaust is so prevalent at home. I live on the southwest side of the airport. 

I am concerned about air quality and water quality. What impact will airport expansion have on ground water supply? 
~ r-- Will there be any effort to provide more greenery? More cement equals more heat. We need our trees around here. 
\I\ 

_ As climate change is our reality, we need to be prepared for poor air quality. The airport needs to make every effort to 
r-\ mitigate the exhaust and pollution generated by the planes. 
\I\ 

-

I have lived in this area for a long time. I have worked with cancer patients. Working with jet fuel is toxic, in my opinion. I 
think that there should be a study done on the ratio of people who have cancer to the proximity to the airport. It is true 
that people who live closer to industrial areas, and pollution generators like the airport have higher rates of disease--
but is the rate of cancer being studied? And I haven't even addressed noise pollution which is also very real. I think you 
should also do a noise pollution study. 

I am concerned that the Port of Seattle wants to encroach on the High line community and take away the unique 
neighborhoods that exist in and around the air port. Burien and Des Moines have charm, but their economic 
development is hindered by airport expansion. I will never be in favor of more runways. Paine Field needs to be 
developed. If we want to be like the Bay Area, we need three major airports--like Oakland, San Jose and SFO. I also hope 
the airport respects the cemetery just north of them. My great grandmother is buried there as are many other people I 
have known. 

'::)--
~ Again, will the Port of Seattle encroach on economic development of the local cities? Can neighbors of the airport have a 
\./1 good quality of life? 

"(\ What efforts is the Port of Seattle taking to utilize solar power and renewable energy resources? 
lV\ 
V\ 
_ Again, I think noise pollution needs to be studied. As I type this, I am experiencing airplane noise. The worst is when it is 

so loud after 11:00 p.m. and I am trying to go to sleep, but the windows are shaking from the airplanes. Again, I live SW 
from the airport, so no planes fly directly over my house. I am still impacted though. 

Will airport expansion provide a better quality of life for the children of Sea-Tac, Burien and Des Moines? Will their air 
be cleaner? Will the workers be protected from toxic fuel exposure? 

-'-(} I am not as concerned about visual effects. Other than aesthetics. If the Port of Seattle could use a green building design 
and incorporate solar panels and living roofs, they would be at least trying to mitigate damage done by existing in the 

v'\ 
first place. 

r!._ Please look into the impact of groundwater and run off into our local streams that make their way to the Puget Sound. 
\I\ 

I am concerned about higher volume of cars in the area and all the park and fly lots near by. Some of this is a zoning 
~ issue with the city of Sea-Tac, but certainly the airport creates the "need" for all this extra pavement. 
V\ 

..._g I think I have covered it. I hope you are thorough and I hope you recommend as many "green" options as possible. I will 
-L never be in favor of a fourth runway. Thank you. 
~ 

mailto:amyehitch@comcast.net


Nicolas Garcia 
n_garcia@hotmail.fr 
Seattle 
9/4/2018 5:35:18 PM 

_@hat particles are emitted from the planes during take off and landing and where are they going? I am concerned that 
l the increase of traffic will increase toxic and un-harmful particles that will travel even further and being stock on 

!'I'\ land/people leaving even further from the airport. 
V\ 

i ~n physical barrier or new procedures being implanted to decrease the 24h/7d noise from the planes? 

mailto:n-Barcia@hotmail.fr


Feinstei76@gmail.com 
3311 Lafayette Aves 
9/1/2018 4:12:50 PM 

Laura Feinstein 

mailto:Feinstei76@gmail.com


carolekirk@comcast.net 
Federal Way 
9/1/2018 4:00:45 PM 

Carole Kirkpatrick 

~ ffihe low and loud flights ar 1:45 and 2:00 am in combination with other low and loud flights are annoying and take away 
N from quality of life here. This is a new flight plan that I would like to see examined with a view to returning to the plan 
VJ that didn't impact Federal Way so negatively. 

mailto:carolekirk@comcast.net


Anne Burkland 
anneburkland@gmail.com 
8/30/2018 9:33:08 PM 

~ [lease look at the impact of expansion on air quality for people living under the flight path. 

t;" f:1ease look at what the expansion would been for noise pollution would mean to people living under the flight path. It i ~els like we have no moments of silence already. 

mailto:anneburkland@gmail.com
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cindycodoni@yahoo.com 
seatac 
8/27/2018 3:16:41 PM 

cindy 

everything that has been found at seatac airport that is changing our DNA and killing us at an early age. 

everybody within 10 miles 

everybody withun 10 miles shiuld be cimpensated shoukd they have future issues. 

mailto:cindycodoni@yahoo.com


......._ 
I 

~ 

path97@outlook.com 
15826 16th SW 

8/27/2018 9:22:02 AM 

kim losnegard 

The affect of the added noise of low flying westbound aircraft on the people west of the airport. 
We were assured by the Port that the 3rd runway would not add that much additional noise, but this was not true. 
Coupled with the excessive noise of the low flying westbound flights, the FAA has chosen Burien residents to bear the 
brunt of any additional noise pollution produced at Sea Tac airport. 

My wife & I have lived west of the airport near lake burien for 30 years. We spent extra money on our house to not live 
under the northbound or southbound sea-tac flight paths. 
The new westbound flights from Horizon/Alaska propeller planes are very low and noisy over us and appear to be 
increasing. After one of their employees was able to hijack and fly one of their planes over heavily populated areas with 
ease is very unsettling. We think of it often as these low flying planes are passing over our neighborhood . 

The affects on property values from westbound low flying aircraft. 

Burien residents fought the construction of the 3rd runway but of course we lost. There were powerful people to the 
north & south who said not in my backyard, and the FAA was a powerful ally in the choice to expand Sea Tac. 

<'\J We have to live with the added noise pollution from the 3rd runway, and now it feels as though the FAA is getting even 
~ with us by totally disregarding our feelings by allowing the low flying west bound Horizon/Alaska prop planes to add 
.::::::. more sound pollution to our neighborhoods. 
"'- We also find it alarming that one of these types of aircraft was so easily hijacked and actually flown from Sea Tac. We 

think of the incident often when one of the low flying flights goes over our house. 

mailto:path97@outlook.com


ky824h@yahoo.com 
Des Moines 
8/26/2018 11:21:41 PM 

Jf. The dirty air fallout covers my car everyday. So, it is everywhere. It sits around like soot. 

~~ has to be effecting our beautiful natural resources in a very negative way. 

Tell me how we are supposed to have any social/community enjoyment. 

kyhra Hessel 

The noise has gotten so much worse the last few weeks already. I feel very unnerved everyday lately due to this non
stop noise. Some of the planes rattle my house now. I can't even escape the noise while inside my house. It didn't used 
to bother me, but lately it is almost unbearable. 

If it gets on our cars it is getting into any open water too. 

We find it hard to enjoy our parks and marina with all the airplanes using the third runway all day already. We can't 
handle any more. 

11 the noise is effecting everyone's well being and peace of mind with all the additional flights over Des Moines. There 
--;-- used to be some down time, but it has gotten awful lately. There should have been additional airports to deal with all 
r,,J the additional flights needed. I agree, the Port is not thinking of the residents, just the money generated. Share the 
\/\ wealth. 

mailto:ky824h@yahoo.com


Bonnie crawford 
Bonnie8703@gmail.com 
4630 seems 329th way 
8/26/2018 10:13:22 PM 

~ te are ~itting directly over twin Lakes and he live Rose Creek which is a protected water way. This plan is hazardous to 
r,- our environment. 

\.I' 

........... 
j 

~ 

~ 

They fly right over our house, predominately The larger high-volume planes flying to Asia and flying exceptionally low as 
they head toward the water The higher volume of planes approaching to the north and south west is way too much 
traffic. We didn't purchase here to be Located Yes in a major flight path. Yesterday a large airliner flew directly up 3 29th 
Way which was out of the flight path and quite disturbing 

Yes in a major flight path. Yesterday a large airliner flew directly up 3 29th Way which was out of the flight path and 
quite disturbing 

mailto:ie8703@gmail.com


Joegalbert@gmail.com 
5923 19th Avenue S. 
8/26/2018 4:17:15 PM 

Joseph Albert 

~ The use of Next Gen has resulted in our home in Beacon Hill being bombarded with low, loud, SeaTac jets flying directly 
~ above our home nearly 24 hrs a day. Even though we live ~8 miles from SeaTac it can be so bad that we can't even hear 

each other within our home. When the Blue Angels are in town, suddenly planes are diverted over the sound and away 
r-J rom our neighborhood and we can be outside again. Why can't this be the route all year long, or flights moved over 
I 

N industrial SoDo, or diversity the flight path so all neighborhoods who benefit from the airport, share in the noise??? 
\/\ 

mailto:Joegalbert@gmail.com


arg5@comcast.net 
Federal Way 
8/26/2018 3:32:42 PM 

Alan R Green 

Yrc:n no longer sleep the full night due to air traffic-mostly taking off. Will no longer vote for any Politian that supports 

~ tport expansion. 

mailto:arg5@comcast.net


acdmwu@aol.com 
34465, 9th Ave. SW 
8/26/2018 10:20:33 AM 

Ming-Dao Wu 

mailto:acdmwu@aol.com


gpma ma@hotma ii .com 
8/26/2018 9:20:06 AM 

"'1 
~ t'.plane noise 

Lynn 

mailto:gpmama@hotmail.com


ltonyrosso@gmail.com 
8/25/2018 7:32:06 PM 

Tony Rosso 

mailto:ltonyrosso@gmail.com


trainchief99@gmail.com 
33759 32nd Ave SW 
8/25/2018 6:46:57 PM 

Patrick Montgomery 

~ 
~ f;lights patterns should be over water not over densely populated areas like Federal Way. 
~ ~ it is we have enough planes disturbing our peace. Maybe the 1-5 corridor is best as it is already noisy! 

mailto:trainchief99@gmail.com


aimee .sch a ntz@gmaii.com 
403 Terry Avenue #206 
8/25/2018 3:12:40 PM 

Aimee Schantz 

I am returning to First Hill condo after several years away. Last night was my first night. The noise of jet engines has been 
absolutely non-stop since I arrived- except perhaps the middle of the night. I had to close all my windows and put on 
white noise machine in order to sleep. It is like "nails on a chalkboard", absolute endless and perpetual sound of turbine 

f\') engines which then crescendos about every 5-10 mins as the plane flies just overhead. I went out to investigate as I 
~ originally thought it was Harborveiw's helecopter making circles around the neighborhood, but no, it is just one plane 
~ after another, flying low to the ground on the way to Seatac. What is going on!? Never, in my 15 years of living here 
"- have I ever heard this. It is absolutely not sustainable. I feel like I might go out of my mind with anger. 100% invasion 

into my space. What is going on Seatac- this doesn't seem appropriate. 

mailto:ntz@gmail.com


campbellrosen@gmail.com 
Tacoma 
8/25/2018 11:29:18 AM 

~Gr Traffic Noise increase over Brown's Point area 

Carla Rosen 

_ Significant increase in air traffic noise in last 10 years over Brown's Point. We moved in 2005 from under the flight path 
I at SeaTac in Des Moines to Brown's Point because there was no air traffic over this area. It has now become a preferred 

fV\ path for all air craft taking off from the south to points north & west, which has created a lot of noise pollution that was 
~ not present when we purchased our property. 

mailto:campbellrosen@gmail.com


Pmocha@uw.edu 
8/25/2018 11:02:59 AM 

Paul Mocha 

~ The Sustainable Airport Master Plan projects a roughly 20% increase in airport passengers within the next decade. Noise 
1 levels on Beacon Hill already unacceptable. Air traffic noise caused by the proposed expansion would pose health risks 
)- and would undermine childhood development including classroom learning. Beacon Hill must not bear the brunt of 
\/\ this expansion. 

mailto:Pmocha@uw.edu


l\j 

Janetlarge@aol.com 
3125 43rd ave ne 
8/25/2018 11:00:05 AM 

Janet Large 

~ I fo not know, but I do know that our communities to the east and north need to share the burden of the air traffic 
VI challenges. 

• Again we we need to move the airport away from the city. Having other options in the state besides the Puget sound 
1'l 
\f\ corridor is smart thinking. 

to 
1 Make it easy for people from the east side of the state to travel. 
~ 
2 Hurting more population with air traffic fall out than if you place it in the center of the state. 

vi 

~~grew up in Dash Point. My parents bout out here because we were away from the airport. (1970)Over time I cant even 
N enjoy an afternoon or evening outside because of the air traffic from both the military and commercial airports. I pay 
Vl high property taxes and our communities to the north and east do not share the burden of the noise and fall ouy. 

I do not know 

I believe that we are not using resources appropriately. Eastern Washington does not have a great sized airport. We 
should be expanding to the east and lookbyonthe middle of the state. 

"' l-1 They should stop trying to keep it here. It's not fair for people in Tacoma and federal way to always have to pick up the 
slack of the noise, traffic and not have a huge reduction in our property taxes. 

mailto:Janetlarge@aol.com


dbgully@me.com 
3011 SW 325th place 
8/25/2018 1:02:23 AM 

Diane Bishop-Gullikson 

....._ he airplanes are low have not reached enough altitude at the point they pass over our home. Smell the fumes. 

I 
'½ The birds fly out of the trees when the big one comes through. 

~ 
I can't imagine my neighbors can be any happier than we are regarding the current flight pattern. ? .._ 

I 
N Who knows what you are dropping on our home. I know I never had headaches 3 to 4 years ago now ... the big plane is 
~ obnoxious. 

~ur windows rattle and I am awakened every night by the big one that goes over our home. I am sure you can look that 

~tne up on your map. 

" I 
~ 

r-J 
I 

N 
\/1 

None that I know of. 

I am sure your routes will decrease our property values due to the fact our windows and house shake .. 

Reroute over less populated areas or pay for windows that keep the airplane sound out. We have to work and being 
woken every night is ridiculous ... disturbing ... frustrating ... intrusive! ! 

mailto:dbgully@me.com


akbirdman@gmail.com 
2030 SW 306th Lane, Federal Way WA 
8/24/2018 10:48:25 PM 

Mark Lyke 

We used to live in Des Moines. We loved the area but hated the noise from the airport. Our place would vibrate as the 
planes passed overhead. We decided to move to Federal Way so that we could get away from the noise and proximity of 
planes overhead. Within the last three years the amount of noise pollution has become worse yearly. We used to be 
able to eat dinner on the deck and hold a normal conversation. There are times in the evening when the noise we hear 
was the very reason we left Des Moines. Frustrated by what is happening to our new neighborhood by air traffic. 

mailto:akbirdman@gmail.com


cyndicon@aol.com 
2135 SW 317th PL Federal Way, WA 
8/24/2018 9:59:46 PM 

Cyndi White 

0 ~feel we have enough planes going over head and the noise level is high as they are in their decent when they go over 
N our house. I do hope doubling the planes means they will be going on other runways and not just the one that leads 
\j\ from our house. 

mailto:cyndicon@aol.com


'::r-

carolsabotka@comcast.net 
30213 33rd ave sw 
8/24/2018 7:07:44 PM 

Carol Sabotka 

1 IMPACT ON PEOPLE WITH CHRONIC LUNG CONDITIONS WHEN MORE PLANES ARE BEING FLOWN OVER AREAS WHERE G THEY WERE PREVIOUSLY LIMITED 

I SALMON AND CRAB RESOURCES ARE AFFECTED BY THE INCREASE IN AIR TRAFFIC OVER LAKOTA BEACH FEDERAL WAY 
(j'-- TIDLEANDS 
\.i) 

-6 JET FUEL FILTERING DOWN IS LITERALLY WASTE MATERIAL THAT AFFECTS BOTH THE AIR QUALITY AND THE WATER IN 
PUGET SOUND; THEREFORE ADDITIONAL FLIGHTS ARE A MAJOR CONCERN 

I 

G 

I NOISE OF ADDITIONAL AIR TRAFFIC OVER LAKOTA BEACH IN FEDERAL WAY HAS INCREASED TREMENDOUSLY IN THE 
~ PAST FEW YEARS. ADDING MORE FLIGHTS IS DETRIMENTAL 

r--J, 
r--. PUGET SOUND ALREADY HAS BEEN IMPACTED NEGATIVELY IN THE PAST FEW YEARS AND THE ADDED AIR TRAFFIC WILL 
~ INCREASE THE AMOUNT OF PARTICLES THAT FILTER DOWN INTO THE WATER TOO 

- THE FISHING AND CRABBING ON PUGET SOUND HAS BECOME LESS PLENTIFUL IN THE PAST FEW YEARS AND CONCERNS 
~ HAVE EVEN BEEN ADDRESSED ABOUT SAFETY OF CLAMMING TOO 

._ MY OWN FAMILY PURCHASED OUR HOUSE ON PUGET SOUND BECAUSE IT WAS THE BEST PLACE FOR OUR 
I GRANDCHILDREN WHO SUFFER FROM CYSTIC FIBROSIS AND THE INCREASED AIR TRAFFIC IS MAKING OUR AIR MORE t POLLUTED AND IS HAZARDOUS TO THEIR HEALTH. THE NOISE ISSUE LATE AT NIGHT ALSO HAS BECOME A PROBLEM AS 
' IT INTERFERES WITH SOUND SLEEP PATTERNS 

mailto:carolsabotka@comcast.net


klcatmdc@gma i I .com 
1860 Overview Dr NE 
8/24/2018 7:07:03 PM 

Kevin Carlton 

~~ ~ Leople with Asthma conditions in the area (I'm one) 

See Above for Dash Point State Beach 

r-,. I spent considerable time and money and JUST purchased a house in Browns Point. I had studied the Air Traffic Patterns, 
, and (I do work in Aerospace) and one of the reasons we chose the area, was it was quieter than our prior residence, due 
~ to distant air traffic routes. Now we have purchased our retirement home at ground zero, apparently a turning point on 

this new air traffic pattern. Will the FAA offer sound proofing grants to people with medical conditions? 

~ i Erge number ofRaptor's and water fowl at Browns Point/Dash Point State Beach. Potentia I Bi rd Strikes 

See Above for Dash Point State Beach 

See Above for Dash Point State Beach 

I know that anywhere in Western Washington with have air traffic, but having made a once in a lifetime decision prior to 
the change in air-traffic, based on study, having that change is like a slap in the face for spending time looking for as 
quiet a spot as possible. In the past few days we had C17's clear the house by roughly 750 feet, (And I love the C17 and 
worked on it) was quite a surprise 

mailto:klcatmdc@gmail.com
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Skdarby@gmail.com 
32504 30 Ave SW 
8/24/2018 6:49:54 PM 

Sandra Darby 

<::: The noise from planes taking off directly overhead is unbearable and some days nearly constant in Twin Lakes. We are 
...s, unable to carry on a conversation while outdoors and are often awakened at night when the large planes climb 
, overhead. 

(''\ 

z.. 

mailto:Skdarby@gmail.com


~ 
~ 

lschwab4@gmail.com 
35006 13th PL SW, Federal Way 
8/24/2018 6:34:50 PM 

Linda Schwab. 

-::::: Planes coming into SeaTac Airport often fly right over my house in Federal Way. They are very loud. It sounds like they 
~ are landing on my house. This air traffic disturbs my sleep as well. And with air traffic comes the concern for air quality 
~ with low flying aircraft. Im concerned for my quality of life as well as my community. 
< 

mailto:Ischwab4@gmail.com


cdfalter@msn.com 
562 SW 333rd Ct 
8/24/2018 6:10:40 PM 

All issues related 

L-J All issues 

\/") 
Peoples welfare due to noise 

Testing of soil and air before and after changes 

Noise Abatement and lower taxes 

~ C; Complete testing of water 

t Impact of noise on families 

\.-i 

Calvin Falter 

I 

~ 
I moved here from Burien due to the 3rd runway and noise impact it had on my family. We dont need more. Build 
another airport as sea tac will never be big enough to handle the growth as stated prior to the 3rd runway being built. 

mailto:cdfalter@msn.com


r-

kevindallosto@gmail.com 
8/24/2018 6:00:14 PM 

£: Eould you be providing airport proof windows? 

Kevin Dallosto 

mailto:kevindallosto@gmail.com


jtrivelas@hotmail.com 
29828 23 Ave SW 

8/24/2018 4:31:01 PM 

~ E:th more planes flying Im concerned aboutthe impacts of air quality. 

Jeremy Trivelas 

mailto:jtrivelas@hotmail.com


rmsservices@comcast.net 
Federal Way 
8/24/2018 3:06:38 PM 

Ron Michaels 

~@ow the noise from airplanes is already affecting people living in the flight path and what the impact will be with 
:,-, increased flights 
V\ 

mailto:rmsservices@comcast.net


Karen Pischel 
jkpischel@msn.com 
5801 Frances Ave NE, Tacoma 
8/24/2018 2:40:05 PM 

~ [e have noticed more dirt deposits on our lawn furniture and deck since the airtraffic increased . 

........ 
I 

1\1) 

~ 
The noise level over N.E.Tacoma (Browns Point) has increased significantly in the past year or so. The additional impact 
of more noise needs to be considered. Airplane noise impacts the property values of homes in this scenic area. 

mailto:jkpischel@msn.com
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ma rillee-jwa@com cast. net 
817 SW 295th St 
8/24/2018 2:29:07 PM 

Marilyn Jones 

More air traffic will increase noise levels to an unacceptable level. This is a residential area and the additional noise will 
significantly affect our quality of life. Use the significant water ways nearby to absorb this noise and keep it away from 
our neighborhoods. 

mailto:marillee-jwa@comcast.net
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V\ 

rwccorps@gmail.com 
27044 10th Ave. South 
8/24/2018 2:11:12 PM 

Ryan Crompton 

I live under the flight path and am concerned about the pollution/particulate matter from the airplane engines effecting 
my health. Everything from the air I breathe to plants in my garden are likely continuously covered by airplane exhaust. 
I'd like for you to study the effects of long term exposure to jet engine exhaust and how it disperses to the area below 
the flight path. Mitigations should be provided before the implementation of any proposed expansions. 

Aircraft exhaust, specifically in the area of final descent and initial climb out, has a negative impact on anything that 
breathes air so increased flights would seem to increase health risks for humans and animals alike. Effects of exhaust on 
the health of humans and animals should be studied. 

I am worried that the increased aircraft noise will make it harder to have social functions or even conversations over the 
noise in parks and the downtown area of des moines. 

My land use is a home and I believe that the increased noise will negatively impact my ability to enjoy my yard at any 
time of the day, enjoy local parks, and effect my ability to sleep. I have heard their would be increased evening (after 
9pm) flights as part of this expansion and I do not support that. If anything flights after 9 or 10 pm should be further 
restricted. I would like you to study frequent aircraft noise effects on sleep, long term exposure to high levels of aircraft 
noise and if different approaches including steeper approaches and takeoffs could be implemented to help mitigate 
these issues. In addition, regulations reducing the allowable noise of aircraft should be studied. Mitigations need to be 
implemented before traffic is increased. 

I'm concerned all of the exhaust gases are contributing to global warming and the acidification of the oceans. This is 
damaging local marine life that was here long before we were. 

The increased traffic into the airport will likely overload local road connections further congesting the area around the 
terminals and nearby freeways. 

_ The port should examine expansion of other regional airports instead of such significant expansion of Seatac airport. In 
I addition the port should study ways to partner with airlines to have them voluntarily reduce their noise and pollution 

N emissions 
\/1 

mailto:rwccorps@gmail.com
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"' \,) 

d beutz@msn.com 
4301 Norpoint Way NE 
8/24/2018 1:56:10 PM 

Richard Beutz 

Air quality could be affected as airplanes are throttling up for takeoff this fuel fumes are released. Not healthy. If they 
could turn more on takeoff so they are more over the water instead of over our homes. Landing would be the same. 
Turn over the water instead of such a wide circle over homes. We get the transports from JBLM that go right over our 
home also so that's extra noise and pollution. 

Might not be good for the wildlife as it makes us nervous not sure what it would do to wildlife 

Not sure 

Possibly fumes from aircraft 

cJ §ome of the jets are up high enough so it isn't too bad but the larger aircraft are lower and very loud. When combined N with JBLM transports flying the same path as commercial only lower it is very loud and annoying. Can't even hear the tv. 
V\ Please try and find a different flight path. It's a bit nerve racking to say the least. 

-I 

None 

~ Property values will definitely drop. Nobody wants to live where you can't have peace and some quiet 

I think it's only fair if they at least go out over the water as there probably isn't anything we can do about the JBLM 
aircraft it would not be fair to our community to have that many aircraft flying constantly over our home. 

mailto:dbeutz@msn.com


billpatti@aol.com 
2202 54th Street Ct NE 
8/24/2018 10:37:29 AM 

......_ 

~ t exhaust adds to air pollution over our area. 

William L. Johnson Jr. 

{ lwe already have McChord Heavy Air Transport traffic, These military aircraft are very loud already. Adding commercial 

V) taffic would double or triple our NOISE. 

~ @u should expand your new traffic patterns East of airport, not South. East side gets hardly any air traffic and south 
N puget sound already gets plenty from Sea-Tac and MCchord Air Base. 
\I) 

mailto:billpatti@aol.com


bonnielwest@comcast.net 
3911 SW 324th St., Federal Way, WA 

8/24/2018 10:21:51 AM 

Emissions from low flying commercial planes over our entire community 

..._ 
I Emissions and noise around our lakes and streams, wildlife, and people. 

f"\J 

Bonnie West-Armstrong 

~ Emissions and noise impacting events, trying to enjoy your back yard, for heaven sake, and our entire community. 

Emissions from planes. 

ljExtreme noise from low flying commercial plane over our house or to either side of us. The airport is impacting our 
~ toperty value, negatively! 

- Emissions and noise around our lakes and streams. 
I 

~ Emissions and noise impacting our parks. 

"J 
l'\J The Port needs to direct its plane straight over the sound and away from communities. There's lots of Puget Sound out 
~ there. The Port was going to use runway 3 for emergencies when it had no intention of using it for anything other than 

r;-i day to day business. The Port needs to be a good neighbor and practice better stewardship. 
~ --V) 

mailto:bonnielwest@comcast.net


carolekirk@comcasst.net 
5145 SW 326th PL, Federal Way 
8/24/2018 10:21:38 AM 

~ 
~ The odor of jet fuel is at increased levels lately. 

CAROLE KIRKPATRICK 

• Park and playground use. Both are found to be essential to feelings of well being and stress-free living. This should lead 
~ 
~ to less conflict . 

......... 
I 

M 

~ 

-

Planes seem to be flying lower and later, including very late night and early morning, this year than in the previous years. 

'J- Quality of life; ability to enjoy public parks; 
~ 

~ We know the airport is there and flys planes. We expect good neighbor policies from the airport including limiting of late 
~ .,!!ight and very low flights. 

I would like more investigation of the use of Payne Field and Boeing Field for many flights. 
, Perhaps the flight plan could be changed so as not to have as many flights over Federal Way .. 
~ 
I'\) 

~ 

mailto:carolekirk@comcasst.net


Media157@aol.com 
32113 42nd Pl SW 
8/24/2018 10:14:37 AM 

J 5 Hutmacher 

°7~hank you for this forum. The noise from aircraft has increased and from our observations over 40 years it is to an 
M unbearable level. It disturbs sleep and reminds me of Des Moines a ways back where our friends were forced to move 
<. because of increased noise levels ....... something must be done. 

mailto:Media157@aol.com


raycom777@gmail.com 
4222 sw 323rd st 
8/24/2018 9:39:07 AM 

John Raymer 

N Further study of particulate pollution at ground level in Federal Way along the air corridor. Modern studies are showing 
surprisingly high levels compared to older studies. 

tV1 
V7 

cJ 
1 Federal Way has been turned into a permanent air corridor for all south/west/north traffic. Even traffic going to 

1\1 California is routed over Federal Way as seen on flightradar24.com. This traffic should be routed over the Interstate 15 
V1 business corridor and heavily wooded areas near Joint Base McCord. 

-t\J 
j 

N Taxpayer money is being used to subsidize the airline industry and cater to Corporate influence rather than protect the 
----V' health of children. 

We understand air traffic decisions are driven by politics and corporate money but the voters will have the last word. 
Please keep this in mind and protect our children in Federal Way. 

http:flightradar24.com
mailto:raycom777@gmail.com


Kathryn Rathke 
kathrynrathke@gmail.com 
2648 S. Hudson St. 
8/24/2018 8:50:29 AM 

N ffiwould like for there to be further air monitoring of surrounding areas. In the summers we need to keep our windows 
~ open in order to cool our houses down, and are thus exposed constantly to the polluted air from Seatac and Boeing 
V\ Fields. If this air quality is already marginal, the facilities in this area should not be expanded. 

As above, neighbors in the community need to keep their windows open in the summer in order to cool down their 
houses. Airplanes land and take off already regularly 6 am - 10:30 pm, proscribing our hours of sleep. There are in 

I addition intermittent flights, including the especially loud cargo flights, between the short period of "quiet time". These 
~ wake people up, and it is of course much worse when windows must be kept open for cool air. I would like to see a sleep 
VJ study done, comparing a sampling of people in affected zones compared with people in unaffected areas, to see how 

slep is already affected, before proceeding with any expansion. 

mailto:kathrynrathke@gmail.com


Bruce Perham 
bwperham@gmail.com 
5233 21st Ave. S. 
8/24/2018 8:42:35 AM 

~ tith the recent increase in forest fire smoke and increases in air traffic related to businesses like Amazon along with 
r..\ population increases we need to force manufacturers to reduce pollutants. 

V, 

~ 
1 With increased air traffic, ALL flight paths need to be routed over industrial or unused land NOT population centers. As a 

N Beacon Hill resident I have have noticed a DRAMATIC INCREASE in flights DIRECTLY over my house in the past few years. 
V\ Route flights 1/2 mile to the west over less residential areas NOW. 

Take people in account FIRST. 

mailto:bwperham@gmail.com


sharisewell@hotmail.com 
Burien 
8/21/2018 4:42:34 PM 

Shari Sewell 

~ Please study air quality in cities and neighborhoods surrounding the airport. With increased traffic comes increased 
v,_ pollution, directly affecting the quality and safety of our lives. 

I'm worried about wildlife ....... there are dozens of bald eagles residing in the existing flight path. Please study how this 
will effect humans and wildlife. 

Please be more effective in your outreach efforts to the community. I'm a Burien resident and only learned of this SAMP 
comment period thru a friend. I've neither seen nor heard any communication from the Port of Seattle. 

The airplane fumes directly affect the quality and safety of our lives. Please be aware of how this not only affects 
I humans but wildlife as well. 

(VI 

VJ 

~ 
\r\ Please study the affects of the noise on the neighboring communities. An increase in flights and increase in noise 

pollution directly affects the quality and of our lives. I moved to a quiet neighborhood 5 years ago, and now I have places ....... 
I flying over my house, not only making it less desirable for me to live here but also has reduced the value of my property. 

~ 

~ 
"9 
vi Traffic around the airport is bad. Please do more studying of how growth will impact the traffic. 

r-,.. 
, Please be a cooperative neighbor and increase your communication, as well as follow proper procedure, before 
~ implementing changes. 

mailto:sharisewell@hotmail.com


~ 

peterwang24@hotmail.com 
1711 E Harrison Street 
8/21/2018 10:07:49 AM 

Peter Wang 

N Frequency and magnitude of noise is reaching uninhabitable levels. It is severely impacting my sleep and productivity. 
l,;'J We must find ways to reduce it, not increase it further. 

~ One suggestion is to align the flight path with the IS since it is already noisy. 
f\J 
\.f'\ 

mailto:ng24@hotmail.com


Peggy Jeffcoat 
pvjeffcoat@comcast.net 
Federal Way, WA 
8/19/2018 11:31:37 AM 

~ r:dverse effects of air quality due to abundance of flights over out area. I don't know what jet planes emit, but I'm sure 
~ ~can't be healthy to breath the air from them. 

Don't know. 

j.. r;m_su~e there must be numerous hazardous waste issues, but I have no idea what they may be. 

~ taJor issue. 

Pollution is probably a 

I ffie noise is a major irritant. At certain times of the day, it is impossible to have doors and windows open. Outdoor 
(\r) activities have to be curtailed or limited to a small amount of time and conversations are difficult. I cannot use my deck 
~ without wearing ear plugs and even those don't muffle the noise. 

Don't know. 

Don't know. 

{tality of life and health of residents living with constant noise and pollution are my primary concerns. 

mailto:pvjeffcoat@comcast.net


Kmukhtar@msn.com 
5847 S 325th Court Auburn WA 
8/18/2018 6:18:12 PM 

Mary & Kamran Mukhtar 

I, Dr. Mary Mukhtar, and my husband Kamran, have been providing SeaTac Noise Abatement (Stan Shephard) and K. 
Kalatcnik, also FAA, Mr Reilly in Washington DC, also to Port Of Seattle Commissioners, also City of Auburn-Permits Dept. 
description of serious airplane noise, low altitude acceleration @ ascent of passenger and cargo planes taxiing yo 
Auburn West Hill, specifically coordinates flight path specifically low altitude above 325th Court Auburn new MainVue 
North subdivision, at least 30 hours per day and night, having counted in excess of 200 planes in a four and a half hour 
period, usually 6:30 to 11:00 am, and additionally every 1 to 3 minutes from 10:00pm to 1:30 am. We (purchasers) of 
new homes 2015 to 2017 were never informed this is FM condemned air space since 1990 as "East Main Flight Corridor 
SeaTac Intl Airport". Very chronic airplane noise and Avgas byproducts seriously affect physical and mental health. City 
of Auburn, after the fact of home purchase told us the Problem "is SeaTac and not Auburn jurisdiction" therefore not 
affecting permitting Residential Homes directly condemned FM airspace. Conveniently, while we home owners, 
humans, persons suffer greatly from tremendous chronic, continuous low altitude flight Take Offs along S 325th Court 
Auburn West Hill, North MainVue subdivision, noise and Avgas byproducts, even visible black fuel trails, chest pain, 
difficulty breathing, headaches etc. King County collects close to $9000 per year taxes for individual homes here. Port 

, of Seattle makes lO0'd of millions$ dollars profit, and we few on this block, and certainly other targeted localized plane 
~ coordinates at an enormous and unfsir price for this "Plane Dumping". FAA has responsibility to correct this egregious 
V'\ situation. We are forced to call & write Noise Abatement & WA DC FM informing our continued unrelenting suffering. 

-
Plans to expand SeaTac services can only be accomplished, as in other modern cities by Decentralizing, adding hubs, 
outlying terminals ie; Chicago,New York, Atlanta, Boston etc. It is past time admitting South King County is unliveable 
due to SeaTac air traffic primarily, and as 80+ % of all SeaTac traffic headings are southerly departures. There are a lot of 
matters and affected citizens and taxpayers that SeaTac, the FAA, King County, and local affected Cities need to amends 

I and corrections, prior ANY jurisdiction gets an idea of SeaTac expansion. The PacificNorthwest touts their singular global 
l'\.I achievements in high tech, but given very poor urban planning and apparent hunger for more and more business; 
Vl government AND business have not exercised foresight or good citizenship, therefore by any measure of good 

governance, wisdom, reason and planning have failed themselves, their citizens and customers. This is America. We can 
and must do much better! 

s 

mailto:Kmukhtar@msn.com


Dennismaupin@msn.com 
1126 sw 333rd St 
8/18/2018 1:20:55 PM 

Dennis Maupin 

~ fuhe effect of increasing flights over Federal Way, especially in the evening, night, and early morning will adversely 
~ impact our community. 
\t"l 

mailto:Dennismaupin@msn.com
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EcoE69@hotmail.com 
625 sw 189th St. 
8/10/2018 11:59:23 AM 

How Hyperloop transportation can improve air quality tremendously. 

How Hyperloop can decrease noise level tremendously. 

Earnest Thompson 

~ How has cutting down over 2000 conifers affected Miller and Walker creeks which the state is trying to restore salmon 
in? 

Hoe a surcharge on airplane tickets can pay for Hyperloop. 
I 

~ Why is there no discussion fo Hyperloop technology? It should be included. 

mailto:EcoE69@hotmail.com


dextercat01@gmail.com 
2704 SW 152nd Pl 
8/7/2018 7:01:24 PM 

Daniel Schwartz 

~ The Air Alaska Turbo Prop planes that take off and immediately turn over Burien. They are polluting the residential 
~ area that has never been designated as a flight path. 

The Turbo props fly over parks where there are Eagles, Osprey, and other birds and they disturb the birds and there 
~ K. natural habitat. 

~ 

~ 
CV'\ The FAA is now directing Turbo Prop flights with a sharp turn and over Burien downtown and residential areas they fly 
~ low and are very noisy. 

r We should have protection against bad decisions by the FAA. They basically tell us to shut up as they will use their 
l\l} unlimited resources to squash us and our complaints of the Turbo Prop traffic. We have rights that are being trampled 
~ and the Port of Seattle is complicent with the FAA. 

mailto:dextercat01@gmail.com
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gcme@msn.com 
Burien 
8/6/2018 11:02:13 AM 

Caryl Utigard 

Study the particulate type and chemistry of the exhaust fumes from air traffic in and out of SeaTac within a 6 mile 
radius, and report on the type and amount within each mile. Study the correlations of these data on foods grown and 
people who live and work within each of these areas. Poisions in people's blood, morbidity and mortality as opposed to 
matched populations in Ballard. Environmental justice is an issue. 

t\J Salmon, people's morbidity and mortality, students' learning ability, trees growth rings, learn the fastest growing and 
I most effective plants to filter water of poisons, hire chemists to filter the poisons from the run-off. You have NOT 
f'- figured the true cost of dumping your waste into the commons. Your wastes lower our property values and sense of our 

V7 well being proportionally to your increase in traffic. You need to account in dollars for these wastes. 

1 You need to fund health, and poverty conditions in Burien that the Airport causes. Because of the airport's proximity, 
oo the community can no longer attract a population who want to start a business or erect activities for youth. With each 
\/\ airport expansion, Burien loses its ability to survive. 

..._ 

You need to fix the damage to the salmon run that airport wastes cause. You need to pay community health insurance 
to people living within the area adjacent to the airport as far out as health risks increase. Cancer risks, birth defects, 
endocrine disorders to name a few. Get a safer jet fuel. ... 

Study the noise levels related to the airport activity within a 5 miles radius. Compare health effects to a control group 
such as is Ballard. Study the impact on hearing, sleep, learning. 
heart rates and blood pressure .. You need to STOP flying east and west over Burien. The runway goes north and south . 

~ You need to clean up the airport runoff of poisons into the creeks to the west. You are killing all the salmon in the 
~ streams. Normandy Park has tried for years to keep the salmon run. The poison source all leads to the airport. 

You need to stop expanding in this area. One small area is unfairly supporting the needs of an entire metropolitan 
region. You need to build new runways to the north. There is NO environmental justice in continuing to shoehorn more 
flights into this area. 

l My strongest thought is that the Airport should shift its planned expansion to the North. 
f\l This area has borne all the costs and none of the advantages of metropolitan growth with respect to air transport. The 
V1 time is past due for YOUR Serious consideration of building a new airport to the North. Separate out your traffic mix. 

You cannot keep expanding in this area. 
Listening to severe noise every 3 minutes is NOT a life ..... 

mailto:gcme@msn.com


stevenwilliamcox@gmail.com 
13000 26th Ave S 
8/3/2018 10:44:47 AM 

The extra flights and growth are presenting a breathing hazard to the Seatac community. 

Steven W Cox 

The amount of flights has become staggering,many days the flight are non-stop every 30 seconds in our area .. This has 
become not only a noise issue but areal health concerns due to all the extra exhaust and jet fuel. I personally have had 3 
cases of pneumonia and my asthma was always manageable has now become a daily issue. I can't help but believe this is 
affecting our Salmon ,Whales ,Eagles, plant life. In summary I leave you with the wise words of Chief Seattle. 

e will ponder your proposition and when we decide we will let you know. But should we accept it, I here and now 
make this condition that we will not be denied the privilege without molestation of visiting at any time the tombs of our 
ancestors, friends, and children. Every part of this soil is sacred in the estimation of my people. Every hillside, every 
valley, every plain and grove, has been hallowed by some sad or happy event in days long vanished. Even the rocks, 
which seem to be dumb and dead as the swelter in the sun along the silent shore, thrill with memories of stirring events 
connected with the lives of my people, and the very dust upon which you now stand responds more lovingly to their 
footsteps than yours, because it is rich with the blood of our ancestors, and our bare feet are conscious of the 
sympathetic touch. Our departed braves, fond mothers, glad, happy hearted maidens, and even the little children who 
lived here and rejoiced here for a brief season, will love these somber solitudes and at eventide they greet shadowy 
returning spirits. And when the last Red Man shall have perished, and the memory of my tribe shall have become a myth 
among the White Men, these shores will swarm with the invisible dead of my tribe, and when your children's children 
think themselves alone in the field, the store, the shop, upon the highway, or in the silence of the pathless woods, they 
will not be alone. In all the earth there is no place dedicated to solitude. At night when the streets of your cities and 
villages are silent and you think them deserted, they will throng with the returning hosts that once filled them and still 
love this beautiful land. The White Man will never be alone. 

Let him be just and deal kindly with my people, for the dead are not powerless. Dead, did I say? There is no death, only 
a change of worlds. 
Respectfully 
so 
Steven Cox 

mailto:stevenwilliamcox@gmail.com


ed.plumlee55@gmail.com 
27905 45th Ave. South 
8/3/2018 7:58:03 AM 

Edward Plumlee 

-- How are the emissions of the jets and other aircraft impacting our environmental air quality? 
I 

rJ 
~ 

fV) 
I How will the improvements that will eventually lead to increased flights per day impact the sound level of property near 

::;- the airport flight patterns? How can the noise be abated? 
V\ 

I have lived near the airport for 50 years. Never have I experienced the volume of jets taking off from SeaTac as I do 
- now. Without a break in noise it's getting to be a problem. I know that the FAA has much to do with aircraft in the air. 

I 
IV} 

~ 
If there is anything the POS can do to help home owners enjoy deceased noise levels from the jets than they should be 
looking for solutions. As a taxpayer I'd appreciate some help. With regards, Ed Plumlee 

mailto:ed.plumlee55@gmail.com


jt@javiertordable.com 
Burien 
8/2/2018 3:50:21 AM 

Javier Tordable 

; Goise of the potential increased air routes over the populated areas in the vicinity of the airport. 

mailto:jt@javiertordable.com


e1izabeth_cook22@yahoo.com 
Normandy Park, WA 
8/1/2018 5:20:48 PM 

Elizabeth Cook 

~ 
(,I\ Please study the level of jet fuel particles in the surrounding neighborhoods. 
V'I 

lf Please study the noise levels in surrounding public schools and colleges to determine potential impacts to our schools 
~ including disruption to student learning due to aircraft noise. 

Please study the current and projected dispersion of jet fuel and other discharge from the aircraft into the air and 
streams in the surrounding communities. 

Please study the noise levels created by current and projected additional aircraft both during the day and at night in 
surrounding neighborhoods. The decibel levels can be higher during an inversion. Please take common weather patterns 
such as inversions into consideration. 
Please also study the increase in noise levels from aircraft over the last ten years (if data is available) and projected ten 
years into the future with this expansion. Please include noise levels at night also. 

Please study potential runoff into nearby streams such as Miller Creek. 

\,ti Please study the noise levels in surrounding public parks and schools to determine potential impacts to the public 
~ learning environment and to enjoyment of public lands and facilities. 

"' The port should also consider the maximum amount of aircraft that a single airport can reasonably sustain without a 
significant reduction in enjoyment of surrounding private and public property through noise pollution. Other 
communities such as Los Angeles distribute air traffic across several airports rather than concentrating an abundance of 
air traffic in one location. Another airport north of Seattle and an expansion of services in Boeing Field and Paine Field 
may be a better solution to accommodate growth in the Puget Sound region. Thank you. 

mailto:elizabeth_cook22@yahoo.com


Wathopyn@aol.com 
1223 SW 124th St Burien, WA 
8/1/2018 10:57:53 AM 

Scott Carey 

~ Has an environmental review been done concerning the flights taking off to the north and then turning west flying over 

~ Burien? 

If the aircraft taking off to the north gained more altitude before turning to the west possible contamination to water 
streams could be avoided if an emergency fuel dump had to be preformed the fuel would have more time to evaporate 
if the aircraft was at a higher altitude. 

~ Less noise would be noticeable if the aircraft taking off to the north would continue further north before turning to the 
1 west therefore gaining more altitude. 
~ Some of the planes are so low the number of the aircraft is visible to people on the ground. 

, Please stop the airplanes turning west over Burien. 

mailto:Wathopyn@aol.com
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dintystew@gmail.com 
2715 19th Ave S 
8/1/2018 9:59:36 AM 

Daniel Moore 

' ~ The pollution that is being dropped upon the residential areas of Beacon Hill. This is a HUGE impact on our communities. 
-....;: 

~ Why aren't planes required to have cleaner burning engines like cars do? Why is the cargo facility located at Sea Tac, 
when it could be in a more remote location away from homes? 

V) The pollution impact from planes flying over our communities and waterways. This is a big issue. Airports need to 
l 

~ demand that the planes that take off and land at an airport be significantly less polluting. 

C The community needs to be listened to and compensated when you do not make and meet goals for noise and pollution 
~ reduction. Our health and quality of life should not be sacrificed in order to bring in more planes to the airport. 

~ Planes need to be regulated to not be allowed to emit such toxic exhaust. 

~ ~ There are WAY TOO MANY airplanes, and they are WAY TOO LOUD! This greatly impacts my quality of life. The elevation 
that planes can fly above homes needs to be raised and enforced. I live on Beacon Hill and planes are consistently too 
low and greatly impact my quality of life. If you are not going to reroute airplanes we need to new windows and 
insulation like they have done in other communities close to airports. 

V7 
N The pollution impact from planes flying over our communities and waterways. This is a big issue. Airports need to 
\./\ demand that the planes that take off and land at an airport be significantly less polluting. 

~ Tribes should be engaged throughout. 
----"' Four things need to happen: 
~ 1. Planes need to be rerouted away from flying over Beacon Hill. This is a residential neighborhood with many children 
~ who are being impacted by noise and air pollution. Planes that continue to fly over this neighborhood need to be at least 
C) 1000 feet higher, and the height limits needs to be enforced. 
J . Neighborhoods that receive the brunt of the noise pollution need to be compensated for this impact on our health. 
'v\ Our houses should be sound proofed like they did in Minneapolis. 
~ . There needs to be much stricter pollution limits for airplanes. We should not allow the dangerous emissions from jet 
~ engines spewing toxins on our communities and ecosystems. 
f:i 4. There needs to be a separate air-cargo facility much further away from the urban and residential areas. There is no 
:, need to be flying in industrial size jets when there are no people being moved. 
\-

<. 

mailto:dintystew@gmail.com


r.mcmurry@aol.com 
16052 27th NE, Shoreline WA 
8/1/2018 7:50:27 AM 
airplane routes and noiseW 

Robert McMurry 

I Ee were told planes would fly over the water approaching Seatac from the north. That hasn't happened. Can planes 
r" maintain a higher elevation over the North end? 
~ 

mailto:r.mcmurry@aol.com


christineburdine@gmail.com 
Seattle 
8/1/2018 7:29:20 AM 

Christine Burdine 

-1 The human beings that are living here now must take precedence over future ccustomers. Find a location without 
N human life for the planes to operate. People in Denver complain their airport seems far, until they come here. 

V" 

.... 
I 

"' \(\ 

Noise abatement solutions are available (John Wayne) requiring newer fleets, you allow Delta to use their oldest jets 
despite the population around Seatac)and you do not require them much less utilize them today. It tells me that the 
loud and deafening planes that scream and whine at more than 1 per minute will increase in hours used at the airport. IF 
you had used noise abatement the complaints would have been way down. Today you invite slow and low 747 freighters 
to awaken citizens at 3, 4, 5 am. The noise today is unacceptable. This growth cannot happen. Find a new location 
NOW. 

The small particulates and raw fuel ( we witness it so please stop denying that) continue to kill water and vegetation. 
Humans eat the vegetables they grow and drink water from exposed reservoirs. Study your expansion? Start with 
studying current results . 

Solve the current unsustainable situation you have allowed to happen. Take freight and international to a less human 
impactful location to meet your goals. Solve this poisoning problem instead of expanding it. 

mailto:christineburdine@gmail.com


allen.huang982@gmail.com 
Seattle 
7/31/2018 1:39:09 AM 
None 

Allen 

Airplane noise is a documented hazard to health. I would like airplane routing to be determined based on various logical 
rJ factors, like the number of affected people. For example, avoid having planes fly over downtown, UDistrict, Ballard, and 

1 other corridors of high density, and instead route planes over areas that are mostly single family which have far fewer 
N people, such as over Queen Anne, Fre-lard/Bal-mont/FreBal, or industrial areas such Soda. Furthermore, please consider 
\/) use. Having planes fly over an already loud area like Soda is much less impactful than having them fly over somewhere 

like UDistrict where some ofthe greatest minds in the state are solving the world's problems. 

1 In terms of land use, please work with communities to prevent significant housing from being built too close to the 
\/\ airport. Exhaust is immensely harmful to people in terms of public health, and retaining lots of people close to the 
';l airport is irresponsible planning. The Port of Seattle should work with various municipalities to cut housing production 
~ surrounding the airport. Have workers commute in on the Link. Speaking of, reduce the value of parking. Every spot you 
~ build draws in a new car every single day, and the environmental impacts of that are unacceptable. Spend that money 

timproving the Link segment. Perhaps even study putting the light rail station into the parking garage. 

mailto:allen.huang982@gmail.com
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mimi.matlack@hotmail.com 
7/30/2018 8:39:31 PM 

j\ do airplanes create extra pollution? do airplanes contribute to climate change? --' ~ what impact does cutting trees do to the environment? 
~ 

mimi matlack 

N will expanding the airport bring more traffic to the area? what will be done to make traffic congestion better? 

\ 

0 
-./I. 

,\) 

':'1 do airplanes flying lower especially by the 3rd runway cause more noise pollution? --V) 

~ 
t-- will expansion affect nearby water sources? 
\f\ 

~ 

will the senior/ activity center be sold and something new be created to cater to the employees of the new faa 
building? 

~ noise concerning the 3rd runway. can a curfew be set up at night so that people can get a better nights sleep. can the 
~ number of flights be limited in general? 

mailto:mimi.matlack@hotmail.com


Armondii@comcast.net 
317 south 202nd st. Desmoines 
7/30/2018 6:31:54 PM 

Armond Swanson II 

~ te need to extend the window package. I'm a lifetime resident of Seatac. Keeps getting worse. 

~ loo what ya say your going to do. Stop telling us what we want to hear. Look at the 3 rd runway. It's not being used as 
~ tu said it would. Sick of being a science project. 

mailto:Armondii@comcast.net


Valerie Miller 
Valmiller7220@yahoo.com 
1412 s. 130th st. 
7/30/2018 5:25:19 PM 

r2; jWe seem to be in between two runways now. My husband and I cannot hear each other speak when we are outside,and 
~ t we have the Windows open in the house! 

.._ 

Hey girl is hazardous to our health! 

I don't know why they had to build a concrete jungle on Dec Moines Memorial drive. They are taking out all of the birds 
homes! 

~ G. there any water testing? 

There should be more resources for the homeowners. 

They are a bunch of money hungry liars. 

mailto:Valmiller7220@yahoo.com


Ehlishah@gmail.com 
202116th Ave S 
7/30/2018 2:12:53 PM 

Ehlisha Heckathorne 

1 The noise is HORRIBLE and the port isn't protecting our home with our small children. Our sleep is affected, or family 
N time is effected .... the planes are lower and lower and it is ENOUGH. We've had ENOUGH. Build a new airport 
V\ somewhere else and leave our homes alone 

mailto:Ehlishah@gmail.com


........... 

pkucinski@gmail.com 
Seattle 
7/30/2018 1:02:23 PM 

Excessive noise and the detriments to the quality of air . 

Excessive noise and the resultant effects. 

Peter 

The theft of the expectation of peaceful enjoyment of my property without being assaulted by excessive noise. 

Are you also dumping hazardous waste when making excessive noise? 

The excessive noise from jets and their zero regard for current established guidelines governing excessive noise. 

Unless the noise from jets is causing harm to the water, it's best to focus on the actual issue of extreme noise. 

Excessive and extreme noise at all hours of day and night with zero regard for public welfare 

it would be of great benefit if someone would at the least pretend to care about the level of noise that is produced, and 
when exactly you will do something to remedy this flagrant disregard for noise control ordinances. 

mailto:pkucinski@gmail.com


tom 
thmszrch@gmail.com 
seattle 
7/30/2018 11:45:15 AM 

-.~irplanes approaching Seatac from the north, flying over capital and first hills have become ubiquitous, often flying over 
t-J every minute or two. this part of Seattle is the most densely populated area of Washington and presents air quality 
~ problems when air traffic is so densely concentrated. 

airplanes approaching Seatac from the north, flying over capital and first hills have become ubiquitous, often flying over 
every minute or two. this part of Seattle is the most densely populated area of Washington and presents noise 
problems when air traffic is so densely concentrated. 

mailto:thmszrch@gmail.com


erik@erikmail.com 
14617 20th Ave SW 
7/30/2018 10:49:09 AM 

Erik Peterson 

::r Does this airport's extremely limited footprint even have the capacity to sustain MORE growth? We need another 
1 regional airport, any plans for further growth do not pass the sanity test and must be rejected. 

V\ 

-I 
N 
\I' 

While it may be convenient to abuse the poor neighborhoods of color, I think they have endured enough. Halt the 
unsustainable growth of this airport, it's way beyond time for an alternative regional airport. 

Does this airport's extremely limited footprint even have the capacity to sustain MORE growth? We need another 
regional airport, any plans for further growth do not pass the sanity test and must be rejected. 

Does this airport's extremely limited footprint even have the capacity to sustain MORE growth? We need another 
regional airport, any plans for further growth do not pass the sanity test and must be rejected. 

mailto:erik@erikmail.com
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
i•scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 

growth from the last four years. I 

already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neighbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 
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Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Signature: ____ ______ _ 

Address: 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan ($AMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://quietskiespuqetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare ( 1 00m x 1 00m) of 
south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 
neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 

airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 
impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount - if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe itself, as majority - of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
opposed to just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software 
engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 

extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 
to study the human health new NextGen emissions, resulting from the additional 
and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNR RNPs growth from the last four years, as well as 
new flights already added 

were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen ih last four years, as well 
as procedural changes? utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. 

time. conventional ILS arrivals. 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 

environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 

anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
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Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, 
health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 
waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 

the pending studies in the airport SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 

noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 

scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP environmental review. 
Comments must be received by September 28th 2018. 

Name: Signature: ____________ ____ _ 

Address: 

E-mail: 

If mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Dear Mr. Rybolt, 

Kerry Allman 
SAMP Public Comments 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 10:43:00 AM 
KA-SAMP auestJoos Pdf 

Please see attached file and add it to your review process. 

Thank you very much. 

Kerry Allman 
25651 Marine View Dr. S. 
Des Moines WA 98198 
kerry25651@yahoo.com 

http:yahoo.com


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations KA 

environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision KA 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

KA from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 

KA health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rec ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Kerry Allman Signature: A'7 A~ 

Address: 25651 Marine View Dr. S. Des Moines WA 98198 

E-mail: kerry25651@yahoo.com 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Hello, 

Kerry Allman 
SAMP Public Comments 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan 
Wednesday, September 26, 2018 9:30:20 AM 
JCA·SAMPauestiooaire odf 

Please find attached questionaire on SAMP from Janet Allman, a resident of Des Moines. 

Thank you. 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.'' Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overtHght total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ( (V 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overtlight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ()J--
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision -
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, j)C)_. 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overtlights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

'j <,,L-world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Wlll Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relaUng human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. ' • 

Signature:' 

Address: 25651 Marine View Dr. S. Des Moines WA 98198 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments; ramblinon2017@amail com 
SAMP Public COmment Scoping 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Tuesday, 5eptember 25, 2018 4:13:34 PM 
Scoping Comment car1a Anderson.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Carla Anderson of Burien, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We ShOuld Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Anderson be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a r8'ated sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INmAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions. resulting from the additional • , 
human health and 413,000. 97 ,000 aircraft overflight operations \ . 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
., ... ars? 
Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
0wn Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional . 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the {.. 
environmental impacts of study is Mkey. ~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ·\ \, 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth ptans for 
2027? ;.,...ential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental • 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal '\~'' 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

,,\, 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights. from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include an studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years. to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 

1 

. 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 'I 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft \\ • • noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Watt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai--rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unlqua • Full llme 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3n:1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full· environmental impacts from the 
the impac1s of the full· time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3n:1 neighborhoodS beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3"Runwav, 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Pro)ectlons Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the heahh and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
it your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413000 now. ~rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

thr,,.,.,..hout the entire ronion. 

Please Include the requests I have lnttlaled above In the sco~f the SAMP 
environmental review, Deadline for commenttng.&,ptemj)er 28111 2018, 

I' ' ' 

Name/ I (i ,, {, i ~ _,:..; .,- Signature: ( \ •' , : ,' l.,, • 

Address: ' 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: badams6456@ao/.com 
SAMP Public Comment on SCOping 
Sunday, September 23, 201812:56:36 PM 
Scoolna Comment Adams odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Bill Adams of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 4 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Adams be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 

: environmental impacts of 
, the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your 

, own Long-Term Plan? 
; Why not study of the 

I

, human health and 
environmental impacts of 

i the Long-Term Vision 
: anticipated to begin when 

capacity is reached in 
2027? 

l/J Adequate Geography? 
Jl(A-' Will Port study unique 

human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in au of the six 

I south-end airport 
. neiahbor cities? 
j Use Current Science? 
1 Will Port review all 

studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says tong term 
study is "key. n But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
nntential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac . 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions. resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

i growth from the last four years. 

! 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines. Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

-



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and ! 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 

' proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway i 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the I 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. I 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from I children. 
and children? aircraft noise. ' 
What About Overnight . Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect ! concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique• Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How wilt statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qoerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed i I throuohout the entire reaion. 

' 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: 'J};/( AJarni- Signatur~/~ 

Address:Jj25'S -:2?-1/4 /flJf. c;' );i<,~ 11/t'/,,;:,,,s C¾,/"1'(5 , 

E-mail: cydl,l/117{.,fJ b@&J/ c "'"' 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

! 
! 

! 
I 
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' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Sara Aguilar 
SAMP Public Comments 
Requests to be included in tile scope of the SAMP 
Monday, September 24, 2018 3:24:25 PM 
O SAMP Ouestions-Reauests 24-Seo-2018 14-59-08 odf 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questio.ns - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please indude a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key. n But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? otential harms. 

! Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
• Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park. 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present: for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Term Pro·ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association. correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? ' overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

-
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Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 

I un!que impacts o~ ~ircraft 
noise on elderly c1t1zens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique • Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa ? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
nolse . 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive . 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the /1-__,, 

enVironmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights ove'-dY:b' ( 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: s~...:.. ,:f;u-i/a.,,-- Signa re· 

Address: 2881 2 ,B..,«.., ,/2ve. .S /2~1/ZA:.£ 

E-mail:_;::>17~LLSS1~ 7Y@d?'?UU,'/_ un-1 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

I 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
mailto:E-mail:pnllCLSSlrJ7.1.@d~.!C/YYl


From: 
To: 
Subject:: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Jackie Benster 
SAMP Public comments 
FW: Comment sheets 
Friday, September 28, 2018 3:47:42 PM 
Airport form Davna A 404S pdf 
Airport foon Kathryn C #2JIS-odf 

Hi. I have attached a bunch of comment sheets from residents at my Condo building in Des Moines, 
Mariner Manor. Flights from the third runway go right over our condo. There are more to come as 

well. Thanks. 

Is there any chance of you accepting more forms on Monday Oct 1? I only got on this today. My 

bad. I am just running out of time. Thanks. Please let me know. 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these. or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional BIA human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the {Jlr+-environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ----tential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for au of Des Moines, Federal 

~tk environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near•Term Projects: and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wor1dwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, 

N!'>r world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

r,, 
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Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

{J-J.Jr waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Air,.,.,.,_rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 

f)/Jt unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ;&tr scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

f)JA-Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

JJ.J, Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. 0"""'rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

Dlft, benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire ...,.,.,ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28°' 2018. 

Name: l)tl'f,.n4 L 14ndeA,-5;Jr Signature: ~ £ ~-f.<J>...... 

Address: /po, ~- od1-.flt S{-yu)-
1 

L/-Olf'5 I i)e:i, J1o1 .1.JQ, l,t.'Jt- q ff~ f 
E-mail: ,t£Zdilu---Sl\o w l-u>f™ <l» ~J. ~ 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 

"'' SUbject: 
Date: 
Attachmants: 

Tricia Anderson 

$AMP PµbliC Comments 
TRJCJA 
Attn: Steve Rybolt - Port of Seattle 
Friday, September 21, 2018 4:33:18 PM 
doc0490S520!80921153021 pdf 

Please see attached. Thank you. Tricia Anderson 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional --tA-human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already a0ded in iast fvu1 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long• Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 

---fA-environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ~tential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal -fA-environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

tA world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

-fA the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Air~rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly .citizens children from children .. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientttic 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3•• Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3"' unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa"? 3"' Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Onerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name:-f",.e_.1<..1A, AJ0611-.Se,..; Signature~ 

Address: P.O. P.,o)(. (?-4-~ $e ... kvv-s+, WA- q g ~, 2-

E-mail: -tv-ic.i a.. a."-4 e.v-s 8"' 6l0 G, ~ .:..o-M.C..,.s+. l'le.f 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; kallread@comcast.net 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Envlronmental Review 
Thursday, 5eptember 20, 2018 10:24:49 PM 
Scoping Comment Allres,d pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Carol Allread of Burien, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the IO comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Allread be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ✓ the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

[../ the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for i 

! 
2027? ootential harms. ' 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

I human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
/ 

environmental impacts ! ' Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, '" 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the [/ 

studies from around harms and : extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. . other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? i overflights and impacts on human 

l health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 

, Tac Air,..,,ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique. Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qnorations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls 1 to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rec ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting SeP.tember 28th 2018. 

Name: 
(/_LLc.l 

Signature: _ _,,_.cu.:_ ______ _ 

Address: 

E-mail: \Lldl11(,cl ~i Lc\\\(llSi 1\( -t 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: .... , 
Attach•nts: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; vandrewsosra:comcast net 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 6:S0:24 PM 
Scoping comment Andrews.Qdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybol~ 

Please accept the public comments attached by Vicki Andrews of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Connnent Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to ''Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Andrews be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' I 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ! 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and i 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional i 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

I/II 
I 

I environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
i the 97,000 new flights 

already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision r/14 the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nr.tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and au of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

VA j from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

1 emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
' south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long ' 
neinhbor cities? T enm Prolects. I 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ' 

I Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ' 

' world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 

V/4 health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3•• Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa1,? 3'" Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. or\~rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire rec ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se,pt,emi6er 28th 2018. 

Name: Vi'c}:; /Ind r (?WS Signature,;;: ~.LL.'.'cc::::::tL=>=:::::__ __ 

Address:] t).J2t/ f-1 /4 ) Ve . 7t>«Ht 

E-mail // a11d r fc,J > J? 5 ~CctYI Cliff 11er 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 

M What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 611-Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 64-Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neighbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide} b} Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, Jrd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request.D Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Alread1 raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the fast four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

f environmental impacts of study is •key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? Potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal t environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation. causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

r waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global Increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full~ environmental impacts from the t the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMr Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts (f accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
growth are too low? 413 000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

t benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth Is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting seiyember 28th 2.018. 

Name:__Jub,, f1 R.M€fe_ Signature: ~U!-lM-· ...LJi~~::::::..-
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Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan {$AMP) 
1 0 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? otential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and envi_ronmental 

0,it human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013~present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Term Pro·ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

(Y!YlCL Will Port review all wortd now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea~ 
Tac Ai rt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to Impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa ? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 

rowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413 000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3n1 Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

~ 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se?~: ,. 2018. 

Name: {!~ /k.o Signature: ~.~ )1&'~ 
Address: cJ..tf~ le:!) - /IJ -=df: /t.,,,t,{R. · S . I ~..e,.a (n~ 

E-mail: A} I ).le' 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattJe.org 



B



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: lmbaalev@comcast net 
SAMP Public Comment Period Scoping 
Sunday, Septem~r 23, 201811:58:30 AM 
SCQpinq COmment Bagley Pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Linda Bagley of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comments on behalf of the Ms. Bagley be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your 
! Own Long-Term Plan? 
' - Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Tenn Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neiflhbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

i 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

$AMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
"""'tential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

INITIAL 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 

1 f • impacts resulting rom additional 'f,J:>- I aircraft overflight operations for the ! 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

I projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. I 

: 
Please include a complete study of all ,1 I 

' of the human health and environmental ,,. ~1)-impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila. Nonnandy Park, r '.1"' ' and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft I 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the // 

I Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
' Term Proiects. ' 

Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
from at least the last ten years, to the ' ) )7'1 extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest. or hypothesize any -1' ' 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft ' • 

' overllights and impacts on human 
I health or the environment. 



I Wait For Pending New 
! Science? Why is Port 

Regional studies Please include a review and I • 
underway, include assessment of the results of critical 1 .} ,1;:~ : 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway r· ,-r. -7. 
waiting for the results of ' study from UW and before proceeding with the • 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. I 

I the State of Washington mitigation study i 
: directly relating to Sea- from Department of ' ! 
: Tac Airnort? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment l/'. ',/.,I 
Are you studying the risk of harm to i of the unique human health impacts . 1:-/..,, ✓: 

unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and 
I 
from noise on elderly citizens and i noise on elderly citizens children from children. ' 

and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

) :.1 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the j (· ~ 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from .,ff ; 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight ' fli<lhts noise? noise. ! 

Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical ! Please include a complete study of the 

l1
, J1 Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd ' unique human health and I' ' i Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ! 

I the impacts of the full• time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3 rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3 rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. I To determine the risks of error in Port .. j ; 

Projections Are Summary , projections, please include a study of ·Lr"'? ' Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. ! the health and environmental impacts ; 

accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by 1 from increased aircraft operations that 
i if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 

arowth are 100 low? 413,000 now, Ooerations. ! 
' Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

lrWP' Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if : ' '/ ' airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed ' i 

throughout the entire region. ' 
Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th ~018. 

Name:L1rJ2- /I'\ /;>ti-•JIJ-, Signature: ~,;_/h~l·':~'1 
/t,,,/-"•J'~c•7S•,,;,,,,<H-'. 7 I 

Address: ff 1, 'f u.Jfr . 
f>e,,,,Ml~ 1 £: ~'• -r 

E-mail: JP...,l'~i14<!.c1l·/11e<-<- •yf • ft..<--

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org
http:j.-L�-[(4.de


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
$AMP Public comments: hibPhb@comcast net 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 11:55:50 AM 
SC001ng comment Bently,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Jane Bentley of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 8 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comments on behalf of the Ms. Bentley be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan ($AMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. lf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.n Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 

i already added in last four 
i vears? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

.

1 

Why No Study of Your ' SAMP Executive 
Own Long .. Term Plan? i Summary, Port's 

• Why not study of the 

I 
own consultant 

human health and says long tenn 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be 
anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in 1 growth plans for 
2027? --tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not 
Will Port study unique committed to study 
human health and all of Des Moines, 
environmental impacts Federal Way, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, 

1 emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, 
south-end airport and SeaTac. 
neinhbor cities? 
Use Current Science? Studies around the 
Will Port review all world now exist on 
studies from around harms and 
world relating to human potential harms 
health and environment from aircraft noise 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. 
noise and pollution? 

SCOPE REQUEST 

: Please include a complete assessment 
: of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

i Please include a complete assessment 
I of the human health and environmental 
·, impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 

i Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
/ projects and Century Agenda growth 
I plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
, of the human health and environmental 
I impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nom,andy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overllights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

I 

' 
' (\ 
? ' 

I 
I 

f
l 

rr I 

i 

' 
I 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Aimort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 

Regional studies 
undeiway, include 
ultra~fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 

, statements, 3rd 

I Runway now full-

: Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway 

' before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

: Please include a complete study of the 
[ unique human health and 

Unique • Full Time 3"' 
Runway Use. How wi11 

i Port separately assess 
: lhe impacts of the full• 
1 time usage of the 3rd 

! Runwav? 

time. 
I environmental impacts from the ft 1,(---.; 
i exponential increase in ove~ights ?Ver ! f 

1 
I neighborhoods beneath ana neat tne I , 
' 3rd Runwav. 

What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
orowlh are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

SAMP Executive. 1 To determine the risks of error in Port : 
Summary ! projections, please include a study of 
inaccurate; est. • the health and environmental impacts 
398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 

1 2019; we are at • exceed estimated Near Term 
i 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
refused to join calls ; to human health and the environment 
for siting a regional I in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport now. I growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Signature':~<> Jji/o,;Zv--,, 
H Jii 1ue 6 G;t 7 l- '-'7 , JI 

Address: \ii.. f 1 

re--; 5 .?-1Y ~-11;1z f}t;5 /))o'f/U~.) 'f?l'f,Y 
E-mail: 

i!JB/It60, __ c~.dt•/J·).,,-; /U.::._.r" 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SA'MP@porlseattle.org 

I 
t 

' 

mailto:SA1v1P@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
cc, 
Subject 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Kristi Brewer 
SAMP Public Comments 
a11ietskieso1,aetso11od@amajl.com· Kristi Brewer 
SAMP Questions 
Friday, September 14, 2018 3:28:55 PM 
20180914152144058 odf 

Port of Seattle Representative, 

Please find my attached questions regarding SAMP. 

Wannest Regards, 

KRISTI BREWER 
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The Sustainable Atrport Mis~er Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELAl'ED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Wel(:Qf1'1_e to the ·sAMP scoping mea-ting! We're providing a list ot $3mple qt.restioM - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port peMnne! lhese, or any questions you want. We 
also wal'lt to make sure YOUR voiCe is heard. If you w;;intlhO subject matter .of any of the.se questions 
included in the seop13 of the environmental review, for each question we've addect a related sample 
"scoi,rng request.· Just Initial any request you want, stgn at the bottom, .and find QSPs volunteers wil 
collect and provide them as a Matter of public recwd to the Port. 

QUESTION 

I Wily No SttJdy of 
What's Alreadv 

·1 Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 

J human health and 
,
1 

envir1'.>nmental JmpaclS of 
the 97,00(] new flight$ 

I already adde(! In last four 
1 Mars? 

COMMENT 

Four-yea, increase 
raised annual 
overflighl IOtal from 
316,ilOO lo 
413,000. 

I Why No Study of Yo1,.1r SAMP Eltecutil/e 
Own Long~Tenn Pian? 1 Summary; Port's I Why not srudy of the own consultant 

I human health and says long tenn 
environmental impacts of study is "key.· aut 

I 
the long-T em, Vision_ Port's Will not be 
anticipated to begin when studylng total 

, capacity is reached fn gri:wdh plans for 
1 2027? __ ...... tefllial harms. 
Ad.,qu:ate Geography? The Port has not 
Will Port s.t,udy unique committed to swdy 
human health and au of Oes Moines, 
environmental impacts Federal Way, 
from ail'efaft noise and Burien, Tukwila, 
eniisslons, in all of the six Normandy Park, 
south•end airi:iort and SeaTac. 
neinhbor cities? 
Use Curre.rrt Sc:fence? 

i Will Port review an 
1 $1udiea ff0rn ·around 

world relating to human 
health and enllironment 
impects from airetaft 
noise and pollulion? 

' ' 

Studies around the 
world now exlat on 
ham1i a"nd 
potential hanns 
from airc.t.aft noi3& 
and emi$sions. 

SCOPE REQUESl 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and envlronmental 
impacl.$, fncllJding from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additiooat 
97.000 airCiaft overflight operations 
growth rrom the last foor years. 

Please includaei.~compSete assessrnenl 
of lhe l'luman he.11th and erwt(onmental 
impacts resulting from addilioniil 
aircraft overfllght operations for the 
Port's post~SAMP Long Term Vlsi(ln 
projects and Century Age.nda growth 
platl$. 

Please include a ~y'Of tt'11 
of the huma·n health and environmental 
Imp-acts for all of 0-» Moioe$, F~rsl 
Way, Burien, TukWila, Normandy Part<, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-presenl; for the 
Near-Term Proje(:ts; and fOt LOf\9 
T"'rm Pro1ects. 
Please inetude sll :i!udles (wol'ldwide) 
from al !east lhe tasl ten years, lo the 

! exter.t such studfea explore, find, 
! suggest. or hYPOlhesize any 

I
! association_, correlation, causation, or 
I other potential linkage between airetaft 

I 
overllighls ,i!lnd. impacts on human 
health ot the environment, 

INITIAL 

I 'U): 
i I i 

https://scontent-seal-1,xx.fbcdn.net/v/tl .0-9/41525976 _2615102111849149 _50731018798... 9/14/2018 

I 
I 

l 
! 

https:llscontent-seal-1.xx.fbcdn.netlv/tl.O-9/41525976


Page I of! 

! Wall For Pending New Regional studies 
'1 Sc::lenc:91 Why is Port underway, include 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle 

I waitii,g for the results of study from UW and 
( !ha pending studies in the airport 

\he Slate of Washington millgation. study 
directly relaltng to Sea• from Department of 
Tac Aitp¢rt? Commerce. 

Please include a review and 
as~$$r't\ent of the results of critic1;il 
Sea~Tae Airport sttJdies now underway 
before procEieding with the 
enviroomental review for the SAMP, 

, 

i 
i m ! 

Sensitive populatlons? Studies have found Please include a complele assessment [ 
Are you studyirtg Iha risk of f:tarm to I of the unique human health impacts ffi 'i, 

unique impacts Of aircraft elderly citizens and I from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise oo elderly citizens children from chOd<en. 

Hi•n~d':a'cn~ik!E"'~"~?:scc:==::-+i'~''~"~•~nunfol~•~•~·--t-a====c-cc===:---c==;-:---t---~·1 
What About Overnight Studies have j Please include a complete scienilflc 
Fllghts? WM! Port coUeci concluded I study review 11nd a:.sessment.of the 
and a"ess global in~ed risk or I unique human health impacls from 
$Cieotific studies relating human harm from nOise from O\lemight Gighls·. 
to impacts from overnighl ov~m!ght flight j 
mnhrs noise? noise, 
Unique - Fuli Time 3'0 Despile historical I Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, -3'd 'I uniq1,le human heallh-and 
Port separately assess Runway now fufl-- envil'Onment.il impacts from the 
\he lmpaets oft~ full- lime. exponential increase in overtllghts over 
time usage of the 3~ I neigl'lbOrtlcods beneath and near the l 
Rvnwav? !3•d Runwav. ! 
Wh;1.t if Your SAMP Executive. To det8f1Tline the risks of error in Pqrt ! 1· 

ProJections Are Summary p~Ojectia,nS, Please Include a study of 1 
Wrong? How are you inacetJrate; est. the hea!th and erwironmeotal impacts I if) ;_ 
aci::ounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from incr&ased aircraft. operatiqns that 
iryour estrm.;;ites of • 2019; we are at exceed estimiited Near Tenn 1. 

arowth are too low? 413,000 now. O"''"talfuns 
Regional Airport Now? ' The Port has Plea$e inclUde a study of the benefits t0 I,,._· 
Are YQU studying the tefu$ed to join ca"s to human tw-allh and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the she airport nelghbor·Cmes it' 
airport? 1 airport now. growth is mori fairly dlstrlbuted 

i I lhrounhout the entire renion. 

Pleue.lnclude the requests 1 have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
envirofimli'ntal review. Ceadllne for commenting Sep ember 2am 2.018. 

Name: V-1 \~ L::f-c'.l.()cY Signature: 

AddresSc 91£[5D 5+1-----.fe-e. 5 1 ~'('('\OV\-tS1 WI\ ")~\C\r 

E-mail: \l.v' i ::,-t"\ I;)'( -e_ 1.J0CY @_ h o+n-----0..:, l -C. ""°"" 
Submft form on your own/add comme11ts at: SAMP@porl!jeattle.org 

• 

https:/lscontent-seal -1.xx.fbcdn.neVv/t 1. 0-9/41602562 _ 2615102275182466_53510159635. .. 9/14/2018 

https:llscontent-seal-l.xx.fbcdn.netlv/tl
mailto:SAMP@porlseattle.org


From: 
To: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public comments; hmsbiddv@amail.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 6:32:49 PM 
Scoping Comment Biddv.odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Heather Biddy of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Biddy be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment : 
! What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ' : 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
1 environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental . 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional i 

human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
~ 

1 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 

1 the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 

I 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ 
: 

, environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, I 
: 

I 

from aircraft noise and Burien. Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ! 

emissions. in au of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
: south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 

neinhbor cities? Tenn Proiects. ' 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ' ' 
Will Port r,eview all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the I 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, 

~ 
I 

world relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any ! 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or : 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft ' ! 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human ' i health or the environment. ' 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 

, Tac Aimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from I noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

' ' fliahts noise? noise. i 

Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical 
I 

Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- i environmental impacts from the 

, the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa1,? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections. please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. One rations. 
Regfonal Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

' : throunhout the entire reaion. 

Please Include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 
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Name: [.\--W')1U 6i!»j Signature: ~ 'iZ)IOI~ ~ 
Address: 2,~t2l t~ (t,t:: s/ tkt,/ 4-{a)'\e:,, ul'h q~\q!, 

E-mail l'\,..__.S '(),~tlj {t) 9r"M,l . efv'\"1 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
SUbject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP f'ublk Comments; mb2ohoto@amad oom 
SAMP Public comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 2:3, 2:018 6:53:2:7 PM 
Scoping Comment Bell,Qdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Morgan Bell of Burien, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Morgan Bell be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ! 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I 
! 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~\W Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ' 
the 97,000 new flights ' 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

' human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ~W) the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin When studying total plans. 

. capacity is reached in • growth plans for 
2027? ~tential hanns. ' 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 

M0 from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overllights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Cu"ent Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 

~ ' health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft I 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human i 

health or the environment. ' 



Wait For Pending New ! Regional studies Please include a review and ' i Science? Why is Port ! underway, include assessment of the results of critical i 
proceeding without ! ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway ! 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

fi\P; ' 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. I the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 

I Tac Aimort? Commerce. ' i Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
' 1 Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and I \f(1 noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from I 

scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. rftWl i 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight ' 
fliahts noise? noise. ' 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

N\J6 1 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3r,:1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 

! 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. ' 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

M'f?I 
Projections Are Summary projections. please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. ' 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

I Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

~ benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rPnion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting ~s,tember 28th 20~8. ,., 

Name: f{\~ ~ Signature: )'\ ~nJ ~ 
Address: (o.2-5 'S, µ..\,-nl- \/t.,, ~u .. .>/le.ri .,t qe L(-,, ~ 

E-mail: 'M\o2--f"1..C>tc (2,. -"\~ \. C 6YV1 

Submit form on your own/add commenVat: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
SUbject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: ioanb222@msn.com 
SAMP Public Comment on SCoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 7:00:09 PM 
Scoping Comment Baily pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Joni Baily of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the IO comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Baily be deemed unacceptable, please reply 
to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.'' Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please indude a complete assessment i 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental l 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and i 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 1 human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says tong term aircraft overflight operations for the 

~ environmental impacts of study is Mkey. ~ But Port·s posl-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

j I capacity is reached in growth plans for 
I ! 2027? """tential harms. ' 

Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental ' 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

V : environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park. 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila. and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ,_ 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the ' 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ; C\) studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



I Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
1 Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of.the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the ~ the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and t noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

: and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

(f> scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full• environmental impacts from the (p the impacts of the full• time. exponential increase in overilights over 

: time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
! Runwav? , 3n:1 Runwav. 
What if Your $AMP Executive. ' To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary : projections, please include a study of q; Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. ; the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 

I nrowth are too low? 413,000 now, Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

It) Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed " throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. 

Name:_· CN/ J!>/11 l;r Signatur:~<ft1,1S£uf5 

Address;.)cl, /{);),I /,2 7>---/h); ,_'.i ( / 

E-mauoafl.b,;,.;:i_,;i_(ii; fn.!,iv', l~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; moldychum@amail com 
SAMP Public Comment on scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 7:20:02 PM 
Scoping Comment Beonett,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Brian Bennett of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Bennett be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 

1 Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 

, the 97,000 new flights 
i already added in last four 
: ears? 
, Why No Study of Your 
! own Long-Term Plan? 
! \i\'hy no! c,:tudy cf the 
! human health and 
'I environmental impacts of 
the Long-T em, Vision 

I anticipated to begin when 
t capacity is reached in 
'2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neiahbor cities? 

1 Use Current Science? 
1 Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 

' health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 

I noise and pollution? 

COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 1 

of the human health and environmental 

INITIAL 

Four•year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

impacts, including from noise and rs 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

i SAMP Executive 
'I Summary; Port's 

cwn ~orisultant 
says long term 
study is ~key.• But 
Port's Will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
nr1tential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
irnoacts resulting from additional ~2/J 
aircraft overflight operations for the 1

1 

• 

Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
1 projects and Century Agenda growth 
1 plans. j 

,

1 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 

I impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
I Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nomiandy Park, 
! and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
I overflights. from 2013-present; for the 
1 Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
• Term Proiects. 

i Studies around the ! Please include all studies (worldwide) 
1 world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

' potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 

, and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

I 



Wait For Pending New , Regional studies 
Science? Why is Port I underway, include 
proceeding without : ultra-fine particle 

' waiting for the results of ; study from UW and 
the pending studies in i the airport 
the State of Washington , mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- _ from Department of 
Tac Airnnrt? ! Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? 1

1 

Studies have found 
Are you studying the , risk of harm to 
unique impacts of aircraft ; elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens : children from 
and children? 1 aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded 
and assess global increased risk of 
scientific studies relating human harm from 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flil'lhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd 

Port separately assess Runway now full-
I the impacts of the full- time. 

I time usage of the 3ro. 
Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
nrowth are too low? 

1 Regional Airport Now? 
1 Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway f/6 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts ffl) 

1 from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 

I 

i 

study review and assessment of the ~ 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the i 

unique human heatth and _,,..-;'ft 1 

environmental impacts from the ( 
exponential increase in overflights over . I 
neighborhooas beneath and near the 1 

"' 
1 

3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Ooerations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairty distributed 
throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: 13,, ''" P T,,,a.f{- Signatur~d/$~ _._,~ 

Address: ZPt:;'.J(c 21,i {) /4.e .... .,,.t__ (, 1,,1 

E-mail: tl 10 (ljc Lr~ •1--··-';JCr'"''. ( .J.2-.._ _, 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP PubHc comments; hillarvstein@hotmail.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 

Date: Stmday, September 23, 2018 8:11:37 PM 
Attachments: Scoping Comment Britt Pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Hillary Britt of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Britt be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

c Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment i • What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ' 

I Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and i 
1 Port intend to study the 316,000 to 

1 
emissions, resulting from the additional r!i'.> i , human health and 413,000. ' 97 ,000 aircraft overflight operations 

; environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
, the 97,000 new flights 

' I already added in last four 
I vears? i 
! Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please incJude a complete assessment 1 
I own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
i Why not study of the own consultant i impacts resulting from additional I 
i human health and says long term 1 aircraft overflight operations for the 

~ I environmental impacts of study is "key." But ! Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
i the Long-Term Vision Port's wtll not be ! projects and Century Agenda growth 
, anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

I capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study 1 of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

t\b environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects: and for Long 

1 neinhbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ' ' Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the I 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

tP world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft I 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

: health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
' Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway ' 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the Hi~ , the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study . 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of ! 
Tac Airl'V\rt? Commerce. 

! Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
I Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

Hi~ , unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

rft3:> and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. t; 

' to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique· Full Time 3rd Despite historical I Please include a complete study of the 

i Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd 

I Port separately assess Runway now full-
1 unique human health and rJi~ 

environmental impacts from the , 
exponential increase in overflights over I : , the impacts of the full- time. 

: time usage of the 3rd 

! Runwav? 
: neighborhoods beneath and near the I • 
: 3rd Runwav. : 

; What If Your SAMP Executive. 1 To determine the risks of error in Port 
I Projections Are Summary 

I

, projections, please include a study of t:f:b I Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by , from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at i

i exceed estimated Near Tenn 
nrowth are too low? , 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has i Please include a study of the benefits 

c-P Are you studying the refused to join calls , to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional ! in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. i growth is more fairly distributed 

; throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environm~ntal review. ~eadline for commenting 5fp~ember 28_~ 2018. , 

Name:~~~ Dr.½- Signature:tJ0<1.#u:alf/)'/l--<A::::, 

Address: ~ '20 5 S . ;;;l.3 u+.,,, fl. 

E-mail: Y\d l11. rv.ibre.-,'I'@~ I DIM 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Sl<ieS 
SAMP Public Comments· nve2003tic1<etexchanoe@hotmail.com 
SAMP Public Comment on ScopiAg 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 3:23:36 PM 
Scooino Comment Bum Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Malcolm Burn of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Burn be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ' 
• Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and I 

' Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
! human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. . 
the 97 ,000 new flights 

I 
already added in last four 
vears? ' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long•Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental i 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overtlight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is ~key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision i 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ' ' anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ' 
2027? ...... tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal . 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ' ' , from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south~end airport and SeaTac. Near~Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. I 

Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ! I Will Port review all world now exist on 
1 
from at least the last ten years, to the I : studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

! world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ' I 
I 

h~alth and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
' impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft I i noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 
i health or the environment 



Wait For Pending New I Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port ' underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the / 

~-the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 

~ directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 1 

Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ! 

~ 
/ 

scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. ' 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight i 
fliahts noise? noise. I 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the . i 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

< 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

I

, the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3ro neighborhoods beneath and near the 

1 Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port I 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of I 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

~D 
accounting for the impact , 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of I 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? • 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

~ 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting~ 

Name: !1/U(!)/11 ~'l,e,._, Signatur~\....__ 

Address: I?-<>'( ~ :;__e-g "tt c- 1 lli ._,,. Qc, Q\"'/ 
' "' s ,-- '-"IN l5 /},) ff l O { t ~ 

E-mail: A.I'f~ ;}.oog7icl(,,,J ex.~~€.,@ ~,d_(J ~ ~ 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

-

/ 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: .... _ SAMP PYblk Comments· ashlevo baker@gmail.com 

SAMP Public Comment on ScopirlQ 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Monday, September 24, 2018 11:08:27 PM 
SC00111g comment Ashley Baker pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Ashley Baker of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Baker be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice Is heard 1f you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
'scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

1 Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ! 
1 What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I 
, Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and , ij' 
: Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional j \ . 
. human health and 413,000. 

1 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
1 
, ' • 

: environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. i ' 
, the 97,000 new flights I : already added in last four i ; vears? 
: Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
1 Own Long•Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
: Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ~ 

human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
~ : environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's past-SAMP Long Term Vision 

1 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 

I anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
; capacity is reached in growth plans for 
I 2027? ""'tential harms. 
'. Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a comptete study of au 
1 Will Port study unique committed to study of the hunan health and environmental 

~ 
I human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
, environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
'I from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac. resulting from aircraft 
, emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
i south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long ' • neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. ' ' 
: Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ! 

Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the i 

studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

i~ : world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
1 health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
i impacts from aircraft and emissions_ other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

' health or the environment. -·~ • -- ------



• Wait For Pending New i Regional studies i Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port i underway, include : assessment of the results of critical 

: proceeding without 1 ultra-fine particle ; Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

1 waiting for the results of I study from UW and j before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport , environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 

1
1 

directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai art? Commerce. 1 

~ 
I 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please inciude a complete assessment w· I ' 
Are you studying the 'I risk of harm to j of the unique human health impacts : 

1 unique impacts of aircraft I elderly citizens and i from noise on elderly citizens and , / 
i noise on elderly citizens children from i children : 
i and children? aircraft noise. i 

What About Overnight Studies have i Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port COiiect concluded I study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human heatth impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight ovemight flight 

1 flinhts noise? noise. 
ft, 

i 
Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historical 
Runway Use. How will : statements. 3n:1 

Please include a complete study of the ! 
unique human health and :if; 

Port separately assess ! Runway now full-
the impacts of the full- time. 
time usage of the 3m 

! Runwa ? 
: What if Your SAMP Executive. 
Projections Are Summary 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. 
accounting for the impact 398,91 0 flights by 
if your estimates of i 2019; we are at 
arowth are too low? : 413 000 now. 

1 Regional Airport Now? I The Port has 
I Are you studying the i refused to join calls i benefits of a regional for siting a regional 
, airport? ! airport now. 

environmental impacts from the I 
I exponential increase in overflights over I V 
, neighbortioods beneath and near the 
l 3n:1Runwa . 
! To determine the risks of error in Port 

1 projections, please include a study of 
I the health and environmental impacts 

from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
O",,....,tions. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire rAnion. 

Please include the requests I have inh:ialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
envlronme,nta; review. De

0

adline for commenting S•:::-~~018. 

Name: /Bl I°'/ fy,W Signature: ~' 
I -_,,__..,_.~~-----

Address:;;!;;}~.:: !':,;,,, ,,1+; ,' £:',7-) /J().\'JO, ,lift-
~v J, ~ r 

E-mail: :t, r'' Ill! '" I h ( ,· . l , ' , rj, :1,11-(,, e ,:,';l),;_~! I r__Jvl.A 

Submit form on Yf.Jownladd comments tjt: SAMP@portseattfe.org 

• 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:r.evi.ew


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachment5: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments; bermelt@comcast.net 
SAMP Public Co!Tlllent on SCoping 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 2:37:52 PM 
Scooina Comment Elizabeth Bermel pelf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Elizabeth Bermel of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding these comments on behalf of the Ms. Bennel be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.n Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers wm 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

! Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
1 Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, lnciuding from noise and 
: Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
' human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations I 

environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. lttf'J 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four ! 

! 
•
10ars? i • 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

c11:JJ human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the ' 
environmental impacts of study is Kkey.H But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ' 

I anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ! 
2027? : --tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

;1~/rl human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines. Federal v V ) 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013--present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the l \\b studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation. or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and ! 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical i 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway ,rv:~ waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai----rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

! !1\Q Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ~ 

noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

i'.'\\'0 and assess global ; increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from I noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 

' 

I 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rc1 unique human health and C··~P ! Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the .,_i "} 

i the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overllights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

t~;b Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qn•=•-rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

liw'P> benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
I airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuohout the entire r°""ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

t_ ' . j,, " _,., 
. Signature: -~)'.i!Jl, .etv .. /1;, Pe11 'LcL/ 

•• /7/ / j ~ ; " ~ ./ ' ' . ., , /1 ', ~' -· y'l~ .r~rt ,jya,t...., 1 /~5,,1c/1J~"s
1 

L-Ut11~ffY:; 

Name: 

Address: 

E-mail: he rflH: I¾ ,'Pnh'/,;7:1 ~+-!(!!_, ..-,, _, ,/Jt; 

Submit form on your own/add comments at SAMP@portseattle.org 

' i 

i 

' ! 

I 

' ! 
I 
I 
I 

I 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: hmsbibbv@groail.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping Heather Bibby 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 6:36:23 PM 
Scooina Comment Biddv odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt. 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Heather Biddy of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other [mpacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us fof\Varding comments on behalf of Ms. Biddy be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan ($AMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
! What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and l 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
; environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
' the 97,000 new flights 

i already added in last four 
' vears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental i 

Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional I 
I 

1 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Af, : 

! environmental impacts of study is ~key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' I 
! the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ' ' anticipated to begin when studying total plans. ' 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ' ' 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I j human health and au of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ 1 environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, i I from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' 
[ emissions. in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please indude all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port ~~view all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

i health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now unde,way 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

I the State of Washington mitigation study 
: directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
; Tac Airnnrt? Commerce. 
' Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from ovemight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight I 

I 
fliahts noise? noise. I 

Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical I Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd I unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
Whal if Your SAMP Executive. To dete1111ine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regjonal Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. . growth is more fairly distributed 

1 throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

\~ 
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Name: 1-\---effel'YlV tc,,Y)P j Signature: ~ \JVJ f'O' __.,, . {) 

Address: '2,2;) iu L(i("' ~ 5, t?.fo 1 1-{t>i ne5, w1'r qe, l q1, 

E-mail \,\.-,....5 '(), 1£1t1j {t) 9r"NV I . CfvYl 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
SUbject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Publlc Comments: l..ll..6. 
SAMP Public commeflt on SCOping Elizabeth Bum 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 5:56:41 PM 
Scooina Comment Burn Elizabetfl,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Elizabeth Bum of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Bum be deemed unacceptable, please reply to alt in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

y__ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights ' 

already added in last four 
! vears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

Y-environmental impacts of study is "key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 

I anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for . 

i 
2027? ootential harms. ' ' 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal i environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? ' Term Projects. i 

Use Current Science? ! Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

f-studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
I world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
! health and environment from aircraft noise aSsociation, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and !~A: Science? Why is Port under..vay, include assessment of the results of critical 

<I 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now under..vay 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

~ 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 

, noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
1 and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

t~ 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

I 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

: flinhts noise? noise. 

I

, Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, JR! unique human health and ; , Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary i projections, please include a study of 

/~ 

Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. ; the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by i from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qn .... rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment \_ ; 

benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ,.__ X 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

, 
throuohout the entire reaion. ' 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Cl{'z_'fl-1:i .e...'-fi1 tJ fl. Rfa Signature: ~&;(J;~_,=..,_ 

Address:/:J.clf S ~S°!?'flt.'ST De-5 /-V,AJ£..S /u;,- f<b;?f-
E-mail: ~a-/,,;iJ._. ~@ 1"1,.;_j), C0YYJ 

1 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


N
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1

From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Darcy Bcrttershell 
SAMP Public Comments 
questions 
Friday, September 14, 2018 2:27:41 PM 
SAMP questions Pdf 

Please see attached questions requested to be addressed. I'd also like to ask about flight paths and 

why planes are turning early and fiylng directly over our Federal Way neighborhood at such low 

altitudes. Also, many that are coming from the south are on a flight path more to the west than they 

used to be which caused them to drift closer to the neighborhood. 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 

10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
··scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 

I human health and 
1 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 

I Why not study of the 

1 

human health and 
• environmental impacts of 

the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 

I capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 

I environmental impacts 
: from aircraft noise and 
I emIssIons, in afl of the six 

south-end airport 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 

, studies from around 
; world relating to human 
: health and environment 
' impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

four-year increase 1 Please include a complete aSsessmentT-l 
raised annual of the human health and environmental 
overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~ 413,000. 

' ; 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "keyP But 

1

1 Port·s will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
notential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 

1 Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 

, potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
. growth from the last four years. 
I 
I 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 

! aircraft overflight operations for the 
Ports post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

i projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 

1 impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
[ Way. Burien. Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overf!ights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Pro·ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest. or hypothesize any 

: assocIatIon. correlation, causation. or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human I 
health or the environment. j 

' Iv!, 

rflJ I 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies 
Science? Why is Port underway, include 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle 
waiting for the results of , study from UW and 
the pending studies in the airport 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found 
Are you studying the risk of harm to 

1 unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment i 
of the unique human health impacts i 

_ from noise on elderly citizens and 
; children. 

and children? aircraft noise. 1 

What About Overnight Studies have ' Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded , study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of !, unique human health impacts from I '\la. 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. ! ·.v.!J 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight I I 
flinhts noise? noise. , 1-"'==~~~-~--1-c==------'·-------------~~~+----
Unique - Full Time l'd Despite historical ; Please include a complete study of the I 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- i environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate. est. the health and environmental impacts 

' accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by • from increased aircraft operations that , 
if your estimates of 2019: we are at , exceed estimated Near Term 1 

''"
0
Rc':~;c-io~hn~:~:c'eA"°

1
"~"

0
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0
--;~~""· -o-w~?~+-i='-

1
h!"'"~°'~°'~-'""h~c::.c·~----tf~:~~i~nnc~~de" 8 stuijy of the benefits 

Are you studying the refused to join calls ! to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. groW1h is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 

-

environ~enta_, review. Deadune f~r commenting 'ptem,ber 2ath .2~1~. Ii ·' ,. 
Name D1,ti-e0 futl-ftshe 1 ~ Signature • ,U: t ;)J LU.I 
Address: J8~/D (fit ftv<' $, F'tdtvaJ U/tt-t '/~0:j 

E-mail darujb'5')@ C{lyY)ccrs-f, nrl 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattfe.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
mailto:Cia(~b5t)@CtYv]Ct~.St.n.tt


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 

Subjech 
Date: 

SAMP Public Convnents: Sheila Brush 
Public Comment SAMP scoping 
Monday, September 24, 2018 9:31:13 PM 
Stoping Comment Sheila Brush odf Attachments: 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Sheila Brush of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us foiwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Brush be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping reciuest." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of Four•year increase Please indude a complete assessment ' 
• What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I 

Happened? How does overllight total from impacts, including from noise and 

I pf Port intend to study the 316,000 to 
I 
emissions, resulting from the additional 

human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of ! growth from the last four years. 

,-
_ the 97,000 new flights . : I 

! already added in last four i ' 
i vears? . 
i Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 1 Please include a complete assessment I 
1 own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's i of the human health and environmental 

~( 
, Why not study of the own consultant , impacts resulting from additional 
! human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
! environmental impacts of study is "key.· But • Port's post-SAMP Long Temt Vision I 
1 the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be . projects and Century Agenda growth ' 
anticipated to begin when studying total : plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental ct: human health and au of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

1 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, 
I 

and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

I 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, , overllights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. ! Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neirihbor cities? Temi Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

I 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the qft' studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human i i health or the environment. 



: Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
' Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

f1 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of I 
TacAi-ort? Commerce. I 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ! 

Are you studying the risk of ham, to of the unique human health impacts w: unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. I 

What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
' Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from r/flY scientific studies relating human ham, from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight ovemig ht flight . 
fliohts noise? noise. I 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical ' Please include a complete study of the ' 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3 rd • unique human health and 

' Port separately assess 

I

, Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

'ti 
I the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 

time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the i 
Runwav? 3n:1 Runwav. I 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To detem,ine the risks of error in Port ! 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

~ri Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at 1 exceed estimated Near Tern, 

I arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qn,:,,rations. ' Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

?fy Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reqion. 

, 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environments~ review. Deadline for.commenting Septemb~r 2~~ /' 

Nam..6/lb/t.)1 J!1ttS,'-/ synature ~ [ ~ t___ 

Address;)k,,/Lj f?I-- ~ c:A l'J<-lt{ -~, t<-/2:.. 9tffe/'9 8' 

E-mai~f t/£ ,&iw sf/ f /{Ju,.<--L , l tf'h_/ 

Submit form on your own/add &bmments at: SAMP@portseattfe.org . _ 

?U4L,, n-r ~///I~ ~{,,_//)'.,a,.~(' 

~~-

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PYbHc Comments· cebrhb@comcast.net 
Public Comment on SAMP Scoping 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 2:08:20 PM 

carol beOand,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Carol Belland of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding these comments on behalf of the Ms. Belland be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
··scoping request.H Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers wilt 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

' Why No Study of 
i What's Already 
' Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 

, human health and 
I environmental impacts of 

the 97,000 new flights 

COMMENT 

• Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 

• 316,000 to 
413,000, 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
I of the human health and environmental 

impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

1 growth from the last four years. 

already added in last four • I 
i i vears? ' 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive • Please include a r,0mplete assessment 
j own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
: Why not study of the own consultant Impacts resulting from additional 
; human health and says long term . aircraft overflight operations for the 
! environmental impacts of study is ~key.• But • Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

, capacity is reached in growth plans for 
; 2027? ""tential harms. 
: Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

I 
Will Port study unique committed to s♦o ,~., : of the human health and environmental 
human health and 1 an nr-Ues Moines, l , impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

: environmental impacts 'reaeral Way, ! Way, Burien, Tukwila. Nom,andy Park, 
• from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, ! and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, 1 overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. • Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? • Term Proiects. 

1 Use Current Science? Studies around the i Please include all studies (worldwide) 
! Will Port review all world now exist on I from at least the last ten years, to the 
: studies from around harms and ' extent such studies explore. find, 
: world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
I health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
I impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage beM'een aircraft 
noise and p ollution? 1 overfll hts and im acts on human g p 

health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

ct) 
I 

~; 

! cl>' 



1 Walt For Pending New Regional studies 
! Science? Why is Port ! underway, include 
proceeding without i ultra-fine particle 
waiting for the results of • study from UW and 
the pending studies in i the airport 
the State of Washington i mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? : Commerce. 

, Sensitive populations? I Studies have found 
: Are you studying the i risk of ham, to 

I unique impacts of aircraft ! elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens i children from 
and children? • aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flinhts noise? 
Unique• Full Time 3rd 

I 
Runway Use. How will 

, Port separately assess 
: the impacts of the full
i time usage of the 3rd 

'Runwa . 
• What If Your 
; Projections Are 
i Wrong? How are you 

I

, accounting for the im 
if your estimates of 

l rowth are too low? 
: Regional Airport Now? 
: Are you studying the 
: benefits of a regional 
i airport? 

Studies have 
conciuded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full-
time. 

s 
refused to join calls 

I 
f~r siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 

' environmental review for the SAMP. I 

I 
! 

Please include a complete assessment : 
of the unique human health impacts ' 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 

i environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over I 
neighborhoods beneath and near tne 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 rations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting SeP. ,ember 28th 20 8. 

' I 
' 

J re 
(Q) 

V 
Name: ~ 13,QL.AJ-.->i)signature: -'..cl~Ld::'.:1..~&::~c;_K.-R_,; 

Address: 

E-mail: 

6 C..4-t '5 '7 t,,-:: Sc Dt::S H.,,l r ,._, ~::, 

c '::'. lo X' hl) @ 6.-e".rv\.C'<V;, +. f\ &-
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

SAMP Public Comments: liziack@seanet.com· Rvbolt Steven· Purcell Advn /Eov&Sus\ 
Fwd: Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 11:57:49 AM 

Attilchments: Scoping Comment Jackson odf 

Dear Mr. Rybolt, The public comment you rejected in your email to me this morning had 
been submitted on Sunday September 23rd and was not returned as "undeliverable", therefore 
we deemed it as a valid list of comments to consider. 

Please see below and confinn receipt of this email. 

Sheila Brush 

Time Stamp: 
On Sun, Sep 23, 2018 at 11 :48 AM Quiet Skies <quietskiespugetsound@~mail.com> wrote: 

Quiet Skles<guietskiesouoetsound@gma11 com> 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

samp@portseattle org, 
liziack@seanet com 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Elizabeth Jackson of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other [mpacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding these comments on behalf of the Ms. Jackson be deemed 
unacceptable, please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 

mailto:lizjack@seanet.com
mailto:p@portseattle.org
mailto:Skies<guietskiespugetsound@gmail.com
mailto:quietskiespugetsound@gmail.com


From: 
To: 
Subject 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Jackie Benster 
SAMP Public Comments 
Comment sheets 
Friday, September 28, 2028 3:S0:07 PM 
Airport fonn #208S odf 

More comment sheets from Mariner Manor. 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions. resulting from the additional 9-B human health and 413,000. , 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of foJ ,rl k < I,_ ' growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four t-JQocJ. rJeu I ~ r~o, f • 

vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 9(~ environmental impacts of study is ~key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please inciude a complete study of au 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, qe, from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in au of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studi~~worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten ,I , , .. ,.., 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, q,e, world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association. correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

l/13 the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the $AMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

<f unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and l 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. W~ i,_..,_µ W1••:J _.__\cl,. ) 
and children? aircraft noise. -, "" .,J'- '-tA:)J ·~" 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete.scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the ge, and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight \Je/".J \- f'' fav-r r,..,_,,.._,_ • fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How wilt statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ~r the impacts of the full- time. t exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd '/o"- h e ii - neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts q(3' accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please Include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

~ 

I 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire r_,ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28"' 2018. 

- ·' 

--- ----- ----



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments; Traci Buxton 
Comment on the SUstainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 6:09:31 PM 

Scooina c.amment Burton Qdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Council member Traci Buxton of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 

website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Buxton be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 

in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

' I Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
', human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

J1c 
! 

' I environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
• the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? ' ' 

; Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please indude a complete assessment i 

Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional I 

' , human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the ' 

I ! 
; environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

' · the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ' 
,J'1 ' 

anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
I capacity is reached in growth plans for 
. 2027? potential harms. 
' Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental i 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal i 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

J1 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft I emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

I soutlrend airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
1 neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
I Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
• Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

j.l world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



' 

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical r proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway I 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the / \lJ 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. '"::I the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of I 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment A Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts I 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and . Ii, 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. ·J and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

), and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. -;)_.,., to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique ~ Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and / 
Port separately assess environmental impacts from the ' Runway now full- /1 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over -J,\ time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of ,/ 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts /, 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that ·J· if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term <' I Iv 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Onerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits / 

Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment /. 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

J1.. airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
throuohout the entire rll!l'lion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se~ber 28th 2018. 

Name: 1 ~Ac, ·:t,wc10 N Signature: -;,?::2..rt '-~ ~P, ~ . 7 
Add res~ oJ t--t) O I~ 1)-A.v:G" St, 

.;) cs Ho,Nw ,J 11- <r-'S!'rcf 
E-mail: -t..roc,P1A...c. ten ~ccJm Cc,1-..S"t ,r7flt 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

' ' 

' 

' I 

' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:c,:\..5t


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://guietskiesougetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
Impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare (100m x 100m) of 
south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 
neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 

airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 

1fJ impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount - if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe itself, as majority - of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
opposed to just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software ~ engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 

extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 
to study the human health new NextGen emissions, resulting from the additional 
and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

~ impacts of the 97,000 MARNRRNPs growth from the last four years, as well as new flights already added 
were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen in last four years, as well 
utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. as procedural changes? 
time. conventional ILS arrivals. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

1-0 human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 
the Long~Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 
anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, 
health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now undeiway before proceeding 

waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 

~ the pending studies in the airport SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 

unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 1t) 
noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

~ and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 

scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from i1J accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 

-;JD benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP environmental review. 
Comments must be received by September 28th 2018. ... 

Namei~ 8;-e,,Y\.IVYV Signature:----=-----------

Address: ,-::; 33 7 ; og -tJ!- Ave ~ tJ ) vQ/.1, ·h,,vn. > fAJ ~ , ? 3 O 7 {J 

E-mail: b 1011,301-s .1--~gmai, i, ~ 
If mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Porl of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 171h & 19th 
remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://guietskiespugetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare ( 1 0Om x 1 O0m) of 
south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 12.6 neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 

airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 
impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount - if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe Itself, as majority - of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 

~JS opposed to just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software 
engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 

extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 
to study the human health new NextGen emissions, resulting from the additional (lf; and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNRRNPs growth from the last four years, as well as 
new flights already added 

were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen in last four years, as well 
utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. as procedural changes? 
time. conventional ILS arrivals. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

)215 human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 

environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 

anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, 
health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 
waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 

the pending studies in the airport SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 

12? unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 
noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise (.J3 
scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the ~s Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
f<_f> Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 

benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

- entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP environmental review. 
Comments must be received by September 28th 2018. 

Name: RAvnE: 6E;ALJD0 t(\ Signature:_¥--~----· -------

Address: 233°9 WAX OIZCl+AIZ.D Rei., SW VASJ.10vt ~ WA. 95070 

E-mail: 

ff mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
Nscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? otential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Term Pro·ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Ai art? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa . 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 

rowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studles 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now fuU
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environme~ review. Deadline for commenting S,.,,.,~er ~., ~ 

Name: Ren-e-e F &w(\ Signature: ...,{$/IW~..__-"'--......._-r, ......... t:l(!;!d_~-"--:....u 

Address: \o.\o\ a~h ct~ s uJ) e~lf'p 

E-mail: t-et')-eeftb~oo/. Gor{\ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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~--~~-- - The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 

10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
(.[5 What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental CB 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental Q5 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the CB 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port coJlect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliqhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: La¾t,n') !j:i~ Signature:~ 

Address:! l,ttr:S-a'lf,..._ P( ';r1AJ 
I 
l:h,, VL,4,i ~ ~ 

E-mail:btvi¾I~ ~ COY'I' ~a.t;:,t: Y1e.t-

Submit fonn on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

JP Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

I human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is ukey." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

/Y environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neighbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, r world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



' I ) 

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway t waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment f Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 

I 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the µtf and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliQhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and f Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overtlights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

I Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
If your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Pl~ase include a study of the benefits 

~ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: __g_ flMd.ANL L "fgj~L. Signature: ~~~~ .J::J.~~~- -

Address: GbO S '2-3 q# S:+- bt£ ~ ' (lp.$ 

E-mail: s tb,sot'di~ ~a,J. C.O/.U. 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. Jf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~~~ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long.Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says longterm aircraft overflight operations for the 

Q,~~ environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's wlll not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and envi_ronmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

~'Ml, from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~~~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the i I/'<\~ the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ~ 'f-1' Qy noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. \? \1/'t to Impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliQhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3r<1 unique human health and 

f> y116 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

~"f'\f) accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ocerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

i½ 'M ~ airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: i ~V'- IA~t \\A Vo.~ LIJ- Signature:~10 ~ ~L 
Address: q: \'A· ~~ .2.. ~ ~ ~ ~\- \J...M, \' \ 

0 

\) ~t 1/'A" ' v-... u;. \..,...J e- , Q- 'i' \ <; 8' 

E-mail: t-J / A-
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meetingf We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total f ram impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations R) environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights ~ already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

~ the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. C¾ capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and env[ronmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

Jb environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the C\ south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies {worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~ 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



r• 

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Fllghts? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: J oye,£ ..]3}:!)'Vil~l- Signature: ~~ 
Address:~ 4-ff:;J. / - IO ~V£ 5 tJ~ ti 
E-mail: /) es J'vi[)l#f35 I WA qJ>J19 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation. causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Wlll Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global Increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full~ environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the Impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuQhout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Signature5u_s..~/f:../L-..........,. 
~ 

Address: z_-s, °Ls- s '1.J t d.. 'ft4 ~'---

E-mail: /' le ryrft PL/tc.E.__ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
''scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

(M environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

M world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- f ram Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 

~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historlcal Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: {hr,s fJr<irb1t.(8$Ci Signature~ 

Address: '3rltS #1/A US f W '1 fd7) 3 
I 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at; SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ~ environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies {worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

0~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any VL-11 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ;( l 

impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

~ 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 

Studies have found Sensitive populations? Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

~ and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

f~ Port separately assess Runway now full~ environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

ft Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
cirowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits l~ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting ~ ber 28'" 2018. 

Name: s'teffAa"-J!;t:f (~(Z)55 "'-Signature: Jpiwfl\, e ,:v~ 

Address: 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Hello, 

Kerry Allman 
SAMP Public comments 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan 
Wednesday, September 26, 2018 9:32:36 AM 
KRC-SAMPauestionaire,pdf 

Please find attached quesUonaire on $AMP from Karen Connelly, a resident of Des Moines. 

Thank you. 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional !(li;__ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long•Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental - -

( 1l ,_ 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

1:-\.--L human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ' ' studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

t_,_,.._ 

world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ' \ (_ 

the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

< unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ' 
. 

noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ' \ / 

l ·'-. 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the . 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and ' ' ' 

' ~ Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ' 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port ,. 

Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 2:-~· _f ..... 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ' -
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
qrowth are too low? 413,000 now, Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ~ \ ;_ 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuqhout the entire reqion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting ~eptember 28th 2018. 

Name:;._ -;( . . \_ 

Address: 25651 Marine View Dr. S. Des Moines WA 98198 

E-mail: i 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

. 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Hello, 

Kerry Allman 
SAMP Public Comments 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan 
Wednesday, September 26, 2018 9:31:05 AM 
RWC-SAMPouestionaire pdf 

Please find attached questionaire on SAMP from Richard Connelly, a resident of Des Moines. 

Thank you. 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAM? scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
l-lappened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

re Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
OWn Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional pv human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

f (tt,,, environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, . 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft I 
emissions, in all of the slx Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, r~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or i 

impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rc1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 31d neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rec ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name:/Z,w, Cc N ·•~ i-L-1 Signature: (~,:r, (, 
/V ,./ f~ '-

Address: 25651 Marine View Dr. S. Des Moines WA 98198 

E-mail: d(c/,_ 1-<,'ii@'(crhcn,<.st11 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Hello, 

Kerry Allman 
SAMP Publlc Comments 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan 
Wednesday, September 26, 2018 9:31:53 AM 
MRC ·SAMPouestionaire,odf 

Please find attached questionaire on SAMP from Mary Connelly, a resident of Des Moines. 

Thank you. 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

v1tu human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the wY environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, lmpacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

t1~ from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 

'/',\~~ health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa11? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 
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Name-;4{//;ey /(,{!,; ;);J&,1---;... ( Signature L;dtuy~ 
Address: 25651 Marine View Dr. S. Des Moines WA 98198 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 

"""" Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments· kccamoheHwood@ao1.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 12:24:17 PM 
SCOpina comment Campbell Wood odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Karen Campbell Wood of Federal Way, 
Wa, regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port 
of Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comments on behalf of the Ms. Campbell Wood be deemed 
unacceptable, please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

! 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

#'t✓ 
' I 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to ! emissions, resulting from the additional i human health and 413,000. i 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of I growth from the last four years. ' 

' , the 97,000 new flights 
' already added in last four ! 

. 
I vears? ' I 

i Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive I Please include a complete assessment 
• Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's i of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant I impacts resulting from additional {w human health and says long term I aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.· But I Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. I 

! capacity is reached in growth plans for I : 2027? notential harms. 
, Adequate Geography? The Port has not 1 Please include a complete study of all ' 
' Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal Jt,j i 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ' 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 1 ''t' 

I 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

' south-end airport and SeaTac. ; Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
nei,..hbor cities? : Tenn Proiects. ! 

: 
Use Current Science? Studies around the • Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ~c,_,,J: world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or • 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft : 

noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 
i health or the environment. 



• Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

' proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway rcw I waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
' : the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment c/4 J 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts r----l, 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and , 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 1 

and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

.(c~ and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical i Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

Kc.;J Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the , 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of {b.J Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

.,(~ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

I airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
throuohout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting S ptember 28th 2018. 

Name:.,j(C\~ ~\\ ~~~natur . ¥~=~~=.Ja...JA.,1,Yv 

Address: C\\\ '::> ~"1- PL ~°'\ 9'l. 

E-mail:./( C..CO.~\::g_\1 W~\'.),J~ 00\ • CJ:;,,,,_.____ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments: oaocyeUencorr®tiotmaiLcom 
SAMP Public comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 201812:26:57 PM 
Scooinq COmment Corr,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Nancy Corr of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 7 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us fotv1arding a comments on behalf of the Ms. Nancy Corr be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ' 

I 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97 ,000 aircraft overflight operations 

i environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ' the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

. Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental i 
; Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ' I 
! human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the k ' I 
1 environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' 
! the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
i anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

capacity is reached in growth plans for i 
2027? r'V",tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

' Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 7/e ' 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in alt of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. ' 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ' 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ·-f'U-
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. ' 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle 
waiting for the results of study from UW and 
the pending studies in the airport 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 

I Please include a review and 
1 assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Tac Airport? Commerce. 
l.5:::e=n:-si'°ti:Cv:':e~p:--:o:-:pc-u"1a"t"°ion=s::.?.1--;Sactu"=-dic'e~s""h~a~ve-,--;fo:-u-n-cdct-P"1=-e-a"se:cin:-:c"1u--=dc:e-ca:-c-::-o:--:m::-p:clc:e,:te=-a::s::s::e-=ss::m=e=ntCT---, 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded 
and assess global increased risk of 
scientific studies relating human harm from 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd 

Port separately assess Runway now full-
the impacts of the full- time. 
time usage of the 3rd 
Runwav? 
What If Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
arowth are too tow? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
QnArations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 281h 2018. 

-.,.., //' 
N ,,, // ,_,,,.,,_~.'?. ( "'=~· ame:/V an (I c O r ,·· Signature: ----7~'9-~"'-<C.-,~-~-

Address:,;;> 3;; ~ l"7'h«,"-S 

E-mail: O ..-., ,11"'' '"' >, (u ,t 'flr/</f 
r\::..t,)c•(:1~//.;,...,_ e~,~,-,;[,. hh.u.:.-1. c~c-,i..-· 

Submit l(),m on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattte.org 

mailto:SAMP@porlseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments;; susao@nwk9detectives rom 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, 5eptember 23, 2018 12:40:08 PM 

Scooina Comment CaniZales-odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Susan Canizales of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 5 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of the Ms. Canizales be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
'•scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of j Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 
, What's Already I raised annual of the human health and environmental i 

Happened? How does , overflight total from impacts, including from noise and I 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~i human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights ' 
already added in last four i 

._vears? 
: Why No St"dY of Your SAMP Executive 

I 
Please include a complete assessment ' 

! Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's , of the human health and environmental i ! Why not study of the . own consultant i impacts resu1ting frorr, aCditior.al 
human health and says tong term aircraft overflight operations for the i 

environmental impacts of : study is ~key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' i 

the Long-Term Vision • Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

: capacity is reached in growth plans for 
: 2027? , ...... tential harms. I 
1 Adequate Geography? i The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 

' Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

62 human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines. Federal i 
I 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

! from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

1 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 

1 neiahbor cities? T em, Proiects. I 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

http:LongMTp.rm


Wait For-Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessm~nt of. the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Aitport studies now underway 

t2 waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai ..... ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

I unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and , from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

1 and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
1 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd 

. Port separately assess Runway now 
• the im acts of the full- ; time. p 

-
unique human health and ~ 
environmental impacts from the I 
ex onential increase in overfli hts ov~r : p g 

I neighbortloods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 

timA usage of the 3rd 
. Runwa? 
i What if Your 
• Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 

rowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

SA Executive. i To determine the risks of error in Port 
Summary ! projections, please include a study of 
inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
413,000 now. 0 orations. 
The Port has : Please include a study of the benefits 
refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above i oflhe SAMP 
environmental review. 

Name: ~ 6 ,...,_ ~~ Signa;•~: 1!!±:,:}=:::::-:::;J....:,--

Address2'f'-<-'\ ~fl <;, ~ p\,\ol-¥"' i 

E-mail:St,is-a-"'<-"'-"' /C,"i o/el.e(.,f-t.,,c,J. t" .__ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

; 
' ' ; 
I 

I 
' I 

I 
' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public comment§; cindvcodoni@vahoo com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scopirig 

Sunday, September 23, 2018 12:45:12 PM 
Scooina Comment Codon! odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. City Codoni ofSeatac, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 9 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of the Ms. Codoni be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. Jf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request" Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 'i, : What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and C L- I 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ' i 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overilight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 

! vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional -~ I 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the i 

environmental impacts of study is ~key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ✓ 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 

I 2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ")/1 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila. Normandy Park, r <::..,. 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights. from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tern, Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. I 

Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~- :~ , studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
I world relating to human potential ham,s suggest, or hypothesize any 

,\.._.. 

I health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
I impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
f noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
' I 

Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical ~ I 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway ~,, I 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the ! i the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. jl 
the State of Washington mitigation study -· 

I 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ! 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts c; unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ' I noise on elderly citizens children from children. ~-

i and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific ' ' Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the I 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

I 
I 

scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. l 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight l 

flinhts noise? noise. ' 
Unique - Full Time 3n1 Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

' Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and '-
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ,J 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over c ! 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the l 

' Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

' Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of ' ' ', i 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ~- l I accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that ,,. I if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term '--
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. i 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits ,, 
to human health and the environment ' Are you studying the refused to join calls ,,, i 

benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
.. 

' 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed <-. 

throuohout the entire reaion. ' 
Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting ~ptem~r 28~ -2018. • 

-~ '} l v('(J'-'I i , AfiJ9 1,.)--
Name: L-. 1 v~ Cui..)(11,..;' Signatur - i 4 t.---

) c-\DI~ J.....\,C,.\I,, L'-"· ~'' 

~ · , ,;_· C1Yl ·, (iJ_v,,',J'-ut, 
E-mail: L,, ,, c"'\ v~, c_,, _y 

Address: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Mlchelle Chaves 
SAMP Public Comments 
SAMP Scoping Requests/ Comments 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 8:26:08 PM 
SAMP IMG.odf 

Please see my signed requests attached. 

Thanks, 
Michelle 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. lfyou want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

: Why No Study of 
' What's Already 
: Happened? How does 
; Port intend to study the 
! human health and 
! environmental impacts of 
i the 97,000 new flights 
! already added in last four 
• ears? 

COMMENT 

! Four-year increase 
: raised annual 
i overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

• Why No Study of Your . SAMP Executive 
; Own Long-Term Plan? : Summary; Port's 
Why not study of the ; own consultant 
human health and I says long term 

, environmental impacts of ; study is "key." But 
i the Long-Term Vision : Port's will not be 
i anticipated to begin when . studying total 
: capacity is reached in ! growth plans for 
: 2027? ! potential harms. 
• Adequate Geography? ! The Port has not 
: Will Port study unique ; committed to study 
human health and : all of Des Moines, 

: environmental impacts : Federal Way, 
, from aircraft noise and i Burien, Tukwila, 
, emissions, in all of the six ! Normandy Park, 
: south-end airport i and SeaTac. 
' nei hbor cities? I 
• Use Current Science? 
• Will Port review all 
studies from around 

. world relating to human 
, health and environment 
~ impacts from aircraft 
: noise and pollution? 

; Studies around the 
! world now exist on 
! harms and 
! potential harms 
: from aircraft noise 
! and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

j Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 

INITIAL 

of the human health and environmental , 
i impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ! 

I Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, } , 
I and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft i\ l, • 

i overflights, from 2013-present; for the "{' 
. Near-Term Projects; and for Long , 
i Term Pro·ects. ' 
, Please include all studies (worldwide) 
' from at least the last ten years, to the 
: extent such studies explore, find, 
i suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 

I health or the environment. 



. Wait For Pending New : Regional studies 
Science? Why is Port , underway, include 

• proceeding without ; ultra-fine particle 
: waiting for the results of study from UW and 
the pending studies in the airport 

• the State of Washington mitigation study 
; directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
i Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found 
Are you studying the I risk of harm to 

1 unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and 
; noise on elderly citizens children from 
. and children? 1 aircraft noise. 
; What About Overnight • Studies have 
; Flights? Will Port collect • concluded 
. and assess global increased risk of 
, scientific studies relating human harm from 

to impacts from overnight j overnight flight 
; flights noise? : noise. 
• Unique - Full Time 3rd i Despite historical 
Runway Use. How will ! statements, 3rd 

Port separately assess ! Runway now full-
the impacts of the full- j time. 

, time usage of the 3rd ; 

Runwav? 
What if Your 

. Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 

• accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
arowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 

• benefits of a regional 
airport? 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 

i 2019; we are at 
• 413,000 now. 
j The Port has 
; refused to join calls 
' for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway i 

before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP . 

Please include a complete assessment 
. of the unique human health impacts 
i from noise on elderly citizens and 
i children. 
; 
i Please include a complete scientific 
I study review and assessment of the 
i unique human health impacts from 
! noise from overnight flights. 

! 
I 

Please include a complete study of the 
! unique human health and 
: environmental impacts from the 
! exponential increase in overflights over 
1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 
1 3rd Runwav. 
: To determine the risks of error in Port 
: projections, please include a study of 
; the health and environmental impacts 
: from increased aircraft operations that 
; exceed estimated Near Term 
• Ooerations. 
i Please include a study of the benefits 
• to human health and the environment 
I in the six airport neighbor cities if 
I growth is more fairly distributed 
! throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018 . 

. vl.,u,r,'1 ,,, 
Name: tJ,;e,he,.\ (e_. C :,,.,.\{<..../W Signature: / )..,0 iL ,J!J l'- ;U,l1..'L~ 

Address: I Y. 7 '::1 i ::::, :;.-/ ::, \--. J oL,, ;"i .,_ 'I ' e,..; A '1 CI '-ti 

E-mail: rQt.,1~ v e__s (L.(1'-1 ;~, ~}""-lL; \ . c..Dt'v'\ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:rrl(:.Jv


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; valerie,constantino@gmail com 
SAMP Public comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 7:14:14 PM 
SCOping COrnment Constant:mo,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Valerie Constantino of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Constantino be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment i What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ! 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and yC Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

I human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
I envtrbnmenial impacts of growth from the last four years . 
. the 97,000 new flights 
[ already added in last four 
i vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own long-Term Plan? Summa!)': Port's of the human health and environmental , 

! 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

\]L ' human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ' 
environmental impacts of study is ~key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision I 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Centul)'~-enda growth~ 
anticipated to begin when studying total 

pl•:~ns. -:C: "":£""''" 1 J l\"<31, ~ capacity is reached in growth plans for l'1.t:: \ "~ 10,-::- Ol,_~'>'J,-e 
2027? notential harms. r ,l\'i"-,i '. r, . 

Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental . 

'{C ; 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Qes Moio@§r-Federal ! 

' environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, i 
i from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
! emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights. from 2013-present; for the 
1 south-end airport and SeaTac. i Near-Term Projects; and for Long 

. 

or ritie'"'? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? 1 Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

~! 
vv 111 Port review a11 world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human : potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment : from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 

' 
impacts from aircraft I and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft ' ; 
noise and pollution? ' overflights and impacts on human 

i health or the environment. 

http:VC>J...es


' Wait For Pending New 
: Science? Why is Port 
! proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea-

i Tac Airnort? 
1 Sensitive populations? 
1 Are you studying the 

unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 

1 Unique - Full Time 3rd 

I 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 

• the impacts of the full-
time usage of the 3n:1 
Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
arowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

! 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 

i the airport 
I mitigation study 
: from Department of 
, Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 

: overnight flight 
' noise. 
' Despite ~deal 

I statements, 3ro 
RunwaY now full-

• time. 
• '),'-0\c~) \;eG 

$AMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now under,,vay 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight ~1ghts. o--v ,J. 

! .;;k..:f ?~''"'> 
• Please include a complete study of the 

I unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 

' exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Qn.Arations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 

i growth is more fairly distributed 
i throuahout the entire reaion. 

I \fC 

\IL 

\JC 
,-JC 
I 

\JC 

Jc 
Please Include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 

enviro~m~ntai review. Deadline for commentin1/!mb,er 2~018.µl_,L1-....,--

Name .{ /ertrWnSBi.;1"fu.i0-Signature ¥£WM c:nutdt (_) 

"71 Address: Vcderie _cot'l:;ita..-.Kvitrg ,:Jv\""\<>'-'' •Cow~) 

Si e-mail: I~/ .5 -'fyplc&<-<'-.Q. ,W-')A'\°i:il"-D)· 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

! 

! 

' 

I 

! 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
wafting for the results of study from lJW and before proceeding with the 

Cec the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

Ccc unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderty citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from c.ec scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique .. Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3m unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

~ the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

Cec, accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
nrowth are too low? 413000now. o--rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if oec, airport? airport now. growth is more fairty distributed 

thro· .... hout the entire ........ ion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septem 281h 201 ... , 

Name~N C,012.~IN Signature. 

Address:1S64-s """'-""1,.,e 1/;,e.,,.,i 0---. S, 
E-mail: ~t,i. .co vb{i,, @._ i clo ... J.. U>Lvl 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

-

mailto:SAMP@portseattie.org
http:uk.ccvbtv.~lC.\O.ol\J...co


From: 
To: 
Subjectt 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public eomments: billcorbin14@me com 
SAMP Public Comment Oil Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 20181:41:19 PM 
SCooina Comment Corbin,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. William Corbin of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Corbin be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·scoping request.· Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Ptease include a complete assessment 
What's Al'"dy raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

~ the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears:? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please inducle a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant Impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ~ the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ....,..tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, #' from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present: for the 
sou~nd airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term """ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all workt now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ti:;~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from lJN and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ~ the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Deparbnent of 
Tac Ai ..... ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please indude a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elder1y citizens and , .d~ 

noise on elderly citizens children from children, 
. , 

and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please indude a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

/A4ff.# and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. .. ·-
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full nme 3rd Despite historical Please indude a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements. 311:1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ~ the Impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3"' Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of enor in Port 
ProJectlons Are Summary projections, please indude a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
"rowth are too low? 413 OOOnow. O-tions. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please indude a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire r.,.,.ion_ 

Please lndude the requests I have Initialed above In the scope of the $AMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenUng ~~?~: 

Name: t,f/rt1..1,1,n f. u,t1r/ Signature: ~ 
Address: ,7.S6 q. 3 ,m,-f,</JY.c J/,1£t,,,-/JR. 5' 

£¥.S ,,-,V/#A.f ;,..-,? ~$',,,~3 
E-mail: b, ,1 ,. , ' 

( 11<!,rwt.,lf l'rffe,,,-»t.,e_ -~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

,,,,< 

, ,,I/ 

mailto:SAMp@portseattle.org


'"'"" To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments· dl11nedon3@amail.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Stmclay, Septembef 23, 2018 4:22:24 PM 
Scooing Comment Collier.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Diane Collier of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Collier be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request" Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 

' • Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Tenn Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 

tential harms. 
; The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 

INITIAL 

• impacts, including from noise and 
I emissions, resulting from the additional 1v7 ~P # 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
and SeaTac. resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

, Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
: Tenn Pro·ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Ai ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3"' 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 

i accounting for the impact 
1 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

' Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 

' exponential increase in overflights over 

I neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 

SAMP Executive. i To determine the risks of error in Port 
Summary ! projections, please include a study of 
inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 

. 413,000 now. 0 erations. 
The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
refused to join catls ! to human health and the environment 
for siting a regional . in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the S 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting S em er 8th 18. 

Name:~ Wte,, ~l{r ~ Signature 

Address:&'(.. SZJ~~ .sJ-- ~t.Q_ ~\DJ 

E-mail OL!4.1-te.Jo113 Ii) h--7,A, 0 , fl Al____:: 

Submit form on your own/add c~jnts a~MP@~e}ttJe.org 

http:a't:'�jMP~e~tle.org


"°"'' To: 

Subject: 
Date, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Publtc eomments· polishoc@aol com 
SAMP Public Comment on ScopillQ 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 4:26:08 PM 
Scooina Comment Cheslock odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Pauline Cheslock of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Cheslock be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 

in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.H Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase 

I 
Please include a complete assessment : 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental fb' 
Happened? How does overflight total from • impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to 

I 
emissions, resulting from the additional 

human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

i the 97,000 new flights ' 
, already added in last four ' 

i 
i vears? ! 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive i Please include a complete assessment i 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's ! of the human health and environmental ("<--' ' 
Why not study of the . own consultant ' impacts resulting from additional i 
human health and • says long term aircraft overflight operations for the i 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

I the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total : plans. 

i capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

pt., Will Port study unique committed to study ! of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, : impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, ! Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, I and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, i overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. 1 Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei,..hbor cities? , Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the 

I 
Please include all studies (worldwide} r--Will Port review all world now exist on , from at least the last ten years, to the 

I 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms • suggest. or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise j association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. : other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

i

, overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect 'concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

: Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary j projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. I the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by ; from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413 000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional ln the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rAnion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review, Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: f,que,rµt. C.HUi,,,c.,..- Signature: ~ ~ 
~ ,L s. 'l),;s [ncr,t, £,_ w I? </$/f'Y 

Address: :i 7 i ;i.r,, - /() - ,..-, & 

E-mail: 1'°/J5f..pe- & a..!,~ 

Subm;t form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

r---
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I 
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r--

~ 
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mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: oolishpc@aol com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 4:26:08 PM 
Scoping Comment Cheslods,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Pauline Cheslock of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Cheslock be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 

in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping requesC Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
f,,__ I 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from • impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to j emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. • 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

' the 97,000 new flights I 

, already added in last four ' ' ' ; vears? i 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive i Please include a complete assessment 

~ own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's I of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the 

' 
own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

human health and . says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.' But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

I 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total : plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? • notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all pc., Will Port study unique committed to study : of the human health and environmental 
human health and au of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, TukWila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. : Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? , Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the ! Please include all studies (worldwide) r-c-Will Port review all world now exist on I from at least the last ten years, to the I studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, I world relating to human potential harms 

I

' suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. i other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

i

: overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from ovemight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3~ Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rc1 unique human health and 

I Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary 

I 
projections, please include a study of 

Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. , the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by ; from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. QQ_erations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: f',qu~1i"c. CHU.,.,,,c.rc Signature: ~ ~ 
~ "·· S. 'l>iS tnc1,0€,_ W ~ 9~/f'F 

Address: .;i. 7 f ~,;, - JO - -"" £-

E-mail: j10/,sr..;oe. & a.,../. ~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Atbldlments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments· Larry Cripe 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping Larry Cripe 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 3:43:S6 PM 
Scooino Comment Lam Ccioe-Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Larry Cripe of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Cripe be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of Four-year increase • Please include a complete assessment I 
1 What's Already raised annual i of the human health and environmental 
1 Happened? How does overflight total from • impacts, including from noise and 
i Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ":AL human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

1 already added in last four ' 
I vears? i 
1 Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive : Please include a complete assessment I 
j own Long-Term Plan? i Summary; Port's 1 of the human health and environmental I 
Why not study of the I own consultant : impacts resulting from additional ' 

I 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

~(__ environmental impacts of i study is ~key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision ·1 Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when , studying total , plans. 
capacity is reached in : growth plans for 
2027? , notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, , Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, *C.... from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, 1 and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, i overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. ! Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 

' neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
' Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide} 
Will Port review all world now exist on , from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and . extent such studies explore. find, 

~(__ world relating to human potential harms ! suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise ! association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. I other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

1 
overflights and impacts on human 

I health or the environment. 



I Wait For Pending New 
1 Science? Why is Port 

proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 

I the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airoort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 

, What About overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flights noise? 
Unique• Full Time 3"' 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
orowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies [ Please include a review and 
underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
mitigation study 
from Department of ' 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rc1 
Runway now full
time. 

$AMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rc1 Runwav. 
To detennine the risks of error in Port i projections, please include a study of 

i the health and environmental impacts 
: from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Ooerations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throughout the entire reaion. 

I 
! 

~c_; 
! 
I 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review, Deadline for commenting Se~tember 2b,.2018. 

Name: La_,Yl( 0.Ji 1 /1-<--- • Signature:~, ld1f!,---
Address: 14 ~{ 1 <N"• ftv.c V &n (I'- lv,1 q 61/p b 

E-mail la. 'vur Uu.p,e-, ~ Cff)i1 WJ f. 11.LT 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattfe.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:laj\.1.u(fu~~Gtrn1C�af.I1


From: 
To: 
SUbject: 
Date, 
Attachmenw 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; cindvcrioe®comcasr net 
SAMP Publie Conwnent on SCoping Cindy Cripe 
Sunday, 5eptember 23, 2018 3:41:32 PM 
Scooina Comment Cindy Cdoe odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt. 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Cindy Cripe of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Cripe be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 
I 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

tij_ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

' already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive ' Please include a complete assessment 
own Long.Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 

I I Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

ILL human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ! 

environmental impacts of study is "key." But . Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
I the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be : projects and Century Agenda growth 

anticipated to begin when studying total 'plans . i 

. capacity is reached in growth plans for 
'2027? ootential harms. 
' Adequate Geography? The Port has not : Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ! 

(!_,(!_ i 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ! 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overilights, from 2013-present: for the I 

' I ! south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long ! ' neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include au studies (worldwide) 

I Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and . extent such studies explore, find, 

le world relating to human potential hamis suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

I

. overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now unde,way 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Air"""'rt? Commerce. I 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health Impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3ra Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3n:1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa"? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. O1Jerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has , Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

1 airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
: throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in _the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commentinf1 Se tember 28 2018. 

Name ~ , 11.,ur G)r;.., Signature: ""',:i..,~;:,'1.;1-¥-==· -''="'.,.,/."',I"<"""' 

Address: /4~/t Q.3rJ//vL6£J ~kilU, [.,..v/ lz 
E-mail: ('_ lfld..L( C1lµ~ ~ L;f)k_[P.J+. fl/...( 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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C,e_ I 

cc 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


From: 
To: 
ec, 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Adelle Comfort 
SA.MP Public Corrments 
larr:vuipe@coolcast.net 
SAMP comments for public record 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 5:20:50 PM 
""1Jldf 

Please see the attached document regarding public comments on SAMP. 

All 'health concerns' mentioned should include the concern of the health of 

Puget Sound and its related mammals, fish, birds other sea life; pets and 

livestock; wildlife in our forests; Zoo animals; our Eagle population, etc. 

Adelle Comfort 

14810 16th Ave SW 

Burien, WA 98166 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.• Just initial any request you want sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Tenn Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
nei hbor cities? 
USe Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

of uman hea d environmental 
• pacts, 1 in noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

INITIAL 

--i--:::-. a,,J ~ ~ -:~2,, 

(f 
SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long tenn 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 

tential hanns. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Nonnandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around 
world now exist o 
hanns and 
potential hanns 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

of an hea nd environmental 
im els resu ng from additional 

overflight operations for the 
art's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
rojects and Century Agenda growth 

plans _,t, . 1 <-,!U., Ji1i.#. ~ 

mplete study of all 
an health d environmental 

Moines, Federal 
ay, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, /) N1/I 

and SeaTac. resulting from aircraft ()I I' l 
overflights, from 2013-present for the 
Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
Tenn Pro·ects. 
Please include all studies (wortdwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
sugges~ or hypothesize any fl jf'l'I 
association, correlation, causation, or {}JI' I 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
hea or the environment 



Wait For Pending N
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea-
Tac Ai rt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elde~y citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Tune 3nt 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3"' 
Runwa 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from U\N and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies ha\/e found 
risk of harm to 
elde~y citizens and 
children from 
airaaft noise. 
Studies have 
conclUded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3"' 
Runway now ful~ 
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summa,y 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please indude a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study re~ and assessment of the 
uniq~n health impacts from 
noise from overnight flig~rl:.... 

, rvA J/i.JJ-- • "- r -
Please include a complete study of the 
uniq~ and 
envifO~cts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near 
3"' Runwa . <>t- • 
To determine the risks error i Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
O tions. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more rainy distributed 
throu hout the entire ion. 

[j;JJ1,.....,__ 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se tember 28"' 2018. 

Name:f/PE:LJSt (!.(ml~ T Signature: +.,4'{,{j(,,U,,b-J4L./---f-.,,rw..Lft' 

Address:/ l.f'l/0 /(/J:i±.. {We SJ.JJ 
E-mail:adtl.1..Llr/Jlf.R .. @b.rmt.hjj. '--ftJ..Y--
Submit form on your own/add comments at SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMp@portseattJe.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments· carl,craven033@amail.com 
Re: Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 7:15:29 PM 
Scoojng comment Craven odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Carl Craven of Burien, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Craven be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.tt Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

' Why No Study of Four.year increase Please include a complete assessment 

,t-': I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to , emissions, resulting from the additional 

V . : 

human health and 413,000. 1 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
j environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

: Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental . . 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional p· human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-T errn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

I capacity is reached in growth plans for 
i 2027? ootential harms. 
: Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
; Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental i 
: human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ ' 
! environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ! 

I I from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' ' emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the i 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long ' 

I 

neighbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 't : 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ' • 

\ 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest. or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
direcUy relating to Sea-
Tac Airnort? 
Sensitive populations? 

: Are you studying the 
, unique impacts of aircraft 

ii noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 

• What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 
Unique .. Full Time 3rc1 

Runway Use. How will 

; Regional studies 
: underway, include 
I ultra-fine particle 
: study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 

Please include a review and 
assessment of.the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Aifport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

from Department of : 
Commerce. 
Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
children from children. 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
concluded i study revifw and assessment of the 
increased risk of I unique human health impacts from 
human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
statements, 3rd unique human health and 

-

i 

.~-/; ' 
' ::,,------

/11~· ( 
)!•)---' 
,✓ 

lj(_·r 
' ' S----"' 
' ' ; Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the I 

i the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd i neighborhoods beneath and near the ' 

I Runwav? i 3rd Runwav. 
, What if Your SAMP Executive. ! To determine the risks of error in Port .. ,., ; 
: Projections Are Summary i projections, please include a study of ),,t / 

• Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts i-/ 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. , Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has 1 Please include a study of the benefits :Jt( Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ,'/ benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ' 

airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire reoion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. 

Signature: __ (._~_-_-_.(_:_.-~_;_"_(_(_-_;_-_-_ 

Address: 2 'Jt- 1 s,,. l'f'i-ff /4-c~ --

E 
'I ~ 2c,i2,.~, ,✓,; ,,,;,,LI -maI: , , -.. ·fi:-~ 

C cr.r /, C- ~ (:.,4;_,..._c ,; 3 t.1- "f--«.J-". (~-n( 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattte.org 

' ' ' i 

' 

mailto:SAMP@porlseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 

Subject: 
SAMP Public comments: combd@hotrnail.com 
Public Comment Scoping on SAMP 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Thursday, September 27, 2018 11:46:36 AM 
Scooing Comment Cornwall pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Cornwall of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us fo1Warding comments on behalf of Mrs. Cornwall be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

[ Why No Study of 
1 What's Already 

Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 

1 human health and 
I environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 

• Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 

1 neiahbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary: Port's 

: own consultant 
: says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
ootential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
au of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential ham,s 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 

j emissions, resulting from the additlonal 
; 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ! growth from the last four years. 

I 
Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 

, impacts resulting from additional 
1 aircraft overflight operations for the 
' Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
, projects and Century Agenda growth 
! plans. 

' Please include a complete study of all 
! of the human health and environmental 
: impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present: for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 

I 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 

. suggest. or hypothesize any 
I association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 

- health or the environment. 

INITIAL 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airnort? 

Regional studies Please include a review and 
underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the airport i environmental review for the SAMP. 

Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 

mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 

• Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 

and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight . Studies have 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded 
and assess global • increased risk of 
scientific studies relating human harm from 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Unique• Full Time 3rd i Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will[' statements, 3rd . unique human health and 

1 Port separately assess ~unway now full- I environmental impacts from the I 
the impacts of tne full- • time. exponential increase in overflights over , 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the I 

1--'cR"'u"'n-"w.,,a,.v?'-c. --------,f-c-------+"'3~_,_R,,u,ene,w,,,a,.v.~~~~~-~~~-+-----' 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Onerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Signature: -''---'--'--~--~~-'---~ ;, 

Address: 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP PYblic Comments; dcreoeau@rosn com 
Public Convnent on SAMP Scoping 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Monday, September 24, 201810:12:10 PM 
Scooina Comment Gloria Creoeau odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Gloria Crepeau of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Crepeau be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. tf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

' Why No Study of 
! What's Already 
; Happened? How does 
: Port intend to study the 
human health and 

, environmental impacts of 
; the 97,000 new Rights 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment I 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, induding from noise and , 

1 emissions, resulting from the additional I 
99;~~ =~o~=~~~ =:~ons I 

i 
I 

INITIAL 

: already added in last four 
i VAars? f+.',c=c',---,~~=--+==~----+=--~--~-----+---a 
1 Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a compfete assessment 
: Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
: Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
: human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
• environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
: the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
• anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
• capacity is reached in growth plans for 
' 2027? nntential harms. 
• Adequate Geography? 1 The Port has not 
: Wlll Port study unique ! committed to study 
• human health and ' all of Des Moines. 
environmental impacts Federal Way, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, 

' emissions, 1n all of the six 
I 
Normandy Park, 

south.end airport ! and SeaTac. 
neiahbor cities? ! 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 

. health and environment 
• impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

Studies around the 
wor1d now exist on 
harms and 

I potential harms 
I from aircraft noise 
I and emissions. 

Please indude a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near.Term Projects; and for Long 
Term ?roil;icts. 
Please include all studies (wor1dwide) 

, from at least the last ten years, to the 

I

, elCtent such studies explore, find, 
suggest. or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation. or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment 



: Wait For Pending New 
: Science? Why is Port 
; proceeding without 
i waiting for the results of 
i the pending studies in 

the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea~ 
Tac Ai-~rt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli□hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 

! the Impacts of the full-
'I time usage of the 3n:1 

Runwa"? 
i What if Your 
1 Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
□rowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

i Regional studies ! Please include a review and 
i unde,way, include i assessment of the results of critical 
I ultra-fine particle ' Sea~ Tac Airport studies now underway 
1 st dy from lNv and I before proceeding with the u 

the airport , environmental review for the SAMP. 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found , Please include a complete assessment 
risk of harm to I of the unique human health impacts 
elderty citizens and I from noise on elder1y citizens and ' 
children from children. I 
aircraft noise. I 

Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
concluded study review and assessment of the 
increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
statements. 3rd unique human health and 
Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
time. expanential increase in overflights over 

neighborhoods beneath and near the 
i 3rd Runwa". 

t SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
I Summary projections, please include a study of 
Inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
413 000 now. O....,.....tions. 
The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire re(lion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
envtronmental review. Deadline for commenting ~eptember 2~11'1 2018 . 

. ·•· ('•··,,,,.. i,. ~I·/ 
Name: 6)61 /!J/'~ 1"'- ~ I"" . Signature: /JU(,;u. J ( d.L 1"1-t t(.,. .--

.n - ,l.,. }1"--,_.I.... 1__;f- ' 1 
Address: ,..J. 7 ;; -;i 1 -- • 'f 

/·1-....., /.' (,'JI.' 
E~mail:(),}/t.~/,.,,,,._.(_l_ "' ~ ~, '"' 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

• 

\ ' 

\.\l L, 

I 

\) 
• 

' I 

. ·1 
' .I • 
\.(' f 

' ,; l, 

-'J 

~-c '~I> J 

' 

' 
l~i 
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From: Rhonda Cavanaugh 
auietskiesouaetsouod@amall com 
SAMP Public Comments 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: Fw: Scanned document from HP ePtint user 

Monday, September 24, 20181:15:06 PM 
filename-1.odf 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: "eprintcenter@hp.com" <eprintcenter@hp.com> 
To: "rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com" <rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com> 
Sent: Mon, Sep 24, 2018 at 12:35 PM 
Subject: Scanned document from HP ePrint user 

This email and attachment are sent on behalf of rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com. 

If you do not want to receive this email in future, you may contact 
rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com directly or you may consult your email application for 
spam or junk email filtering options. 

Regards, 
HP Team 

mailto:rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com
mailto:andattachmentaresentonbehalfofrcavanaugh@rocketmail.com
mailto:rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com
mailto:rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com
mailto:eprintcenter@hp.com
mailto:eprintcenter@hp.com


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

rwhy No Study of 
! What's Already 
! Happened? How does 
: Port intend to study the 
i human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 

' vears? 
, Why No Study of Your 
own Long-Term Plan? 

• Why not study of the 
' human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 

I 2027? 
: Adequate Geography? 
I Will Port study unique 
I human health and 

environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neiohbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
ootential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overtlight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

INITIAL 

t!--
Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental I 
impacts resulting from additional !_. () 
aircraft overflight operations for the 

i Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ~ 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Tenn Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) fQ 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft j 

1 

i 
! 
i 

• 

overf1ights and impacts on human I 

1

1 

health or the environment. ~-----------~-------~==~=~====~----~---~ 



From: Rhonda Cavanaugh 
auietskiesouaetsouod@amail com 
SAMP Public Comments 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: Fw: SCanned document from HP ePrint user 

Monday, 5eptember 24, 2018 1:13:41 PM 
filename-I odf 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 

----- Forwarded Message ---
From: "eprintcenter@hp.com" <eprintcenter@hp.com> 
To: "rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com" <rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com> 
Sent: Mon, Sep 24, 2018 at 12:38 PM 
Subject: Scanned document from HP ePrint user 

This email and attachment are sent on behalf of rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com. 

lfyou do not want to receive this email in future, you may contact 
rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com directly or you may consult your email application for 
spam or junk email filtering options. 

Regards, 
HP Team 

mailto:rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com
mailto:andattachmentaresentonbehalfofrcavanaugh@rocketmail.com
mailto:rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com
mailto:rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com
mailto:eprintcenter@hp.com
mailto:eprintcenter@hp.com


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request. n Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

\~ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth lrom the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

~i(., environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, s:v from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 

i,\tV health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



From: Rhonda Cavanaugh 
SAMP Publk Comments To: 

Subject: Fw: Sc;inned document fmm HP ePrint user 
MoOOay, September 24, 2018 1:12:29 PM 
filename-I pdf 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: "Rhonda Cavanaugh" <rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com> 
To: "quietskiespugetsound@gmail.com" <quietskiespugetsound@gmail.com> 
Cc: "samp@portseattle.com" <samp@portseattle.com> 
Sent: Mon, Sep 24, 2018 at 1 :09 PM 
Subject: Fw: Scanned document from HP ePrint user 
Scanned docs coming one page at a time. Apologies for this. 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 

---- Forwarded Message -----
From: "eprintcenter@hp.com" <eprintcenter@hp.com> 
To: "rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com" <rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com> 
Sent: Mon, Sep 24, 2018 at 12:43 PM 
Subject: Scanned document from HP ePrint user 

This email and attachment are sent on behalf of rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com. 

If you do not want to receive this email in future, you may contact 
rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com directly or you may consult your email application for 
spam or junk email filtering options. 

Regards, 
HP Team 

mailto:rcavanaugh@rocketmail.com
mailto:andattachmentaresentonbehalfofrcavanaugh@rocketmail.com
mailto:eprintcenter@hp.com
mailto:eprintcenter@hp.com
mailto:samp@portseattle.com
mailto:samp@portseattle.com
mailto:quietskiespugetsound@gmail.com
mailto:quietskiespugetsound@gmail.com


Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Pon 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air rt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Pon collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3"' 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 

, the impacts of the full-
1 time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa ? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine panicie 
study from UW and 
the airpon 
mitigation study 
from Depanment of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
ek:terty citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Pon has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airpon studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 rations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire r ion. 

Please include the requests I have initiated above in the scope of the SAMP 

,-7,_ \ 
/ ' 

' 

rt} 

environmental review. Deadline for commenting ~ber 28"' 20.18. •· 
,-,. ,4,,,. • .- ' / Y,1/(/,<A_ 

Name: r-:ri-. • ,., ' '-.J,/• 1.,,w I' t.li/.~ V\._ Signature: -+"'--1,-Jc1U.¥w..w~.....,,_""""..:Vl,·VV 
·[J. 'j. 

Address: I I 6° ':Sc- I ~ 0 "=: 1,c:4 ') ~ I iJ 0 

le :, /i ,,_,,iJ.,1 /;;(' r- • 
E-mail:,· ..... 1 ., ,·,•1"17Zfr /,\jt c..tv>1 

'-/, .V"· I ..,,1,.) L. 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


The Sustainable Airport Muter Plan {SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request O Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INmAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, induding from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations (JV environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
~ars? 
Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please indude a complete assessment ' 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional iµ,v human health and says tong term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key: But Port's post~SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's 'will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? """tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
WUI Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

f human health and all of Des Moines. impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Par1<. 
from aircraft noise and Burien. Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near•Term Projects; and for Long 
n ... ;,.hbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Curnnt Science? Studies around the Please indude all studies (wortdwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~ studies from around hanns and extent sueh studies explore, find, 
world relating to human Potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, °' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

I health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea• Tac Airport studies now underway r~ waiting for the results of study from uw and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 'I/ 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and v, 
noise on elder1y citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 

Studies have What About Overnight Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect conduded study review and assessment of the 

\tt-11 I and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please inciude a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3• unique human heaith and 

~ Port sepa,ately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3n1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3'°Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projoctlona Ase Summary projections, please indude a sludy of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ~i,u accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. QnArations. 

The Port has Regional Airport Now? Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment F beneflts of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? growth is more fairty distributed airport now. 

thro1 ,,.,hout the entire rPnion. 

Please include the requests I haw initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental ntvi-. Deadline for commenting Sepil!mber 28"' 2018. 

Name:/Jz:1/tr~,t(_ t7fJ/,{.Y "1.._ Signature: ~~~· ~~-----

Address: &CI 5 N '.J- 'ff-, p1- it-,Z..t/5 
,:,e._j ti ['L ,1..,,Y. l.<.' >l- ti~ /q ~ 

E-mail: ~~?\W'~·h ;ef 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@pottseattJe.org 

I 

I 

' 

mailto:SAMP@porlseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; carl.craven33@amail.cqm 
comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental RevieW 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 7:11:49 PM 
Scoping Comment Craven.odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Carl Craven of Burien, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Craven be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.» Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment 

~. 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

1 environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

~-I 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tem, aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I 

I 

anticipated to begin when studying total plans. I capacity is reached in growth plans for I 
2027? ootential harms. I 

Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ' 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental ! 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ',. ' 

~ I environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ! from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ''t Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

I -

studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

I noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. ' 



: Wait For Pending New 
I Science? Why is Port 

proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airoort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 

: unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flinhts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3"' 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full-

, time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa\f? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rirowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of hann to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessm~nt of. the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Aitport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study revitiw and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighbortioods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa\f. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Ooerations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. 

L., 1· ''( -~; _, ,.,,/ -· 
Signature: ___ ,_, _·,__,_· '---· __ _ 

Address: 2 'Jv I s,v 1'f<j1':· /hf ~-

E-mail: ~ f?'- il.,~,, Li/ 'i'6i/,;4.o 

(>, r· /, ( ~ c,...(,...__c ~ "3 t..1- .-.: ~...e._J. (~~u( 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

I 
i 
' 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. Jf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year inciease Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. C\G the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overfllght operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 

~ anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

~ human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ( 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ~v world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any L 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port • underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

~ the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from '1\16 scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flii:ihts noise? noise. 
Unique ~ Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

~ Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3ro neighborhoods beneath and near the 

Ruhwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

~ accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the ref used to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if rru airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests l have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 018. 

Name: \Ln&. (Q.J.t lo Signature: ---t-~..a:u~~~= ~-

Address: l 'ol 1 5. -<, <f)s\J\ Pt ~s moU'LtS WA: 9 St c,cg 

E-mail: • tCtt. Li c.o@COm (. a St. YJ e t 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and "'{L,C,, Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental t~ Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neighbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



' _, 

Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique~ Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tern, 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28111 2018. 

Name:L1
1

ndQ. C.a.St; I/ Q Signature:~¼lv~ 

Address: J 58' J. I 1 14 f-h Ave.- SJ 
t3 ,Uh-Le-n CJ <( I ~ b 

E-mail: 
J;,, d. IL, e.ci5,,fJ/ {ob -@m.sn .. coYYJ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ,;J-c, Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 1'/2f(~IS 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

~c. Own Long .. term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ~,fty/413 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

~Ct Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 1 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 9/Ji,{Jo/f 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

~(, Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any r!P/) ?o/J health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

~-
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 9/1-r/JvJi the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

#(-, Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderty citizens and from noise on elderty citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 'r!/11 /Joi J and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific r· Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 9/J.f/k/f to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the ;~. Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 

rtl2(;;t>IS time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

~ .. Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 7/iyl;a;; if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits ;_c., Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

7/~l;,i1, airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
throughout the entire region. 

Please Include the requests I have lnltlaled above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting~~ 

Name: rrt:t,;r.;< C /'~J/tvA,/c.. Signature:~~----~-----

Address: I~ t'/ t J1°-ilz I? ve , Ji W. !Ju .,. ,' ~ 1 Id .lj 'J YI b 6 

E-mail: +-+c / j / '1 e /1 /J1 a;/., l O ,/?1 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

'}l Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

~ human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

il human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~ 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

~ waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ~l unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the fZ and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique -· Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and tc Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

tL Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment il benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: L \~ C.o I..E;MAtv 

Address: 11b SW lli0¥; srred
Svi-\c. c_-100}117 

\/) · I ~ 
Signature: O"(J'= \../ '---

~ se~rtle., WA '191.G c;·:~:~~rm on your .own/add ~mments at: S~MP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental Impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

~ human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is Mkey." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ;}6 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei~hbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hannsand extent such studies explore, find, 

~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

J (_ waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from :rv scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ol, the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

~ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

Ju Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire region. 

Please Include the requests I have Initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septe!:r 28~ 

Name: --rhtYt'&( ~r655ZtJk;,t, Signature: _v/,_, - ~......._. ____ .___~ ...;;.a:;....;.;._~ 

Address: JVt;'//,, ~ 0 ~ ~ ~Ur)t:I)., W4 ~f/4:' 

E-mail: +IL /!Sf?€ °)VYlfa-! f!lrn 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



r-1 , ~ ,b..·-"".'!~ ~~ ,-. . .,. 

FIGHTTHE FLIGHT 
r-.-r ... -:-,-

Kcr.aI•1 Lt! 20E.i lU/•J:wJ ~-:-=:r __ 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Po1t personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and go Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-1erm Pian? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision :;:t:-
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. ' 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

[8Z--human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Feder.al 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Pait review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 9 6 studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway ~ 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 1/'----
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

P-Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the av and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies re ,~;..,g human harm from "loise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historical ~lease include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd i.1nique human health and 5C Port separately assess Runway now full- 1:1nvironmental impacts from the 
tl,e : ·.-1f°)oC15 o; ihe fu::- time. exponential increase in overmghts over 
time usage of 'the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary ~rejections, please include a study of Ju Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. :he health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019: we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits cu Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commentin??~' 2~ 18. 

Name: r5 IIC--PtJ:t {!/r1,lp'f?-J Signature~ 

Address: ;l9 5/ I qf!. /L, .>, ~ t/~03 
Ptn,~w~ 

E-mail: r5f"Dpo 7 {i)1-41sJJ, U)fl/\. 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these. or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I 
I Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ' 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ~ti human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 

' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional i 

I 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the \1) ' ' environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision I 
the Long• Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ' ! 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental w· human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, \ 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south•end airport and SeaTac. Near.Tern, Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. .. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around ham,s and extent such studies explore, find, 

\\\) world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any I 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or \ 

I impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human I 

' health or the environment. I 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from IJW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Aircort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full~ environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? • The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

I throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: r/i..fc,'u',;. f_ _D 'i...Mc,-/o vi 

Address: c)i 17 Jc.J /),Oft.. J~ 

Signature: (}J.A,T c'.i'.kM;,MV 

E-mail: (-'tJ... i o◊ I @) her+ VY\~ I , lVM 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; alan iaoe@aooeaaarn.net 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 6:57:03 PM 
Scooino Commeot Pavis pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Jane Davis of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Davis be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' ' 
I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

I 
Happened? How does overilight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

: human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ,-:1) 
i I environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

, the 97,000 new flights , 
! already added in last four 
i vears? 

i ~~ ~~n~t~~~f P~:~~ SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ! 
i 

Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

I
, Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
: human health and says tong tern, aircraft overflight operations for the 

JD environmental impacts of study is ~key.• But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-T em, Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential ham,s. 

'I Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 

: human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 
' environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien. Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, _JD i 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, • and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects: and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

! Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

3D ' 
world relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any ' 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

! health or the environment. 



! Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
i Science? Why ls Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of . study from UW and before proceeding with the ' 
the pending studies in i the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

I 
the State of Washington ! mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- i from Department of 

; Tac Airoort? 1 Commerce. 
; Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? • aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 

, Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
I Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
I benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
i airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2_D18. 

Name: ::fciVI.< Dci v, '> Signature: Jct V\{.. D,uy 
Address: \ "l!.PlL '? 'M A✓-e. 'S. Pc S. r?lo:JA.vr 

E-mail: t'\[C,V1. j·qn<-6 qoMCt'jC\IVI. n eT 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@pottseattfe.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Publk: Comments; dedeoois@oacbell net 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 5:53:32 PM 
Scoping Comment Dennis Debra pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Deborah Dennis of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Dennis be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. Jf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 

I H ed? H d ow oes appen 

I

. Port intend to study the 
human health and 

I environmental impacts of 
i the 97,000 new flights . 
: already added in last four i 
' vears? ' 
i Why No Study of Your 
i Own Long .. Term Plan? 

Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 

'I Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neinhbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
eve 19 oa rem rtr hit I If 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long tern, 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
ootential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
hanns and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

' 
i 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 1 

of the human health and environmental I 
I I d' f d ' 1mpac s, inc u 1ng rem noise an 

emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

1 Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 

INITIAL 

~~ ' ' ' ' ' ' 
' 
i 

impacts resulting from additional 

"~I aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision \J ,' 

' 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

! 

' ' ' I 
• Please include a complete study of all i 

of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) ' 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 

\ \ I 
l suggest, or hypothesize any 

\'-, ' 
' association, correlation, causation, or 

other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Ai ..... ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 

1 unique impacts of aircraft 
1 noise on elderly citizens 

and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 
Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
nrowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of hann to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 

. Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights aver 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 ... "'rations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throunhout the entire reCJ ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 2: fl:·, . 

Name:~~ -'.,. Dexvv\5 Signatur~ • ~\~ 
Address: \ '3 CdO---- \ Is,~ f'Vt. . $.i.o--; ~ti;?"N lX;f\ 9 Yi 'i (,, 
E-mail: ~-::,~'a:.'(\~,~~ ~c:.\;:,'<.\\. \'\<".\ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@po,tseatt/e.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From; 
To: 

Quiet Skies 

Subject: 
SAMP Public Comments· dougkimo@mac.com 
SA.MP Public Comment on Scoping 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Monday, September 24, 2018 11:25:38 PM 
Scopjng Comment Kirn Doualas.Qdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Kimo Douglas of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Kimo Douglas be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
··scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers wilt 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

, Why No Study of 
: What's Already 
. Happened? How does 
' Port intend to study the 
human health and 

: environmental impacts of 
: the 97,000 new flights 
: already added in last four 
' ears? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overllight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

, Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 
' Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's 
• Why not study of the own consultant 
• human health and says long term 
• environmental impacts of study is "key.· But 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be 
anticipated to begin when studying total 

i capacity is reached in growth plans for 
' 2027? tential harms. 
, Adequate Geography? 1 The Port has not 
I Will Port study unique committed to study 
! human health and all of Des Moines, 
: environmental impacts Federal Way, 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila. 
i emissions. in all of the six I Normandy Park, 
: south-end airport i and SeaTac. 
• nei hbor cities? ! 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 

• studies from around 
world relating to human 

, health and environment 
, impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 

; and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment i 
of the human health and environmental , 

INmAL 

impacts, including from noise and 
1 

emissions, resulting from the additional 1· ~ 
, 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
: gr0'.Vth from the last four years. 

, Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental I 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post~SAMP Long Term VtslOO 
projects and Century Agenda gro'A'lh 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present: for the 

I Near-Term Projects: and for Long 
Term Pro·ects. 
Please include all studies (wortdwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



: Wait For Pending New : Regional studies : Please include a review and 
. Science? Why is Port j underway, include ' assessment of the results of critical ! proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway r 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the /,-, the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study I ; 
directly retating to Sea- from Department of I 
TacAi--rt? Commerce. . 

1 Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
! Are you studying the 1 risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts "~ 

! unique impacts of aircraft : elderfy citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and i/:~J ! noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Wilt Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 

, flinhts noise? 
: Unique - Full Time 3rd 

'I Runway Use. How will 
1 Port separately assess 
• the impacts of the full-
time usage of the 3 
Runwa? " 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

' 

aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human hann from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, Jrd 
Runway now full-
time. 

i Please include a complete scientific 
1 study review and assessment of the 
i unique human health impacts from 
l noise from overnight flights. 
! 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exp0nential increase in overflights over 

i neighborhoods beneath and near the 
,3n:1Runwa. 

SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Summary projeetions, please include a study of 
inaccurate; est. ' the health and environmental impacts 
398,910 flights by , from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at , exceed estimated Near Term 
413 000 now. • O ns. 
The Port has i Please include a study of the benefits 
refused to join calls I to human health and the environment 
for siting a regional ; in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport now. i growth is more fair1y distributed 

, throu hout the entire ion. 

i 

I 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se~m~th 2018. 

Name: \:'._1,.0 l::J<>v,*•> Signature:,~&;z-"Z 

Address: !..i6'5--\ 1'\-1'\ t.<;S. C:,,,.,\'(\0,,.,,, 'l\li. C\C,.1~'< 

' 
E-mail: j "''-''\\(__' ,.0 i( 'i\1>,C. v,.,._ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

f/ 

/4 
~-

f 

■ 

' 

' 

' ' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: dsdennis@oacbell net 
SAMP Public Comment on scoping Deborah Dennis Correction 
Sunday, september 23, 2018 6:11:50 PM 
Scooloo Comment Dennis,Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Deborah Dennis of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

ENS EPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Dennis be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

! Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment 
1 What's Already raised annual I of the human health and environmental 

' Happened? How does overflight total from i impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to i emissions, resulting from the additional ' 
human health and 413,000. : 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of I growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights ' ' already added in last four ' vears? ' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive i Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's ' of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ' 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But I Port:s post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

' the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be I projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total i plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 

i Adequate Geography? The Port has not I Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study i of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the ' 

I south-end airport . and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long ' 
neit1hbor cities? ' Term Proiects. I 

Use Current Science? i Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
Will Port review all • world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest. or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 

. 
I impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

' I noise and pollution? overilights and impacts on human 
i health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea• from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique• Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 

1 
What if Your SAMP Executive, To detennine the risks of error in Port 

I Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
j Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairty distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the S 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se ber 28th 2 1 . 

Name:_B,,,-,,, L U~I// 1 Signature: 

I 
i 

i 
! 

i 

' 

I 
' 

I&~ 
• 'I~• 

i 

i 

' 

i 

i 

#12 
Ml) 

' 

Address:;3,cz.z /I-~ ,y1;,.,,- 5/{/, ~//1"4-7, Jt'/.,,/?t'/;/£ 

E-mail: Bl..i)5z_z & ;/d#/!/J C/J// 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments· bld522@vahoo com 
SA.MP Public Comment on Scoping Bruce Dennis 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 5:49:15 PM 
Scoolna Comment Pennis odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Bruce Dennis of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Dennis be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan {SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

: Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment ' 
: What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ' 

Happened? How does overflight total from i impacts, including from noise and 
i 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to i emissions, resulting from the additional ' 
human health and 413,000. : 97,000 aircraft overflight operations I 
environmental impacts of I growth from the last four years. I 

the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four ! 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

; 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is ~key." But Port:s post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

' the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

, capacity is reached in growth plans for 
'2027? □otential harms. I 
I Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all i 
: Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental ' I human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 

I

, environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

' 
: emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the ' 
: south-end airport and SeaTac. 1 Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 

' neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. i 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

! 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ' 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft ; 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human ' 

I health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway ,. 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

I the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ' 
the State of Washington mitigation study 

i directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnnrt? Commerce. 

. . 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ' I 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

u,; .. unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. U,, rvv. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight . 

fliohts noise? noise. ' 
Unique• Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

I Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 

/, 

Runwau? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of . 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 

' if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

• airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
throughout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the S 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se ber 28th 2 1 

Name:_&/..,,/ L UUI// 1 Signature •• ·'--"""iii 

Address:;3pL2 /I,¢, fj,.,, 5/{/, .&,,,-//¥'41, lf'//?t'/;/£ 
E-mail: B'-.U52-Z & ;;/d#.C/J C,e;k 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public comments; olaakovaao@vahoo com 
SAMP Public Comment of Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 3:14:29 PM 
Scooina Comment Pravton Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Olga Drayton of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Drayton be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 

in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bOttom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

f Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
' ' What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I I Happened? How does overllight total from impacts, including from noise and I 

! Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional OD. • human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ' 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 

i vears? 
i Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' i own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental I 

' I Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional Qi> ! human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
! environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision I 

! the Long• Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
I anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

' capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 

, Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

O.D I Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
! I human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

1 environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, i 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

I emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long I 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. i 

Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

0.b Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

, world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ! 
! health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
j impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft I I noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

i ' health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
I Science? Why is Port undel"INay, include assessment of the results of critical 
' proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now undel"INay ; 

1 waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
1 the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. i (7,/) I the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai ..... ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

,O.t) unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. I 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ,~ 7) 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. l), -

to impacts from overnight , overnight flight 
• fliahts noise? : noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 1 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and j 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the , C,L) the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa\l? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

,:;, j) Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 

I if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
i arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Onerations. ' 
: Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

lo!) Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if i , 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed : 

throuflhout the entire r...,.,ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: ,f)L6!/ ]!RA'-IIQ;v Signature: ~C~1 / 
Address: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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I 
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; 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Slcies 
SAMP Public Comments· a,alan-davis@gma;1.com 
Public Comme,it of Scoping of SAMP 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 6:55:01 PM 
Scooioa Cooxoent □aviS Alan-odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Alan Davis of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Davis be deemed unacceptable, please reply 
to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

! Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' 
: What"s Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

aP-: I 
Happened? How does overtlight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

: human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
; environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
I the 97,000 new flights 
I already added in last four 
i years? 
1 Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

ao: ! Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
' Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision . ' 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growlh I 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. ' 
capacity is reached in growlh plans for 

i 2027? ootential harms. 
I Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 
, Wm Port study unique ! committed to study of the human health and environmental 

a~ : human health and 1 all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ~ . 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

tr' Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ()_ 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any , 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or I impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft I 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

I health or the environment. 



: Wait For Pending New ! Regional studies Please include a review and 
I Science? Why is Port ~ underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
' proceeding without ; ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

/7$• waiting for the results of ' study from UW and before proceeding with the 
[,,( - . the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study ' 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

/41 J,-' Are you studying the risk of ham, to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and - ' 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. ' 
and children? aircraft noise. 

• What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

Q.0; and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human ham, from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 

: Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
'1 Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

C?.rfl-1 . Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detem,ine the risks of error in Port 

I Projections Are Summary projections. please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ~ 

i 

accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that i 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at i exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

of),i Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

I 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ,'.-1, . 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed I • • . 

I throuahout the entire (Anion. i • 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. _Deadline for commenting September ~JPJ37, 
Name: /t/"t.J ~A,I ..S Signature: -~_...,,=•-~-~~Z~~--~ 

Address: /'16/"L. ~-r, 4,,e., 5. 
De.s Moi:.e.i, wi<\- 9g11.([ 

E-mail: • ""' I '1.AI~-.!. ~l!v,~ ..,._ 'J ~"'1 . ,:.o,...._ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments· dericl212@aol com 
Comment on the Sust.ainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, 5eptember 19, 2018 5:12:46 PM 
Scooina Commeot Dedrld,son.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. David Dedrickson of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Dedrickson be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

! Why No Study of : Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment 
: What's Already raised annual i of the human health and environmental 

' , Happened? How does overflight total from : impacts, including from noise and 
I Port intend to study the 316,000 to ; emissions, resulting from the additional ' 

];£!) ' i human health and 413,000, ; 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ' ' j environmental impacts of ! growth from the last four years. ! 

the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four : ' ' vears? . 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive : Please include a complete assessment 
. Own Long.Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 1 

; Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional j)c) ' 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's PoSt•SAMP Long Term Vision ' the Long• Term Vision Port's will not be 

I 
projects and Century Agenda growth ' 

anticipated to begin when studying total , plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ' i 

• 2027? notential harms. ' 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

J:,,f:9 human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ! 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013--present; for the ' ' south-end airport and SeaTac. i Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei,..hbor cities? ; Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the I Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 1)0 studies from around ham,sand extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential ham,s suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

: health or the environment. 



I 

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
1 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

1 proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the l>'ES! the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of i Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment i 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts _])€:) 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

iJ)F.o Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

I 
' 

scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. I 

' 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

'be Runway Use. How will statements, 3r<1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3ro neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3ro Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of jk,~ 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits J>g Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuohout the entire ~ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope oft SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se ".b~th 01 •. 

Name: .'yiu,J) F.' llE];el(1<5cx...,signature;..: d:C.:~d(:'.'./ /:..:'.'! · A~~;;2:::'. 

Address:2"PiD 7 ;&(~ R_1;.,;;; v1;:<u D<c' 1 ).2<;. Ho 1;.J?;, <-uA q910(,j 

E-mail: 5) f: /~, C i 2, t2 (3 Acl., e,o,&1 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

' 

i 

' ' : 
: 
' 

i 
I 
' 
I 
I 

i 
I 
' ! 
I 
' 
' 

' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: SAMP Public Comments; dsdennis@pacbell.net 
SUbject: Attachment Correction for Deborah Dennis PubHc Comment 

Sunday, September 23, 2018 7:52:21 PM Date: 
Attachments: Scoping comment Dennis Debra pelf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt. 

**Please see the correct attachment for Deborah Dennis, her husbands was mistakenly 

attached in the previous email. 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Deborah Dennis of Burien, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Dennis be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental i 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~~ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ' the 97,000 new flights • 

' already added in last four ' ' • 
vears? 

' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I I Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

I Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

~~ human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

I capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? --tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

' human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ 
i 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
: 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

' south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ' 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ~-. ~ ! world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ,~ , health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft •. 

noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical ' 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway t\, i 
wailing for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the I 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. I the State of Washington mitigation study 

' directly relating to Sea- from Department of i 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment rn Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

' I unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and i 
1 noise on elderly citizens children from children. ! 

' and children? aircraft noise. ' 
' 

What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific I Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

~I and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fti 0 hts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

t\: Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the ' 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. I 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
i 

! Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

~ 
I 

• Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts I 
! 

accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that ' 
' if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term i 

nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. O"'"'rations. I 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

~ 
I 

Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment i 

benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if i 
' airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
j throuahout the entire rAf'lion. ' 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 18. 

,. 
Name: ~f2AI:,. -',. ~I.> Signature. 

Address: \ '3 Odo--. \ b~ f)Vt, . ~ ~t/2'N t.Xlf1 

E-mail: 6~'1""-\"\"'.:,~ ~c:_\;,,;,_\\. °"'~' 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: .... _ 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Pµblic Comment~; b1Uvdarnato@qmail.com 
comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 11:53:42 PM 
Scooiog comment Damato pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. William Damato of Des Moines, wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 
public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking Af'? As 
stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Damato be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 
this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment I 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ' ' Happened? How does overflight total from ' impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97 ,000 aircraft overflight operations VlvT> environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

I the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four I 
vears? ! 

' Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment i 

Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the v":v environmental impacts of study is "key.' But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

' the Long• Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ' ' anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

i capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. ! 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ! 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental ! 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ! 

' 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ,iSi> from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ! studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any yJ ~y ! 

I health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or i impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

i noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from lJW and before proceeding with the 

v-)" ti the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Air"ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

~~9 , Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

-J.l'j 0 and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

J~() Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3~ Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are projections, please include a study of Summary 

.::,-i \} Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment .J-..l D benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire recion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name:v-} I (.... (.... I A vV1 () A \11-1 4 Signature: .iJ _;,/,..:..Vi) ____.J? 
,o 

Address: l"S z-1 1--4 li"".!> ()L... 7 o. 
. V €;c C. M V ' ,-) ~ .> ' .,J {A "t 'i?, l q 'i, 

E-mail: 
e, \ L.. l-- V 1) A N> A, 0 (2_ U M tA \ '- • '-<> ""' 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

' I 
' 
! 
' 

I 

' I 
' 
i 
' ! 

i 

[ 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

&o Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
'Mly .not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional Pero human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal qo environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects: and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wortdwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, 

1~1 ) world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? -

overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. . . ' ·-

' -



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway ·, 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the /<--t\ 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ()I, 

the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts -, -unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and I>(/_ 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

6;1 scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full lime 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

....... ?\ Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the I-~/' 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over ._., . 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detem1ine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts (sf', accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated NearTenn 
arowth are too low? 413.000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ...... " 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 5( 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environ~_:nta~ review. Deadline for commenting ~~ptember 28~018. , . 

Name: /?r•; ('. ~fl 4 )'! ()tJ 1. ' 'L. . .
1 

Signature: &AL 0~-t./..... /J1'6 '? /,.:.,p""'/ 

Address: /Gt/2 ~_,, 0-4i. /7ZJ~ ~i/V ·£L.,,;c,,,;1. ut_/rr- 1'<(/{.( 
- I -

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 

f;fJ_ What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental m Why not study of the own consultant impacts resuiiing from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

~ human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neighbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

9;;9J Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

f)N proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- f ram Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts fJ1J 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

~ Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

~ Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full~ environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase In overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of ~}J_ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits ~ 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ~ v 

benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: b1rv1 u i.,;a...kJ.S· Signat~~~ 

Address: ~"1/~ s w .... 3'/ ":3h!Sr. I --p;..v"(..i,~J ?..}1,1-f J &Jrl-, c;~o~ 

E-mail: cl,.~d.., G avn-.cAA.iJ t' ~ 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://guietskiespugetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare ( 1 00m x 1 00m) of 

L)J2 south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 
neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 

airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 
impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount- if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe itself, as majority - of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
opposed to Just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software 09-engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 

extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 
to study the human health new NextGen emissions, resulting from the additional lPJ_ and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNRRNPs growth from the last four years, as well as 
new flights already added were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen 
in last four years, as well 
as procedural changes? utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. 

time. conventional I LS arrivals. 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional Lli9 human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 

environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 

anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, uO health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 
waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 
the pending studies in the airport SAMP. LD the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 

l)Q unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 
noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

JO-and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 
scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 

G2 Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Reg ion al Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 

uD benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in 
Comments must be received by September 28th 201 

e scope of the SAMP environmental review. 
... 

Name: J~ "Pu~~ V\. Signature: ---',~~~~~"""°'"'~~......;.;;_ ____ _ 

Address: \osDh Sw f!.ove- \R,c,( I \)f)-~~, £.A)~ ~€Dre> 

E-mail: 'V d.vV'lA-~ ~Cf\'S.'T - lvt=T 
If mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 
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From: 
To: 
Cc 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Steve Edmiston 
SAMP Public Comments 
steve Edmiston: Quiet Skies 
SAMP SCOPING COMMENTS - ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
Friday, September 28, 2018 1: 16:45 PM 
2018 09 28 12 31 Q7.pdf 
ATIOOOQLhbn 
2018 09 28 12 31 07,pdf 
ATT00002,htm 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.n Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four.year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ~E: Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ,,,_. f 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the , ,,,., . 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? aotential ham,s. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~~ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around ham,s and extent such studies explore, find, ~.t world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

r5t,.¢:. the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts - • ·g, unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and V"Y 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

/ A 'h"' and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human ham, from noise from overnight flights. vy• 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 

~~ Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ~ 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive" To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of ,,,,, K7 Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that vv ,-
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now" Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

~ benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reoion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name-?~~ Signatu//4:zs:" > 

Address: '2-/ "'-( ~ 1,t\. f'l. <;.. 
'{)e"";> ,vJo • -WS. 1,,J ,A '1~ I '\ ~ 

E-mail .t.;rrev~t2J.1,vi j';,ft5),\Q 'ft;°@ ti\,wf.,_.-\ . (~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle" org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:E-mail:.t.vrev~~J.Wt


From: 
To: 
Subject 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: Kathryn L Enlow 
SAMP Public CollYllent on Scoping 
SUnday, September 23, 2018 7:10:47 PM 
5cooina Comment Enlow ndf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Kathryn Enlow of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forv,arding comments on behalf of Ms. Enlow be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



' 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. Jf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

! Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment 
; What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

Happened? How does overflight total from 
I 
impacts, including from noise and VJv Port intend to study the 316,000 to : emissions, resulting from the additional 

human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ! 
the 97,000 new flights ! 

already added in last four ' 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive ; Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's i of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

\OY,·. human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be I projects and Century Agenda growth i 

' anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for I I 
2027? notential hanns. ' ' 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not I Please include a complete study of all ' 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal µ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

! emissions, in au of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long ' 
neinhbor cities? T em, Proiects. ' 
Use Current Sclence? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) i 

Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 

• directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

j the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
i time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 

Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error In Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

i accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

i Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airJX>rt neighbor cities if ! 

airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
i throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

tu· 

kJ.v 

k,k 

)lll, 

ifil 

r,lt,,, 

Name (i'.A.:/--h'1j-n. L. 6-,_(ew . Signa~ure: ~ ,a t,;11k,J _ 
Address: ~4'101 11\))")/\JLl/,<Zu) l:;w So·, lt'\e,"-"', WI'\ 08\Ctf:l 

E-mail: 'W.n,(1-w (.,, f"-1;,.,oo' e,qm., 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; dedson@awos.org 
SAMP Public corrment on scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 2:10:48 PM 
Scoolna Comment Edson odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Danylle Edson of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Edson be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? otential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmenta 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Term Pro·ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway . 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study I I· 

~/ directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment , 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderty citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded 

I 
study review and assessment of the ' and assess global increased risk of , unique human health impacts from 

scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fli hts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3n1 Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd j neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa . ! 3rd Runwa . 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port' • 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of . 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts . 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
rowth are too low? • 413,000 now. 0 erations. 

Regional Airport Now? i The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the 1 refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throu hout the entire r ion. 

http:SAMR@Ports~/e.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: dedson@fwps.org 
SAMP Public Comment on 5(:oping Review 
Sunday, 5eptember 23, 2018 2:14:31 PM 
SCOQing Comment Edson.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Danylle Edson of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Edson be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.ff Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the addffional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is ~key.• But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? otential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmenta 

, 
·' 

human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

-~ south--end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Term Pro·ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Ai ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa . 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway .. 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment .J 
of the unique human health impacts 1--:-fck. 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of ,+-,,._ 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire r ion. 

mailto:SAMf@port~.ol


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments' Chervl Evans 
Public Corrrnent Oil SAMP SCoping 
Monday, September 24, 2018 9:29:53 PM 
Scooina comment Evans.odf 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Cheryl Evans of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Evans be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. tf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase 

I 
Please indude a complete assessment ' . What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

' 

I 
Happened? How does overflight total from 1 impacts, including from noise and 

4Y Port intend to study the 316,000 to I emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. • 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

! already added in last four ' 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive , Please include a complete assessment I 

Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

(} Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says tong tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision I 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I 

anticipated to begin when studying total , plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

' human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal u environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila. Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila. and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-T em, Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ' ' Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from aroun_d. • • hahnS and extent such studle:s explore, find, u world relating to human 

. ..... . ' . 
potential harms suggest, or hyl)oJhesize any • • 

health and environment from aircraft noise .association, correlation, causation, or 
' 

impacts from aircraft and emissions.' 'oiher pott,nfiaf linkage between. aircraft I 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human i hea lllil.:or the env.ironment. • 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

! the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. u I the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Air...,..,rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 

( I! 
' 
' and children? aircraft noise. 

What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the I 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ' scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. G to impacts from avemight overnight flight I flk1hts noise? noise. 
Unique .. Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the ' 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rc1 unique human health and ! Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the (J_ the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 

! 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port ! 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

CQ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

(J. benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rP.l'lion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting tember 28th 2018. 

Name: (!J{G'LY I '13v~ Signature:~~~:'.!:;~~:.__ 

Address:,2.1/J / '( $1!2:-,U,., ,/4 ,J-fa tv/&I 

E-mail: c'qf ~'?@ #{. (#J1,., 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public eomments: oeneJooeeu2020@vahoo.com 
Wednesday, September 19, 2.018 1:28:44 PM 
Scoo1ng Comment Edlu!XI Pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Penelope Edlund of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us fo1V,1arding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Edlund be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

: Why No Study of Four-year increase ! Please include a complete assessment 
! What's Already raised annual i of the human health and environmental 
• Happened? How does overflight total from I impacts, including from noise and 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to : emissions, resulting from the additional 
' human health and 413,000. : 97,000 aircraft overflight operations L environmental impacts of I growth from the last four years. 

the 97 ,ODO new flights ' 
already added in last four I 

i vears? ' ' 

' Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive ; Please include a complete assessment 
: Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's i of the human health and environmental 
' Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

1L. human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision -l 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be j projects and Century Agenda growth I 
anticipated to begin when studying total : plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ' 
2027? ootential harms. 

1 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not i Please include a complete study of all e-Will Port study unique committed to study : of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, : impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 
environmental impacts Federal Way, : Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, i and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, i overflights, from 2013-present; for the ' 

i south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long I i 
neiohbor cities? · Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ! 

Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ~~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human i potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

i
1 overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

kirsten.hammons
Cross-Out



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 

. directly relating to Sea-
: Tac Airnort? 
I Sensitive populations? 
: Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 

1 and children? 
I What About Overnight 

I

' Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 

! scientific studies relating 
; to impacts from overnight 
• fliahts noise? 
, Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full-

1 time usage of the 3rd 

: Runwav? 
What If Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
nrowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
undeiway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and I 
assessment of the results of critical 

1 

Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway i 
before proceeding with the ! Czl 1 

environmental review for the SAMP. I \ i 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts .1 a__ 
from noise on elderly citizens and [G 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the ;,r 
unique human health impacts from I { C 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the i 
unique human health and : ,{[.e_ 
environmental impacts from the • \ 
exponential increase in overflights over i 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 1 

! 
' 

3rd Runwav. 1 

To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of a~ i 
the health and environmental impacts \""-
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Tenn 
One rations. i 
Please include a study of the benefits /1: _,,,,, I:,, 

to human health and the environment ~--
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
gro\Nth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire renion. , 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. =~ c:::::::p-..__ Signature: _____ ...::--=-:...-==-.!...' 

<;_,_)cc '\ \sCO :,) 
Address: ioC, 1£: <;;, '(?r')Ct. r , ~ 

E-mail: ?"•~"le, pe.,, u_2.0.2..G e__'fo.'rloo CC'>"--

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments: maomeun@amail.com 
C.omment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, 5eptember 19, 2018 5:53:03 PM 
Scoping Comment Eyn.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Mary Eun of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us fot'\'.larding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Eun be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
1 Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and # Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

' 
human health and 413,000. 97 ,000 aircraft overflight operations 

! I environmental impacts of ; growth from the last four years. ' 
I the 97.000 new flights i 1)0 ~u!- .,,,;f -ftu.s rlr./,,: rewtl 

already added in last four I ! 

i vears? • d,ch. . 
i Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive , Please include a complete assessment ' 
i Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' j Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ! 

I human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the ~I i environmental impacts of study is "key." But , Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
1 

the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be , projects and Century Agenda growth i i anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ' I 

' 2027? notential hanns. ! j --
Adequate Geography? The Port has not : Please include a complete study of all I 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 

i frrV , from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, I and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, ' overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. , Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the ! Please include all studies (worldwide) i 
Will Port review all world now exist on ' from at least the last ten years, to the I 

studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ' 
world relating to human potential hanns , suggest, or hypothesize any 

~ i health and environment from aircraft noise , association, correlation, causation, or ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. : other potential linkage between aircraft i 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

i , health or the environment. 



: Wait For Pending New ! Regional studies Please include a review and 
i Science? Why is Port I underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
• proceeding without I ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of i study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in 

I

, the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study '(.e'S I directly relating to Sea- i from Department of 
Tac Aimnrt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment : 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ' 
noise on elderly citizens i children from children. o....- ~tl < pltij oi.<f,;de "-:.~'''. ' 
and children? aircraft noise. (',f_Ou55 IJ1D o,J,r,..¥, .,,,. ki'd$. PUTS ... 

What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time J'd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the : 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

, Port separately assess Runway now fult- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 

! time usage of the 3ro neighborhoods beneath and near the 
: Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
i What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
! Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
! Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
, accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that ' . I if your esnmates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
! arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ona.rations. 
i Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
I Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire r~ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: /Vl~•~ E ... n Signature: ~ 
Address: i/'o~ S. 213,.. CA· 1 T>t; fa1o,t'\IS WI/ 'f~q{S 

E-mail: Wlit~~m-eun (!gmai/.co11t-

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.• Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

~ environmental impacts of growth f ram the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

\it the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

~ from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south~nd airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiqhbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Alroort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: (Z.-e.9"'-"' l::,r.11<-irw.., Signature: fy ~ 
Address: J 50 ~ \ J-9)-r,.- ft.ve-, <; vJ b\J✓; -h VJ It q b I (k 

E-mail: re j M \{C>..e., V\J\ot- fV'</\-~ \ I (()Y\N'.. 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

f Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? otential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Term Pro· ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the Jrd 

Runwa? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire r ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se mb ath 2018. 

Name: ¼'SO.St~ E r! b""'e. Signature: ----4'1~~;__ ____ _ 

Address: j ~() 2-.\ 2-~~ Ave. ½ -g-Vn ...._ 
' ' 

E-mail: :/2.rr\-:i-r-e @""1..rr. O'J 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan {SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of ~ny of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 

~ What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, Including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional I human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

~~ Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

~ environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and envi_ronmental ; human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental Impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, TukWila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neighbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

1'-~~ 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error In Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
O erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: f'/t.J.,,..f,,i..r~f; jlf-/;i39 5 

Address:~ t/41 l Lo~ ffee S 
Signature: 

E-mail: Yn lq ts 5 
7}€-S MHAJeS, l,.Jt.r o/f/9 f' 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattJe.org 

J 



F



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; karenfeldt@comrast net 
SAMP Public Comment on SCoping 
Sunday, September 23, 20181:05:05 PM 
Scqpjng Comment Fetdt pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Karen Feldt of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Feldt be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.ti Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overllight total from ; impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to 1 emissions, resulting from the additional (' 

human health and 413,000. ; 97,000 aircraft overflight operations K{::\t 
environmental impacts of : growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 

' vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive '. Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long•Term Plan? Summary; Port's : of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the ovm consultant impacts resulting from additional ' 
human health and says long term , aircraft overflight operations for the 

wf environmental impacts of study is "key." But 1 Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long.Term Vision Port's will not be , projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total , plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not 1 Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study : of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, - impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, - Way, Burien, Tukwila. Normandy Park, t6t from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, ; and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

' emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, ! overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. • Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise • association, correlation, causation, or ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

' health or the environment. I 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
I Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway I 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the ~fi the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAi-ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts vb.<:: unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

y_..0.t' and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

~y' Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa"? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. • To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary , projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

~y accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by . from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Oneratlons. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review, Deadline for commenting September:ffi 

'&f 

i 
i 

I 

' 

I 

' ' 

I 
' 

i 
i 
I 

I 
i 

Name: Kl\~£!:) Fe,.L..t::,T Signature: r~ G cU:--
Address: (.;,OL ~ ~l S.f Fedz.ro.l w~ w f\ q8CO~ 
E-mail: k:~ ~l~@, ('o~U>'I,-\-, flet 

Submff form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
mailto:k~.=ld.t@.CoI.Uc


From: 
To: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Publlc Commeots: afrancet959@comcast.net 
SAMP Public Comment oo Scoping 
SUnday, September 23, 2018 6:30:47 PM 
Scooina Comment France,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. & Mrs. Roy and Amy France of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seatue's 

website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of the Frances be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers wlll 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

I Why No Study of 
, What's Already 

Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 
Own Long--Term Plan? Summary; Port's 
Why not stt;dy of the own consultant 

: human health and says long term 
environmental impacts of study is ~key." But 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be 
anticipated to begin when studying total 

j capacity is reached in growth plans for 
: 2027? notential harms. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 

: impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

: Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
I Will Port study unique I committed to study of the human health and environmental 
: human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
' environmental impacts ' Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

INITIAL 

south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long ,l,---

µ,ne,,,•i,.0 h,,'b,,,oe,r.:,ce,it,,ieo,sc_? ___ --l _______ ...)...T,_,ee,rm=Pc.rc,o,,,i' ee,Ce,IS,c. ________ -11_·1--1--,_, 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) [ • ·t ,if 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the \ / U , 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ! ,/ i 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any i---- V 
health and environment from aircraft noise I association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. • other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



I

; Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the / 

! \ 

the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 1,,,, I I 
the State of Washington mitigation study ! 'i 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of ! 

TacAimort? Commerce. u ! 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment / ,, ' Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
'~!l!j, unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 

noise on elderly citizens children from children. I • 
and children? aircraft noise. -
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the Lt I ! 

and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from I 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. ·~ 
Unique - Full Time 3,. Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

i i 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

! -:/ Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rc:1 neighborhoods beneath and near tne 
Runwa•1? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

Jv Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that \ ...... / 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term ,,,-, 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Onerations. / 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
,' fl\ I Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

f-C-./ 

throunhout the entire rec ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting 5i7'b2 28"' 2018. 

Name: /Jn'J-, ~ k:J {;;,)'.L, Signature: ~ / 0Jnt«J?= 
Address: /7/7 ,5d, ]2-.}t::} c,Gf' / /!miJ L.Jr(//1<. ~ 

. {ft5/J}uJIJYJ I {Ulf ?,Y ') , -
E-ma,I: • olrarv:e-f<t0if.~frtn[d. tie.I 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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' 
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! 

i 

i 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP PYblit Comments: blllfeldt@comcast.net 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Monday, September 24, 2018 9:40:16 PM 
Scoping Comment William Feldt,D<lf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. William Feldt of Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Feldt be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
induded in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.· Just initial any request you wan~ sign at 1he bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide 1hem as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and w« Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from 1he last four years. 
1he 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
.,.,. .. rs? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of 1he human heallh and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

~ human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's pcst-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vssion Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
202n nn.tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Pali<, rP' from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Tenn Pro~. 
Use Cunent Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, y$ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Waft For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway. include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac ••-ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderty citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
111,.hts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3ro Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3nt unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3nt neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3nt Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398.910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; - are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowlh are too low? 413,000 now. a-rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

thro• .,..,hout the entire ,.,,.,,ion. 

Please Include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environ~~• review. Deadline for commenting Se~tember ~ 8. 

Name: 'rl, JI-~"' f.i,~ Signature: ......crJ--.. ___ 0 ____ _ 
Address: /go\ .S. <7-~L./.' .S-t., f._J_ \,l~, ,,A q~m3 

E-mail: b; ]\ ~ ~ '-"' t. ,4" 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

~ 
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mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: ... _ .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
d.furman@comcast.net: SAMP Public Comments 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Envlronmertal Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 11:34:36 PM 
Scoping Comment Fyrman.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Denise Furman of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SE PA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 
public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 
stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Denise Furman be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 
all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your 
own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neiahbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Fourpyear increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
IV\tential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 

INITIAL 

impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ./}/ 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, J 

1 

and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ~Y 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the ' ... 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects, 
Please include all studies (wortdwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, if./_ .. ', 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra.fine particle Sea• Tac Airport studies now underway 

/2C waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 

\/ '/ 
directly relating to Sea• from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

({ Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from .fr scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight V 

fliQhts noise? noise. 
Unique• Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full• environmental impacts from the 

~ the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
WhatlfYour SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
ProjecUons Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts r accounting for the impact 398.910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 

/, 
ii 

if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
I 

arowth are too low? 413 000 now. Qrv:oratlons. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ✓-

benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
.<yv-
"' airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rAnlon. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se mber 28°' 8. 

Name:[)c1,1Se h.,tfr,'\D.-\1\ Signature: zc,i,rN c7<--_ 

Address: 125 S, 2.9 ls_t-&\ ,\'.ecie,rci [ \/J~, v.JA c~8'0D3 

E-mail cJ,.fu_..rJ'I\CLt'\~Osr M-r 

Submff form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattte.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; lauren fredet!dc@amaH com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5:35:33 PM 
Scoping comment Frederick,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Lauren Frederick of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Frederick be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 

all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping requesC Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four•year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ' 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations I 

environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. '.'\"-"" :i, the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please indude a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' ' Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ' 

I human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
,~) fu environmental impacts of study is "key. 8 But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' ' 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I - I 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. I 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 

, Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

~ human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
. 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, i 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights. from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human ' health or the environment. i 



Walt For Pending New 1 Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port : underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ' ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway -~, waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the __\) : ,~ I the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of I 

Tac Airport? Commerce. j 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment I 

Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
~

. ,, 
. 

unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ( ' 

noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. I 

What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the I and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from j~ I scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique• Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please inciude a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 

~j-Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over i 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the I 

Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port i 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

~ 
I 

Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts I 
I . 
I accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
' if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 

orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. i 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the .benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

~ ' benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire r_,ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28°' 2018. 

Name: LA,.;,,,-.., 'Srr~i;c.J<.. Signature: Jc;, .,v:c'LJ::t.,....f,U,L ck:...

Address: '-Is 3 S. +O't+r s-r l).i.i "'°'"''.!> W4 °' S1q g 

E-mail: ~•~·-<n.e.. +re«...~-.Gi<.G "i•r,;.,, \. ,~.~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://guietskiespuqetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare (100m x 100m) of 
south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 
neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over r airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 

impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount - if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe itself, as majority - of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
opposed to Just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software 

~;t,F engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 
extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 
to study the human health newNextGen emissions, resulting from the additional 
and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNRRNPs growth from the last four years, as well as /;fF 
new flights already added 
in last four years, as well 

were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen 

as procedural changes? utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. 
time. conventional I LS arrivals. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 

environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 

/2Ar-the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 

anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, 

/JJI-F health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 
waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 

;JAfC the pending studies in the airport SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. -noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 
scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. (JJtF to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. (JP 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is (yU= airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP environmental review. 
Comments must be received by September 28th 2018. 

Name: J3ef AJI-A"'-- fur/,;) Signature: ___ ~ __ L __ ____,,-.........=~---

Address: I ?-l( r 2 t/ffi A'd// liu / SU 0 hf4-1r:?o 

E-mail: jo~/;rn--,e_ ~m~r( ((7)1-1 

If mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 



G



Ft'om: 
To: 

"'' Subject: 
Date, 
Attachments: 

STEPHEN GRIFFIN 
SAMP Public eornments 
roarinehUlsfw@qmail.com 
SAMP Scoping Comments 
Monday, September 17, 2018 8:49:10 AM 
SAMP Scoomg - Angela Griffin comments odf 
SAMP Scoping - Dorothy Griffin comments.Qdf 
SAMP ScooJog • Steoheo (",Offin comments odf 

To Port of Seattle, 

Please see the attached SAMP scoping comments. 

Regards, 

Stephen Griffin 

mailto:maMnehlllsfw@gmail.com


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase 
I
i Please include a complete assessment 

What's Already raised annual 1 of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from : impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

·(t~ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the (}J; environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ' 
2027? notential harms. 

----·--··-- ---·----··· .... 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, a01 from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nom1andy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

1 south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the ' Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all , world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, w world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

' 
' 

' I 
I 
! 

' 
' 

' ' 

I 

i 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies ' Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ' ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

arer the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study ' 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

a~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global , increased risk of unique human health impacts from aGi scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the a& the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overtlights over • 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ar3r accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls 

I 
to human health and the environment 'a& benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name ?ff}14/ti/ l7nffi'rv Signature: 01',,£ ,~ 
Address: / 0 30 S 2 f;'7 th Sb. 

. . pe.ct..vvci.f t.U~, WI'/- 1'f:0{!3 
E-ma,1. aJo@n F~·71,_, 2. @cy ~ com_, 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

I 
! 

i 

' 
' 
' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:2-'2:1.th


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of ' Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
! What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

{)/j human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ' ' the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 

I t~~s~o Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
I Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
• Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term i aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But i Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision R2l,1 

1 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be I projects and Century Agenda growth 

i anticipated to begin when I studying total I plans. 
capacity is reached in I growth plans for I 
2027? : ootential hamis. ' ··-···-- ... ·----- . ··---
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique . committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and i all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

tJA environmental impacts 'I Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, : and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six i Normandy Park, I overllights, from 2013-present; for the 

1 south-end airport ! and SeaTac. i Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? ! Tern, Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the ! Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

j studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
, world relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any 49 ! health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 

impacts from aircraft and emissions. . other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

I

: overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. ' 



i Wait For Pending New 
f Science? Why is Port 

1 Regional studies Please include a review and 
; underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

i proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airoort? 

' ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
study from UW and 1 before proceeding with the 
the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

Sensitive populations? 
; Are you studying the 

unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 

i Flights? Will Port collect 
! and assess global 
: scientific studies relating 

to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 
Runway? 

mitigation study 
from Department of 

: Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 

, aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3n, 
Runway now full

I time. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. 
Projections Are Summary 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. 
accounting for the impact , 398,910 flights by 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at 

j growth are too low? 413,000 now. 
j Regional Airport Now? The Port has 
! Are you studying the refused to join calls 
1 benefits of a regional for siting a regional 
j airport? 

1

• airport now. 
! 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 

: from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 

. unique human health impacts from 
; noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Operations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 

, in the six airport neighbor cities 1f 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name~o,,~6':':", Signature ~~Jd\b.£1 , 
Address: /03 0 ":;, ci'6'i \Ce" ,,,/'..;i, w~ ,,,~;;, ' 

E-mail: 'i;:::,P..Q1l"'t.lrr .)...~ \V e.., c,:,;,,,,-.c.~,~. (\~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:Opera::.:ti:::..o:.:.ns


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
liscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
i What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
j Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations -;f;-environmental impacts of , growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long .. Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

. cc,/) -environmental impacts of study is "key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ~ 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth iv~ 

anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
20277 ootential harms. 

' ---------
Adequate Geography? ; The Port has not Please indude a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique 1 committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

~ from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long ' i 

, neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, i world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ,.-,r, 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or U<..:> 

, impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potent!al linkage between aircraft 
I noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

• health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra.fine particle Sea• Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and • before proceeding with the s;Q--i the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

I 
the State of Washington mitigation study 

1 directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
, Tac Airnort? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft . elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens : children from children. 
and children? I aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight I Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect • concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global I increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

i accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
: if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term ' 
nrowth are too low? '413,000 now. Ooerations. i 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls 

' 
to human health and the environment 

1 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

I airport? . airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
' throuahout the entire reaion. ' 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: ~k,.__ &,-,{'{',,,.:_ Signature: ~ 
Address: I G :,c, S . ·2.J;'i""' E;A· q I? 

00 3 > ...a..¼..s-c,. ( .,.:, '-I ' 
E-mail: 5i<G6-I<. 1 I"" f'" 1N (§,c..,, M.c:.,,..!;f--; m-
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

~ 
,::--/7-
/ 

~ 

C'fl-
0""--..> 

i 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
mailto:S!<.G6-�..\F.f="I/.J@..-c...e:.Mc


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

$AMP Public Comments: □ e aibsono@□mail com 
SAMP Public Corrment of Scoping 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Monday, September 24, 201811:10:28 PM 
Scoping Comment Garv Gibson odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Gary Gibson of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Gibson be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP} 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. lf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·scoping request· Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INmAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase ! Please indude a complete assessment 1 
' What's Already raised annual ' of the human health and environmental • 

Happened? How does overflight total from i impacts, induding from noise and 
• Port intend to study the 316,000 to I emissions, resulting from the additional ' t"' human health and 413,000. : 97,000 aircraft overflight operations '1 ·1 environmental impacts of i growth from the last four years. • • I 

the 97,000 new flights I 
L 

: 
already added in last four 

I . vears? 
1 Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please indude a complete assessment j 
. Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental i 
: Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
• human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

01 environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post~SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

. capacity is reached in growth plans for 
• 2027? nntential harms. 
• Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
: Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental , 
! human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
! environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Par1<., 

l1~ i from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
• : emissions. In all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 201 J..present: for the 

r south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
! neiohbor cities? Term Pr,_;.,.,._. 
: Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wor1dwide) 
• Will Port review all wor1d now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the I 

! ' studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

it1{1 world relating to human potentfal harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft 1 and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

, 
overflights and impacts on human I , 
health or the environment. 



: Walt For Pending New 
! Science? Why is Port 
; proceeding without 
, waiting for the results of 
: the pending studies in 
: the State of Washington 

directly relating to Sea-
Tac Air .... ~rt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 

i noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flinhts noise? 
Unique• Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 

i the impacts of the full-
time usage of the 3n:1 
Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
a rowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

: Regional studies ! Please include a review and 
, underway, include j assessment of the results of critical 
: ultra-fine particle I Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
i study from UW and before proceeding with the 
I the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
mitigation study 

' I 
from Department of ' 
Commerce. 

' Studies have found ' Please include a complete assessment 
risk of harm to • of the unique human health impacts ) I 
elderly citizens and : from noise on elderly citizens and • I Y1 
children from , children. ii7 l aircraft noise. 
Studies have Please include a complete scientific : 
concluded study review and assessment of the I 

0r; increased risk of unique human health impacts from I 
human harm from noise from ovemight flights. : 

! ovemight flight 
noise. ! 
Despite historical Please include a complete study of the I 
statements. 3•d unique human health and i C, 
Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 1 

time. exponential increase in overflights over I [1 j 
neighborhoods beneath and near the!' / 
3rd Runwav. 

SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of en-or in Port 
Summary projections, please include a study of 

l1& 
inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
413 000 riow. Qrw>.r.::r,fions. 
The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

l1(;; 
refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

thro• onhout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadlln~ for commenting September 2ettt 2018. 

Name: 4'1i'y 6-/:5>-" ,,,J Signatu . /4 ' 
I ,,; ' ' <' ~ , --,4 <Cf/"',''" Address: Z,,:Z.t1/:r 7 /f,£ ·"', v$!> ,Mt,.,,.,,,...,__ - • ~ 7,1 

E-mail:(,;,,€ r:;7/ 5 $c> fi/''c7 (.,,: 0~· ,:,i,t /L < "'' ,--.,____ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

■ 

' 

' 

' 

' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

DaoS 
SAMP Public CDmmeots 
SAMP Comments 
FJiday, September 28, 2018 10:17:37 AM 
Scaoned--imaae,odf 

Please log the attached PDF as my comments on the SAMP 
Thank you 
Amy Glassman 
Burien, WA 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public reCOJd to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four•year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
envirormental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft ooise and Burien, Tukwila, and seaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in aJI of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and seaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Term Pr ·ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies ('M'.lrldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation. causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the envirorvnent. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please Include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

/ the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
IJA( the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
./ U(j 

TacAimnrt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please indude a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts :ri unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on etder1y citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. / 

What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Fllghts? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

£1(; scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from ove,ru;iht overnight flight 
flmhts noise? noise. -
Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3'" unique human health and 

o96 Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3'" neighbortloods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3'" Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error In Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

81( Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
W your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too law? 413,000 now. Oaerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

j~ 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional In the six airport neighbor cities tt 
airport? airport now. growth Is more fai~y distributed 

throuahaut the entire =ion. 

Please Include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for comme~lng S embe'?~ 2018. 

Name:Aw-,. y (q~ Signa • _ M.._ ~ 
Address:Z"7o+ 511'1 \52.~~ ~L ,e.u~IE..:, 

E-mail: .A.r,..Y. C:j~Mhl1-@ ~L. Cs:>M 

Subm :tf:>Jm on yourown.,add can ments at:SAM P@ poitBeatl:E.oJQ 

http:yourown,ki.dd


From: 
To: 
Subject: _, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments· calvinaligorea@bhhsnwre.com 
Fwd: Comment on tl'le Sustainable Airport M.sster Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 6:35:15 PM 
Scooina Comment GliQorea (.alyini,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Calvin Gligorea of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Gligorea be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 

all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
··scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

; Why No Study of 
I What's Already 
. Happened? How does 
• Port intend to study the 
human health and 
i environmental impacts of 
, the 97,000 new flights 
: already added in last four 
: vears? 
, Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 

: Why not study of the 
1 human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 

; Adequate Geography? 
I Will Port study unique 

human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 

. emissions, in all of the six 
• south-end airport 
neiahbor cities? 

• Use Current Science? 
, Will Port review all 
' studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 

i noise and pollution? 

COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST 

! Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
·1 raised annual 
overflight total from 

. 316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is ~key.~ But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
ootential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

1 growth from the last four years. 

I 
I 
i 

I 
Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 

I plans. 

: Please include a complete study of all 
! of the human health and environmental 
i impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
: Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
! and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
• overflights. from 2013-present; for the 
• Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 

! Please include all studies (worldwide) 
! from at least the last ten years, to the 
1 extent such studies explore, find, 
' . ' suggest, or hypothesize any 
i association, correlation, causation, or 
i other potential linkage between aircraft 
; overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

II: 
v 

I I 
i 



l Wait For Pending New : Regional studies 
I Science? Why is Port I underway, include 
i proceeding without i ultra-fine particle 
waiting for the results of i study from UW and 
the pending studies in ·1 the airport 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- '. from Department of 
Tac Airnort? i Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found 
Are you studying the risk of harm to 
unique impacts of aircraft , elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise, 
What About Overnight Studies have 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded 
and assess global increased risk of 
scientific studies relating human harm from 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 

! Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical 
i Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd 

I Port separately assess Runway now full-
; the impacts of the full- time. 
! time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa"? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 

; Wrong? How are you 
: accounting for the impact 

if your estimates of 
arowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

$AMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019: we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

assessment of the results of critical 
Please include a review and / 

Sea-Tac Airport studies now underv.,ay i ., 

before proceeding with the ! 1// _ 
environmental review for the SAMP. ~, (./ 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and . / · 
environmental impacts from the I · · 
exponential increase in overflights over _1 ' / 
neighborhoods beneath and near the ~ 
3n:1 Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Onerations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire ro.,iion. 

/ ' •• ' 
' i/ 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of !he-SA 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septem~~. ~-- ~ 
Name:;;:- .A,,t.j/M.l Q..f / f ~~fA Signatur~e"': """'C:::...-~,L _____ _ 

Address:o/7.?'o) /tl "/4,, j- .i)pf /~.-; 4,1,i 

E-mail: r.:,d,4-Vf?/)"'.,,e., (2 )).J;J //,:Jr,::, ,2;,1.,,,. 1 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseatt.le.org 

i 

mailto:SAMP@porlseattle.org


'"'"" To: 
Subject:: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments: aliamom@ldoud com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Tuesday, September 18, 2018 1:42:47 PM 
SCooino Comment Gliaorea,Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Mitzi Gligorea, regarding the NEPA 
EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, 
email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Gligorea be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

• Why No Study of 
What's Already 

I Happened? How does 
; Port intend to study the 
j human health and 

I environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 

1 already added in last four 
• ears? 

COMMENT 

• Four-year increase 
J raised annual 
I overflight total from 
, 316,000 to 
! 413,000. 
! 

' Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive 
1 

Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's 
Why not study of the own consultant 
human health and says long tenn 
environmental impacts of study is ~key.~ But 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be 
anticipated to begin when studying total 

. capacity is reached in growth plans for 
• 2027? ' otential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not 
Will Port study unique committed to study 
human health and all of Des Moines, 
environmental impacts Federal Way, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, 

, emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, 
I south-end airport and SeaTac. 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 

i noise and pollution? 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment : 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97 ,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years, 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 

1 
plans . 

' 

Please include a complete study of all 
1 of the human health and environmental 
i impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

Way, Burien. Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights. from 2013-present; for the 

! Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
• Term Pro·ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation. causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 



: Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra.fine particle Sea• Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the v1 the pending studies in 

I 
the airport environmental review for the $AMP. 

I 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea• : from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. i 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the 

1 risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

~ unique impacts of aircraft 1 elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens : children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the .) and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. LIV" to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? I noise. 
Unique• Full Time 3rd , Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and ) 
Port separately assess Runway now full• environmental impacts from the 

I 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over ~ 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

• J,.) Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by ; from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term I 

I nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

.~ 

Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. gro'l-lih is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rAnion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the sco 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septem,er. 

Name: /}:';lz:, <ft~o-~.- 'C-- Signature:1,1 ,:_t:...:.~\-;:~_..e.~~"-.--

Address: ,y?Q:/7 Jc,"' /llfr" S 
E-mail: f? /, mrJD,n@,Ch..u:f.co.,-,,.__ 

Submit ~rm i your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattte.org 

' 
' I 
' 
' 
. 

' 

' 
' 

' 
' 
I 

' 

I 
I 
I 

mailto:SAMp@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: cduioaliaorca@bhhsnwre rom 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 6:29:34 PM 
Scoping eomment Gliaorea CaluinLodf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Calumi Gligorea of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us foiwarding a comment on behalf of the Calumi Gligorea be deemed unacceptable, please reply 

to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.n Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT 

1 Why No Study of , Four-year increase 

I What's Already \ raised annual 
1 
Happened? How does overflight total from 

; Port intend to study the i 316,000 to 
j human health and 1413,000. 

I 
environmental impacts of i 
the 97,000 new flights 

: already added in last four 
' vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 
own Long•Term Plan? Summary; Port's 

1 Why not study of the own consultant 
1 human health and says long tenn 
environmental impacts of study is ~key: But 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be 
anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. , 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

I 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not : Please include a complete study of all 

, Will Port study unique committed to study I of the human health and environmental 
: human health and all of Des Moines, I impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
• environmental impacts Federal Way, I Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, ! and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

' emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, ! overflights, from 2013•present; for the 
, south--end airport and SeaTac. Near•Tenn Projects; and for Long 
; neinhbor cities? , , Tenn Proiects. 

Use Current Science? I Studies around the : Please include all studies (worldwide) 
i Will Port review all world now exist on ! from at least the last ten years, to the 
: studies from around ' harms and ii extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise I association, correlation, causation, or 

INITIAL 

/i 
L. 

I ,v 
l ' 

i impacts from aircraft and emissions. i other potential linkage between aircraft 

ii noise and pollution? I 
1

: overflights and impacts on human 'I 

'-----------'--------'-'h"'e"a"ltechc,o"r_,thc,e,=eccnv,,i,.,ro"-n'"m"'e"n,,_t.~-----'----



1 Regional studies Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 

Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Aimort? 

I underway, include 
I ultra-fine particle 
, study from UW and 
• the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 

Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway .l.i/u· 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 

Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the : 

I 

(I 
l, 

Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 

Despite historical 
statements, 3n:1 
Runway now full
time. 

unique human health and /·· •. 
environmental impacts from the 

. the impacts of the full-
i time usage of the 3n:1 
: Runwav? 
• What if Your 
: Projections Are 
I Wrong? How are you 
j accounting for the impact 
! if your estimates of 
' arowth are too low? 
1 Regional Airport Now? 
; Are you studying the 
i benefits of a regional 
I airport? 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413 000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

I i / exponential increase in overflights over 1..-

neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Tenn 
Qn""rations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire rec ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the-SA 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septem~ . 

.,,.-- ~ 
Name:,:_ .. ,,,,.,J.iJIMl Q..1 / f vl/f/11 Signatur'oe,..: """-C::...-~?.-------

Address:o/7t76') / t:l L> //4,, J -~ P.[ /? :, ,,v.-c 4 ,-/ 

E-mail: c--::/2,--v:;/')?'~;--,:-q (? ,6 /J
0

,j,; 11~ roe, t"2:l_,, I 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public; comments· kgrande@rosn.com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2.018 5:51:17 PM 
Scooing comment Grande pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Judith Grande of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us fonvarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Grande be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request. It Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment i 

. What's Already raised annual : of the human health and environmental ! 

i Happened? How does overflight total from i impacts, including from noise and 
i Port intend to study the , 316,000 to i emissions, resulting from the additional 1tG ' : human health and '413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ' ' ! environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

, 

already added in last four 
vears? ' 

• Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.· But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

~.<J' the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
, anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
j capacity is reached in growth plans for i 

I 
I 2027? ...... tential harms. 
: Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ; 

Wilt Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 

human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal . 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, nu, from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park. overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south.end airport and SeaTac. Near~ Term Projects; and for Long : 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. I 

Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) i 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the j 

I studies from around extent such studies explore, find, ' I harms and ur: i world relating to human . potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment 

I 
from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 1 ; impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

noise and pollution? i overflights and impacts on human I health or the environment. 



i Wait For Pending New . Regional studies Please include a review and 
' ! Science? Why is Port : underway, include assessment- o{ the results of critical 
i i proceeding without : ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway . 

I waiting for the results of • study from UW and before proceeding with the 
: the pending studies in . the airport environmental review for the SAMP . /1!µ' the State of Washington mitigation study 

/ , 
I , 

directly relating to Sea- from Department of I . ' 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

I Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
: unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ;~G.A noise on elderly citizens children from children. , \ u 

and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the . , 

• and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from i 
I 

scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. '.j u 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3n1 Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

I Port separately assess Runway now fuU- environmental impacts from the 
; the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 

u (I 
I 

j time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
: Runwa•1 , 3rd Runwav. 
I What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
i Projections Are Summary i projections, please include a study of . 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est ' the health and environmental impacts ~a accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now, Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits ! ! 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ' J ~ ! 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if rG 0 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuohout the entire r-=wiion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. 

Nam~A;ti,, {t (. {(),,~C Signature: rM"--Q, JJ~ 

Address:f;, f 5. J.~~ Su"-1 ;"' c"' 
. 1)ec_ l-'-o, "'"':>, "-' A '"'o I ', 

E-mail: .k . 1 . , .:i ~ V\6\ ~ ""-S V\ , <-.""' 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://guietskiespugetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare ( 1 00m x 1 OOm) of 
south~end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 
neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over Uj airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 

impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount - if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe itself, as majority- of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
opposed to just the noise com es from for this purpose, then addition software C!j engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 

extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 

~ to study the human health newNextGen emissions, resulting from the additional 
and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNR RNPs growth from the last four years, as well as 
new flights already added 

were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen in last four years, as well 
as procedural changes? utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. 

time. conventional ILS arrivals. 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

~ human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 
anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, 
health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 

~ waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 

the pending studies in the airport SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. -
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. W-noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 

(;A scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from 

~ accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the q, benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP environmental review. 
Comments must be received by September 28th 201 ~· _ _ tl 
Name: Cl)fl-/8)(,,\./4: ~,w.i-1 Signature: "4 4A 
Address: 9.f '-10 ~ I rs t-"- PL I (/::Jf4<J;, lUA-

'I 

E-mail: Cjuar~ ~ o~-n..u,k ·C.~ 

If mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Porl of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Jay Hasbrouck 
SAMP Public Comments 
Scoping Requests for SAMP (attached) 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 5:37:51 PM 
Scan Sep 20, 2018 at S 35 PM,odf 
ATTOOQQ1,htrn 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting' We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these. or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual I of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts. including from noise and 

J~ Port intend to study the 316,000 to em,ss,ons. resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

,:J-1 Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and sayslongtenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental ! 

human health and all of Des Moines. • impacts for all of Des Moines. Federal 'J)-1 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien. Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights. from 2013-present. for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects, and for Long 
neiQhbor crties? Tenn Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years. to the 

j'~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port unde,way, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now unde,way 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the ) {-1 the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts -:rrl unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Fllghts? Will Port collect concluded , study review and assessment of the 

-~ and assess global increased risk of ! unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from 

1 
noise from overnight flights ' 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3'" unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. ! exponential increase ,n overflights over 
lime usage of the 3'" i neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav, 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections. please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398.910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are tao low? 413,000 now. O=rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls i to human health and the environment 

' ' benefits of a regional for siting a regional • 1n the six airport neighbor c1t1es 1f 
airport? airport now. j growth 1s more fairly d1stnbuted 

i throuohout the entire r""ion. 
i 
! 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the sco 
envlronmental review. Deadline for commenting September 

of the SAMP 
th 2018. 

Name: T "i ;/4-s~ Signature ...l~l_j_~=!:_::::±:= 
Address: ;,/,t:70 :l_Sf:,{.. Ave Sul ,3.v-,'e-v, 

E-mail: jlUj ~h-rnt.ok. (8 tj ,_,·J. ec,,,,, 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: robertherzoa@iuno com 
Scoping comment on SAMP 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 2:05:10 PM 
Scooina Comment Herzog.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Robert Herzog of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Herzog be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~µ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. I 
the 97,000 new flights 

' already added in last four 
I vears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 

own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's i of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ......, . 

K r+ environmental impacts of study is "key." But : Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be : projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total i plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ! 
2027? notential harms. ' 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 
Will Port study unique committed to study 1 of the human health and environmental i 
human health and all of Des Moines, I impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' i environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, +\ (..[ . 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? 'Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ' Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the I 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

R Ii world relating to human • potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation. causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



I Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
I Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight ' 

' fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full• environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full• time. exponential increase ln overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. I To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary ! projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? : airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rP.t1ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se~ber 28th 2018. 

Name:'"P·,,,:,~.-t /-f ~vc_c-~ Signature: f'f ~ 
Address: ., sc_,., __ t ,....., 

··- , . s...-C l '"' i-': 
(_ -.:.. ..... 

E-mail: , ,( . , 
Y'O~,., _.,, /.._ , •- . J 

·- • - -""". ,C-4.. \'-", '- .::::..<. "·' 

Submit form on your own/addCom~~s at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public comments: JJ:!.rii...!::! 
SAMP SCoping Public COOlrnent 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Monday, September 24, 2018 9:33:24 PM 
Scoc,na Comment Chris Hall odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the pubHc comments attached by Mr. Chris Hall of Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS $AMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking Af'? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Halt be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



-
The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 

10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
Hscoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional tll human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is ~key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision t_jf 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

I capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? '"""'tential harms. I 

Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

! human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
: environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, (1fe ' ; from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' I emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the • 

I 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long ' neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. ' 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

I Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

I 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any t,._1f. 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



i Wait For Pending New ; Regional studies Please include a review and 
i Science? Why is Port : underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
i proceeding without i ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
, waiting for the results of i study from UW and before proceeding with the 

t,,/f} ; the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts I 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and t,1L from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from I children. 
and children? aircraft noise. ! 
What About Overnight Studies have I Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect 1 concluded I study review and assessment of the 
and assess global : increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating , human harm from noise from overnight flights. t._1-1. 
to impacts from overnight ! overnight flight 
flinhts noise? i noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3ro : Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will 1 statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess , Runway now full- environmental impacts from the t;_if the impacts of the full- : time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd I neighborhoods beneath and near the ' 
Runwav? i 3ro Runwav. 
What if Your I SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are 'Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that v.Jt 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. I Ooerations. ' 
Regional Airport Now? 1 The Port has 1 Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the i refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional i for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 'ill/ airport? i airport now. , growth is more fairly distributed I-·, 

' throunhout the entire renion. ! 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Signature: ~4 
Address, 8'z3 S ,n,,,,,,, II:/(, ,J~ 

E-mail, £ /ltcV.5f /;:[; ,f)fj_ (;,<11/IL C..O"C 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: lesserhart@gmail com 
SA.MP Public comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 6:44:37 PM 
Scoping Comment Hart Pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Jesse Hart of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 
EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, 
email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Jesse Hart be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.H Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please· include a complete assessment 
: What's Already raised annual I of the human health and environmental 

' Happened? How does overflight total from , impacts, including from noise and i 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ' - ., ' human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations -)t-h I environmental impacts of j growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights ' 
already added in last four 

i vears? 
Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? : Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

I Why not study of the i own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and : says Jong term • aircraft overflight operations for the CTR+t: environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ! 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

. 
i capacity is reached in growth plans for 
' . 2027? notential harms . 

: Adequate Geography? The Port has not • r Please include a complete study of all 
Wm Port study unique committed to study ! of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal : 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, - '"""'-=- \' 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 0 k-t1 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

, south--end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei,,hbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~"1t<:l-t'' world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any -
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation. causation, or V I",, ' 

impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
i the State of Washington i directly relating to Sea

Tac Airnort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 

, unique impacts of aircraft 
! noise on elderly citizens 
' and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flil"lhts noise? 
Unique • Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What If Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
nrowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra.fine particle 

i study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human hann from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea• Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
nelghbOrhoods beneath and near the 
3 rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Tenn 
Onerations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbOr cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire r"'" ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September,}Sth 2018. 

<-- .-· /" 
Name: --S<:, 5 c ,'-tc, r t-· Signatl!'e: • - _.-> 

r · - < /a'tt/... f'l R • Address: ,-Q;.2.$ ._:. '' , sJ'.,1.r-1e-,.,._, 

E-mail: :i e ,,e rl.a.r+ ®.5 ..-.a:/• <-o~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachmentsi: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; wahalgy0907@gmall com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September Z3, Z018 1:37:49 PM 
Scoping Comment Haley pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Wendy Haley of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms.Haley be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request" Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental . 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations f 
environmental impacts of gro\/vlh from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

I already added in last four I 
vears? I 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 
I Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

' : Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ),~ ! 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

).' i environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post~SAMP Long Term Vision ' 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda gro\/vlh 
anticipated to begln when studying total plans. i 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all i 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 

human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 
• environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, J; from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft .v! i 
! emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present for the ! south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long . 

' neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. i 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

I Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ' 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, i y ' world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or C 

" impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft i 

' noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. i 



, Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the $AMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

, unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
' noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight I 
flit1hts noise? noise. i 

Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by , from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at 1 exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qno.rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

: benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
• airport? airport now. growth ls more fairly distributed 

j throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

' Name: Signature: -fJu'-L'.lt.f 
V 

Address: ::Z 'i C· 1 :i ;I,(, ti< r' L- $ i;. ;-/ 3 <- 1 

_De:--::, ti \e,1 ~-t:., S. C/ '8/ 9 'if 
E-mail: / I / ~...__,c,.__ , Ct e 'I c4C7 cg, 5'/1'/C<., c CtJ( 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: Dana Hollaway 
SAMP Publlc Comment on scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 2:58:25 PM 
Scoping Comment Hollawav-Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Dana Hollaway of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Hollaway be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
··scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and flnd QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
~/ 

i 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
' Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ' 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

I human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights i 

already added in last four i 
I 

vears? i 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment \ . 

Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ec-,· 
' j Why not study of the own consultant i impacts resulting from additional 

. 
i 

says long term : aircraft overflight operations for the i 1 human health and I i environmental impacts of study is "key." But I Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
! the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be i projects and Century Agenda growth 

anticipated to begin when studying total ! plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

* 
' ' 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' ' environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? T em, Proiects. i 

Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ' ' ! i 
~)\;:( ' Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the I 

studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
, 

world relating to human potential harms suggest. or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

' noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. I 



; Wait For Pending New ! Regional studies Please include a review and 
: Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical ' ~c· proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. l 
the State of Washington mitigation study ' 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of i 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ' ' ' Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ' J ; 

"S"(_ ' 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific ' . Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the I I 

! and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ~ 
,

1

• scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. v 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
, fliahts noise? noise. 
; Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical i Please include a complete study of the 

T)y{ 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd 

I unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. i exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 'u\\: Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that ' if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term I arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits \ '· , ,,j 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment r~ benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rP-riion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septem~,r 28thr2018. 

Namel)f\N~ t\a\\l\~ r,.y Signatur~~Jf~ 

Address: 2.02.o SW ~4'fi ~ F4!eJ?AL WAY WA Cffi<12.3 l 
E-mail: bo.\oo@V\o~\AWAy~oMe.., co CV'. 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
SUbject: 

SAMP Ptlblic Comments: missYi<:kvll@amail.com 
$AMP Public Comment on Scoping 

Date, 
Attachments: 

Tuesday, September 25, 2018 4:06:25 PM 
Scooino Comment Ylckv Hart§.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Vicky Hartley of Burien, Wa, regarding 

the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 

website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Hartley be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. lf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.n Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase 
1 
What's Already raised annual 

I Happened? How does overflight total from 
. Port intend to study the 1 316,000 to 
: human health and : 413,000. 

environmental impacts of i 
the 97,000 new flights 

1

, 

already added in last four 
: vears? i 

; Why No Study of Your 
i Own Long-Term Plan? 
I Why not study of the 

I 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 

! the Long-Term Vision 
I anticipated to begin when 
I capacity is reached in 
' 2027? 
: Adequate Geography? 
i Will Port study unique 

human health and 
• environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 

, south-end airport 
i neinhbor cities? 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long tenn 
study is "key.' But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
notential harms. 

, The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment • 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overtlight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

' 

Please include a complete assessment 

I of the human health and environmental 
, impacts resulting from additional 
i aircraft overflight operations for the 
1 Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overtlights, from 2013-present; for the 

; Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
i Term Proiects. 

Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

Studies around the I Please include all studies (worldwide) 
world now exist on • from at least the last ten years, to the 
harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

' 



j Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and I 
I 

i Science? Why is Port underway, include assessm~nt of. the results of critical I proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea• Tac Aitport studies now underway 

\t waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

' the State of Washington mitigation study : directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to ! of the unique human health impacts 

vt unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and • from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

·~· 

and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from i 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. ' 

• ' 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique• Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

{\l: Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 

, Runwav? 1 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. , To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

i~ ; Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
; accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
! if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
: arowth are too low? • 413,000 now. Onerations. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits i 

Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment $! benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuQhout the entire reaion. I 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. j /~ 

Name:l/1e,,\,(_'-{ ~ Signature: I~~ 
Address: (?-lf,?-'6 - I ?- 4i;f: '/&Jfif ,i.l,i b 
E-mail v1A.f5'? V 1cbf ~1 9 ")/1,0./ f I lW'i 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@porlseattle.org


From: 
To: ··-.... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP P11blic Comments: oeteholder@comcast.net 
Re: Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 10:36:49 PM 
ScoQiog Comment HQlder-Pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Peter Holder of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 9 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us foiwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Holder be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 

in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.ff Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from • impacts, including from noise and 

1tl Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of i growth from the last four years. 

, the 97,000 new flights 
i already added in last four : 
'vears? 
Why No Study of Your I SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 

• Why not study of the ! own consultant impacts resulting from additional I ;t- l,!.-j human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
i environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

i ! the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be I projects and Century Agenda growth 
, anticipated to begin when studying total I plans. ' 
i capacity is reached in growth plans for i 

2027? cotential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

tL 
i 

1 human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ! 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, i 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft i 

I 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the I south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 

! neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the I 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, d.fl ! world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any i 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or , 

' impacts from aircraft j and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft i 

noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human I i health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study ' 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of I I 
Tac Air"""rt? Commerce. I 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found I Please include a complete assessment 1 
Are you studying the risk of harm to 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About OVemight Studies have 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded 
and assess global increased risk of 
scientific studies relating human harm from 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd 

Port separately assess Runway now full-
the impacts of the full- time. 
time usage of the 3rd ' ; 
Runwav? 
What if Your SAMP Executive. 
Projections Are Summary 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at 

1 nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. 
Regional Airport Now? . The Port has 
Are you studying the ! refused to join calls 
benefits of a regional i for siting a regional 
airport? i airport now. 

Name:)'.?..,,-,,._ ,!., /h 14~/.... 

Address:/,;&/ 7 c,1;,...,.,,,.,_,""f 

of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

. Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 

I To determine the risks of error in Port 
: projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
QnArations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire region. 

E-mail: ;:O~Gi.UoY~ eo.A.<. c.,J./ ,,,,./ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments: wendvleahall@amall oom 
Public Comment Scoping SAMP 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Thursday, 5eptember 27, 201811:44:39 AM 
Scoping Comment Hall pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Wendy Hall of Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Hall be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

, Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
! I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~Ji Port intend to study the 316,000 to I emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. I 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of I growth from the last four years. 

, the 97,000 new flights ' ' : already added in last four ! i ; vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' 

: own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental ' 
, Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

UJri human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. I 
capacity is reached in growth plans for I 

! 2027? _ __.,ential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ! 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

Nf human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila. Normandy Park, 

' from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft I 

' emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the ' 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long I 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

w+: studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest. or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft I 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human ' 

health or the environment i 



j Wait For Pending New 
Science? VV!"\y is Port 
proceeding ,,vi:!lout 

, waiting for !he results of 

1 
the pending studies in 

i t~e State :.f 'i'.'2.shington 
1 directly te.a: .. -.g to Sea-
: TacAinx< 

Sensitive i:,.:.,:>..;:ations? 
Are you s: .,C ,1:r; ~;;e 

1 
unique im.;a:·:~ Jf aircraft 

1 noise on 2.::.-eny :itizens 
and chi:d ·er? 
What Ab.,_ ~-1;rnight 
Flights? P. =::-:collect 
and asse-:::'O "".c!:ai 
scientlf:c ::: :" :.-es ;elating 
to impac~.: "·:im overnight 
flinhts co,,' 
Unique - :=- ~ . -:-· .11e 3rd 

Runway_£.,:;. '"'.'JW will 
Port sepa ·2..~., Jssess 

I

• the impa::~ __ " :~e "'utl-
time use:.. _ ; : -.e 3rc 

Runwa11? 
What if 'r ~ .-
Projecti=~. , , . 

.. s:; 

Wrong? .. : . ate you 
accour.~: 

' 
J j~e impact 

if your es:.r-.ates of 
I arowtr. a.--:;; :..;c :ow? 
Regiona: ~ :~.:rt Now? 
Are yous. __ jl--; t:le 

; benefits ;:' " :e;bna! 
j airport? 

! Regional studies P1ease include a review and 
i ,mderway, include assessment of the results of critical 
! ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
; study from UW and I before proceeding with the 
the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ' 
rrAigation study 

i fror1; Department of i 
C0n1merce. 1 

S:L.dies have found I Please include a complete assessment 
risK of harm to I of the unique human health impacts 

l~~ eider:y citizens and 

I 
fr~m noise on elderly citizens and 

cniidrer; from chlldren. 
a:~cra~t noise. ' 

, S:-..:dies have Piease include a complete scientific 
, concluded study review and assessment of the 
ir:c;2ased risk of unique human health impacts from cuJ hurna:i harm from noise from overnight flights. 
ove:~ig1tf!ight I 
r.oise. ' 

1 C-esplte historical ; Please include a complete study of the 

I 
s:atemems, 3rd 

I

· unique human health and 
R:.::---:way now full- environmental impacts from the 

G~~ ; tr,~e. • exponential increase in overflights over 
' I neighborhoods beneath and near the 

I 3rd Runwav. 
' SA.'..-IP Executive. : To determine the risks of error in Port 
: S ... :r:rr.ary ' projections, please include a study of Wtt I !~a:.::curate; est. i the health and environmental impacts 
I 398,910 flights by ; from increased aircraft operations that 
• 2019; we are at I exceed estimated Near Term 
' 4 i 3,000 now. i Onerations. 
. r~.e Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
[ '.'ef JSed tc join calls , to human health and the environment 

~~~ / fo; siting a regional i in the six airport neighbor cities if 
! a:rport now. I grmvth is more fairly distributed 

I thrcuahout the entire ,.,.,,ion. 

Pio;~.::...:: .:-:elude the req..iests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
en,., ~r.r ,ental revie¼. Deadline for commenting Septe~"'f\01_a.nn 

i 
' ' 

' 

' 

' 

' I 
I 

' 

' 

i . 
' 

Na-0
, \~Q/v&.1-J½:t l ( Signa:ure'AJ ~ , ttzeJY"' 

Ac"'"''°'62-'b '9 ll\Cl V\,~ ~ 1 lS \~C\.;\ f-e& ,cJ)l0~,IJ,if'r 
E-c-a 1_ue,\~1,\ \eo1Acl~~ ® 9f;i\'°'-1 \ . ~"" C\IP) 
SuJJVi.;t form on your own/add comments at: S~P@portseattle.org 

mailto:s~p@Portseattle.org


From: 
To: 

"'' Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Wendy Hall 
SAMP Public Comments 
shebrush@amail com 
Public comment for SAMP 
Thursday, September 27, 201810:56:53 AM 
SAMP WP EnvrBeview HallComments,odf 

Attached are my comments regarding the SAMP. 
Thank you, 
- Wendy Hall 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. !f you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of publlc record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What"s Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and I 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ~i human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
lhe 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
11ears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's 

I 
of the human health and environmental 

Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional f 
human health and says long term i aircraft overflight operations for the ·UJ 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ! 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental i 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal I ~ 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

1 from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present: for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei,,hbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

w~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overtlights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

~~ waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the $AMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAiroo~? Commerce. 

• Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

! Are you st~d;ing the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

tJJ~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 

I ! noise on e:oerly citizens children from children. 
and chi!drer,? aircraft noise. 
What Abo .. : Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific i Flights? 'A' ' Port collect concluded study review and assessment of ttle 
and assess global increased risk of unique human heau, impacts from 

l}J& 
' 

scientific sk,j;es relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
! to impacts ".~om overnight overnight flight 

fliohts no:se? noise. 
' 

Unique - Ftd Time 3rc1 Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway ...:se. t-low will ' statements, 3ro unique human health and 
Port sep2:a:.:::1.,, assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the w~ I the impac;s c7 rhe full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 

· time usa;::: :..f t~e 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the I 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Yu_· SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port i 
Projectic1.~ Are S..Jmmary projections, please include a study of Wt\-, Wrong? -· :::-. , are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts I i account~~ ··or :he Impact 398,910 fiights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estirr-.ates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth a;s :Jo low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regiona'. .~ ,~;Jc rt Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you s~-=1i1g the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

W~i benefits o" o re;ional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuohout the entire reoion. i 

http:s~p@Portseatt/e.org


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you wanl We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request: Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INmAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft: overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights • 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a comptete assessment 
Own Long•Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental : 

~~ Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long•Term Vision Port's will not be projects and century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ...,..tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please indude a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

~ human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Par1<, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south~nd airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neillhbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all S1udies (wortdwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent SUCh studies explore, find. ijdr world relating to human potential hanns suggest. or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

I health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directty relating to Sea- from Depar1ment of 
Tac Airnn.rt? I Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? i Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the I risk of ham, to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens , children from children. 
and children? : aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Sl\Jdies heve Please inciude a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect conciuded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd , Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3"' unique human hea!th and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the Jrtt neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa','? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please inciude a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regions! for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairty distributed 

throuahout the entire ,_,.,ion. 

Plane include the requests I have inltlalad above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. DeadUne for commenting September 28., 2018. 

Name: ft.cc H,11,SJi..,_ Signature: fkuj~ 
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Address: (,..l\ S 2-"2.1'-' St_ <C"2,J:,~ &,. f/1/,,.,., cJic:i 'f.8/'fc 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@poJtseattJe.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org
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FIGHTTHE FUGH! 
The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 

10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.• Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

rt Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316.000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Swnmary; Port's of the human health and environmental w Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.• But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term V1Sion Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography" The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

I human health and all of Des Moines. impads for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term PrOiects. 
Use Currant Science? Studies around the Please include au studies (wortdwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years. to the # studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypathesize any 
heattn and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

I 
I 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

~ 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai-art? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

»-It Are you studying the risk of ham1 to of the unique human health impacts 
untque impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on ekierly citizens and 
noise on elderty citizens , children from children. 
and children? ' aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

~ 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight nights. 
to impacts from overnight ovemight flight 
fljnhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the pl, Runway Use. How will statements, 3n:I unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over I time usage of the 311:1 neighborhoods beneath and near the i 
Runwav? 311:1 Runwav. ' 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

~If Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the heaNh and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
'"rowth are too low? 413,000 now. o..,.,....,.tions. 
~ionai Airport Now? The Port has Please inciude a study of the benefits £)-Jr; Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

- airport? airport now. growth is more fairty distributed 
throuahout the entire .-onion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commentingxmbe~ 28"' 2018. ; 

Name:P.a,11€2.. /6e.,/e.- Signature: I' LA'~~ 

Address: ({,,::J / S, .::J ,;J. 7'~ s.Jf2- Ju ', ("1 0 : "',; (,.J H 1 2 1 (' 

.P'LJO.S, 
E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PYbHc CooJroents: ~ 
Comment Of1 tile Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Tuesday, September 18, 2018 2:07:23 PM 
Scoping Comment Harner porgen.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Doreen Harper of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Harper be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping requesC Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of • Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment i 
' What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I Happened? How does overflight total from 1 impacts, including from noise and 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to i emissions, resulting from the additional 

\r.' human health and 413,000. ! 97,000 aircraft overffight operations 
environmental impacts of I growth fr?m the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

! already added in last four ' 
. vears? 
• Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ! 

own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' ' 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ! 

~ 
' 

human health and . says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ! 
' 

environmental impacts of j study is ~key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision i 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
I 

capacity is reached in growth plans for ! 2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? ' The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, -0 from aircraft noise and I Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six : Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the ' ' , south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long • 

. neiahbor cities? ' Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ! 
Will Port review all world now exist on : from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

- \X world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or \· 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



• 

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of. the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Aitport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

\ I the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ' the State of Washington mitigation study I directly relating to Sea- - from Department of ' 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. ' ' 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found I Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to i of the unique human health impacts 

-- 1.:. unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and ! from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. \ 

and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded 1 study review and assessment of the 

I and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from if scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight ' 
fliahts noise? noise. I 

Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
I Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

1Y ' Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ' 
. the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over I 

' , time usage of the 3rd , neighborhoods beneath and near the 
1 Runwav? ' 3rd Runwav. 
! What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
, Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

' ] Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ,f\ accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
' if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term I 

' arowth are too low? 413,000 now. O......,,.rations. I 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

't)\-\ benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ' 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed i 

throuohout the entire r.,.,..ion. i 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. · , / 

Name: t-u'-'1~- __ f.4c:", -1 ~✓ Signature: /,::-;:"'( t., -~4~----- , 

Add 2 / / IC .I A·~ \ ..,, . .- "'·l, "" ~·;qp ress: t.R't,t;'2 \ v . ....-- _, , ;_,,1--• _,.- , .. , _.., ":.... • ·J 

E-mail: I"'• I {t .__ ;-, ,~ , ,. . - I 
Submit form on your own/add comMents at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: _, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public comments; iris hernandez 77@omaiJ.com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 11:56:16 PM 
Scoping Comment Hernandez.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Iris Hernandez of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2016 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 
public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Hernandez be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 
all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

! Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' ! What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ! 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and v Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
envlronmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? i 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says tong term aircraft overflight operations for the / environmental impacts of study is "key.' But Port's posl-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. I 
capacity is reached in growth plans for I ' ' 2027? notential harms. 1 

Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ' 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

✓ 
1 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. ' 

Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

✓ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now undervvay 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the / the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts J unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from J 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fiiohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3n:1 unique human health and 

/ Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive, ' To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts / accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ✓ 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rAOion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 

environ=~tal ~~view. Deadli:e for co~menting SeptGS
th 

.:-~;~8. 

Name: _..)... { ,, ,, r • < " .-. n _,._ -) {_ ..-t::--- Signature: 7-~ ~~--~.,. 
-:1, .. I , ( -. C, 

Address: ;.. , 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseatt/e,org 

' 

' 

i 

! 

I 
' ' 
' 

I 
' I 
I 
I 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP P11bl1c Comments; ear@harperstud1os.com 

Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 

Wednesday, September 19, 2018 7:06:25 PM 

Scoping Comment Harper.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Earl Harper of Des Moines, W a, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Connnent Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the connnents below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Earl Harper be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team.Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I 
Why No Study of I Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 
What's Already I raised annual of the human health and environmental , 

I Happened? How does ' overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
! Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
• human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations t,.\>---environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights I 
already added in last four I 
vears? I 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

! 

human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the I 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision L 1..-\: 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth i 

' anticipated to begin when studying total plans. I 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 

! 2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I , 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental i , 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

, , 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, E.. \\ ! 

! 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ! 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long ' i 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. i 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

! Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the , 

studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any E:.. \.l, 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



! Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment o( the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Air'port studies now unde!"INay 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

[: \\ the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
I the State of Washington mitigation study 
! 

directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. ' 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ' 
' ' Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 

unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and I:..\\ ' 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. I 

and children? aircraft noise. ! 

What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
' Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the I 

and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from I scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. t. \\- j 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight ! 

flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the E \\-

I 

the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over I 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the ! 

Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port ! 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of ' ! 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

E. \", accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 

' nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if t. \Jr ! 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed i 

' throuahout the entire reaion. 
' 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. 

Name: [;,_ ..,.. r \ <7 Signature:~('....;;,_======---

Address: '-~ c,, ·i.) 

E-mail: cc-,l ~ \,,,c-<{''lf \\--o<',•l.(o"'-. 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachment5: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Publk: Comments: susan.honda@cttyoffederalwav.com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 6:01:57 PM 
Scoaioa Comment Honda adf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Deputy Mayor Mrs. Susan Honda of Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 

website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Honda be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 

all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ! 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I 
Happened? How does overflighttotal from impacts, including from noise and 

t?lt I Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations I 

' i 
environmental impacts of growlh from the last four years. I 

! 
the 97,000 new flights i 

already added in last four ' I ' ' vears? : I 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive i Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's 1 of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and 1 says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

..)1 environmental impacts of ; study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision I 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ' ~-tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? , The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique i committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Fed~I 
environmental impacts Federal Way, W,§f, Burien, Tukwila, NormandyPar1<, 

\." 1 ' from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft r' emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights. from 2013-present; for the 
south-<md airport and SeaTac. , Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? ' Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore. find, I . 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 11 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or "1 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

I 
noise and pollution? 1 overflights and impacts on human 

• health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

✓ proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 'JI'' ' .... 

, directly relating to Sea- from Department of ;,.,:·' : 
i I Tac Airoort? Commerce. 

i Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ; 
f Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 

l)r ! unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
! noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

' ' I and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from Jt 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. ·1 ' 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

Jr Port separately assess Runway now full- en"vironmental impacts from the 
• the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please inciude a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. : the health and environmental impacts \ ,..Jr-t' accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by ' from increased aircraft operations that 

• if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ott-benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed ' 

throughout the entire rAr ion. 

Please Include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 

environ~nta~- re~:•w. D~adli~e fo; commenting Se~tem~r 28
th 

2018: '/ __ 

Name: ---LI_" ' Mcv ~-1. -. --Signature: Av.J2J .....,t-lc, ). 
Address: "3 _-:, ···, ...., 4 /1, f-i,,{-' .5 iV 

F°•V 0 f O 2 "', 

, , 

E-mail: ,_· r- J....ir, r,. ., ./ ~ 
""' ...::>(i5Ci/). 1 ff.....!l'i~•··. lv L(-1'1,cr t-·1.,-.-\~~>''· .',/~l., 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@ports'eattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://quietskiespugetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare ( 1 00m x 1 00m) of 

~ south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 
neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 

airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 
impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount - if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe Itself, as majority - of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 01:-opposed to Just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software 
engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 

extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 

~ 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 
to study the human health new NextGen emissions, resulting from the additional 
and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNRRNPs growth from the last four years, as well as 
new flights already added 

were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen in last four years, as well 
utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. as procedural changes? 
time. conventional ILS arrivals. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 

!------own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

~. 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 
anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

cl~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, 
health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the ' 

environment. 
Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 

~ / 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 

waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 

the pending studies in the airport SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 

~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 

noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

~ / 

Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 

scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights . 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

~ / 

Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
~ Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 

benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the ' 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP environmental review. 
Comments must be received by September 28th 2018.(1 

() __ \\ tt 
Name: W-{ Q.~ ~ VV\7 t-. Signature: -1-----:,-.---____,......,._,"'--~--------

Address: rwhls (u.A.\':~t.. ~ 5 W · ~s ,,_, v->k 9 ~o til 
E-mail: C...6f'.l2.'-\ V',.\.t...,t{Yv\~(\_e'-(). ~tJn. U>w\. 
If mailing this fo(l!), and/or additional cbmments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 

i.----
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment R£ N-What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ~ff" 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tern, aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tern, Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

1
( R& /\{-e 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects: and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) Rtt+ Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway g?g,t 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

~ti-Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? f--,atfcraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the G<J~ and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the ~rt Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port ~,t 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
qrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits ~rr 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor Cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairty distributed 

throuqhout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Roi;; bte... 1-f-awe., { J Signature:8~ ~ 
~ 0-!Jf'-a. UJ 

Address: f 5 :J. 3/, (}_ . ?:"f> w ,q -~'i?' I h _ . J 
80.. r, .....--y ..,, ' ~ 

E-mail: l"e> bb,'e • wte.. <ir ' 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

i/7Jd Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from ~dd!tion3l 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

f/};J environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

ft(µ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, BuriP.n, Tukwila, Normandy Park. 
f ram aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

'J)JiJ-studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the '7Jt11 the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

'((/I /.L unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

·-:fr) ;J, and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 1r;/i the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage ot the 3rc1 neighborhood~ be11eath anc. n.;;c:i th€-
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

--/7) /J_ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

~fol Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbo; cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting.September 28th 2018. 

Name: Signatu~.eL-< ~ 
Address: ~ Ms Muriel Haegele 
~ 29527 9th Pl S 

E 
'[ • •• Federal Way, WA 98003 

-maI: -. 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional cp human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long~Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

f human health and says long tern, aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.u But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Tern, Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and envtronmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental Impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

~ from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Wil I Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the up studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



, 

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

qt the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

4{J and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliQhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

ff Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 1 

time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

~ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 

1 

if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

t( Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuQhout the entire reQion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Sep~28th 2018. 

Name:""1e.-stll~ 1-d Signatu,g~ r 
Address:19 ~, ().4'~·-! . Q/ -

1 S jvln~ W.1L !JD/?& 
E-mail: ' 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattJe.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of ~my of these questions 
included In the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

~t1 environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long.Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision «~u the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and env[ronmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft (l_~il 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ~.w~ health and environment f ram aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique ~ Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more falrly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting ,:zber 28~J 018. 

Name:~~vi DA/•? 1'1 i¾1~ Signature: e-ff' ,# ~~ 
<j 109/1? 10 ,1,Jle 's"ou-,. ,., .Y 

Address:.?- , 6 0 - ,... Y 
0J~M e.11V~u,Jri °t~/9 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ~ environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies {worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

0~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any VL-11 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ;( l 

impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



/(/</ 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

{;>t-the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts LJ);:-unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

1/£ and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

~ Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To deterrr,ine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projectiom~, please include a study of 

~ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits ch_ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six ai:-port neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout !he entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 

environ;enlal review~adline for commenti~ 2~ 

Nam1/o r~ ___/-~ vi- Signatur~ ~ 
Address: r5 O 'l S. ~ !?~ S,'f-~ Fd.j 

E-mail: 7x35 liJ~i/J-t 5 f tJl~ t/Gf q? 

Submit form on your own/add comments at SAMP@pDrtseattle.org 



J



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments.: iiimd0047@amall COOl 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Friday, September 26, 2018 7:46:05 PM 
Scmno Publlc Comment Johnson.pelf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Jennifer Johnson of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 11 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding these comments on behalf of the Ms. Johnson be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

~ environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
veers? 
Why No study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting frorr:, additional 
human health and says Jong term aircraft overflight operations for the ~ environmental impacts of study is "key: But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Longw Term Vision . Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of au 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental w human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all worki now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, "d world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, Gorrelation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

'fr the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitiga~on study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to r=th ;;qu human health impacts S)( unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and fro noise elderly~itizens n~ 
noise on elderly citizens children from C ren I • 
and children? aircraft noise. • #Vkf'.Ac. 2- 1',0 •<• 
What About Overnight Studies have Please Include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the « and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Us<;i. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and cf Port separately assess Runway now full~ environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa1,? 3rd Runwa11. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
. Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

~ accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Onerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to Join calls to human health and the environment 

~ benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name:;::!'" a,,,.,.;~ ()0 t-1v~ ~ Signature¥ -;°b~ 
Address: &Oc S. '2-11?""- (JIO I ~J,t.;~,, W.:).. 'l \' l"l' t 

E-mail: .:r~:r Ml) oe; If 1 @~ • c..d-,.-,. 

Submit fonn on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@poriseattle.org


From: 

To: 
ec, 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

To The Port: 

Katie Jules 
SAMP PYblic Comments 
hladick.christopher@eoo.aov 
$AMP Scopillg Requests from Burien, WA Resident Katie Juies 
Wednesday, September 19, 201811:47:00AM 
SAMP ScoPID9 Beauestsfrom Katre Jules· 919 18 pdf 

Please see attached for my SAMP scoping requests. 

Respectfully, 

Katie Jules 

13844 17th Ave SW 

Burien, WA 98166 



l,- The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a Hst of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers wfll 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

' Why No Study of I Four-year Increase ! Please include a complete assessment : 
i What's Already j raised annual ! of the human health and environmental '. 
: Happened? How does • overflight total from j impacts, including from noise and , 
, Portintendtostudythe 316,000to ] emissions, resulting from the additional 1 KE.J 
! human health and 413,000. i 97,000 aircraft overflight operations i 
! environmental impacts of : I growth from the last four years. j 
, the 97,000 new flights ! i 

1 
: already added in last four I i i 
[ years? : i i 

: Why No Study of Your i SAMP Executive 1
1 Please include a complete assessment i 

: Own Long-Term Plan? i Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ! 
i Why not study of the i, own consultant impacts resulting from additional i 

i : human health and ! says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the v 
i environmental impacts of I study is Jkey." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision l f.EJ 
! the Long-Term Vision , Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda grO\•vth I . ' 1 anticipated to begin when I studying total I plans. 
! capacity is reached in i growth plans for i , 
: 2027? I potential harms. : : 
~ Adequate Geography? ; The Port has not II Please include a complete study of all ! 
I Will Port study unique i committed to study of the human health and environmental ! 
) human health and i all of Des Moines, 1 impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ! 
i environmental impacts i Federal Way, ! Way, Burien, Tukwila. Normandy Park, 'l(t \ 
i from aircraft noise and : Burien, Tukwila, : and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft i :J 
! emissions, in all of the six! Normandy Park, ! overflights, from 2013-present; for the • 
1 south-end airport ! and SeaTac. ! Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
' neighbor cities? : i Term Projects. 
I Use Current Science? I Studies arou~d the ! Please include all studies {worldwide) 
i Will Port review all ; world now exist on ! from at least the last ten years, to the 
' studies from around ' harms and ' extent such studies explore, find. 
: world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any )< E J 
i health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
i impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
: noise and pollution? ! overflights and impacts on human 

! health or the environment. 

~ To ..\-t,.e, for+: IV\ connect\or'l lutt\,\-H,,s Z-f<l'jC- si,.1,-,,issior,
1 

tka.~ kt 1>e1.t
'/, -lir< M~ rt"lue.}t~ 1 h -ti,,5 r<DUI{· l'I~ 11011,5<-~ol .t u1u -\1it fort- to 
C•l'l~I~. 

~c-lfv.11~ s,.J,mi-+kJ J 

\<l!.ti(, ~- JidtJ I of 2. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airport? 

: Sensitive populations? 
: Are you studying the 
: unique impacts of aircraft 
: noise on elderly citizens 
: and children? 
' What About Overnight 
! Flights? Will Port collect 
: and assess global 
: scientific studies relating 
: to impacts from overnight 
: ftinhts noise? 
: Unique - Full Time 3rd 

: Runway Use. How wilt 
: Port separately assess 
• the impacts of the full-
, time usage of the 3rd 

1 Runway? 
l What if Your 
'. Projections Are 
: Wrong? How are you 
: accounting for the impact 
i if your estimates of 
~ growth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studyfng the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

! Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 

1 
study from UW and 

1 the airport 
'I mitigation study 
from Department of 

j Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of ham1 to 
elderly citizens and 

i children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 

1 Despite historical 
/ statements, 3rd 

] Runway now full
j tlme. 

! 
1 SAMP Executive. 
; Summary 
i inaccurate; est. 
' 398,910 flights by 
i 2019; we are at 
: 413,000 now. 
i The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

i Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
1 

of the unique human health impacts ' 
from noise on elderly citizens and i \(.E:J 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runway. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near T em1 
Operations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

I 
Ire.) 
' 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Address: \'!,'g'\'t 17-th hV<. SW 1 Y,uri•t11, Wit 'l~l(tC, 

E-mail: 5orrirt~ek@coMc.at. ne+ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

1.. rfr 1.. 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments; iWiobnsl@comc:ast net 
SAMP Scoping Public Comment 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Tuesday, September 25, 2018 3:44:58 PM 
Scoomg Canynent John Johnson.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. John Johnson of Burien, Wa, regarding 

the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Johnson be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, induding from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~~ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. \.J 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long~Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

~6 human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Tern, Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntentiat harms. 

-------- -
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ~N6 environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nomiandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the I 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 

! neiqhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ! 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

' \~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential ham,s suggest, or hypothesize any W' 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the enVironment. 



~-------------------------------- -- -----------------
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please Include a review and I 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle 
waiting for the results of study from UW and 
the pending studies in the airport 
the State of Washington mitigation study 

Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway ½: \?J 
before proceeding with the ~ \, 
environmental review for the SAMP. ; ~ 

directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai..,..,ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts r-... • i 

I

' \ I , unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and i'IJ-.1 
noise on elder1y citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. ' e-"'"'--'"-"""'-""'-----~~="-'--'-=""--~---------------+- - -
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3n1 Despite historical 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd 

Port separately assess Runway now full-
the impacts of the full- time.\ / l"J L. , \, 

time usage of the 3rd '( 1'. -::, 
Runwav? ~ 
What if Your SAMP Executive. 
Projections Are Summary 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has 
Are you studying the refused to join calls 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional 
airport? airport now. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Onerations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fair1y distributed 
throuahout the entire rec ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: JJ\,.-,_ ,U Tol,"''->~"' Signature:~ w ~"----

Address: 1 ;,i 'I J_4 - / J_ f•!M ,S 

E-mail: J w 3 ,.) H t.l s:jii1 Co"t..'.As.r it.fof 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:Tolo".sc


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments· tjuberg2001@yahoo com 
SAMP Public Comment on SCOping 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 2:17:18 PM 
Scoolna Comment Jeni Juher9 odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Terri Juberg of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding these comments on behalf of the Mrs. Juberg be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just Initial any request you want, sign at the bottom. and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

I Why No Study of 
. What's Already 

Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 

: Why No Study of Your 
own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Tenn Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neinhbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key.'' But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
nr,tential hanns. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Nonnandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential hanns 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
Tenn Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

I 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 

• the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3«:1 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

1 Please include a complete study of the 
I unique human health and 

environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3ro Runwa. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
O rations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

i 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septe r 28th 2018. 

Name:r;rr,· Jv.be~ Signature: 
'871, 

Address: '/tO I 5 • . .,2. . _--;-:, "'Jtf/98 ~rn,,,,ne.s, w-ri 

E-mail: 1Jube-rs-2-oo/e 1,,./,,,::,,::::,, C.,::>/Yl 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

■ 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
$AMP Public Comments; mejweaver@comcast.net 
Comment on the Sostatnable Airport: Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 11:15:31 PM 
scooma comment Weaver.odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Marian Julum-Weaver of Burien, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 
public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 comment below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking Ar? As 
stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Weaver be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 
all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.• Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 

growth from the last four years. 

1 
already added in last four 

, vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

I Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ! 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision I the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be 

1

1 projects and Century Agenda growth 
r 

anticipated to begin when studying total , plans. ' 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wortdwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the I studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ' 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ' I 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' ' impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



rl Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

I 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 

I Tac Ai-rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ' 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts I 

I unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ' 
' ' noise on elderly citizens children from children. ' 

and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

' Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and "1 I Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the :«h' I the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? . 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. I To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary , projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. ' the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by • from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? . 413,000 now. Onerations . 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire rer ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review, Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

,..,,,., . •• • .. }/.;;r...t.,--V,..,•&---·~ . 
Name:l f]dila.." i)~ Signature: Ma..£io.n :J,._.1...:vr\.-Je<,ve v, 

Address: o2 f3~ .,_,_,; _i 7c,7/ ~/JU 
~'VJ.A'\,· n-n-

E-mail: m ej wi:> o..'-i e ,,. G-i- ~,.,I'\ ca St • ....,.,r-

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

! 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELA TEO SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://quietskiespugetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare ( 1 00m x 1 00m) of 
south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 
neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 

\<JS airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 
impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount - if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe Itself, as majority - of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
opposed to just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software \!CS engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 

extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 
to study the human health newNextGen emissions, resulting from the additional 

\<[~J-and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNRRNPs growth from the last four years, as well as 
new flights already added were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen in last four years, as well 
as procedural changes? utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. 

time. conventional ILS arrivals. 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 

environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects l<rzS the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 

anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the i Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, 
health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 

\<'6 waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 

the pending studies in the airport SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 

\<\2-:l unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 
noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

,~~_J and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 

scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 

v\2~ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 

\~2S benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scopeJi(the S MP environmental review. 
Comments must be received by September 28"' 2018. _}f \ _ 
Name: \('o.., 1,-1 f2 :Tc.~~ Signature: ___ \_/_ d~~--:-"-r-----------

Address: pe, BlYX' 2foO7 I vf\,':)/,fo;j J (Jp. 7 'f)0-70 

E-mail: )Le.JIN :[ON JA~J-1 @.. GflA/L. C.017 
If mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

"' SAMP Public comments 
SAMP Requests 
Friday, September 14, 2018 6:11:06 PM 
air noise traffic,pdf 

To Whom It May Concern, 
Please review the attached document regarding air traffic noise that 
is causing havoc in our household. We're forced to keep all of our 
windows dosed regardless of the weather/temperature outside 
throughout the year. We're forced to tum up our TV volume 
unnecessarily due to the noise from the air traffic above our house. 
We can't even conduct a nonnal conversation outside for no more than 
30secs at a time due to the loud noise caused by air tratlic above our 
house. Our 3 year old daughter has the most ditlicult time sleeping 
at night due to the air traffic noise. At her age, she should be 
getting about 12 hrs of sleep per day and she's getting around 9. I 
have no idea what kind of long tenn effect tltis will have on our 
daughter. Please do something and help us control this noise in our 
neighborhood! 

Sincerely, 
Micha Kang Kampe 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
•scoping request.w Just Initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year Increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

'11.\L-human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added ln last four 
veers? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision vWl-the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please lndude a complete study of all 
WIii Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

{VJ-le_ from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please indude all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hamis and extent such studies explore, find, ~\L-world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please Include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

l'Ml--the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of ham, to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and fM,L-noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global Increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human ham, from noise from overnight flights. 

NJ,.L-to Impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique• Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over fW---
time usage of the 3r,;1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3r,;1 Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts f'/J.,L accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413 000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ., I, 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if -
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se 

e scope of the SAMP 
mber 28"' 2018. 

Name:fiJ\1°"'-. ko.,,i5 ~ Signature:\A-f-!J.1---==::::: __ 

Address: ;;)JC(, /'t 0' PL- J' feJv-al ~ tJr 

E-mail: Mel.:UX.-1!-f\:J e tti., l .l.~ 

Submft form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PYblic Comments; Anne Kroeker 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 6:18:21 PM 
SCgping Comment Kroeker.pdf 

Dear Mr. steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Anne Kroeker of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking Af'? As 

stated on the Port of SeatHe's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Kroeker be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included ln the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment i 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

0:K 
! 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

trK human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ' 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

' capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? n.-.tential harms. ' 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal r/{ 

i 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, r, I 
! 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
, 

' 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the i 

i south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long I 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all wortd now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, -~A 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any :1 ' I 

' health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway '.-I,' waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the I . , 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. ' Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts r /K. 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and i ,r"" 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 

,_ 

, and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of i unique human health impacts from (,~ I scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full• environmental impacts from the 1;,:K 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 

; time usage of the 3ro neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3ro Runwav. 
What nYour SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

OFK Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Ao/l,! /(veA'<'.I~ Signature: a,,) ~c(11;·, 

Address: '° 'lfo/()/h Ave S' /,iS ;%,;i7<?,. 
. I I ,.., . 

E-mail: 0,:,~<2/Jc! ;, ~-,;"Jt/ ('0/J-/ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@poltseattle.org 

C;;/< 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of 
I 

Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
. What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
! Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

I 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

i environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
i the 97,000 new flights 

i
i already added in last four • 
vears? ' ' : Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

: Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental i Vv hy not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
1 human health and says long term : aircraft overflight operations for the 
i environmental impacts of study is ~key." But j Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

' ' the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be 1 projects and Century Agenda growth ' ' i anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

I capacity ls reached in growth plans for 
. 2027? notential harms . 
: Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I I Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 
, human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
I environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Prou:>cts. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the : Please include all studies (worldwide) 

! Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the I 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage betw-een aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



' Wait For Pending New ! Regional studies I Please include a review and 
• Science? Why is Port unden.vay, include : assessment of the results of critical 

I 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now unden.vay 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

i the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. i 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment I I 
' Are you studying the risk of ham, to of the unique human health impacts i 

, unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and i 
' i noise on elderly citizens children from children. 

I and children? aircraft noise. 
! What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
I Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 

i Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical ! Please include a complete study of the 

I Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
. Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
i the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
' time usage of the 3ro neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? , 413,000 now. Onerations. 
Regional Airport Now? l The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire rec.ion. - ' •. 7 

' V'-' . ' 7 .> \;'i_ 
Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting S~pte_~ber 28th 2018. 

sarah.potter
Text Box
S1-1



From: 
To: 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP P\JbHc Comments: liZiack@seanetcom 
Comment on the Susta!nable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 11:48:40 AM 
S@ina Comment JacksQn.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Elizabeth Jackson of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding these comments on behalf of the Ms. Jackson be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
··scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

' Why No Study of 
, What's Already 
: Happened? How does 

Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 

COMMENT 

I 
Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

i Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 
1 Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's 
; Why not study of the own consultant 
i human health and says long term 
! environmental impacts of study is "key.~ But 
! the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be 
' anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 

, aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

INITIAL 

• Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 
human health and au of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal : 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, i 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft I 
emissions. in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the ,

1 south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
f-"nee,i=nhbe,o"r_,c,,,ita,ie,,sc,_? ___ -1--------1-T,_,e,,rm=Pc..rc,o,:i·,e,,ct:,:s,c. __ ~---~~-1----' 

Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

: 

Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



: Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
: Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from uw and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. I 
the State of Washington mitigation study I 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please indude a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific ' Flights? Will Port collect conduded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight i 

fliohts noise? noise. ! 

Unique. Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full• environmental impacts from the ' I the impacts of the full- time. , exponential increase in overflights over ' time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the ' 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. : 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port I 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn ' 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. i 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ' 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ' 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed ' 

throuahout the entire reaion. - ' L,. 
~ . 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Publit Comments; dlknuts@msn.com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental RevieW 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 4:38:36 PM 
Scooina Ccmment Knutson.Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Diane Knutson of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Knutson be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
··scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

·1 Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
, What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental l .

1 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and . 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to 1 emissions, resulting from the additional 

,, 

human health and 413,000. 1 97,000 aircraft overtlight operations 
' environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights ' 

already added in last four 
vears? ' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

1-,{,: Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
: Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

1

1 human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
. environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
: the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 

anticipated to begin when studying total plans. ' 
' capacity is reached in growth plans for 

2027? "'"'tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of au I 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental C ~ti 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal f-_, I 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

, south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long ! 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. ' ' 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 0,-1(! Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ~· i 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ' 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 

' impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft ' 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human i 

health or the environment. i 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airnort? 
Sensftive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fl;,..hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3"' 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
nrowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 

Regional studies 
undeiway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of ham, to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3ro 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 

; 3rd Runwav. 
; To determine the risks of error in Port 
! projections, please include a study of 
I the health and environmental impacts 
i from increased aircraft operations that 
! exceed estimated Near Term 

Ooeralions. 

'Ll i 

i 
I 

~-1(! 
' ' I 
' 

: benefits of a regional 
, airport? 

The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throunhout the entire renion. ' 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting feptember 28th 018. / ~ 

Name: 0 l-q_ .,_ e v(_ ,,._:J:7 .:-,...-'-- Signature:•\J,...od..l:i.,J..._ ,t(_ ~ 
").1Cl<.'.\ 4"("~ r, s.-

AddreSS: \."J <.2 7 IV' 0 ,n e-::,} t...j ft o.,,_<-5 '\ \~ 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 

.... _ 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP PL1blic Comments; larry05@outlook.com 
comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 

Sunday, September 23, 2018 11:45:12 AM 

Scoping comment Larry Knutso0 pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Larry Knutson of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 12 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Knutson be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 

all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom. and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 
I 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts. including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ; 

the 97,000 new flights 

I already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 

' , Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental I 
i Vvhy not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ' I I human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the I 
I environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision I 
I the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal I 

I 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, TukWila, Normandy Park, I 
from aircraft noise and Burien, TukWila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft I 

I 
emissions. in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

I 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects: and for Long 
neiahbor cities? T em, Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ' ' 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the I 
studies from around hamis and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

I health or the environment. I 



N
10
-2
7

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

I unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
! noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
: and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

, the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa\f? 3rd Runwav. • 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413 000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? I The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire renion. . ' 
,1 {/'-" 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

/ .,'1 - /, •. 1 

Signature:_,.);,.;' i~· f,..j;..· .t,.0_,,L, ~, ~•14;7;,..i-,.,:;.., __ 

.)(, ;/"\, C - // 
Address:). ?Ci'( '- ., / 

. / .. /I ( 1· ~ ' 
f ,(' ~//J(~I'/ !(- v·•---t- (, I I '. 

E-mail: 1_ ~ ,·~, L ..,/_ . {/'A; ,, ,· 
f".---..-. .. , l I u _·,; ,,, -· r <i', ~'/<. r (rt ( 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments: Mark.KQppang@citvoffederalway cam 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 6:05:01 PM 
Scgplng comment Koppang pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Council member Mr. Mark Koppang of 
Federal Way, Wa, regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment 
Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of 
the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Koppang be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase i Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual i of the human health and environmental 

I Happened? How does overflight total from • impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional fl'!'._,, human health and 413,000. 97 ,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ' 
the 97,000 new flights 

! already added in last four 
I vears? 
• Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental I Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
f ,._µ 

1 
human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 

I 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

i the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be , projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total : plans. I 

, capacity is reached in growth plans for 
I 2027? ootential harms. 

1 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

! Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 

i human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
r/J I 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Par1<, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? • Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wortdwide) 
Will Port review all wortd now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~t,,i---' studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms I suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise 

1 

association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. : other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? , overllights and impacts on human 

i health or the environment. 



1 Walt For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 

' proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airport? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 
Unique • Full Time 3"' 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runway? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
arowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of ham, to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3ro 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

, Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 

• noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
• unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Operations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire Mt1ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: /f-v,,,;' ✓<- ,r-0/-7/-7'7-"-'C- Signature: ~...--/,~----/...,} 

~9 ' ,:,-9_,/l / "- I 
Address:/~;:,_;; IJ,,

7 
/,t;,1' 9,lhc,_? 

E ·1 ~ Qt~- (,t,:t~ 
-ma,: fit /u,/'ro "' ✓ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
wscoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What1s Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal fie environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway f K waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

environmental review for the SAMP. the pending studies in the airport 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

ff Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your $AMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reQion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 8th 2018. 

Name: Pa.:1- r-/i ""- e I Signature: _i....::.=..- ~ ;---~'-----

Address: 3 / .l S-,. ,:,J . .f S f ~ f ~ fd er,i) lu'1/ 9? 0 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

~t: 
I 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way_1 Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

NJL~ from aircraft noise and 'Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neighbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of ham, to of the unique human health impacts 

fV}LK unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

lMJ-K and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental Impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 f lights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if fv\LK airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 

environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se~ b~~: 2o~~ 

Name: Mi<."f'<E-1..-. 'N.IN Signature: Q _ As/\._..____,.-
Address: ~'3\\?, ,~TH- -YL SW r -

~'-~~~L.. W~"t, wf'f 
E-mail: '\i-O'l. 'l; 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



L



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

1t the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

~~ environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. J;v 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

)l human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environme.ntal impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neighbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

jl studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

)l the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

Ji unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the Jf and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fli<.:1hts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

Jl Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of j Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
Q rowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits )t Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health_ and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throucihout the entire reQion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 8th 20 , 8. 

Name: jOrJ ( LYt LL 'f 
Address: (d)j ==> ;;;_:);ft) #- 3tJ& s 

--'- 1 o /' f"\ t. V\ e.. 1 
E-mail: • 1 j YC{½ tJ c_ ~VVl c. q 'S 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Hi, 

Emily Lo 
SAMP Public Comments 
The Sustainable Airport Master Plan 
Wednesday, September 26, 2018 8:46:42 AM 
SCAN0069,PDF 

Please see attached 10 Sample questions and related scoping requests fonn. 

Thanks, 
Emily 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice ls heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just Initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

L human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations c:: 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tem1 Vision 

t:: l the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

f..L from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 

[l health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from I.JVI/ and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway, 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuohout the entire rP.<lion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Sep~~er 28th 2018. 

Name: f::m1~ Lo Signature: ~ ~ 

r;, L. 

[;,L. 

EL. 

6L 

EL 

EL 

Address: .)_\l;b2,.i... 11 th Ave S i==eote.roJ vJ~, l0A 'I 8-0<.0 

E-mail: e.~lob3o@'3m"-d.c.om 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject 
Date: 

SAMP PubUc Comments: yhkimlee630@vahoo.com 
SA.MP Scoping Public Comment 
Tuesday, September 25, 2018 3:41:05 PM 
Scoping comment Young Hee Lee,odf Attachments: 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Young Hee Lee of Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EAISEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Young Hee Lee be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the soope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase P1ease include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does ovelfiight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 airaafl ovelfiight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. /' 
the 97,000 new flights /, " 
already added in last four 
~rs? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

A;; C 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-sAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential hanns. 
Adequate G-hy? The Port has not Please include a complete study of aN 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, I 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from airaaft / (', Q._.. 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Pant, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
no.nhbor cities? Tenn P...-Jects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all 'NOr'ld now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, /4 o_ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise associatlon.~ation,causation,or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft. 

., 

noise and potlution? overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mrtigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of I_, C < 
Tac Ai--rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Ase you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts I 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on ekierly citizens and 

J'\. .;_ --noise on elderty citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Owmight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? WU! Port collect conduded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impads from , 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 

• -. ( to impaclS from overnight overnight flight ,~ 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unfque - FuU nme 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the I 
the impaclS of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over ' 
time usage of the 3rd neighbomoods beneath and near the vV' 
Runwav? 3n:l Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est the health and environmental impacts 

, , 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that ' 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term L7l C ,c 
nrowth are too low? 413-000 now. O,_rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please indude a study of the benefits 
Ase you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ' 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if / .• 

airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed ,'.{.,L)--
thro· .... hout the entire rnnjon. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018 . 

. ,,, .. ,,,./4.., _. -~ ,z:_,?' ,f 
Name: 1'cu/v<j ff([ lt'!t: Signature: =~ "\.:___,/ 

Address: ;o.. 'j C ' 'j ?+Ii p L .S' fae,/.z ,--a' I le ct A,tl .9--ft"Z' - ~ 

E-ma,1: V h I<, /'11 / e e. (- :i.ct:;j',,hc c . c C"'1. 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


From, 
To: 

Quiet Skies 

SUbject 
SAMP Public Comments· Lewis, Steve 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Monday, September 24, 2018 9:35:27 PM 

Scoolna Comment Steohen Lewis,OOf 
.... , 
Attachments: 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Stephen Lewis of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Lewis be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



fr& .. , .. The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port 

QUESTION 

; Why No Study of 
' What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 

COMMENT 

1 Four-year increase 
: raised annual 
! overflight total from 
• 316,000 to 
; 413.000. 

environmental impacts of : 
• the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four ; 
vears? ' 

. Why No Study of Your I SAMP Executive 
i Own Long-Term Plan? ' Summary; Port's 
~ Why not study of the ! own consultant 
human health and , says long term 
environmental impacts of , study is ~key." But 

• the Long-Term Vision : Port's will not be 
'. anticipated to begin when I studying total 
• capacity is reached in I growth plans for 
' 2027? i nntential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? I The Port has not 

, Will Port study unique i committed to study 
; human health and : all of Des Moines. 
: environmental impacts ' Federal Way. 
' from aircraft noise and : Burien, Tukwila. 
: emissions, in all of the six ' Nonnandy Park, 
i south-end airport ! and SeaTac. 
, neiahbor cities? 
i Use Current Science? 
' Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 

i impacts from aircraft 
i noise and pollution? 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential hanns 

I from aircraft noise 
: and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Tenn Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore. find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

t/j 

ti( 



Wait For Pending New 1 Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port ; underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ' ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of ' study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in • the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- 1 from Department of 
Tac Ai...,,.ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? ' Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens , children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight : Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect • concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating ' human harm from , noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight • overnight flight ' 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd ; Despite historical 1 Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd j unique human health and 
Port separately assess , Runway now full- , environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- i time. : exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd : neighborhoods beneath and near the I 

Runwav? 1 3rd Runwav. 
I 

' What if Your SAMP Executive. I To detennine the risks of error in Port ' 
Projections Are ; Summary 1 projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact ' 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of • 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? '413,000 now. O1"\Arations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire rer ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 201 

ti/ 

ti/ 

ti/ 

ti/ 

e4 
t,// 

Name t!. :Sfefhe11. /.-.ewi_5 Signature /J. 
Address J&8'f.J 7 ~ A J.!(. 5. \ /~ [!JV W 4 '/iJOc/3 

. , l 
E-ma,I I t'IJ/ (j C!-S(! Sc'll..,}1 et ('o YA 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

I 

' ' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Publlc Comments· blockact8th@outlook,com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 3:34:52 PM 

Scooina Comment Leffler odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Stephanie Leffler of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Leffler be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

• Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ! Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

\ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. t , ,' . ' . 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four I vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.ff But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda grovlth 

'-7" anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ' 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' I 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, I ' 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

; 

emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the I ~ J 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the . 
studies from around harms and 

1

1 extent such studies explore, find, ' 
world relating to human potential harms , suggest, or hypothesize any . . 

' health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ';/:) ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft ' noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human ' 

health or the environment. I 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical I 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway I 
' waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
I the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. :, ;) I the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to Sea- from Department of I 
TacAimort? Commerce. ' 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and . ' 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. . ,, 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific ' Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the i 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

I 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. , .. I ' ~ \ 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight '-j '" 
fliohts noise? noise. ' 

I Unique • Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the I 
1 Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and ' I Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ' 

I 
. ' I I 

! the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over ½'' 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the . 
Runwa\/? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

' projections, please include a study of ' Projections Are Summary I I 

Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
' accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that '7' \ 

if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term I .J 

□rowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. ' 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits I 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment I 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ' • ' I 

I 

i 
I ! airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed ?'\ .J 

' throunhout the entire r.,.,.,ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting .s91::'tember 28th 201~. ,,, 

Address, 2•1'>/1 h1'- ,-1¾~ '.) . 
),·<, / n.,,. rt.c,. 1.)} f1 •!~Iii \ 
• • ' 

E-mail: ;,/.1('!,_tU ;,,.l1~ ~-- .,.,:-1-/cvl:.. ! ' n J 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments; alli@alark,new 
SAMP Publlc Corrment on Scoping 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Monday, September 24, 201810:06:01 PM 
Scoolna Comment AHi Larkin m1f 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Alli Larkin of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Larkin be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
··scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom. and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
• What'& Already 
: Happened? How does 
• Port intend to study the 

human health and 
: environmental impacts of 

the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 

: "ears? 
: Why No Study of Your 

Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 

: human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 

. anticipated to begin when 
1 capacity is reached in 
: 2027? 
I Adequate Geography? 
l Will Pon study unique 
t human health and 
i environments! impacts 
: from aircraft noise and 
i emissions, in all of the six 
. south~nd airport 
• neinhbor cities? 
• Use Current Science? 
: Will Port review all 

studies from around 
' world relating to human 
; health and environment 
1 impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST 

Four-year increase ! Please include a complete assessment i 
raised annual i of the human health and environmental , 
overflight total from ! impacts, including from noise and j 
316,000 to j emissions, resulting from the additional , 
413,000. i 97,000 aircraft overflight operations j 

i growth from the last four years. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
--tential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

' 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Pon·s post..sAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of au 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila. Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

! overflights, from 2013-present; for the I 
Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) j 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explcre, find. 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 

INmAL 

_____ --·- ····--~-------=h•~•~lt~h~o~r~th~•~•n~v~ir~o~n~m~•~n~t. ____ ~; ___ _ 



: Wait For Pending New 
: Science? Why is Port 
' proceeding without 
! waiting for the results of 
: the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly retat1ng to Sea-
Tac Air""rt? 
Sensitive populations? 

I 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 

: noise on elderly citizens 
' and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 

1 and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flinhts noise? 
Unique. Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
I Port separately assess 
: the impacts of the full~ 
i time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
1 What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 

, accounting for the impact 
' if your estimates ot-
nrowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 

I Are you studying the 
I benefits of a regional 
! airport? 
: 

! Regional studies 
I underway, include 
j ultra fine particle -
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 

! ~:::~~=~~I 
I Runway now fuli. 
, time. 
' 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413 000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

: Please include a review and 
I assessment of the results of critical 
1 Sea Tac Airport studies now underway -

before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elder1y citizens and i 

i children. ' 
Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over , 
neighborhoods beneath and near the ! 

' 3rd Runwav. ' 
: To determine the risks of error in Port ' ' ! projections, please include a study of ' ' I the health and environmental impacts i 

-

1

• from increased aircraft operations that i 

exceed estimated Near Term ' 
0---~ ons. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbOr cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throunhout the entire rec ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the $AMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 2att1 2018. 

Name: ALt, ~ l,,A~cl\l Signature: IJi,¢rfJ5{,,,.h~ 

itf-

(,ff-

41 

CJ# 

,;if 

~ 

Address: ,'.IL'(:;, 7-rv,Allr:'::. ':>D ti.).tl) 9£'& 1--U'l'-Sto~, W,A; 

E-mail: all, (!e . .:tlar-k.n-e.t 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle,org 

• 

' 

' 

' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Peter Le..eson 
SAMP Public Comments 
$AMP Comments 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 8:21:58 PM 
2018 09 20 SAMP Comments Peter Levesgn.pdf 

Get Outlook for Android 

From: Nancy Leveson <nancyleveson@gmail.com> 

Sent: Thursday, September 20, 2018 6:19:49 PM 

To: pleveson@outlook.com; pleveson@comcast.net 

Subject: SAMP Comments 

mailto:pleveson@comcast.net
mailto:pleveson@outlook.com
mailto:nancyleveson@gmail.com


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
''scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

: Why No Study of • FourMyear increase Please include a complete assessment 
I What's Already i raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does I overflight total from impacts, induding from noise and 

' Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional fv I 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations i 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. : 

the 97,000 new flights . I 
_ already added in last four ! 
: vears? I 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' 
Own Long•Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' 
Why not study of the i own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ?v ' environmental impacts of • study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

, the Long• Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
i anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
I capacity is reached in growth plans for ' ' : 2027? notential harms. 

I

' Adequate Geography? : The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
I Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 

human health and all of Des Moines. impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal I 
• environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ?i-- i 

I 
from aircraft noise and Burien. Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six I Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013•present: for the 

! south.end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
• neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

(L..,--world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

: noise and pollution? overtlights and impacts on human 
: 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment·oithe results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Ail'port studies now underway 

?t---waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

I the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. I 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment I Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts I 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and Pv ! 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. i and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study revi~w and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. ?L,-- I 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

?v the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3n:1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3M Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port ' ' Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

I 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

pl-- i 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that I if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. One rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying U1e refused to juin calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ?c__ 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire renion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the $AMP 
environmental review. ~ 

Name: ·7et.:r Lev c,aJ Signature:\ · ';tl£:' / , 
7 

Address· 2 I 410 4+" Aue.. S , 
Oc.<:::, i:.A,10l''lc'S. t,,JA '7'2-192. 

E-mail: -P1-li'../tZ:'5uJ@cuM <!AST,"' Ji'.·T 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
mailto:PLl~viZ~uJ@)CuMC!A..ST


From: Quiet Skies 
To: SAMP Public Comments; alli@alark net 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Re: SAMP Public Comment on 5(.oping 
Monday, September 24, 201810:07:23 PM 
Scoping c.ammeot Alli Latldo Pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Alli Larkin of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS $AMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port 

of Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable 

ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Larkin be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan ($AMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
··scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase I Please include a complete assessment i 
' What's Already raised annual I of the human health and environmental 
: Happened? How does overflight total from I impacts, including from noise and : 
. Port intend to study the 316,000 to ! emissions, resulting from the additional , :.,if: 
, human health and 413,000. i 97,000aircraftoverflightoperations I 1 

, 

, environmental impacts of I growth from the last four years. I 
: the 97 .000 new flights 
; already added in last four 
: '"""ars? 
! Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please indude a complete assessment 
, Own Long~Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
: Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
: human health and says long temi aircraft overflight operations for the t;;f--! environmental impacts of study is "key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Temi Vision 
• the Long-Term Vision Port's wi/1 not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
. anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
i capacity is reached in growth plans for 
j 2027? ""tential harms. 
I Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, al from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the I 

, south.end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long l 
: neiahbor cities? Term Pro1ects. ' ' 
: Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I : Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
1 studies from around hamis and extent such studies explore, find, ' I world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ! q/ 
; health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or i 
: impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft i 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human I 

health or the environment l 
--



; Wait For Pending New 
; Science? Why is Port 
: proceeding without 

: Regional studies ! Please include a review and 
underway, include i assessment of the results of critical 
ultra-fine particle ! Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

' waiting for the results of study from lJW and i before proceeding with the 
'. the pending studies in the airport i environmental review for the SAMP. • i# 
the State of Washington mitigation study I 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found l Please include a complete assessment 

I Are you studying the risk of harm to I of the unique human health impacts ' • 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and I from noise on elderty citizens and 

1 noise on elderty citizens children from ! children. ' 
J and children? aircraft noise. : 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific I Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

! scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
i to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
I flinhts noise? I noise. 
I Unique • Full Time 3rd 

l Runway Use. How will 
! Port separat&I assess y 
, the impacts of the full
; time usage of the 3m 
j Runway? 
• What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
nrowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 

\ benefits of a regional 
I airport? 

] Despite historical 
: statements. 3rd 

1 Runwa 
I time. Y 
: 

now full· 

I 
I SAMP Executive. 
I Summary 

inaccurate; est 
398.910 flights by 
2019: we are at 
413 000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a complete study of the 

I unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 

I

, exponential increase in overflights over \ 
.. neighborhoods beneath and near the : 
i 3rd Runway. ' 
: To determine the risks of error in Port 
: projections, please include a study of 
! the health and environmental impacts 
: from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
o~rations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
1n the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairty distributed 
throuohout the entire r..,..ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28111 2018. 

Name: ALL.~ (,,A~cl\J Signature: aiii::fi;l .. h~.' 

:,,/ 

Ct/ 

Address: jL'(;;7 7n<A'JC :':>V t:i.,J.tl) 9£'& Het~f'~, WJ;J. 

E-mail: alt, e, lll ar-k. n~t 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattfe.org 

■ 

: 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments; hanbomlee@hotmai/ com 
Public Comment SAMP Scoping 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Tuesday, 5eptember 25, 2018 2:59:52 PM 

Scoping Comment Han Lee odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Han Lee of Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Lee be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



··, The Sustainable Airport Masler Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping~ We're providing a'ist of $8ffll)le ~ -questions we 
ce,-.y have for the Port of --Ask the Port personnel-, or any q,-you want. We 
also-,tto make sure YOUR Y0ice is heard. If you want the sul,ject malll!rof an,of these~ 
included in the soope of the environmental review, for each ~ _.,,., added a relaled sample 
"scoping~• Just initial any n,quest you want, sign al the bolfom, and find QSPS - will 
coHect and provide 1hem as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTlON SCOPE REQUEST INl1lAI. 

Why No Study of Four-)'98f' inaease Please Include a ooinplate ae e eesmeut 
-•Anally raisedamual of the human health and environmental 
llapp1t18<1? How does overflight total from inpacls, Including fmm --
Port intend lo SIUdythe 316,000to emissions, resulting from the addiliooal 
humanheallhanct 413,000. 97,000-0Y8fftightoperabls 
envi'nnmenlalimpaclsol growth from the -lot.r years. 

/4 

the 97,000 rew flights 
all-sy added in last lour 

'-~ "\, ...,,,.,7 ' "' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a~ a eesment 
Own Long-T- Plan? Summary; Port's of the human heellh and-
Why net study of the ,_, consultant impacis resulting from -,al • -
humanheellhand sayslonglelm - ,-ftjght operation& lorthe 
envitllllnental mpac:m d SIUdy is "key." But Port's post-SI\MP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's wll net be projecls and c.m.y Agenda growth. 
Ol~lobeginwllen studying lolal plans. lflo capacity is reec:hed in growth plans for 
'1DZT? harms. ..... 1 Geog,aplly? The Port has oot Please iJlclude a complete sludy of at 
WII Port study unique commitled lo SIUdy of the human - and emrironmen1al --- al of Iles Moines, impacts..-al of Dos Moines, -
envin:nlWlitW inapacts. Fedelal W&y, wa,,-_T-.-ldyParlc. 
fromairoraltnoiseand Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, nisun,g--
emissicns, in all of1he six Nonnandy Part, ovenlights, from 2013-present; for the /'1r """11Hndaport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projeds; and for Long . 

cities? Tenn . 
Use Cun9III Scionce? Slooiesaroundthe Pleaseirx:ludealstudie&<-) 
WIIPortAMeWal world now exist-on from at- the last 1en - lo the 
studies from around harms and ..-it such -8lCplore. find, 
world .-ng to human potential harms suggest, a, hypolhesi2e any 
heellh and environment from airaaft noise association, WTelation. cm ISStion, or 

1, inpacls from aircraft and emissions. other potential .,,_ -· aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacls on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending -
·- -

Regional studies Please include a review and ' Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding wilhool 

--partide 
Sea-TacAirp<rt- ,-undelway 

waiting forlhe resulls of study from uw and before proceeding with 1he 
lhepe<>dingstudiesin 1heairport emlironmental reviewforthe SAMP. 
1he Sla1'! of Washington mitigation study 

IA .diraaly relating 1D Sea- from Department of 
Tac 

. 
Commerce. . ~ 

---? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
. 

Ale you studying the risk of hann to of the unique lunan heallh impads 

1/4, unique impacls of aireraft ~ citizens and from ooise on ~ citizens and 
noiseon~c:ilizens chidA>nfrom children. 
and children? ailaaft noise. 
-About o..mlgl,t Studiesha11e Please include a cornpfete sci& lfific 
Flighls? WII Port collect concluded sludy RlVEWandassessmentof lhe 
and ass e ss .global incraased risk of uoique human - impacls from 

/t/4, scleidilicswdies~ human hann from ooise from <Mlff1ight flights. 
1D impacts from owmight overnight flight 

! flinhh noise? ooise. "' Unique - Ful r-3"' Despite historical Please include a complete swoy of Ille 
~Use.Howwill -..ents,3"' unique human heallh and 
Port~ately-assess RLI\Wa)' now full- - impads from the 

(~ 
th& inepa::tsufihe~ time. exponential inaease in overflighls-
time usage of the 3'" neighborhoods beneath and near the 
-v? 3"' . 
-•Y- SAMPEllecutiw. To oole:mi e 1he risks of error in Port 
ProjeclicNmln Summary projections. please include a study of 
Wnw,g? How are you inaccurate; est the-health and enWOlnnental inpaCls 
accoonting for the impact 398,910 flights by from inaaased airaaft operations Iha! /4~ ifyox eslin 1cc of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 

.... toolow? 413,000 now. r . 

Regional Airport - The Port has Please includea study of the benefits 
Are you sludying 1he - ID join calls 1Dhumanheallbandthe"'1llilonmenl 

/1/y bei.ents of a regional for siUng a rel)lonal in tne siX airportnl!iglll>oraties I 
airport? airport now. growth Is moreatydistrlJuted 

1h the entire ""'""'· 

Please _the __ I_ initialed -IR1he scope.of the SAMP 

- n,view, Deadline for commeclting Set>\91nl><"'28"j2018. 

Name: HNJ B Lff ~: 
Address:;Y/03'/ 17111 pl.- .7 
E--mai1:hc;nt10n1)ee@ hot•'?YJct,I, co-»1 
Submit kxm on your own/add comments at SAMP@portseatl1.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseat1le.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Bemedlne Lund 
SAMP PubUc Comments 
Comments on SAMP and so:iping requests 
Wednesday, September 26, 2018 10:52;58 AM 
SAMP 10 ex form sent in pdf 

See attached form. 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

/:'A(_ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
0wn Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

S;;{_ human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? l'V\tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

/3'~ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, G.J world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from lJW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flK'lhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
growth are too tow? 413.000 now. O"""rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rl'!nion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Signature: ~ 

E-mail: philur1J w~,..i,"4- .2o,,,_ !!!) 'f,;na; .. """" 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattfe.org 

~ 

B.t 

e,,i 

w 

~ 

fl,,/_ 

B;z 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


From: 
To: 
SUbject: 
Date, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; ~ttjlinscott@yahoo.com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, 5eptember 20, 2018 11:27:03 PM 
sconioa Comment Linscott.odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Patti Linscott of Des Moine, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking Ar? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comments on behalf of the Mrs. Linscott be deemed unacceptable, please reply 

to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.n Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of pubHc record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ! 
i 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ' 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ~o human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ! ' the 97,000 new flights ' ,.., ' I already added in last four ' vears? i 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 

Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental I Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

t2 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the I 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. i 

Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all i 
I 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental _n human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' I 

I 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the i 

I 

south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
I 

' 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. ! 

Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ' ' Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ! 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, /2 1 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ' 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. I 



: 

Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea• 
Tac Aimort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flinhts noise? 
Unique • Full Time 3"' 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full• 
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 

! Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections. please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Ooerations. 

Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
,,rowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throunhout the entire reaion. 

2 u 
Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
envi<nmenta_l review. Deadline for commenting~., 20~8. . 

Name:~ L ..... ?=-o1l S,gnature~.-e .... e 
Address: ~Z'335 ~,._.., Au..._ ~ .;i:)..., \'f\o""¥ ,.;JA. 'i'B \ 'i~ 

E-mail: 0 .,J..j. • I· I I a () "· 
I • "'?c..ott <a yqoo.c:,,,..,.,__; 

Submit form on your own/add com~nts at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

! 

' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:pa,H,l'f\?c:..of


From: 
To: 
SUbject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: biJllinscott@vahoo.com 
Comment on the SUstainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 9:49:48 PM 
Scopin□ Commert Linscott Will1am.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by William Linscott of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Linscott be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment ' ' What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental i 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and i 

Port inlend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~ human health and 413,000, 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growlh from lhe lasl four years. ! 
lhe 97,000 new flighls 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ~I Why not study of lhe own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." Bui Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will nol be projeclS and Cenlury Agenda growlh 
anticipated to begin when sludying total I plans. 
capacity is reached in growlh plans for 
2027? ootenlial hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed lo study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ~; environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

I I from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflighlS, from 2013-presenl; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. 

1 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 

neinhbor cities? • Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find 1 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ~I health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
ill)pacls from aircraft and ·emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

' health or the ElJ1Vironment. • 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and ' 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

~ waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study ' directly relating to Sea- 1 from Department of I 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. i 

, Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ! 
• Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ~: unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 

' and children? aircraft noise. I 

What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific ! 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

\IJ&b ' 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ' 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. ' 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight ' ' 

' fliahts noise? noise. ' ' 
Unique .. Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the I 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and i 

I 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

~ ltfe impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 

1 What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts ~ accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413 000 now. o~rations. 

1 Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

~ benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

; 

I 
I 

Name: £,i_l \ ~l,fS.cctl Signature ui:tQ ;~~"1'3/1, 
Address: 22~36 '=,."+> ~ '5,i, ~t'<"\01~ \A,,.. qet\l8 
E-mail: b1IILi>i1~ycii,_.,corr, 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PYblic Comments 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5:31:16 PM 
Scooioo Comment Leyeson.Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Nancy Leveson of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Leveson be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 

all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request.~ Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

r 
Why No Study of Four.year increase Please include a complete assessment I 

' 
, What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental i 
I Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

I Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations IJ'/\v- ' 

I environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

! already added in last four ' ' ' 
i vears? i 

' 
: Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' 
: own Long.Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental j 

Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional l 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ' 
environmental impacts of study is ~key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision N/'rt.,,, 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 

i i 2027? N'\tentiat hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental i 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ' 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft Nfrl.... I 

emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overtlights, from 2013-present; for the I south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long i 

neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. i 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ' 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any WI\,-health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overtlights and impacts on human 

I ' health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airnort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 

, What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 
Unique. Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
arowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Qoerations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuQhout the entire ror,ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28,. 2018. 

Name: No.r,c..-',' Le.ve..<,o() Signature: ~CA..~ 

Address: 2...14-ID 4',¼<,,-,k.Je.S 1 ~s T"l"-0,l\~S -..,A- 0 ,:819'g 

E-mail: "1A-Nc...y w;VG"""So>..)@. GMA•L..., c.o....,_ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

i 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:L.e'\le-.so


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it {address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://quietskiespuqetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare ( 1 00m x 1 00m) of 
south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more /1L-neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 1 00 overflights a day, averaged over 

airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 
impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount- if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe itself, as majority - of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 

U-opposed to Just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software 
engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 

extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 
to study the human health new NextGen emissions, resulting from the additional vL and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNRRNPs growth from the last four years, as well as 
new flights already added were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen in last four years, as well 

utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARN R RNPs vs. as procedural changes? 
time. conventional ILS arrivals. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

flL human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 

environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 

anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, 

~ health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 

fi(_ waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 

the pending studies in the airport SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 

;it_ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 

noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

'ff__ and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 
scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 

fJL_ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 

tU Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP environmental review. 

Comments must be received by September 281h 2018/1~ j G~ ;{ 
Name: f2.o£1's-t Li,,/c~ Signature: f/s!.__'AYC ~ --,,,------tf---7~ ........ --------

Address: 107go 5<,J . {CJw,,.,..._ £/ 
v~shon tJ/l- 11010 . 

E-mail: rcbe!..r+,;;~ 11~rd /"1 tt@_),0 f ;.vi,/) tl!l·w,. 
If mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 

Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17fh & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://quietskiespugetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare (100m x 100m) of 
south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 
neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 

airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 
impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities direcUy /t t--moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount - if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe itsetf, as majority - of the the FM's AEDT software is insufficient 
opposed to Just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software 
engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 

/tL-extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 
to study the human health newNextGen emissions, resulting from the additional 
and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNRRNPs growth from the last four years, as well as ft~ new flights already added 

were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen in last four years, as well 
utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs ~-as procedural changes? 
time. conventional ILS arrivals. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 

4L environmental impacts of study is ·key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 
anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential hanns. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include an studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, 
health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and fr~ noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 
waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 

the pending studies in the airport SAMP. 

/Ji.Lr the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Deparbnent of 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 

A noise on elderly citizens children from L and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 

scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. 

A to impacts from overnight overnight flight - - - L-
flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from Av accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Tenn Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 

ftV benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. ~ore fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP nvironmental review. 
Comments must be received by September 28th 2018 

Name: A0 vt ~ i L1,,1 t'-f Signature: -'="""-~~.....,..,.--+-7'--'-""--------

Address: 107g O ~ W Cow'1'1 R..r/ 
v~sho,,.._ iJA. 1~0--rv 

E-mail: &t~~"' ~. '1 v1 -:; i'),, l?-e.. @ /'f ~. /. ca~ 
If mailing 1his "form, and/or ada itionaf comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 

Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELAlED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

'(l human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the (Ll 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please inciude a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal !tJ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Bufien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013--present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, rtJ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Watt For Pending New Regional studies Please inciude a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea. Tac Airport studies now underway 

~ waiting for the results of study from lM/ and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please inciude a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts ID unique impacts of aircraft elder1y citizens and from noise on elder1y citizens and 
noise on elder1y citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from dtJ scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

,tJ Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rc1 Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

~ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413 000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

te; Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fair1y distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenti~?mber 28"' 2018. 

NameTw3 la G, . Law re n (., e.. Signa1ure4 o{f ) .Jd. ~~ 
Address: I JlfO S - Is+ Aue. $ W J buri~n 

E-mail:-f-w~jlci fo @ hofm1. i /-Go n-, 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and_ ., 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary: Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key.n But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
otential harms. 

The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, , 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years . 

• 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Pro'ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa ? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 

rowth are too low? 
Regional Airport. Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and · 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessm~nt-ot..the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
O erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout t ntire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed abov i 
environmental review. _.,. 

l) /' 
Name: (/J.AJV'\ l.,.tlM.vti\..~ \ Signature: t-l __:_-Ab~==-----'==,...L.~---- -

Address: ?13 f'.> SW t1tJIA-J ~ ~UV~ e-tA. ~ 
I 

E-mail: !tWlwte ( -z_~ ~CflS'i, n-eA---
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four~year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says Jong term 
study is "key.n But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 

otential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines,. 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Pro'ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air art? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
P.ort separately assess 
the impacts of the full
ime usage of the 3rd 

/,fl. unwa? 
I What if Your 

Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 

rowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and • 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights,over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
O erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septem e 

Name~ /..e"Mn10- Signature: ""77'~..g.e..,c.=....__:_---ft.~~==----

Address: ".3/3&' 5.,.4.;J, (?2-1::!D. ;?// 
fJ-u, 1-erv (" vV rt ~e~ 

E~mail: _ / ( 
Sf<:~~-c:.. e_ G-~.;:::/JS"Z-n-C:Z: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 

To: 

"'' 

Subject: 

Date: 

saundra Mock 
SAMP Public comments 

011ietskiesDuaetsound@amail.com 
The study you are conducting on SAMP' 
Friday, September 28, 2018 7:01:04 PM 

To whom it may concern, 
Please do the necessary studies on all environmental impacts of the enormous growth you are planning at SEAT AC. 
The air surrounding SEAT AC is currently in the 100 percentile of the worst in our nation. YET YOU are moving 
forward with this growth plan of -1-1% without knowing the FACTS on how this is impacting our region! This is 
ridiculous and we deserve better protection from you. Don't be a bad neighbor, do a complete study; Air. water, 
fruit, vegetables. soil, noise, traffic. and environmental! 
Thank you, 

Saundra Mock 
206-818-1042
Sent from my iPhone
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Mintzer Tom 
SAMP Public Comments 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
Monday, September 17, 2.018 10:26:11 AM 
SAMP Ouestionaire Theresa Mi11tzer.odf 

I request the attached questions be addressed and the findings be included as public 
record when assessing specific environmental considerations/impacts for increased 
air traffic under the Sustainable Airport Master Plan. 

Thank you, 
Theresa A. Mintzer 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

TM.. human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key. H But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision TM... the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

\.U-.. from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
nelahbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any \ ""--health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

Tl-(_ the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnnrt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique• Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qn,::,,rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Tu._ 

TM. 

\J..,\._ 

TLL 

,M-.-

Name: Ti-lfi2£S-A A. M,..rr,:;;,, Signature: ~ > C a -YV -zt:: __ 
--~'--LIi'- -\ -. 

Address: 'Q_"':\- S Z.'\ <c,h.. Pt 0,-c_ -e... 

E-mail: 
\::'.,de..-0-1 u~ ._,_,..._ "Soos 
NZ,""--\ ~ ,c,..r + @. "\ "-'--<>o- c_c, -

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attacflments: 

Mintzer, Thomas (Tom) CTR USARMY I CORPS (US) 
SAMP Public Comments 
mint;zert@aroail mm 
Sustainable Airport Ma!.ter Plan (SAMP) 
Monday, September 17, 2.018 10:32.:57 AM 
SAMP Ouesbonaire Thomas Mintzer odf 

I request the attached questions be addressed and the findings be included as public record when assessing specific 
environmental considerations/impacts for increased air tratlic under the Sustainable Airport Master Plan. 
Sincerely, 
Thomas Mintzer 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional er-human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the r;,.'(l)v environmental impacts of study is ~key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. '-' 

capacITyisreachedin growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from aro.und hamis and extent such studies explore, find, 

~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New l Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port • underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

/' waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
,_ 

the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. / v, 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 

V 

TacAi~ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts -unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and I/ V'I noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. ~ 

What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete· scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the v-, 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ; ~1rv scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rct Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

Ir-Runway Use. How will statements, 3n:1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ,{ 

C the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights ove 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa11? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

,.. 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

/ l,;J accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term v 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Onerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits ,.... 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

"tV benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se tember 28th 8. 

,.f--f---
N am e 71-1 Cl MA-.S Jv\t..l'T'282... Signatur , -,,,t:&~Ce.:.,__cl..,.,~~ 

Address 't21- s 2C\~ Plctc.e., "F~ l>.J~\,'f, wA,q8oo3 
E-mail l'V\\1\1"'2..e.....-'t- @Cj~< l. C.o ""'-

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

twlnlakesvetl@gmail.com 
SAMP Public Comments 
Scanned from a Xerox MuJtifunction Device 
Tuesday, September 18, 2:018 10:11:44 AM 
Scanned from a :xerox Multifimction Device,odf 

Please open the attached document. It was scanned and sent to you using a Xerox Multifunction Device. 

Attachment File Type: pdf, Multi-Page 

Multifunction Device Location: 
Device Name: XRX9C934E5CIC68 

For more information on Xerox products and solutions, please visit bUp;//www,xerox.coro 

mailto:twinlakesvet1@gmail.com


The Sustainable Airport Mastar Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. ff you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
Mscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
coflect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

Uil Port intend to study Ille 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from Ille last four years. 
Ille 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vaars? 
Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I Own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of Ille own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the )iJ,f environmental impacts of study is "key.· But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total pklns. 
capacity is reached in growlll plans for 
2027? ootential harms. ~·-···· ~-.... 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and enviroMlental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal /l{f-1 environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park. overflights, from 2013-present; for Ille 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Prniects. - ..._ 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please indude all studies (wo~dwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least Ille last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

/1{1,/ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

' 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

fa)). the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the $AMP. 
the state of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

/',,{ JJ, unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from fi(~ scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
ffinhts noise? noise. 
Unique. Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the /llfiA the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
tlme usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please inciude a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts /i!L/i}. accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. O--'"'rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

It{~ 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairty distributed 

throu□hout the entire .....,.ion. 

Please include the requeets I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September st11 20 8. 

Name: Signature: 

Address: 

E-mail: 

t/11 5,r)£f!: Jf: ,i~ w 
/ (V'I, /IAt ?:;iJ /'N,l e lo/W..1;.s+- J 

Submit fonn on yourownladd comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@porlseattle.org
http:lfV1.f.At2;UMo-ke(Olw..lA.sf


From: Qu!et Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments: kevlav75@9mail com 
SAMP Scoping Public Cooiment 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Tuesday, September 25, 2018 3:51:42 PM 
Scooina Comment Kevondre McDonald.Qdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Keyondre McDonald of Burien, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Keyondre McDonald be deemed 

unacceptable, please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



.. ' 
' ' 

FIGlfT THE FUGITT 
<!Olr1 ' ,i,. 1' I SJ <J 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMPJ 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sampfe 
~scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INmAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~I human health and 413,000, 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

¾ human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is ~key.• But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Centu,y Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans, 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ~ential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study untque committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

' ' from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the " 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please Include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any i¼ health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

tl1 

ef, 

-· / -

{/,e 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai"""'rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
FHghts? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- enVironmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3ro Runwav. 
What II Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Ale Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413.000 now. nnerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire r..r ion. 

Please Include the requests I have lnltlaled above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for com"'9ntlng September 28th 2018. 

~c 

(le., l,c 
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1/-J;,)/f 

Name: V,f''/ J n}re yi,-,Lj Jt' cc~~~ature: 1Mf ~ Wlj0~ 
Address: \L&'l() \l..\~ r,_Je ':,0"!~ bcA.t,t'.'I 'vJo_Jh,,'jl,on 

E-mail: \,tl I J \\ i 1 C, @9 )'Ad,..; \ • ( 0"' 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments: oat-kurtmOSS@msn.com 
SAMP Scoping Public Comment 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Monday, September 24, 2018 9:52:12 PM 
SCQping eomment Pat Moss.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Patricia Moss of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Moss be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

1/»7 human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental PJJ; Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental P;r human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the Mr studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



I Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
I Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
1f}'.' waiting for the results of study from lJW and before proceeding with the 

the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ' 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai ...... "'rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

t)f/ unique impacts of aircraft elderty citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderty citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

;-)1; scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique .. Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3n:1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

1~1? the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detemiine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

1Jf/ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Oaerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

:ff! benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairty distributed 

throuahout the entire reqion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
envlron;;al review. Deadline for commenttQSe ember 28°' 2018. 

Name: -+ a...T "--' 
0 
~ ~ S1gnatu : ~,£1 c-< , . < ?:z:7~--~-' I -1_, . .Jo ~ 

Address: G '( O • ,,;. c{) 9' 5 ..£7 p . ./ 
E-mail: P"-.r • A Lt.,-f rJ1 o ~~::; G) ,n S /,' (.? cJ ,.. J'i 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachment5: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: iamesmcrartnev@hotmall coo, 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 7: 12:16 PM 
scooina comment McCartnev,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. James McCartney of Auburn, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the IO comments below pertains to ''Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. McCartney be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' ' ! What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ' 
' 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
' Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions. resulting from the additional sfJ' ' 

human health and 413,000, 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
I environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? ' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

! Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
I ' • human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the ' 

' environmental impacts of study is "key," But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision -rV'IJ j 

• the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I : anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

I 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential hanns. 

I 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

! environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 'J"Y'-1 ! 
I from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' ' 
1 emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the ; 

' south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long ' 
neiahbor cities? Tenn Proiects. ' 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 1 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the i 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any JV'!/ 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

f ' health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
r ac Airoort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

f Runway Use. How will 
j Port separately assess 
, the impacts of the full

time usage of the 3rd 
Runwav? 
What If Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
undeiway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighbortioods beneath and near the 1 

3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections. please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Operations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throughout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name:J~,,,,,, /'1C.(.",Ta,<1 Signature:~ ~ ~ 
I / 

Address:;).7fs•/;.. ?.?fh ri- >, ,4,1,"'" wl/1goo1 

EMmail: j.l.,,,.,L,SY,,,l.CO~./.,,,t,rG' h~f.,.,,.,._,/. co,,.,,, 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

I 
I 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:ilsY?7Lcor-!!1c;ye�.OfV>7CA.11


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; mmartkanen@comcast.net 
SAMP Public Comment on scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 7:22:42 PM 

Scooina Comment Martkaoeo odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Marianne Markkanen ofSeatac, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the IO comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Markkanen be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.H Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
i What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

11\r0 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

, human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
I environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

I the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 

' vears? ' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

, VVhy not study of the own consultant ir11pacts resu:!:,:;; frc:r: cdditlonal 
' • human health and says long tenn i aircraft overflight operations for the I 

environmental impacts of study is ~key. n But Port's post•SAMP Long Term Vision I 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 

I I anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 

' human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
' environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long I 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. ! 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) i 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the I 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

' world relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any 
• 

! 

health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 

I 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. i 



i Wait For Pending New 1 Regional studies Please include a review and 
, Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

~ '\,,ti waiting for the results of : study from UW and before proceeding with the 
, the pending studies in 

I 
the airport environmental review for the $AMP. 

·1 the State of Washington , mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 

, Tac Aimort? I Commerce. 
! Sensitive populations? ! Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
: Are you studying the • risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 

n"v'Yt unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. ' 
What About Overnight ; Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the ' 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

vv scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

~ 

fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

! Runway Use. How will statements. 3rd unique human health and ! Port: separately assess : ~unway now full- i environmental impacts from the Iv 
the impacts of the full-
time usage of the 3rd ! neighborhoods beneath and near the / ' 
Runwav? I 3rd Runwav. 

time. I exponential increase in overflights over I I\ IJ 
What if Your SAMP Executive. I To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are : Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls , to human health and the environment 

, benefits of a regional for siting a regional ; in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. ; growth is more fairly distributed 

i throuahout the entire reQion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: m~.;2..·, 1111•1 e.. fht4il. /~""1 Signature: hl.t~~.~ 

Address: :U,1,, 13 1 -::;,.,~l f.1..-.--< .So cJ ~ 
E-mail: th,h/¥' ;,:.Jth., c Cl! -net/Si ;,,C' 

' 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

I 

(l,·lf\ 
' 
1 
i 

' ' 

,1-11 ' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Sides 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Publi( Comments: dbmurray@seanet com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Sunday, September 23, 2018 8:06:26 PM 
Scooing Comment Murray Don odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Don Murray of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 13 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Murray be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



/ 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment 
i What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

~! Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
h, •man health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

~
• of growth from the last four years. 

' g ' 
' already added in last four • ' vears? • 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment lk 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental , ~ 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional , 
human health and says long term aircraft overtlight operations for the I ~v 
~pactsof study is ~key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
l!ie lo~sjon =- Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth • . 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. • 

capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

(),1 Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

''1/ /l/' env:iro~m~ntal impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircrafnloisearid Burien, Tukwila, , and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
E!ITllssiOns; in all of the -==ix Normandy Park, i overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end a1rpo11 and SeaTac. ! Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
n~ Term Proiects. i 
Use Current Science? Studies around the I Please include all studies (worldwide) II 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~ studies from arouna· harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world.relating to hum"al'l potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollul1on? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

. ·, 
€"' }01, ;l{)/&ce1,I--~ ' t""-<' 6 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies 
Science? Why is Port underway, include 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle 
waiting for the results of study from UW and 
the pending studies in - the airport 

e ate o Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Air ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found 

11 I Are you studying the risk of harm to 
U 11 unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and 

noise on elderly citizens children from 
and childi'en? --.. aircraft noise. 

/P--1 What Abou Overnight • Studies have 
-.z.,.. Flights? Will Port collect concluded 

and assess global increased risk of 
scientific studies relating human harm from 
to i.IDPacts from ovemi£ht. overnight flight 
fli hts noise? noise. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Unique - Full Time 3rd , Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will , statements. 3n:1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess j Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- • time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 

1 Runwa ? --. 3rd Runwa . 
i What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
i Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
1 Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
• accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
rowth are too low? 413,000 now. 0 erations. 

~, .... / Regiol"lal Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
~7/"( Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

e)< benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airpart neighbor cities if 
, airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

~ '-----------'--------...1..!t'-'h'-'ro,_,u.,,,,h,-_out"'--'th'-'e"--"e"'n-"tir:c,e,_,r-"""'ioe,nc_. ____ c_~1--~ 
7~ 

'--z~ Please include the requests I have initialed above in 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting S 

scope of the SAMP 
mber 28"' 2018. 

' 
Name: J) 0 /}!11~ :,Z 'J / Signature: 

Addressff/j;), ,71/,-rf!sf, 'JJc.c,IJ&>; //~5 
E-mail:,# @,~~ 

Submit form=d comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: SAMP Public Cgnrpepts; Kurt Moss 
Subject: SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 

Monday, September 24, 2018 9:47:11 PM 
Scooina Comment Kurt Moss Ddf 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Kurt Moss of Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Moss be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
Qscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says tong tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please indude a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien. Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft<:: 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; fort 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Tem, Pro·ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please indude all studies (wo~dwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around ham,s and extent such studies explore, find. 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, r 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the $AMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study / 

directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? wm Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight .,:; 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please indude a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements. 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3ro neighborhoods beneath and near the_ 
Runwav? 3n:1 Runway. 
WhatHYour SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

1 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations t' 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn L 

1 arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed -throuahout the entire rP.nion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed 
environmental review. Deadline for co 

bove in the sco 
ept 

Signa 

Address: (c, '7 c, SC 2-G[ ~,-,., Q f 

E-mail: /IA.<=-s ::, ~ 'r ,._ ~ ~S-.-J.-, C•1'. "7 , 

Submft form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public comments; tonusselman@vahoo.com 
SAMP Public CO!TWllent on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 2:47:20 PM 
Scoo!na Comment Musseiman.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Tina Musselman of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Musselman be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these. or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase ; Please include a complete assessment ' 
What's Already raised annual ! of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations . 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights ' 
already added in last four 

' : vears? i 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive , Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's • of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ; 

human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ,/ ' 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

I the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be i projects and Century Agenda growth i 
anticipated to begin when sludying total : plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? . ootential harms . 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

I human health and au of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

( ' from aircraft noise and ~rien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' I 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the ! south~nd airport and SeaTac. ! Near-Term Projects: and for Long 

I neinhbor cities?~-- i Term Proiects. 
use·CuIIent Science? Studies around the ! Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
Will Port review all world now exist on ! from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and : extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms ! suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' ' impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

' noise and pollution? overilights and impacts on human i 
: health or the environment. I 



' 

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway ! waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

,' the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. I 
the State of Washington mitigation study I 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ' 

' unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
, 

,i ,' noise on elderly citizens children from children. " 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from • noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3r<1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

I the impacts of the full- 1 time. exponential increase in overflights over 1 time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398.910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that • 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rP-nion. 

Please include the requests I have inltialed above in the •~ope of the SAMP 
environmental review, Deadline for commenting Sep~rnlier 28th 2018, 

Name:~;r 
''•. ·-

Address:/~?, J~ , /•· ~ 
E-mail: 

,/i i 
·' ,,,--

Signature:"-·-------,-,----
·• 

Submit form on your own/add comrhents·Bt: SAMP@portseattle.org 

./. 

I 
•I 

, 

I 
I 
! 
j 

I 
I 
I 
I 
! 

mailto:comrh'~tsl~t:�SAMP@Portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP P11bllc Comment;: max2mm@aol.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, 5eptember 2.3, 2018 3:28:54 PM 
Scooina Comment Maces odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Dorothee Maces of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Maces be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 

I vears? 
i Why No Study of Your 

Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Tenn Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south--end airport 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
l'V'ltential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
au of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential hanns 
from aircraft noise 

I and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Please include a complete assessment I 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and i 
emissions, resulting from the additional I~~ ' ! 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ' ~ ' ' I growth from the last four years. \ • ' 

' 

' ' : ' 
! Please include a complete assessment 
i of the human health and environmental 

impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 

t Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

I Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

! overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
I Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
Term Pro·ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

l~i 
' ! 



Wait For Pending New 
1 
Science? \V'ry :s Port 

I Regional studies I Please include a review and 
i underway, ir.clude I assessment of the results of critical 

'I proceeding without 
waiting for tr.e results of 

: the pending st:..dies in 
) t~e State:./.·: 2.s:1lngton 
i directly re:3:.r:;;; ~o Sea-
1 Tac Air c-':';' 

1 ultra-fine particle I Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway D ~ 
; study from UW and I before proceeding with the \ . 
I the airport environmental review for the SAMP. \_ / 
I n·•t:gation study · 
frcn-. Department of -

j Sensitive- i:,,:;i..i:ations? 
i Are you::.- c., • .. ~ ;r.e 

C:i:'.'lmerce. 
S:;..dies have found 
ris.l< of r.arm to 

unique ·,~~..::. ~:s .:;f a.:--:::raft , e1.::ar:y citlzens and 
noise o~ ~-; ;-'! ~itizens j c'.:i~~r;n fr?m 
and ch1.c ;, .. , 1 a., -ia,t noise. 
What At ,;i __ '.) ;unight S'::.:jies have 
Flights? \ . . = .::r:: collect i cc 1.::!uded 
and asse2; ; . .:.:a! I i~-,:;:-3ased risk of 

, t'fi , 't' [h fr sc1en 1 1c :; .. :?.:: re.a mg ., .. rr.an harm om 
to impac:.c. "·_:;rr ,vemight ; :ve·:-i:g.'1t f!ight 
fliahts ,"': ; ~ ~ I r:.::ise. 

Please include a complete assessment 
! of the unique human health impacts 

I from noise on elderly citizens and 
chi1dren. 

' 
P:ease include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
nolse from overnight flights. 

Unique - ? _ -:-· .ne 3rd ' Desp:te historica! 

I Runwa.~ __ ~ ~ -_.;iw will s,a;err:ents, 3:'<l 
. Port sepa ·~ .s .. 3ssess i R .. ;r1.way now full-
, the impa_:s :/ ::-,e :':.ii!- 1 t::Te .. 
! time usa::.-'· ... ' :·~ 3r::i 

Please include a complete study of the ~ ' 
·1 unique human health and 1 ..--... 
environmental impacts from the \\ \ • [ 

: exponential increase in overflights over 

Runwc\, .... 
1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 
] 3rc: Runwav. 

1 What :: ··: , S ;,'AP Executive. 
S~,~,1.ary 
!~accurate: est 
392,910 flights by 

, 20"9; we are at 

To determine the risks of error in Port 
, pro;ections, please include a study of ' Projec~i-, _ ,.:, . ._~ 

I Wrong? -- J , a -e you . the health and environmental impacts 
i accou:-::. ·"' j - • e impact 
• if your es:,-.ates of 

aro\Ntr. a ~- ~-: .ow? 
Regier:~:.:. ::,.; ... :1 Now? 
Are yo_. s. .. :·.,:-; the 
benef:ts .·, • ~ ·e"';onal 
airport? 

i 4":":.,000 now. 
' T':e Port has 
re:;.,sed to join calls 
for siting a regional 
a/;::i::n1 '1OW. 

; fron-. increased aircraft operations that 
I exceed estimated Near Term 
i Operations. 
1 Please include a study of the benefits 
i to human health and the environment 

i!'l the six airport neighbor cities if 
grow!h is more fairly distributed 
tnro..;qhout the entire region. 

Pl_:.::-:.::. .. ~elude the r;4-1ests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
en. i. ~r .. ,ental revie.\.-. Deadline for commenting ptem r 28th 2 1 . 

Na 0
,, _i) ,, 1 c:}t h,ee /L-1 °~ Signature:-1..;"2::::,.J/..lL__ll.\!'-"-""---'..J 

·; ,,<:: .·'' ,<1. t (,fh fi,v, <. 
A:...:...,c .:;-.;:,$. ~ - l9 J '--1 J f1 ./ 

.. ,,.,_ ,, .-_:,.,__ >( ),_ 1.h'' IV\/\ / rl... e- [ . C,,0 ~ E-rT.a:. 

Sut,..,,;t "orm on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

I 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:OV2~1tg.it


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comment5; lme1necke@Wf!Slevhomes ora 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 4:10:56 PM 
Scopjng Comment Meinecke odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Lisa Meinecke of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Meinecke be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 

in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. 1f you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ! 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

t Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. , 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 

! I vears? 

1 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive ' Please include a complete assessment 

I own Long-Tenn Plan? ' Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 
I Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

human health and sayslongteli11 _ aircraft overflight operations for the er environmental impacts of study is "key." But ! Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
i the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be i projects and Century Agenda growth 

anticipated to begin when studying total ! plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ' 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not ' Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study , of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, • impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal (L environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

• emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the ! 
. south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long ' ' ' i neinhbor cities? . Term Proiects. I 
' Use Current Science? Studies around the I Please include all studies (worldwide) 

' Will Port review all world now exist on . from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~ world relating to human potential harms i suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise i association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. : other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overtlights and impacts on human 

, health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

. the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airl'\nrt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About OVemlght Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global Increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human ham, from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How wi11 statements, 3ro 

I 
unique human health and 

Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3ro ' neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa\l? I 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

: Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
' Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. O~erations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above i 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting S P, 

Name: ! 1J < rl/cr,/{ clec_ 

Address: j / 1, (, 1,-'fl JI l, J 

E-mail: !P1/(l,1tcK'if 4,,(J/,/,,.nil ":) 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

i 

~ 
I 

' 

~ I 

I 
. . 

~ I i 
I 

I 
I . i 

~ I ' 
1 

' 

~ 
i 
! . 
i 

~ 
' I 
I 
I 
' ' 

I , 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
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From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments; seattleoaula@comcast net 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 

Date: Tuesday, 5eptember 25, 2018 4:33: 11 PM 
Attachments: Scoping Comment Paula McDonald-Pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Paula McDonald of Burien, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. McDonald be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



' 

FIGHT THE FllGHT 
""" ' ' ! Jc S ,a• 

The SUstalnable Airport Master Plan ($AMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS ANO RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request" Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INmAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

¥1t 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and L/ 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
VA&rS? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Tonn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

' human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the )fl environmental impacts of Sl1Jdy is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth l anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? l'V\tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

1{( l.J human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines. Federal . 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in au of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 20~3-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wortdwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



• 

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical l/ 
proceeding without ultra•fine particle Sea•Tac Airport studies now underway y waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea• from Department ot 
Tac Airnnrt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ~ /Y Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on eJderly citizens and ·~ 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. \ 

,__/ 

What About Overnight Studies have Please inciude a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the ?~ ./ and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flqtlts. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the -Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and . ,,,,rr Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights oveF...., d' time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway. I 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

./ Projections Are Summary projections, please inch.tde a study of -, '~ 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts t\N accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations thaf . 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413000now. nn.:.rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please inciude a study of the benefits ~r Are you sludying the refused to join calls to human heatth and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire rOl"lion. 

Please Include the requests I haw lnlllalecl above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadl~ :a' commenting jf 28"' 2018. ;. 

Name: 84-t.'Ll-1 Jv I <e,l)rt~ature. . ; 14) , _ . 
Address: /Z l, 1-/0 /2',)1, ~£_..5D ~1trnc]'A. 'f:S ;U-
E-mail: :~ £:J\ TT7--~MLJJ.A@ (!-'()'YYJ .'. ,1-;; I. 11 d" 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

-

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments; oomark@amall com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping .... , 

Attachments: 
Tuesday, September 25, 2018 4:39:28 PM 
Scoo!no Comment o Mads-Pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. OP Mark of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA ENS EPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking Ar? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Mark be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. !f you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

' Why No Study of 
I What's Already 

Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 

COMMENT 

Four~year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000, 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 
Own Long-Term Plan? ! Summary; Port's 

: vvny not study of the • own consultant 
human health and : says long term 
environmental impacts of I study is ~key." But 
the Long-Term Vision I Port's will not be 
anticipated to begin when j studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? """"tential harms. 

i Adequate Geography? The Port has not 
: Will Port study unique committed to study 
i human health and all of Des Moines, 

environmental impacts Federal Way, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, 
south-end airport and SeaTac. 
neiahbor cities? 

, Use Current Science? Studies around the 
Will Port review all world now exist on 
studies from around harms and 
world relating to human potential harms 
health and environment from aircraft noise 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. 
noise and pollution? ' ' ' 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 

! emissions, resulting from the additional 
i 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
! growth from the last four years. 

I Please include a complete assessment 
: of the human health and environmental I 
i impacts resulting from additional 

I

. aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

I projects and Century Agenda growth 
! plans. 

' 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

I ' I 

I 
I 

I 

If_ I 
I 
I 
i 
' 

i 



Wait For Pending New I Regional studies 
Science? Why :s Port i undervvay, include 
proceeding without ' ultra-fine particle 
waiting for the results of : study from UW and 
the pending studies in I the alrport 
the State :.f :.iashington 1 11;itigation study 

I Please include a review and 
i assessment of the results of critical 
i Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

, directly re~~i -:g t:i Sea- I from Department of I 
, TacA1rnc.,: Cor.imerce. , 
i Sensitive pc;>Llations? I Studies have found i Please include a complete assessment 

Ii Are yo1.. stuc; ,,..,.;; the I risK of harm to i of the unique human health impacts 
, unique impc :::s )f a:rcraft , e:aerly citizens and I from noise on elderly citizens and 
; noise~~ _:~c:~'iy :itizens j c~i~~ren fr?m : children. 
i and chi,a J. : a,r..,, aft noise. 
i What At-:H_: Overnight : Studies have 
~ Flights? \/\,1• ~~r.: collect ; co:1c!uded 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

and assess -~«cbal j increased risk of 
scientific s:~. :.3S re:at1ng : h..Jr--,an harm from 
to impacts f ·cm ovem;ght I over,ight f!ight 
fliahts nc:st ~ • raise. 
Unique - FZ : 7ime 3rd ; Despite historical , Please include a complete study of the 

I unique human health and 

I 
Runway ~Sc-': •. --iow will I statements, 3rd 

Port sepa-a,.;;,j assess , Runway now full-
I the !mpei:~s ~~ :..,e full- 1 time. 

1 environmental impacts from the 
1 

exponential increase in overflights over 
I neighborhoods oeneath and near the 

3.-c Runwa . 
1 time usa;:; _' :.,a 3ca 

Runwa ,, 
What if Ye~-· 
Projectkr.i ;..:e 
Wrong? ~J.,. a:e you 
accour:f ..... ;; ::;r :."!e impact 
if your es::r.- ates of 
rowth a.-~ ~c :ow? 

, Regiona . ..! ·.-;..;rt Now? 
I Are you .s:_ .:,i";;; the 
• benefits ::/ c· ~e9io.'1a! 
i airport? 
' 

SA:·AP Executive. : To determine the risks of error in Port 
1 Si..mmary : projections, please include a study of 
I ina.:curate; est. ' the health and environmental impacts 
i 398,91 0 flights by • from increased aircraft operations that 

20~9; we are at I exceed estimated Near Term 
, 413,::J00 now. • 0 erations. 
The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

1 refused to join calls ' to human health and the environment 
/ f:::- siting a regional i in the six airport neighbor cities if 
1 airport now. i growth is more fairly distributed 
1 ! throu hout the entire re ion. 

Pl~:1sa ;r:clude the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
envl; :ir:.,ental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Nar.ie: Signature:-~.:;;:___....,. Jc:. t,.,._! ); ·c-:-~ .. L--

7 • 1. j) 

E-ma .• 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

Y-

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments; 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PYblic Comments: smouse@seanet.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping Sheila Murray 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 6:43:07 PM 
Scoping Comment MuOY Shella,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Sheila Murray of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Murray be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. Jf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

' Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ., 
\ /j Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ""''\ / ! 

human health and 413,000. : 97,000 aircraft overflight operations < . ' 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. i 
the 97,000 new flights i 

' already added in last four I 
vears? I 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental I 

I 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

;>Y'•,/i human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. ./1 ' 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ' 
2027? ...... tential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? , The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ' 

! Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental , 

I 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ./• environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, {'1 • 

' from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long C 

neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. ' 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

, Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
i studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

''\( world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 

_1 I impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
I noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. ' I 

' 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and i 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical ! 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway J waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the rr . 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. /'~ : the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of : 

' Tac Ai ...... ort? Commerce. . I 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ' Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts '111 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and I. noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. I ' What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the ,,'' and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

! ' scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. I I ' ' to impacts from overnight overnight flight ' : 
I 

fliahts noise? noise. ' ' 
Unique. Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and j', ' 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the A' 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over . 
time usage of the 3"' neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

I Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 171 
accounting for the impact 398.910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that . ; 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term ,' 

I 

orowth are too low? 413,000 now. QnArations. I 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits ! 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment '/)1 : 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if /, / 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed ,/ throuahout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

~ I -·/ 

Name, vi~,,/"' / ~/,Aile' \J Signature:,~/) h •• //,! ;)k,r
0 

Address: ~I;- ~ ~,..! I b i!_J '.,,J f- ) / 1 l.u1·.,fl,J C/·>;jf;" 
E-mail, 5'11ut•''I /.' ~· - t , 

-.i c.'.:.. <7tt1/l,~' , c t~,v, 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
SUbject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Lynn Meyer 
SAMP Public Comments 
SAMP input 
Monday, September 17, 2018 3:43:32 PM 
SAMP ioout.pdf 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Tenn Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long tenn 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 

tential hamis. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Nom,andy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
hamis and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013--present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Pro"ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INmAL 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea-
Tac A" rt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3n:1 
Runwa? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from I.NI and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3n:1 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a oomplete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3n:1 Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 rations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly dtstributecl 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please Include the requests I have lnltlaled above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28"' 2018. 

Name: L'-IN"-' Ho,tE:te. ure: 

Address: z.. '! i-.t'\ ., ...... r l S q °""''7 
. . Rd-e.rc-\ IAJc-a , w P, G c-\.D 

E-mail. I j l'"W""IC-<b('S G_. rnsn-~ 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


,, .. ,, 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Brad McKeown 
SAMP Publk; Comments 
SAMP Comments 
Friday, September 14, 20181:59:26 PM 

RahtTheRiaht pdf 

Please see my attached list of SAMP questions and comments. 

Regards, 

Brad McKeown 
7005 Marine Hills Way 

Federal Way, WA 98003 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 'iJSft< 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tern, aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.• But Port's post-SAMP Long Tern, Vision 
the Long-Tern, Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 

-Z,IH 2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nomiandy Park, 
from aircraft. noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 

'J?,S J;., neiahbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around ham,s and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

FM health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. p.5H the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Air--rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 1}5111 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

r)>5H scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

T!,)!'( the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

735/11 accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. o-rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if Jl5flc_ airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire renion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
enviro:ental review. Deadline for commentinaybe~ 28th 2018. 

Name: t5rc.J rtcl(e. 0 ,v,_,,___. Signature: lb,/...l.U'f:-: 
Address: 1ro S /Yl0-r,"-"' /-/,(/5 l',._l fi)e;«J0oy1 01/- fB..,,5 

E-mail: t>'ifVlcf<=- ,€,! Ccr"~- sl ,ie /-

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public comments; rebecca maltosl@amail com 
Public Comment on SAMP Scoping 

Date: Monday, September 24, 2018 9:42:31 PM 
Attachments: Scooioo Comment Maitos,Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Rebecca Maltos of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Maltos be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS ANO RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice fs heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·scoping request.· Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

! Why No Study of 
: What's Already 
; Happened? How does 
! Port intend to study the 
, human health and 
! environmental impacts of 
: the 97,000 new flights 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overllight total from 
316,000 to 
413.000. 

SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Please indude a complete assessment I 
of the human health and environmental 

1 
impacts, including from noise and i 
emissions, resulting from the additional • 
97,000aircraftoverflightoperations i ;L i• \.. 
growth from the last four years. , 

i ; already added in last four 
! "ears? µ'.e"'-"'--------+------l-----------+--·· 
! Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 
i Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's 
! Why not study of the O'Nn consultant 
] human health and says long tenn 
• environmental impacts of study is ·key: But 
; the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be 
' anticipated to begin when studying total 
I capacity is reached in growth plans for 
' 2027? Mtentiat hanns. 
I Adequate Geography? The Port has not 

I 
Will Port study unique committed to study 
human health and au of Des Moines, 

i environmental impacts 
I 
Federal Way, 

I from aircraft noise and I Burien, Tukwila. 
! emissions, in alt of the six I Nonnandy Park. 
j south-end airport : and SeaTac. 
i neinhbor cities? ! 
, Use Current Science? : Studies around the 
• Will Port review all : world now exist on 
studies from around : hanns and 
world relating to human i potential hanns 

, health and environment i from aircraft noise 
~ impacts from aircraft i and emissions. 
noise and pollution? • 

Please indude a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila. Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present: for the 
Near•Term Projects; and for Long I 
Term Proiects. i 
Please include all studies (worldwide) i 
from at least the last ten years, to the , (' 
extent such studies explore, find, j \{~ ,t h..___ . 
suggest. or hypothesize any , 
association, correlation, causation, or I 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human I 
health or the environment. , 

http:he::::a=.;l.::.th.:..o::;;r~t::.:h.=.e,.;:e:.:..n:..:.v;,;;.iro;::;n;.;,;m.:..;.;:;;e:..:.nt


: Walt For Pending New 
i Science? Why rs Port 
; proceeding without 
' waiting for the results of 
' ' the pending studies in 

the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea-
TacAl--rt? 

1 Sensitive populations? 
I Are you studying the 
) unique impacts of aircraft 
; noise on elderly citizens 
' and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flinhts noise? 
Unique • Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full• 
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What ff Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
ff your estimates of 
nrowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies - Please include a review and 
underway, include ; assessment of the results of critical 
ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
study from UW and : before proceeding with the ' l (~ ~ '\ 

i environmental review for the $AMP. the airport ' mitigation study 
from Department of ' 
Commerce. ' 
Studies have found , Please include a complete assessment : 
risk of harm to ! of the unique human health impacts ! 

' elderly citizens and I from noise on elderly citizens and ( L ( H 1 
children from children. • 
aircraft noise. ' 

Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
i ~ ' ' conctuded study review and assessment of the 

increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
11t ( ,, -i human harm from noise from overnight flights. 

overnight flight 
I • 

' 
noise. I ' 
Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 1 

statements, 3•d uni9ue human ~ealth and i f: C : 
Runway now full· environmental impacts from the 1 \l \_; 
time. exponential increase in overflights over I : 

neighborhoods beneath and near the ! 

3rd Runwav. 
SAMP Executive. ! To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Summary 1 projections, please include a study of vi r l, inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term ' 413,000 now. o--tions. I 

The Port has Please indude a study of the benefits 
vL refused to join calls to human health and the environment I 

for siting a regional I in the six airport neighbor cities if ' 
airport now. i growth is more fairly distributed 

i throunhout the entire , .... ion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se~r 28th 2018. 

Name: I<~ /J e CC cc L ""-Cc ( /v)Signatu~~t-. _· ~· . __ • ___ _ 

Address: :) l Cl ] ) 7-fri. ff v'< J 0. rt ,l t) 11 ,1,, _) I" U' "-" ; l,_ '4 
'i Yt <; r 

E-mail: Rt bt t: ,, 'i, r",.-'\._ci. t fv• L f CJ fvlh1 I . c_ £>-'-, 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

• 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:i.fV.\..vi.{tv~i..f.J(Yl~c.II


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments: aoheuanava&ur®amail com 
Public Comment on SAMP Scoping 

Date: Tuesday, September 25, 2018 3:58:26 PM 
Attachments: Scooinq Comment Ophelia McPPnaldpdf pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Ophelia McDonald of Burien, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. McDonald be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Alrpon Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Weloome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public reoord to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INmAL 

Why No Study ol Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations fjJV\, environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already ackied in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please inciude a complete assessment 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overllight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.· But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth u~, ~ 

anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

~ from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overllights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nAinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world refating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any -· ' c_,v -heatth and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from uw and before proceeding with the v('J/\,1\ a the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the $AMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Aimort? Commerce. 
Sensitiw populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of ham, to of the unique human health impacts 

E:VV\. unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on ekterty citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Rights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global Increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

'f;1/v\_ scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3,. Despite historical Please include a compfete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 31d unique human health and 
Port separate!y assess Runway now full~ environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over - '. 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the (__, V' ~ 
Runwau? :JdRunwav. 
WhatHYour SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ~ 

accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that \_, ~---~ 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413000 now. l"'\n.-ations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

/C'..-benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
I.., ,v airport? airport now. growth is more fairty distributed 

throuahout the entire nonion. 

Please Include the requests I have lnlllaled above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 211"' 2018. . 

Name: 0\'~\\0-.. 'N\tJul/\i,{ J Signature: (9-p,1, j_;_",, '-fl, tv~J_J__ 
Addre, j @J ■'!,c \2, \:,'\ () 11-'°~ f'<v-,. ~~I... 

E-mail: Of'\"\//,\ ,0-.\l (l.v<lSfe '--'-v@ ';}+'-<A.;,. (L"" 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ,;;... (__ 1'11 
the 97,000 new flights " 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental . 

Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the '°, c r~ environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 

, 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, \) l "1 from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft V 
emissions, in all of the she Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013~present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near~Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Cu1T8nt Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, lo the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ' world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 

~Cfl/ health and envtronment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

____ , ---- ________ ., ·--------



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from WI and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. \), ( "1 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a oomplete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

7'-~ unique impacts of aircraft I elderty citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens 

1 

children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight I Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect • concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

9-- C, hi scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from ovemight overnight flight 
fl'-"-ts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Tlme 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3m unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the }c 11,1 the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3"' neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3m Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

'}.(_ ~ accounting for the impact 398.910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qn .... rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please indude a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

~Chj benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

thrn.1,nhout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental revi-. Deadline for commenting September 28"' 2018. 

I 

• 

Name: Jc,,;V1V1c. lrY\~j-t'.rS Signature:~ C1J._JL,J!__ ~ 
Address:' 0 \ > 2 ~ 1 ti,, s, l'l--,,, .)_ O ~-s 
E-mail: :5° c c. L ~ '5' O @ (,.. W\ ,.,_ :S:- L 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

··----- ···- ----- ---

mailto:SAMp@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Jackie Benster 
SAMP P\lblk Comments 
Comment sheets 
Friday, September 28, 2018 3:49:28 PM 
Airport fcrm Are H #204S,ndf 
Airoort Focrn Pianoe H #210S,Ddf 

More comment sheets from Mariner Manor. 



From: 
To, 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public comments; iexusl953@rnsn com 
Comment on the sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, 5eptember 20, 201811:2◄:30 PM 
scooiog comment McAl1ster.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Michelle McAlister, Wa, regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA 
EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public comment to 
this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 o comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 
stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comments on behalf of the Ms. McAlister be deemed unacceptable, please reply 
to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four•year increase Please include a complete assessment : 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~ 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four i 

vears? i 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional I 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

r✓ environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total i plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 

I 2027? notential harms. 
. Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

~ from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neirihbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ; 
studies fron-. around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft ' 

I 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and I 

Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical . 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway : 

waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

~ the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

~i unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

~! scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. : 

Unique • Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

~ the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3"' Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

i Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of ! 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

~i accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Onerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor Cities if ' 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire reaion. I 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2~. _ 

Name: ~ kAu~ Signature: ~ ~t 
Address: 

E-mail ( e,. )CL-1.S ( qDC- ~N' -~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattte.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
SUbject: 
Date, 

Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; kittyandbill2/alyahoo.com 
comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SA.MP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 10:22:55 PM 
Scooing Comment M1lne.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Catherine Milne of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Milne be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 

in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



' 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 

I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and CL! ti\ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four I 

vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

C /tJl'l human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' 

I the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for i 
2027? I notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

(.Li,/1'1 environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present: for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects: and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies {worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

ctJt\ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? : overflights and impacts on human 

I health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the C/Qtt1 the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai-ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and c' jf) /11 : 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. I and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

I Flights? Will Port collect concJuded study review and assessment of the 
' and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from CtP tV1 ! 

scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please incJude a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

CJftll 

Cti/11 

11{;/] 

Name: c 1/i.o/ll1Ne 1). HJ t JJ /3 Signature: (!!:idltu:-1,f,: tf, :lAc?! L-L-

Address: 11°713-,;;71/1 /I, 51() !3illti-='I'{ u./j 75)!./i-
• ' 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: .... _ 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; Ray Miryaktja 
comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, 5eptember 20, 2018 9:55:19 PM 
Scoping comment Miryekta.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ray Miryekta, Wa, regarding the NEPA 
EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, 
email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the IO conunents below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Miryekta be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoplng request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ' 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to 

I 
emissions, resulting from the additional I human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. I 
the 97,000 new flights ! 
already added in last four ! 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

✓ the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal I 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, J I 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

✓ 
I 

studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, I 

world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any i 
' health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or i 

impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



I Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
I Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 

1 directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
i Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elder1y citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique• Full Time 3•• Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive, To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398.910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413.000 now. Ooeralions. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in th 
environ~ntal review. Deadline for commenting Sep 

I 
' ' ' 
' 
i 

✓ I 
' 

✓ 
' 

I 

' : 
i 

I/ 

' I 

Ii 
/ 

I 

I 

Name: K 1\.1 \\. \1G (?i);,,9-- Signature, ---b-'--'---'--h'--!' 

Address; ~L :5' l\,'¼f,f\x -1\"l\s J.7) Mexz cQ.)/ ,/ <\iDoJ 

E-mail: k~~<-£\~(':f'q,\ ,~ 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle,org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
SUbject: 
Date, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; mmarkken@corncast.net 
COmment on the sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 6:53:06 PM 
Scoping Comment Markkaneo pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Marianne Markkanen, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Markkanen be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment ' ; 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

~\;vrv1 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ! 

; 

! environmental impacts of 
1 the 97,000 new flights 

growth from the last four years. 
I 

already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

1 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental I i Why not study of the own consultant _ iri'ipacts resultl;~g frc:T, r.ddit!onal 

' ' human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the I 

environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans, 
capacity is reached in growth plans for i 2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, .A 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ({'J" 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

' 

v 

south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long I neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

i Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

I world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ,1 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

i health or the environment. 



' 

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

! Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3•• Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess , Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- ' . exponential increase in overflights over ! time. 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413.000 now. Onerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. 

1 
growth is more fairly distributed 

i throuahout the entire r~ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: m11.:z·, 1111•1 e.. iMfL 1~~'1 Signature: /114~~-% 
Address: :2c1, ,3 ,-:;;..;ti._ ft-,-.,_..{(} cf~ 
E-mail: fh,h;il' ,k'.1,$-,., Q C(J -nc,'/S!, u--:( 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public COpJnents· sharon poyertybav@amail.com 
Comment on tile Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environment.al Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 6:43:18 PM 

Scoping Comment Morehouse odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Sharon Morehouse of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Sharon Moorehouse be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request.ff Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of ; Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
I , What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

i Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
! 

~· 
1 Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. i 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four ' vears? I 

Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I ; Own Long.Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
• Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional t--.- A human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

al' environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long• Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

• capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ' 

I 
, Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 

1'7 I ' environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ! 

' emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the i 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) : 
Will Port review all world now exist on - from at least the last ten years, to the ' 
studies from around harms and : extent such studies explore, find, f6Y1 ' world relating to human potential harms i suggest, or hypothesize any ' 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

~ I ~~ ' 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and I 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical ' 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway ( l'1 

J0: waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
, the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Aimort? Commerce. i 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

. Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ~w unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 

I and children? aircraft noise. ' 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 117? and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight ' 

' 
1 fliQhts noise? noise. ' ' 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the ' 

Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and >Pl. Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over '-' ' 

time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the fl Lft~S/1 

Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port ' 
Projections Are 1 Summary projections, please include a study of 

~i 
Wrong? How are you i inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact I 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of i 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? '413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

I~( Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed i_ ! 

i throuahout the entire rAnion. I 

Please include the requests I have initialed above i 
environmental review. Deadline for comment' 

of the SAMP 
th 2018, 

Name::){" Yth. h1,,,-ef... ~5'..;... Signatu . 

c. .,.,_ ,·,,f. S" Pc.:9-mo,ne, w4 a, ?1'/Y 
Address: JI/ 5ul o '" -, , 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

) 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PYbllc Comments· mugarmomtwjce@hotmail,com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 6:06:45 PM 
SCOpjng Comment Mifoscia pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Meschell Miloscia of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Miloscia be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment i 

What's Already raised annual I of the human health and environmental 
I 

Happened? How does overflight total from ' impacts, including from noise and ' 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional (£111, human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ! 

the 97,000 new flights i 

already added in last four 
1

1 ' 
' vears? i 

Why No Study of Your 'I SAMP Executive . Please include a complete assessment i 

own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's I of the human health and environmental I ! 
Why not study of the I own consultant j impacts resulting from additional -'l, i V) ! 

human health and ! says long term ! aircraft overflight operations for the I 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But i Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ! 

I 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be : projects and Century Agenda growth i 

anticipated to begin when studying total ! plans. ! 

capacity is reached in 
1 
growth plans for ' 

! 

2027? : ....,..tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? : The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

I human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 

. 
! 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
, /',Jv-) 

i 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? , Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the : Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on : from at least the last ten years, to the C • 

' studies from around harms and extent such studies explore. find, ' ; 

world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? . overflights and impacts on human 

I health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies ! Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study '' I '-1 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of ' 

. Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
: Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment I 
Are you studying the risk of ham, to of the unique human health impacts 

. unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderty citizens and " \ 
i noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
' and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port oollect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. ' ' ' I I ' . I to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flirlhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Desp~e historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd 1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- I environmental impacts from the '1\\/v\ 

,

1

, the impacts of the full- time. , exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighbolTioods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ' 

' accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that \ 

if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits r~ fV\ 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ' ' 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

. 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairty distributed i 

throuahout the entire rAnion. I 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review, Deadline for commenkber 28th 2018. 

Name:n\.· ' .· ' . \. I . Signatu, ---
::.~ ~( l, 11 ~1 :__:'--.«. i?, 

Address: j.:, I 2 V 1 ·r rJ. Avr I 

E-mail: c' ... ,v:,~·,-fYilYY-...fw,<t'f_<- L;chYJ i,,; c._.1..-, 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; Martin,Moore@dtyoffederalwav com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, Septembet' 19, 2018 S:59:03 PM 
Scoping Comment Moore pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Council member Mr. Martin Moore, Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 

website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Moore be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 

in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

' Why No Study of ! Four•year increase I Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

-S:.\ I Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

' already added in last four 
' 

i ' vears? ' 
i Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive : Please include a complete assessment 

~! I Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
: Why not study of the own consultant 

1 
impacts resulting from additional 

human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
I environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision I 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. I 

I ' capacity is reached in growth plans for ! 

2027? ' n.otential harms. • 
i 

Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ' 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

~! human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

I

. from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila. ' and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the I 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) -Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the D, '1 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore. find, ,p 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. I 



WaH For Pending N- ! Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port I underway, include assessment of the results of critical ~ 

proceeding without I ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway :;: waiting for the results of 1 
study from UW and before proceeding with the .,, 

, the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
, noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

i and assess global increased risk of ! unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3·· Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

~ Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd I neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port , Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Alrport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

~ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throu_g_hout the entire rAnion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environrrntal review. Deadline for com nting Se t mb th 018. 

Name: r\.C~('-'>-- Signature: 

Address: (C\6"5' 7· ~--l:1. { I. fl.J , vf<[ C\'5tc,b::C, 

E-mail: tli\c,(.\-,\r,._rf\1:,0,(.(_(£._C..l "7 C fQl.:n-\_~ . U/Y\ . 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Corrments; roceachel@aol crm 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5:23:04 PM 
Scoping Comment McEachem,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Laurie McEachern of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. McEachern be deemed unacceptable, please reply 

to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Dear Ms. McEachem, Please confirm this form to be your submission, sadly you forgot to sign it, but did 

initial and provide your contact information. Thank you! 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
··scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ! 

Whafs Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I 
. Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ,-, :;,. I 

• Port intend to study the 316,000 to ; emissions, resulting from the additional 

Y
:;;\ 1~ i 

' 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations - i 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ! 

' the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your , SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' i 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

i human health and says longterm aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key: But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' ' r ' ,. I 

j y'i i., ; 
, the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth . , -anticipated to begin when studying total plans. i 

I 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 

I 2027? ""'tential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and au of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

-:f.(( 
I, 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' 
emissions, in au of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

, 

! 
south~nd airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

J '/, '1 studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any 

,..,._, i 

health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies I Please include a review and I 

Science? Why is Port underway, include ; assessment of. the results of critical 
I 
I 
I 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway I , ' waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the --::,._ I I .' 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

-:.._i r i unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study revie:w and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from , ' ( / - • ' 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 

. ~ ! I 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

1 ' 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the _ __/ iii '1 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over _, 

' 
' time usage of the 3ro neighborhoods beneath and near the 

Runwav? 3roRunwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port ' 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of . 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est the health and environmental impacts ;I'.-I I I 

' 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term ' 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits I 

Are yau studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ,if11:f 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed l 

throuahout the entire reoion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. 

Address: f-- v / 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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Cs 
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QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

/2 
~-Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ((). 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
' human health and 413,000. 97, coo aircraft overflight operations 

environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

~ 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

~A({)~ 
environmental impacts of study is "key.n But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn VisjQn. 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Cgotu~ A.geed.@ growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total P-lan§. \· 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

~it. Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, ~edei:al 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, TukwJla, Nonnandy_fWkl {; V: 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and ~TaCc, resulting from aircraft d°1"{ J' emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overfli hts, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neighbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ~' studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

1? world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical ~-
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

~~-waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 

' 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment \I"' 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ~v unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

V
' Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ;{O 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

~~1 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your $AMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port ~ 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

l~~J 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 

~~f · if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

~~ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name:(.D. ,i\c.dl'l<1lt'I' Signal.u~. HA•~ 
it.~~ 

AddresSjlf'l/b z,.</7 
. 

~ 
E-mail: ~/"'1 e,~~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 

10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
Mscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

' human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 

growth from the fast four years. 

already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a com pf ete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Term Pr ·ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include a11 studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea-
Tac Ai rt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Ovemight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique ~ Full Time 3"' 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa? 
What If Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too tow? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the • 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations tha 
exceed estimated Near Term 

erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire r ion. 

Please Include the requests I have Initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commentln ember 281h 201 

Name: 't--t,.l'(jl..'( fl/\,<--QG,>4~ ~ nature.,: _ +-Y-+---r----t-- "'ffi~-,, 

Address: L'Lu;.f 6 I. /z,. \ J: , 
E-mail: f;v,,t_/er), U tf 3 / I, ~ 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and k Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

[v<-, human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and envi_ronmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for au of Des Moines, Federal p_xv-
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in au of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013•present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neighbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



J 

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, Include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to Impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Ko '.H."'"'t-..r-1 M.."-n<"o Signature: ~~ t?'} ,~ -o 

Address: \ \ 0 ')... =s.,-2..~ °\~ PL D!? /V\(JiNeS wA qS/f tJ 
- e ' E-mail: f ~ a.Mi.., .. ,,.., ... ,~. s:-e-

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of ;my of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, Including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

t~ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long.Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional l,' 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

K"" environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft i emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south•end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

i~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and Impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, Include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway v,u waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ~w unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

\~ scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to Impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and li Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

~~ the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3"' Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of u 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts ~~ accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment pt benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuohout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: E //f n M ~ t' a m m • n Signarure: ~ 1 <{!,,--o _) 
Address: J v !~ 1. - IO l.fi Av12 So , 
E-mail: DE S Mo uJ E: 5 1 q g l'f rt' 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Shelley Merryfield 
SAMP Public comments 
Comments - Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Wednesday, September 2.6, 2.018 1:2.8:2.2. PM 

Please see attached comment sheets. 



QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

ff\ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

flM environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~ 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ffi~ the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 

~ noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ffe scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliQhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

~ the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway, 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts /}1 accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
Qrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

~ benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuQhout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 

environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septe(,r,: ~th ~018. / c/_ ///) 
Name: 'Shv\Ujrv\,Q,~'-€:lJ Signature: ,~ 

Address: 9-i S c)- °( \ ~ ~ Ao q <tDD3 

E-mail: s_ yn_Q,,y-~\J-v hot-~\\ .C6'M 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP f'ublk Comments; zznewman@vahoo com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 201812:47:39 PM 
Scoping Comment Newman pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Donald Newman of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 7 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forv.arding comments on behalf of the Mr. Newman be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 1i<-\ i 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional i human health and 413,000, 97,000 aircraft overflight operations .!J!y environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. i 
the 97,000 new flights i 
already added in last four ' 
vears? I 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional i 

human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the i 
i 

environmental impacts of study is "key. n But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growlh ' anticipated to begin when studying total plans. ' 

' capacity is reached in growth plans for I 

2027? ootential hanns. i 

Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal i 

~y 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, I 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tern, Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Tenn Proiects. I 

Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include alt studies (worldwide) 
i Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ' i 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any I 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airport? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 

I unique impacts of aircraft 
, noise on elderly citizens 
: and children? 

What About overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 

_ flights noise? 
' Unique• Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
arowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

i Regional studies 
underway, include 

. ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now, 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderty citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 

I unique human health impacts from 
j noise from overnight flights. 
' ! 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponentiat increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Operations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septa:mber 28th 311 > 

~ / ' /' /_ 
Name:,,../ £,/'(/t7t-,-,, t_--:-1,./ 11.'A;(" , Signature: ... :I.,._ __ / ~ 

-1 '_,....-/'"-, ~ -f,4/1 • _.,,.-' ', -, , ~,? ½~ 
Address:,-1 ~., _,;.-•v "w'.Pt\ .:'- .'c" \. -C,<. . J<:... __,.....----, , 

~.:.=:~ i-J;, ,.,;--,_; .,:JA .._.,7_,(l~r/ 
E-mail: __ ei--__ t·-t..,,_. 1 

:e.3;-VE/,./11.f.,hV £0 y,,,-1-//',!, d,>/f-/ 
Submit form on your own/add c6mments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

i 
! 

mailto:t;%~ti;~fm~::::~t;;Zp@Portseattle.org
http:j~J:7.cf


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date, 
Attaclunents: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public comments: blufire48@amaH.com 
SAMP Scoping Public Comment 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 12:51:32 PM 
Scooino Comment NumtidJ pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Steve Numrich of Normandy Park, Wa. 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 6 comments below pertains to "Are There Other [mpacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Numrich be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 

; Port intend to study the 
I human health and 

environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 

: Why No Study of Your 
own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-. Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neichbor cities? 

: Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 

1 health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four~year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 

' 316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 

! own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
potential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
al! of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 

: impacts, including from noise and 
emissions. resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
; of the human health and environmental 

impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

$/,_,,I 
: 

i 
I 

' 

' S(,/ ' 
I 

' 
i 

I 

c;:j,/ ~ 
I 

' 
' 

! 
' 

' ' 
i 



, Wait For Pending New ! Regional studies 
; Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

Please include a review and 

! proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
' waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

'>~ the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of ' 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 

; Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

I unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded 1 study review and assessment of the 

' and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ! 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. ' ' to impacts from overnight overnight flight ! 
fliahts noise? noise. 

t Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
I Runway Use. How will statements, 3m unique human health and 

s-t{f . Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
: the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
i time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
1 Runwa11? 3rd Runwav. ! 
! What if Your SAMP Executive. i To determine the risks of error in Port 
' Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
! Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
i accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
i if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
j nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qnerations. 
I Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
I Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment s I benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
j airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire renion. ' 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septe~~28th 391s. . _ 

' 

' 
! 

Name: ~-·t . A Signature: .dv-....~, / 
.J (Jc IL/um ; (. h ' 

Address· ;'/9 1 /1 ,c_ ~' Tl I/,,./ A, j 'D k_ ll)4 
• <oc-< "'{ _.:;,yrveotc>v t<o 7""• (Vo,-,n_,J., )' )J.v• 

E-mail: '[? / ~ .(,, t t,t-'g' IC: C\ { 
C. > V1'\-1 I , CD,.,-. 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; maroaret oejsoo 
SAMP Public Comment a, scoping 
SUnday, 5eptember 23, 20181:16:10 PM 
Scooina Comment Nelson.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Margaret Nelson of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Nelson be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental i 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional m71. human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

i 
already added in last four ; 
vears? I 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive , Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long.Term Plan? Summary; Port's ' of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the )1 i'l 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and envlronmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

'11 )\ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila. Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

-m 11 world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft . 

i noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from uw and before proceeding with the 7YI 71 the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ,1,tr/ 

I noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded 1 study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of : unique human health impacts from 7nn scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
f/inhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical , Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will .

1 

statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 7>(,1 the impacts of the full• time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts ,nil accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 

t nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qn ... rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefrts 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: ()\ 1,.,.,,,,W;r I.Jli. ,._<;. <> /J Signature: ~..,,.,_+ 21a/4'.ic-
Address: :,z </o'i '-I" f.va .Sw

1 
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E-mail: l) ~l,. a ~ C! 11 @ qm4,/, I! om 
~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattte.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Sides 

SAMP Public Comments· onehealintouch@amaU com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master P1an {SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5:16:13 PM 

Scooino Comment NymridJ.odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Diane Numrich of Normandy Park, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Numrich be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

. Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and I 

I

, Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ' 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

t,,,-.) ' environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ' the 97,000 new flights ! 
already added in last four ; 

i , vears? • 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental I 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ' human health and says long term aircraft overllight operations for the ! 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision t,~ the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

~ from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft I 
emissions, in au of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

' south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long . 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. I 

Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies {worldwide) 

i Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

y\~ 
i 

world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

I noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human ' 

i I i 
health or the environment. ' 



Walt For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Aimort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
arowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderty citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human hann from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To detennine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 

• exceed estimated Near Tenn 
: Ooerations. 

Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

• 
i)(\t-' 

Name: :u·,a.,,e N L.)l';\f ,c ~, Signature: u-e-~ /lJ.wc/LA. 
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Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and RN Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and ~3,000. \ 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of • growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights ~1/· already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a c_Qmplete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

RrJ Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth -..__,__ 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for v) ~ '?_ 2027? aotential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a ~of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

tr! human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTa~h~ ~ Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

J?J Will Port review~ world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies f ram around 

harms ancr-- ~ extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft , and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? "-- overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway R?J waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts K# unique impacts of aircraft elderll citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the R;J and assess global ificrea§ecf"nsk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts n oise? _;; noise. 
unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

#<IV Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

~ti) Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
Qrowth are too low? , 413,000 now. __,, Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? n1tt r□n nas Please include a study of the benefits 

1?4/ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional Tor siting a regional in the six airport nei9hbor cities if 

airport? µfl.___ h_ airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name:1(,,k*•-/-JeJCe 5 
Signature: R~ '}1~ 

Address: 8 } l:, fl l), 2--f 'to~. /3 Z-_p 

E-mail: ])e5 /.fn'r;-ef )JA- I/Ct18 
I 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments: d@thYQ@oomcast-net 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 4:43:14 PM 
Srnoina Comment Oliar,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. R. Kathleen Oljar of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking Ar? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Oljar be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Ju::;t initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

! Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and w Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional I human health and 413,000, 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ! environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
' the 97,000 new flights ' 

already added in last four ' ' vears? 
' Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 
I 

Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

~ ' Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ! human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

i environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ' i anticipated to begin when studying total plans. ' 

' capacity is reached in growth plans for I 2027? --tential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ! Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

µ"& human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the I 

' south-end airport and SeaTac. ! Near-Term Projects; and for Long I 

' neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. ' 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
Will Port review all world now exist on 1 

from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and 

j ::~n~:~~~ ~;~~~~~::1°::y find, ~ 
I 

: world relating to human potential harms ' I health and environment from aircraft noise ! association, correlation, causation, or ! 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. ! other potential linkage between aircraft ' 
noise and pollution? , overflights and impacts on human ' 

I health or the environment. i 



I Wait For Pending New l Regional studies Please include a review and 
I Science? Why is Port ! underway, include assessment-of.the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underYJay 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the $AMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai ..... ort? Commerce. 

; Sensitive populations? Studies have found - Please include a complete assessment 
: Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 

I noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from ovemight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique ~ Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and ' 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. One rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire r.,.,. ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. 

Name:i(, ,<-,,,i,J.,~ C lj"' 
Address: (,cl ~ :.:. 7• ct /.L..cl 3/15 

P-, < n,c ''°''' L-A 'ii 1i 7 
E-mail: 

Signature: 4 ;~ '7 
R_-K,_ +~C;, &,,,,r,.,,i •. f\Lt 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: ken olson@comrast net 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5: 11: 12 PM 
SCooina Comment Olson,Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Ken Olson of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Olson be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

*Please accept this email as the valid submission, previous submission had errors. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overilight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to I emissions, resulting from the additional 

~ human health and 413,000. l 97,000 aircraft ovelflight operations 
environmental impacts of i growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

' already added in last four 
i vears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental i 

Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

~: the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for i 
2027? notential harms. i 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental ' human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal i 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 

' from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
' emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the i 

south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long ' ' neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ' ' ' 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any I 

health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft ' I noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

: health or the environment. 



; Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
i Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
: proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

I 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the // the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

' the State of Washington mitigation study -
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 

i Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ! : Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
' unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and Y.., i noise on elderly citizens children from children. -
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

I~ and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight ' ' 

; 

fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the ' 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3 rd unique human health and pi Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full• time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts If 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that ,..., 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. o~rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the to human health and the environment refused to join calls 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if p airport? 

1 

airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire .-...nion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: /(£Al 0/S<>IV Signature: ~ 
Address: .,}. gr¥ 0 /(ulj,,._tf:r ~ j),- .J 

..J.x, ~ ,rve. s t-.1A c;p>/i' s 
E-mail: ~n-D/!.1-,. e C;:,-,,,..C:,..s1 Vl..:i 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: ken-Plson@roncast.net 
10 sample Questions AND Related Scoping Requests 
Wednesday, 5eptember 19, 2018 4:46:16 PM 
ScoolPA Comment Qlson,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Ken Olson of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Olson be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. lf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment ' 
What's Already raised annual i of the human health and environmental ; 
Happened? How does overflight total from i impacts, including from noise and I 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to ! emissions, resulting from the additional ~I human health and 413,000. ! 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of • growth from the last four years. : 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four ' 
vears? : 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive ! Please include a complete assessment 

! Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
• Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ! 
human health and : says long term aircraft overflight operations for the i 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

~1 the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not i Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, w from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? 1 Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ! 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ' ' 
world relating to human potential harms suggest. or hypothesize any 

' health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft : 

' noise and pollution? , overflights and impacts on human 
I i health or the environment. 



I Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
I Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
! proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
' waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the ' 

I/_ 71 the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
! the State of Washington mitigation study -

directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 

! Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
: Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 
: unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and I/ 
1 

noise on elderly citizens children from children. ' ~ 

and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Ptease include a complete scientific i 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from !~. 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. i : 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

p; Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the I 

Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts r accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. QnArations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits ' 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional : for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ,JP airport? ! airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

; throuahout the entire reaion. ; 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: /(£Al CJ/S.,/V Signature: ~ 
Address: .,2 f]'/¥ O f<u/£,._Jlr ~ Jr ,..r 

..l)e r ~ j,v,. s t-0 A q tr "1' i 
E-mail: ~n-O/:.. ..... e U>""~sf. V\.j 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom. and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional "Putf;0 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ueco environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 'tleC[) 
f ram aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any hltSb health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

~co the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

)1&0 unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

IJQ2C7 scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the -1veco the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts l(.REV accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

r) . .e-fb benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throui::ihout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Mtr.:-ll i L '/ N {) Ai sn,n- Signature~ r) ~ 
Address: f?r> 7 $ . r{l(~ 6h. J l 6 3 b ~ fLtCDr IA..e.£:. lv A: 7~!9 ({ 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

Qf7 already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
antlcipated to begin when studying total plans. r capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

~ south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 

'D impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 

~ Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3 rc1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3 rt1 Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: 9~ -----P .,.-,__,L, Signa•~~L) 

Address: ,RQ 7 S:, e::l/ 8 
0 
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::z>- ~~--~ f f l1"f 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; i2oaiQe@vahoo com 
SAMP Public Scoping Comment 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 1:13:17 PM 
Scooma Comment Paige ndf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Jim Paige of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Paige be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.H Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

· Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ,--:J 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

('j environmental impacts of gro""'1h from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

I 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive i Please include a complete assessment i own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental i 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

' I 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

) I 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. ' 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal t7 ' environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, . ' . 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in alt of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

--,) 

\( world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ,-, 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft i and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

r 

overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

) the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai ..... ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts i 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and r( noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the -
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ~ 

scientific studies relating human harm from 1 noise from overnight flights. -r 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight ; 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical . Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

J Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

If_ 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now, Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuQhout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review_ Deadline for commenting Sep:::er 28"' 2018. 

Name: j \v'-''- \)A. I.:.:,_- Signature: ~ c7,;2_ 

Address: 2-< ( Co S ) S "--- t' \J ' ', 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments.: ierrypederson@hatmaU com 
SAMP Public comment on SEPA SCOping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 5:4S:32 PM 
SCOoioo Comment Pederson,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Jerald Pederson of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 7 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Pederson be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 

in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom. and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south--end airport 
neiohbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
notential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 

i and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 

' impacts, including from noise and 
I emissions, resulting from the additional 
1 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 

i aircraft overflight operations for the 
, Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
: projects and Century Agenda growth 
! plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft I 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 

' Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

I 

(}f i 
(f i 



Wait For Pending New i Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port unde,way, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now unde,way 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the r /; the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. f 

the State of Washington mitigation study 'J ~ 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ' 1 

Yf1,) unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. J 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the (', C 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

~ scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 

' Unique • Full Time 3'' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 

I time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 

i What if Your SAMP Executive. i To determine the risks of error in Port 
i Projections Are Summary 1 projections, please include a study of (),/' i Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

'(fl/ : accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at , exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too !ow? . 413,000 now. Ocerations . 
Regional Airport Now? I The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

, airport? , airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
i I throuahout the entire rACiion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting S~

1 
te~ber 28th 2018. 

Name" Jf/¼.,J P~,i,,a,J Signature: ~ q:{,;,1.,--
Address: )bi?/ j,.J 1'-/<i'!, p1,,, ( 

E-mail: J"',-'f ?eel er-501('.f /1of 1w:f. loM 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subjectt 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SA.MP Public Comments: f2oaiae@vaboo oom 
SA.MP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, 5eptember 23, 2018 1:10:06 PM 
Scooina Comment Janet l'aiae.odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Janet M. Paige of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwardlng comments on behalf of Ms. Paige be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request" Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental C, 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

I t' Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ' 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations . . 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. \_~ 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four i i vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive . Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's : of the human health and environmental ,, 1 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the t.'\ \ 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ·. 

\ the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootentiat harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental ) 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal c~\. 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft \ ' 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present for the I 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 

I neinhbor cities? : Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? . Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the '\ 

I 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, v'\. \... 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any \ ' health and environment from aircraft noise I association, correlation, causation, or I 

I 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. j other potential linkage between aircraft ' I 
noise and pollution? I overflights and impacts on human 

I , health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Ai ..... ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 

, fliahts noise? 
Unique• Full Time 3n1 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
orowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of hann to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3ro 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please inciude a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 

. projections, please include a study of 
• the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Onerations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuQhout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

' 
Name: i~" ... .: 1'\. \le,.\.., ..... 

Address: 2~1.:t,~'-.- ~ v"" ;\,., .. <. 
. . f. ~ --':{ c • .J 1---J ''-),-- 1 "--<~_-- i;, i _:. e 3 

E~ma,1. .j:;, f'<.t'\..,._ f· ,
1
o..l-.c?t:- L<.. ......... 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject 
Date, 
Attachments: 

Brett Piper 
SAMP Public Comments 
SAMP scoping requests 
Thursday, September 2.0, 2.018 5:47:00 PM 
samo auestions piper.pelf 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting' We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these. or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·scoping request.· Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase ! Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts. including from noise and 

~ 
Port intend to study the 316.000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? . 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

\f human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 

' 2027? ootential harms. I 

Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ' 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way. Burien. Tukwila. Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft I 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present: for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Pro1ects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? I Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
W~I Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years. to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 'tQ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation. causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

~ the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of ham, to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and w noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. w to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements. 3"' unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the tR the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3"' neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3"' Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To detem,ine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

~ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 3gs,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerat1ons 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ij 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaIan 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting~~ 20~8, 

Name: 13,--{;tf ~ I ft; IL Signature: l~~:J:::::.L~~:::::::::::::::::---

Address: l(o(,O~ J.-~-e,.. ltv<. S"v-1 iJr\(h wct 1f(~(, 
, I 

E-mail: b re++ f, f e-,@- 3m0·, I. Co Iv\ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


fi'Om: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

seer303@earthlink.net 
SAMP Public Comments 
SAMP Scoping Request Comments 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 1:27:15 PM 
SAMP Request for Air Study RLP pdf 

Dear Mr. Rybolt, 

Please find attached my requested scoping questions for the SAMP you are preparing. 

Slncerely, 

Randall Parsons 

17030 Sylvester Rd. SW 

Normandy Park, WA 98166-3434 

seer303@ea rthlink,net 

mailto:seer303@earthlink.net


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
~ 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental b.'r,,)C' Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additionaf 'F' 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental '\ ,, 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional j ::t'.-1 :,, 
human health and says long tenn aircraft overnight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is ·key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long~ Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all A 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmentai. ' / y 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federa::Y. / -
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Pa , 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Prrnects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) , ~l c.A' 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ,, 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

' world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
direcUy relating to Sea
Tac Airrvlrt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3"' 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rt:1 

Runwa\t? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
arowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra.fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of hann to 
elderty citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rt:1 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and , 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from / 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the r\. / 

unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the / 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port Vlll _,,,. 
projections, please include a study of / -
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
o~tions. 
Please include a study of the benef~s , 1%7 
to human health and the environment , 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire r,,,.,,ion. 

Please Include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September "' 

Name')<Atv'r.:>oLt..- f ~~ Signature: 

Address: 17 o 3o ?'j/..-V~ j2.i> ;;;:w. 
{Vl::>J?,.,rviAN"Py' pn.(</<, !,v"A Cf f?t~6 -Jlo57 

E-mail: 5-ee,, fo3 €- ea.f" 11,l:n/<,n e.-/-
Submit fonn on your own/add comments at: SAMP@pottseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@poriseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: ...,, 
Attachments: 

Randall and carol Parsons 
SAMP P\Jblic Comments 
SAMP Scoping Request Comments 
Thursday, September 27, 20181:22:33 PM 
SAMP Request for Air Study CAP pdf 

Dear Mr. Rybolt, 

Please find attached my requested scoping questions for the $AMP you are preparing. 

Sincerely, 

Carol Parsons 

2727 SW 149th Pl 

Burien, WA 98166-1657 

sealodge@eartblio k. net 

mailto:sealodge@earthlink.net


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questtons 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97 .000 aircraft overflight operations cP environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summaoy; Port·s of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ~r environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port·s will not be projects and Centuoy Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal er environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park. 
from aircraft noise and Burien,-Tuk'Mla, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? Term Prniects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, cP world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association. correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway. include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particJe Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Aimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elder1y citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique. Fuli Time 3"' Oespite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3,d Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire renion. 

Please Include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

CP 

c_p 

cP 

cP 

c'P 

c-P 

Name:?A,eo.1.- PA.f<.,;'q,/.> Signature: X ~ PCV\~7\11~ 

Address: 2 7--2-? ~ W I l--fC\71-1,...f L; ,,- / / 
7 E,vf2-1V'-/, vvA c:it,. = 1 "'"" - .,5 

E-mail: > eo I ool ::;e €.- -e i')-r'-Jt.,I i"' /,:., ,,,,e...J--

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP l'ublic Comments; 85peto@msn com 
SAMP Scoping Public Comment 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 12;08;23 PM 
Scooina Comment Peto ndf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Frank Peto of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forvvarding comments on behalf of the Mr. Peto be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we·ve added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ! 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ~fa Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights ' already added in last four I i 
vears? i ! 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 

I 
Please include a complete assessment i 

I Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
• Why not study of the : own consultant 

I

, impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

.ef' ,P environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 

' 2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not I Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study , of the human health and environmental 

I human health and all of Des Moines, i impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal-Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ~j) from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft i 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

i south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? , Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the 

I 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 

Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the I studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
y.j) world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any I 

health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ! 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies ) Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include 1 assessment of the results of critical , 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle • Sea-Ta<: Airport studies now underway I 

i waiting for the results of study from UW and ·1 before proceeding with the .l 1 /\ 
I the pending studies in the airport environmental revtew for the SAMP. ,-::7 / 
i the State of Washington : mitigation study • ' 
't directly relating 10 Sea- i' from Department of I I 
Tac Air rt?C ,::eom,,_,.mer=:<°"e.·~---1--------------c-+----l 
Sensitive populations? i-Studies have found Please include a compfete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to ; of the unique human health impacts 

, unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and 'J from noise on elderly citizens and 
j noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. ~"'-""-""="-.-----+""-""'-"'-'-"'"""~--1----------~--t--··-! What About Overnight i Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

\ Flights? Will Port collect : concluded study review and assessment of the 
j and assess global ! increased risk of ~ unique human health impacts from 
'. scientific studies relating ! human harm from i noise from ovemtght flights. ! to impacts from ovemight overnight flight 
- fr hts noise? noise. 
' Unique• Full Time 3"' . Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
\ Runway Use. How will I statements, 3ro unique human health and _ 
: Port separately assess i Runway now full~ 1 environmental impacts from the -:;J .P 1 
; t~s '':'1;.'.'ai:-!s. oft~ fut!- I time, 

1 

exponential increase in overflights over j ; 
! time usage of the 3"' : ne1ghborh00ds beneaU, <:1nd ,,uar the l ; 
\ Runwa'J? ; 3/(1 Runway. ; i 
! What if Your I SAMP Executive. , To determine the risks of error in Port • 
Pro~ions Are I Summary ' projections, please include a study of I 
Wrong? How are you Inaccurate; est. :, the heatth and environmental lmpacts i.3-;J 

i accounting for the impact ! 398.910 f!ights by _: from increased aircraft operations that I 
! if your estimates of I 2019; we are at I exceed estimated Near Term 

rowth are too low? 413,000 now. O rations. 
1 Regional Airport Now? f The Port has ! Please include a study of the benefits 
, Are you studying the refused to join calls : to human health and the environment 

!

, benefits of a regionai for siting a regional : in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairty distributed 

' throu hout the entire ion. 

Please include the requests l have lnltlaled above in the scope of the SAMP 
environnwntal review. Deadline for commenlin; September 28th 2018. 

Signature: ~2"'4,.C l 
I 

Address: '.i'-1& S 2/{.. ,,_..,, Sr TC../ow 
. Oi!!''S Ho 1,v,tj; W,. 9"rl'?y 

E-ma,I: c 
,,, 5 pe-c.:; ~ r?"')$n ~ <::._Q,<4 

Submit fonm on your own/add comments at: SAMP@potlseattle.org 

_.;,£0 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: Lisa Patton 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 6:34:52 PM 
Scocina Comment Patton odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Lisa Patton of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us fotwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Patton be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
' Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and li I 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ' ' human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ' 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

' the 97,000 new flights ' 
already added in last four i 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental . 

' Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ' 

ti ' 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the j 

' 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' ' the Long-T em, Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. I 

' capacity is reached in growth plans for 
I 2027? ootential harms. 

Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

vf human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

• from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? ! Term Proiects. ' 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

0f studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential hamis suggest, or hypothesize any 

I health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft I 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

! health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and I 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

t.,f I 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of I 

Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment I 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts vf unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight i fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the ' ' Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the ! Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reAion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se!:r 28th 2018. _, 

Name: Lim Pm 'N Signature: _@)1 Pl2ttfS 

Address: ISO~ &. ¼!111 ot' 1 \)e5 fl\bl'NJ ct,f/1q 
E-mail (h \u-, y ~ Q ~ \ . lfa IY\ 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

' ' 

J 
' 

ti 

L-pi 
I 

_i 

lJ'! 
' 
' 

,.. 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


from: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; steveooedersen@comcast net 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, 5eptember 23, 2018 2:53:34 PM 
Scoolna Comment Steve Pedersen.pdt 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Steven Pedersen of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Pedersen be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.» Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

'1 Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 5;JI Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from n~ and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. : 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of : growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights ! 

already added in last four i 

I 
vears? I i 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive ' Please include a complete assessment i Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
' Why n~ study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional I 

human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 7//[ environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP LQ!J9 "C&Rn,.llision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be , projects and Century Agenda growth I anticipated to begin when studying total - plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ' 

I 2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all I 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 5// human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, F_!de,ral 
environmental impacts a/Wav1 W,ay, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park., 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' 
emissions, in ~ of the six I Normandy Park., overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport ! and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? ' Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include an studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all , world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around ! harms and extent such studies explore, find. 

-5,1/ world relating to human i potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment : from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? i overflights and impacts on human 

i health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 9'/ waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

i Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 5,,1.f' 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on ~l@rly citizens children from children. 
and children'? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please indude a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the ?/'/ 
and assess global increased risk of : unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

"5// Port separately assess Runway now full- I environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3ro neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3ro Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of ~// 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. OMrations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls I to human health and the environment '5,// benefits of a regional for siting a regional : in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. i growth is m_Q_@.fa~istd.buted 

I throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septe'!'ber 28th 2~ 

- ~ n (o-Pc"f/.5 ~-;, . %£.-..<.- ;;J Name: Sfc !let-' r, Signature: vi, ~ • 
;, 

, . ~ o~-,lvf sr- 1:::::,1,qt.,/-c._tA-~, ...V/f 7,J'o<..l Address: IP W .,) ""'- ,,_ -, ) r 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

j 

' 
' 

I 
' 

I 
! 

' 

I 
' ' ! 
1 

' ' 
! 

' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
ec, 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP f'ublic Comments 
Erik Peterson· Larry Cripe 
SAMP Public comment on Scoping 
Friday, September 28, 2018 8:50:04 AM 

erik Deterson comments.pelf 
ATTOOQD1.htrn 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Quiet Skies Coalition member Mr. Erik 
Peterson of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment 
Review. 

Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 
acceptable ways of filing. We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other 
Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment 
form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Peterson be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain today, so that we can arrange for an alternative delivery method. 

Thank you, 

Scott Stevson I Communications Director 
Quiet Skies Coalition 
206.913.8454 
iofo@auietskiescoallion.net 
scottsteVSon@me.eom 

mailto:scottstevson@rne.com
mailto:info@guietskiescoaltion.net


,OUIIT SKIES 
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The Suatalnable Airport ...... , Plan ($AMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome k> the SAMP acoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - q.-tions we 
certainly have tor lhe Port of Seattle. Ask the Port petSOnnel these, or any q..ations you want. We 
also want k> make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of - que-ns 
included In the scope of the environmental N!Yiew. tor each q.-tion we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.· Just initial any request you want. sign at lhe bottom. and find QSPS wlumeera wiH 
collect and p,ovide them as a matter ol public record k> the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete....-
What'a AlrNdy raised annual of the human health and amrironmen1111 
Happened? How does ove<flight total from impacts, including from noise and 

. Port intend k> study the 316.000 k> emissions, resulting from the additional 
~--( : human heallh and '413,000. 97,000 aircraft overilight operations 

environmental impacts of growth from the last tour years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last tour 
w,arg? 

, Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Pleae include a complete.,._ 
'Own Long-Tann Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not atudy of the own conaulant lmpacta resulting from additional 
human health and says long tenn aircfllfl ove,lllght operations tor the /' ' environmental lmpacta of study is "key.· But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' . -,_, 

i the Long-T arm Vision Port's wiH not be plOjects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plana tor 
202n I harms. 
~ Gaog,aphy? The Port haa not Please include a complete study of al 
Wlff Port study unique committed to study of lhe human health and environmental 

I ; human health and all ol Des MoiMs. impacta tor II of Des Moines, F-.SI 
environmental impacts F-.a!Way, Way, Burien. T-. Normandy Park, r::: . (' 
from ain:n,ft noise and Burien, Tukwila. and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft • ,· 

emissions, in al of the sui Nonnandy Park. overftighta. from 2013-present for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and tor Long 
"""'hbor cities? Term P 

, lJaa CWNnt Science? Studies around the Please include al llludies (worldwide) 
• WIii Port revieW all wortd now exist on from at least the last 19n years, to the 
studies from around hannsand extent IUc:h studies explore. llnd. 
world relating to human potential ham,s 

1 
suggest. or hypothesize any " Ir, 

health and environment from aircfllfl noise association. correlation. ceuntion, or 
.. 

Impacts from aln:nlft and emissions. other potential linkage - aircraft 
i noise and pollution? i overflights and Impacts on human 
! health or Iha environment. 



Walt For Pendl119 - Regional studies Please include a review and 
Sc:ie,-? Why is Port un~. include usenmenl of the 191Ulls of criical 
proceeding without uttr•llne particle Sea-Tac AillJOrt studies now u~ 

,1 waiting for the resulls of ltUdy from UW and belora proceeding will, the r 

the pending studies in the airport envil'onmental review for the SAMP. 
. 

the S-of Washington mitigation study 
dlrec:lly relating 10 Se■- from Department of 
Tac AilDOrl? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies ha .. found Piene include I ccmplete utesamenl 
I ,.,. you studying 111e risk of harm to of lhe unique human heatth impac:11 ' from noile on elderly cilizans and 

. I 
1 unique impacts of aircraft: elderly cttizens and . 
noile on elderly cilizans cllildntnfrom childl9n. 
and children? aiR:raft noise. 
- About Overnight Studies ha .. Please Include a ccmplele scientific 

(' Flight■? WII Port collect concluded study review and .-nt of the -~-·· 
andas .... globlll -riskof unique human heatth impacts from . 

. 
1 scientific; studies •ling human harm from noise from CMlfflighl flights. -.---
i to impacts from ooemigl,t CMlfflight flight --
fl'"hls noise? noile. 
Unique • Full Time 3"' Oespile historical Please Include a ccmptete study of the ., 
Runway U... How will 9lalllments. 3"' unique human heatth and r- , f . . 
Port separataly- Runway now ful- environmental impacts from the . 

the impacts of the ful- time. exponential lncreae in overflights ove< ·---
~ 

time usage of the 3"' neighbothooda benealh and near the 
Ru ,, 3"' Runwav. 
-lfYour SAMP~. To da181Tnine the risks of enor in Port .. f" 
p~- Surnma,y projeetions, ple8le include a study of :'· '. 

Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the hNtth and enwonmental inpacts 
occounting for lhe impacl 398.910 flights by from inCl9■Md ain:taft _.iiona lhat 
if your estlmaln of 2019;- ■re II exceed-•- Near Term 
arowth are loo low? 413,000 now. ,,_rations_ 
~•Airport- The Port has Please include a 8ludy of lhe - -- . r 
Are you studying the refused to Join eals to human heatth and the environment 

i •. _) 

benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities If ---. .. -
aifport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed ----

lh=-hout the entire 
. . 

PINN Include the r■q- I have Initialed ab<Mt In the ecope of the IIAMP 
envi'°":-'.tal .... , .... : Deadline for commen11ng 7=•• 21"' 2011. 

Name. •• , , I,_ _( .._ "€: J( r , , Signa1ure . ..,~,._ ________ _ 
, 

Address: '' 1( I ' • •• I, A , , 
, I .• l /f,·._ )h· 

Submit rom, on your own/add comments at: SAMP@pomeallle.org 



From: 
To: 
ec, 
Subject: 
Date, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments 
Susan Plecko; Larry Cripe 
SAMP Public Comment on SCoping 
Friday, September 28, 2018 8:52:41 AM 
susan oledco comments,odf 
ATTOOOOLl'ltrn 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Quiet Skies Coalition member Mrs. Susan 
Plecko of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment 
Review. 

Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 
acceptable ways of filing. We believe the IO comments below pertains to "Are There Other 
Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment 
form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Plecko be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain today, so that we can arrange for an alternative delivery method. 

Thank you, 

Scott Stevson I Communications Director 
Quiet Skies Coalition 
206.913.8454 
info@auietsl<1escoaltion net 
scottstevson@me com 

mailto:nfo@guietsklescoaltion.net
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TIie Sustainable Airport .... , Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meelingl We're prov1dlng a list of umple quesllon8 - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Po<! penonnet theae. or any question• you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject m-of any of - questions 
included ,n the scope of the environmental ..-, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request• Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom. and find QSPS volunteers wiR 
cofteC1 and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete -
Wllat'a Already railed annual of the human heafth and environmental 
Ha_,,..i? How does ovelflight total from inpacts, including from noise and • Port inland to study the 316,000 to emissions. resuning from the additional - ·n 
human heallh and 413,000 97,000 aircraft ove,ftight operations 1'-" 

' environmental impacts of growth from the last four yea,-. 
the 97,000 new ftlghts 
already added In last four 
w,ars? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Pleae include a completa-
Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human ,_.,, - envifonmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

, human heallh - says long 18ml aircraft ovelfllght operations for the 
I environmental impacts of study is "key .• But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision y] I the long-Tenn Vision Po<l's wil not be projects - Century Agenda growth I anticipated to begin w11en studying total plans. 

I capacity is ,_ in growth plans lat 
, 2027? nnMntial hann1 . 
. Aclequno Geography? I The Port has not Please include a complele stUdy of al 

I Will Port study unique convnllled to atUdy of the human health and environmental 
human heallh and all of Des Moines. inl)Kb for all of Des Moines. Federal 

,

1

: envifonmental inpacls F-Way, Way. Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Palk, 

-1/J from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
I emissions. In au of the six Natmandy Part<, overflighll, from 2013-preaent; for the 
'I south-end airport I and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Ptojects; and for Long 
"""'hborcities? TennP 

f UM Cumnt Science? Studies around the Please include al studies (-rldwide) 
W~I Port review all wor1d now exist on from at least the last len years. to the 
studies from around 1 hannsand extent such studies explo,e, find, 
world relating to human potantialharms suggest. at hypothesize any 111 
health and environment from aircraft noile association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and inpacts on human 

heatth at Ille environment 



r= For Pending New Regional studies Please include a le'liew and 
nee? Why is Poll underway, include -t of the results of critical 

' ptoceeding without ullnl-llne par1icle Sea-Tac Airpoll studies now underWay ' . 
waiting for the results of study from IJW and before proceeding with the /,/ 
the pending studies in the airport environmental lfNieW forthe SAMP. 
the S- of Waahington mitigation study 
dlrectly Nlating to Sea· from Depa- of 
Tac Aimnrt? Commerce, 
Senaltlft -lallona? Studies ha .. found Please include a complete_,,. 
Ate you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human healh impacts ,,s/ unique lmpac:ts of aircraft eldefty cllizans and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly ciliZens clllldNn from cllilclren 
and cllildren? aircraft noise, 
What About Ovemlgt,t Studies have Please Include a comp4ete scilnllfte 
Fllgllta? Will Poll collect concluded study Nview and an.sment of the 
and assess global --riakof unique human health impacts from ,:,1 scientific -ie• -1111 human harm from noise from overnight lligh1s, 
to inpaels from oWHrllg/l! overnight flight 
...,his noise? noise. 
u..._ . Full Time 3"' Oeapite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway UM. How will sta_,3"' unique human healh and i 

Poll separately nsesa Runway now fu~ environmental impaCIS from the j/1 the inpaels of the ful- time. exponential inctease in owrftights.,..,. 
time usage of the 3'" neighbolhooda beneetl> and near the 
R ? 3"' Ru""""'. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To deleffnine the risks of em,r in Poll 
P1ojectlolw Ate Summary ~•. pleaU ,_ a study of 
Wrong? How an, you Inaccurate: aat. the healh and environmental irnpaels 6/J accounting for the Impact 398,910 ftlgh1s by from increased aircraft opel1llions that 

,Wyouraalimalesd 2018:waan,at exceed estimated N-Tann 
an,toolow? 413,000 now. ,.,_ration,. 

~I Airport Now? The Poll has Pleaae include a study of the benefits 
Ate you studying the Nlfused to join cala to human health and the environment j/J benefits rA a n,glonal for siting I n,glonal In the six airport neighbor cities W 
airport? airpoll now. g,_., Is IIIONI fairly distrtbui.d 

thmunhout the entire !ROion. 

Pleae lnclucle the raq-1a I haw Initialed above Ip the ecope of the SAMP 
envlronlllefttal review. Deadline for -rnentlng ,e:ber 2P ~•· · 
Name: .'){J.)A,-J /Ju::~1,kit' Signature H-1A..,..._.. ('l,lR/k} 

. ' r 

Address fie, fl)(!'!',.. .~ <tc' :x: ,Jti.4'16 T', iJ A 44 fC'f.:J. 

E-mail: .S.q.::,AtJ ('L CW, ..._t .. 2('tt{!.A..;, t, /\: ~ T 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@potlseattJe.org 

' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


from: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: oeter@ohiliosoublishina com 
S.ANP Pubic Comment on Scoping Peter Philips 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 5:34:31 PM 
ScoPiD9 Comment Philips feter.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Peter Philips of Normandy Park, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Philips be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to : emissions, resulting from the additional (\n . 
human health and 413,000. : 97 ,000 aircraft overflight operations ' 

' i environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? ' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment i Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

! human health and says long term aircraft overllight operations for the 

P1 environmental impacts of study is ~key. n But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. ' 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? . notential harms. . 

.

1 

Adequate Geography? ; The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique 1 committed to study of the human health and environmental I 

! human health and all of Des Moines, , impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

{Jf 
i 

i environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, • 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft I emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overtlights, from 2013-present; for the 
i 

south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long . 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. ' 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or i 

impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. . 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airnort? 

' Sensitive populations? 
• Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flirihts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 

I arowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 frights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, ~ease include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Operations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire r~ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environ_mental review. Deadline for commenting tptember 28~ 2018. 

Name: e0 P !-/IL. ,Ps Signature:~ h: 
Address:f!Gfl "{A, --u V,-1_,_, I>,.<;"", N.:J'"vl"'"o/ ?,;,.l tvA- °l~(b,,b 

E-mail: f'l-le)Jplc/,,1-11v1Al:Jt;.S~1<~3. ( '""" 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PubUc Comments· stevenDedersen@comcast.net 
SA.MP Pub He Comment on Scoping Kay Pedersen 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 2:56:05 PM 
Scooioa Comment Kay Pedersen,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. V. Kay Pedersen of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Pedersen be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your 
own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neiahbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary: Port's 

i own consultant 
: says long tern, 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
notential harms. 

, The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
. of the human health and environmental 
i impacts, including from noise and • 
: emissions, resulting from the additional 
I 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
i growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
. of the human health and environmental 
; impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Tern, Vision 

, projects and Century Agenda growth 
! plans. 

' 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 

. from at least the last ten years, to the 
' extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest. or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

(//ff 

' 

i 

Vf!f ' 
r 

i 

vrP 
' 

' ' 

L'r-1P 
' 

' 

i 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
' Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

I 
' " ) the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

: , .. ~. '({ the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of ham, to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of ; unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human ham, from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd .

1 

unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- - time. • exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3m neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. • To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. : the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by . from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at , exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

i throuahout the entire reaion. ' 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope.,Qf _the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2~018. 

; • -
Name: V, 'f,,,, · /'6 <10 f "£1v 

- ) -; , 
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• 
/· ' ~I 

I 
I 

/1ft, J I 
V ,, 

'(I ' 
' I 
I 
I 

ViYI 
I 
• 

V' ;./ 
' 

. 
' ; />. ~ 
; 

< 
Address: (, 

; . 
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Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To; 
Subject: 
Date; 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; fsoeto@msn com 
Re: SAMP Scoping Public comment 
Sunday, September 23, 201812:10;26 PM 
Scoping comment Peto-Pdf 

On Sun. Sep 23, 2018 at 12:08 PM Quiet Skies <quietskiespugetsound@gmail.com> wrote: 
Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt. 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Frank Peto of Des Moines. Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of the Mr. Peto be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 

mailto:quietskiespugetsound@gmail.com


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' 
! What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental i 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and .:_:-fa i Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional i 

' human health and 413,000, 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ! 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. I 
the 97,000 new flights ' 
already added in last four i 

vears? ' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive i Please include a complete assessment ' ' Own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's I of the human health and environmental i 
Why not study of the 1 own consultant 1 impacts resulting from additional 

I human health and 1 says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
4,/J! environmental impacts of study is "key: But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ! 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not 

I 
Please include a complete study of all 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, 1 impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, g=J) from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, • overflights. from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the 

I 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 

Will Port review all wortd now exist on . from at least the last ten years, to the 

I 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

trP world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise . association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

i health or the environment. 



I Wait For Pending New 
1 Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea-
TacAi--rt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 

i Flights? Will Port collect 

I 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 

i fliahts noise? 
, Unique • Full Time 3" 

I Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 

: &:e :~pads of thP. full-
~ ! time usage of the 3 

! Runway? 
: What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 

i accounting for the impact 
: if your estimates of 

rowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 

, Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
I 

Please include a review and 
underway, include . assessment of the results of critical 
ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
children from children. 
aircraft noise. 

1 
Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

' concluded study review and assessment of the 
increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
statements, 3ro 1 unique human health and 
Runway now full- ! environmental impacts from the 
time. exponential increase in overflights over 

. .. - ••• I ne1ghbornoods oeneau I c:1nd , ,Ga, ,h .... 

i SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
I Summary projections. please include a study of 

• 3ro Runway. 

1 inaccurate; est. , the health and environmental impacts 
398,91 o flights by I from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at • exceed estimated Near Tenn 
413,000 now. 0 erations. 
The Port has I Please include a study of the benefits 
refused to join calls ! to human health and the environment 
for siting a regional i in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport now. . growth is more fairly distributed 

' throu hout the entire re ion. 

I 
' 

;;JJ 
j 

I 
I 
' 
I 

' 

i 

i-3:,,71 
7/1- ' . 

' I 
I 

l3P I 
i 
I 
' I 
! 

3_p; 
' 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Signature:----lw,,~ Z _,.,;,ffi 
I 
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Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PubUc Comments= iulie98055@vahoo.com 
Pu bile Comment on Scoping SAMP 
Thursday, September 27, 20181:54:35 PM 
Scooina Comment Julie Panalllnan odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Julie Pangilinan of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding these comments on behalf of the Ms. Pangilinan be deemed 
unacceptable, please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request: Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INmAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

1?: Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of ! growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights • already added in last four 

I vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional I •\ 

! 

human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ,!.;__j_, I 
environmental impacts of study is "key," But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

//7 
• 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth . . . I , 'I,, 
anticipated to begin when s1udying total plans. Ii '! 

j " ! 

capacity is reached in growth plans for i 
2027? .-.ntential harms. ! 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ! 

Will Port s1udy unique committed to study of the human health and environmental !Jl 
! 

human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, , , r' 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft I j ) 
emissions. in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights. from 2013--present. for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long V 

neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~ 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation. or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

ii) waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ' ' 
the State of Washington mitigation study . J j 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of " 

J TacAimnrt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

J 
., 

Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 1' 

unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and I, 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. , ; I 
and children? aircraft noise. i ,/ 

What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

J,P,. 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human ham, from noise from overnight flights. ")' to impacts from overnight overnight flight I 

. , , I/ , fliohts noise? noise. 
1 Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite histoncal Please include a complete study of the 

ffl 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3n:1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3n1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3n:1 Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detem,ine the risks of error in Port 

j :fl Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts c 1 ., accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that ' I' 1 '} if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413.000 now. Qru:irations. 
Regional Airport N-? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

H
,J Are you studying the refused to Join calls to human health and the environment .J.. benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed / I 

throuchout the entire rP.nion. ' ;' ·-
; 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 

i , 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

i 

I 
I 
I 

environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se mber 2$Jl'~8- ~' 
• D '( ~• 

Name: .Ju I It r ting, 1 1 ,r4·0 Signatur : r 
/. 

Address:;J_•(tl--7 /?-Iii /Nt'0; J)Jsfito;~,ztd /,ti, fo/9f 
E-ma11:JL1/,f fW556fj/iJP. ~ 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portsaawa.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: QuietSk~ 
To: 

Subject: 
SAMP Public comments· Z7tommv77@outlook.com 
Public comment on SAMP Scoping 

Date: Sunday, September 23, 2018 8:17:12 PM 
Attachments: Scooina Commeor Pelffl odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Thomas F. Pelzel of Burien, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Pelzel be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment ' What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from i impacts, including from noise and 

_J) Port intend to study the ! 316,000 to , emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations nvr environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four ' 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's : of the human health and environmental ' ! 

• Why not study of the own consultant j impacts resulting from additional 4 ' ' human health and says long term : aircraft overflight operations for the 
' environmental impacts of study is "key." But I Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision i 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be I projects and Century Agenda growth I 

' anticipated to begin when studying total : plans. i 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ' 
2027? ootential harms. I 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

I human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

-rrP environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? 1 Term ProiPcts. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the ! Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, -rrP world relating to human potential harms i suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise I association, correlation. causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. ! other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? ! overflights and impacts on human 

I health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

7lf the State of Washington , mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- 1 from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

nP Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderty citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have , Please include a complete scientific I 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 1W 

! 

and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from i 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. i 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique• Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, Jrd unique human health and 

1W1 Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3ra neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 

1 "'rowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septe ber 28th 2018. 

Name:;//vrnrr:; J::"fet c::8l Signature: 

·TPP 

1W 

Address: /371/0 lb A'e S{c., Bc(K'lcJ// tvt4 o/8' 16 

E-mail: 7J-f'OmJ1,L/ 77 <i_ 1
Ct(TL.C>CK.Cei'Y/ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 
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I 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments; Deoise@oblllpspublishioa com 
Public Comment on SAMP Scoping .... , 

Attachments: 
Monday, September 24, 2018 10:01:14 PM 
Scooloa comment Denise Philios,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Denise Philips of Nonnandy Park, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to HAre There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Philips be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

' Why No Study of 
What's Already 

1 Happened? How does 
! Port intend to study the 
' human health and 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
i raised annual 
1 overflight total from 
I 316,000 to 

. • 413 000 I • 
i environmental impacts of j 
the 97,000 new flights . 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's 
Why not study of the own consultant 
human health and , says long term 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But 

! the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be 
! anticipated to begin when studying total 
i capacity is reached in growth plans for 
! 2027? ""'tential harms. 
: Adequate Geography? The Port has not 
Will Port study unique committed to study 
human health and all of Des Moines, 
environmental impacts Federal Way, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, 
south--end airport and SeaTac. 

' neinhbor cities? 
Use Current Science? Studies around the 
Will Port review all world now exist on 
studies from around harms and 
world relating to human potential harms 
health and environment from aircraft noise 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. 
noise and pollution? 

: 

SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 

i emissions, resulting from the additional i A) f 
97 000 aircraft overflight operations P • 
growth from the last four years. . 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 

Jf Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental • 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

JJf Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 

~f suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

I 

. 

i 

I 

I 

! 

I 

! 
I 
I 



• Wait For Pending New 
• Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Aimort? 

! Sensitive populations? 
, Are you studying the 
[ unique impacts of aircraft 
I noise on elderly citizens 
: and children? 

What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flinhts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full-

I time usage of the 3rd 

, Runwav? 
What If Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
orowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

1 Regional studies 
I underway, include 
,

1 

ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 

, the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of hann to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 

. aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3ro 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

I Please include a review and 
I assessment of the results of critical 
' Sea-Tac Air'port studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

! Please include a complete study of the 
, unique human health and 

environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3n:1 Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Onerations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throuahout the entire renion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. , 

Name: i) uw·S-<.... '"PJ,._,_4',; Signature /Id~ ':f"~ 
Address: / 9 t, 71 1}1,,_r.,,_. < {I{ c,_J 2,.,e_ SI</ 

. A/ n---nw,, 

0 

;::, ,,.-k Cvlf- '7f IC, t, 
E-mail: \. . , ' ~ 
~ s.,e:, wt.$ ;u" £-t_, ,3, ~' C,,<'n-1 

Submit form on your ownlaiid comments at: sf..MP@portseattle.org 

I 
' ' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:Projectic.ns


From: 
To: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: Susan Jeqlec Perecsen 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 10:02:37 PM 
Scoping Comment Petersoo,Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Susan E. Petersen of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Petersen be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

r Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a ~m_plet~~sessment I 
! What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental_: 
i Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ( 0-"' 1 Port intend to study the 316,000 to "emisSlons, resulting from the additional V,..,_, ! 
: human health and 413,000. 97 ,000 aircraft overflight operations 
i environmental impacts of ' growth from the last four years. 
! the 97,000 new flights • N ··-" Po s...; :-- t-u_A"' ..,.. i already added in last four I VI - I I ' / + , 
1 vears? • ~: ·" e ,~ 0v1J e .. .i\ l""'-t . ' 
' Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please indlude a complete assessment 
1 Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
! Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
I human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the u~ 
i environmental impacts of study is ~key.~ B1:1t Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ::i-- r ' I the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
i anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
I capacity is reached in growth plans for 
, 2027? notential harms. ---·- . 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include ~mplete studrmf all 

I Will Port study unique committed to study of the human httl1t a11d e,,vtro mental . l 
! human health and .aU of- Des-Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 
: environmental impacts C Federal Way-:-0 Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, I 

i from aircraft noise and SUr1en, iukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ,· ~{) 
·' ! emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the • ' ' i south--end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 

i neirihbor cities? T em, Proiects. ' 
i Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I ' 
I Will Port review all world noW exist 6n from at feast the fast ten years, to the 

I studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
, world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any :,;. GI: 

health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ; 

impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft I 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human I 

health or the environment. I . 

http:0V\c>\.UI


Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
I Science? Why is Port -'1 underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

proceeding without 1.V ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway i 

waiting for the results of study from UW and before_£1.C2f~~·n with the 
.)er the pending studies in the airport envirOiirTienta review for the SAMP. ' 

I 
the State of Washington mitigation study :Sr! 1 f' f vi. ,fµ,(-1 . directly relating to Sea- from Department of II}:,_ 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. c , ''"-" { '.7 l ,:1.,-.~ I 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please intlude a complete assessment ! 
_ Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts i 

I unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 'f O I y £ 
I noise on elderly citizens children from children.j\A>fhf'l""--' ~c" 1.k, ' 
i and children? aircraft noise. ' •--',,1."J ,...J1c\l ' 
, What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific I Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from i . " 
scientific studies relating human ham, from noise from overnight flights. ! .,J 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight ( ._, 1\-\0..A.., t l ~b 
fliahts noise? 1 noise. 
Unique -Full Time 3rd ] Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements. 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now ~II- _ environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. ~ \ • J. i exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd 

\ ,\1_, VJ
1
• rf'~· • . neighborhoods beneath and near the 

Runwav? L.\' (, : ... ,'- <-\-11 3rd Runwav. !'1,) ,.\,._,),, i •.;,<. 

What if Your SAMP Exe'eft'Jtive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tern, 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. One rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits ' 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire r.:.nion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se.,Ptember 2a,t11-20,1s. 

' ..;<1 

~ 

c;f 

N ~ - ,,:: ~ + r s· .~. c,,, ''-- :, .. :<'v.ic--· ame: )U.SL.:.I\ t::- 1;12. e. 5 e r1 Ignature: .,o..~•-c.·.c''-"""~1c,-..,,~-'-'-'--'L-~ 
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i 
i 

! 

' 

' 

' ' I 

' 

. 

Address, '3.'i'Bo 'j (,~A~ ;,~ . t<',-(t.,,J. ~ (./,./, '\ \C<.1) 

E-mail: '() f'"' .\er s .2. _ q I c<- M ">,'I . c cw, 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

http:SAMP@portseatt/e.org
http:children.j1


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Publk Comments: Pm516@hotmail.com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan ($AMP) Environmental Rev;ew 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5:14:21 PM 
Scoping comment Petruska,Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Patti Petruska of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Petruska be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. lf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of . Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
, What's Already . raised annual of the human health and environmental 
'i Happened? How does 

I

: overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
, Port intend to study the , 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

frf' human health and : 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of ! growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four : 
vears? , 

. Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive I Please inciude a complete assessment j 

Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's 1 of the human health and environmental ! 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ft : the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth i 

anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for i 

2027? notential harms. ' 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all i 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

1 human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

-rf 1 environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects: and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the , Please include all studies (wortdwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, r--P world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of , study from UW and before proceeding with the 

f(f the pending studies in ! the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
I the State of Washington I mitigation study 
, directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
' Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
, Sensitive populations? Studies have found ! Please include a complete assessment 
: Are you studying the risk of harm to • of the unique human health impacts 

pf unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have , Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded i study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of 

I

, unique human health impacts from .P-P scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

i fliahts noise? noise. 

I

. Unique. Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the {tf the impacts of the full- • time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 

, What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
i Projections Are Summary : projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. , the health and environmental impacts ,{)tP accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by i from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at I exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qnerations. 

i Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
i Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

yf 
I
i benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire renion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in he sc:ope-,if the SAMP 
environ~tal reviH De)adline for commenting Sep m~~ 2 th 018. 

Name: fft°T{P- I:; 1 kU'ik A Signature:· 

Address: R: .4><, 9L'<;Jf f, Ce-., /ll::..a.c""\ d'fl YB IC,,[, 

E-mail: fY'P<,11.,,G A:)"rJtzy}n Gb)'p ., 

1,1..>!l-'d I I • Ccy'L-c 
Submit form on your own/adil comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments= dos042@amail com 
Comment on the SUstainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5:18:38 PM 
Scooina Comment Seiler odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Debra Palmer Seiler of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Seiler be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.· Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' 
; Whafs Already raised annual of the human health and environmental i 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

I Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations <,:,P-::, I 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

• the 97,000 new flights ' 
already added in last four I 

vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

G:>'3 the Long.Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 

i 
2027? ootential harms. ' 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all i 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ~ 

emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
~-;:;;> 

south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any -- / 

' 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 

i impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

' health or the environment. i 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra•fine particle Sea•Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

~ ,, ✓ 

the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea• from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 0'';1 
noise on elder1y citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from i::~ 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please inclucle a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 1 ~~ 
the impacts of the full• time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3n:1 Runwav. 
What If Your $AMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

-✓ accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now, Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

~>I'S,. benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed I 

throuahout the entire reQion. I 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name'D,--4,,i=,Pc-lmc,- ,.:;,e; lev Signature~ (' c&£~ 
Address:Bo4 ~- ;,..,1J,,,,~S+. Oe---<' r,--,c.,res. WA "'t'ii:'L"l!!: 

E-mail: c-4,s o '-\ ;.,.e✓ °l """"1 \ (!,:c,.-,-, 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
SUbject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
$AMP Public Comments; dorgtbypederson@hotmail.com 
comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental RevieW 
Thu/Sday, September 20, 2018 11:22:01 PM 
Scornno Comment Pederson.odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Dorothy Pederson of Burien, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 
public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 6 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 
stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comments on behalf of the Mrs. Pederson be deemed unacceptable, please reply 
to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want ro make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
inciuded in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sampre 
"scoping request.• Just initial any request you want sign at the bottom, and find QSPS 'JO!unteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port, 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

! What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and £pP/ 
I Port intend to study the 316,000to emissions, resulting from the additional : ; , 

human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations , I 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ! , 
the 97,000 new flights f : 

: Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a compiete assessment 

already added in last four ' i veers? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ! 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resuftlng from additional 

• human health and says long term aircraft ovarflight operations for the 
environmental Impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision I the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be I projects and Century Agenda growth ' I 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. ' 

' capacity is reached in growth plans for ' ' ' 2027? i ootential harms. ' ' 
Adequata Geography? . The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

I 
Will Port study unique ' committed to study of the human heatth and environmental i human health and all of Des Moines, Impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, l}Jf ' from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' I 
emissions, In all of the six , Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the ' 
south-end airport I and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long i 

: neinhbor cities? i Term Pro..,cts. i 
; Uu Current Science? I Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 

' • WHI Port review all 

I 
world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the I studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, '( world relating to human , potential harms . suggest, or hypothesize any 

health and environment 1 from aircraft noise i association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft 1 and emissions. 

I
' other potential linkage between aircraft 

noise and pollution? I , overflights and impacts on human 
' health or the environment. 



I Walt For Pending New ! Regional stl.ldies Please include a review and I 
I 

! Science? Why is Port I underway, include assessment of the results of critical I proceeding without i ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

I~ 
I 

waiting for the results of 1 study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies In ' the airport environmental review for the SAMP, I I the State of Washington mitigation study ' ' directly relating to Sea- from Department of i 

• TacAi=rt? Commerce. ' ' Sensitive populations? Studies have found I Please include a complete assessment 
~ 

Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 

, noise on elderly citizens 
' and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port colleci 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from ov,;might 
fliahts noise? 

I Unique • Full Time 3"' 
i Runway Use. How will 
, Port separately assess 
i the impacts of the full-
time usage of the 3"' 
Runwav? 
What if Your 

I Projections Are 
I Wrong? How are you 
i accounting for the impact 
I if your estimates of 

rowth are too low? 
' Regional Alrpo11 Now? 
Are you srudying the 
benefits of a regional 

: airport? 

risk of harm lo of the unique human health impacis 
elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
children from children. 
aircraft noise. 

i Srudles have Please lnctude a ccmplete scientific 
ccneluded srudy review and assessment of the 
increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
human harm from no,se from overnight flights. 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

: statements, 3rd unique human health aod 
j Runway now full• environmental impacts from the 

exponential increase in overflights over 1 time. 
I neighborhoods beneath and near the 

3"' Runwav. 
SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Summary projeetions, please include a study of 
inaccurate; est ' the health and environmental impacis 
398,910 ff~hts by ' from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at exceed esumated Near Tenn 

1 413 000 now. O rations. 
: The Port has Please lnctude a srudy of the benefits 
, refused to join calls to human heanh and the environment 
for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport now. . growth is more fairty distributed 

i throughout the entire region. 

~ 

' . 

Please include the requests J have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review, Deadline for commentln S.p\ember ~"i/,l!-'lft;-, 

Narne))rrcf!i '/ f'kief:501 I Signature: : •• 12£077 
Address: J /.) c/ 's tu ! Ljc;-1 P/ 

~ 'I I •• 1 I .. ·' 
E-mail: J~ r 0"t:11y fed ef'':JD rib!J1ormZ'J ;/. C 011'/ 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PybhC Comments; soarkerward@comcast.net 
comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SA.MP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, 5eptember 20, 2018 11:18:15 PM 
Scoping comment Parker pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Sharyn Parker of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 
EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 
comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 9 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 
stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comments on behalf of the Ms. Parker be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 
all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from I impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to I emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 7 environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please indude a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 71' environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 

, 2027? ootential harms. 
! Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
i Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 7 i from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present: for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects: and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Pro;ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the , Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

I studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, I 

world relating to human . potential harms suggest. or hypothesize any I 
health and environment i from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



I Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
' Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea� from Department of 
Tac Air--"'rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flichts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full• environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. . the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by · from increased aircraft operations that
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? , 413,000 now. Qnerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire renion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: >lrlMy;v l'/JJZf<we.. Signature: h� £...,(,,A.-

Address: //;f.t-tJ ,;?;.""- ,Uu ?fv, .�1,...,, tt.1,1 f,Pt,t,- �3/Y

E-mail: 5l'i/1lK'E-l<./,UIDJ/J('-'N hl,r,j x ,4/E-7
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: .... _ .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
$AMP Public Comments; Susan Tealer Petersen 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 10:07:35 PM 
scoping comment Peterseo.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybol~ 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Susan E. Petersen of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Petersen be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health SndeOVfronmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emlsSlons, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 

' ~vt PoS 5h,u{"') -" l \ 
J/4Jtl. eO<cNiu\e,,v\ t t""'--t , • 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's 
Why not study of the own consultant 
human health and says long term 
environmental impacts of study is ~key." But 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be· 
anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not 
Will Port study unique committed to study 
human health and au of.Des-Moines, 
environmental impacts ( Federal w~y,'~ 
from aircraft noise and Buner'f, 11.i'kwila, 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, 
south-end airport and SeaTac. 
neiahbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

Studies around the 
world noW8XISfOn' 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

Please inc,ude a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

--- --- -- -- -··- . 

Please include ~ complete stud\'.}'f all 
of the human he mental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide} 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 
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Wait For Pending New ·'Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port ~ underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ")¥ ultra-fine particle Sea~ Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and be~~~,n with the s.:r the pending studies in· the airport environments review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 

,.i c :5 (11 f f J.. .j-,.,ulv . directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. • C v ,, ;z, '- { '.] 0. CY';>-

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please intlude a complete assessment 
Are you studying the , risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

I unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and . 1 t) 9P 
noise on elderly citizens children from children.,l,\A>thtrA.. .' ~ c,J. '''" >< -· ' 
and children? aircraft noise. ; .,,,(,; ,.::ilc'-
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from a/ ! scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. , 

' 1 to impacts from overnight overnight flight (,_,r,~.cu.; \l-b 
fli0 hts noise? noise. 
Unique -Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 0 

Port separately assess Runway now\.~\11).-, environmental impacts from the 41.-\' the impacts of the full- t~me. v.J) ,~. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd - c\ ,\v_,c\~(i:w 

neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? L-1' 3" Runwav, N ,1 ,,1" "" i 1. ,· 

What if Your SAMP Exe'eC tive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

~ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Onerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

yf Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire fAnion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting S~ptember 2''"20,18. 

Name: ~JU. SC~I\ i; ~ fe/ Se '1 Signature: (f1,,~<1 <.i, ,~r j~ t ~,t,a w---

' ' 
i 

i 
i 

i 

I 

I 
i 
i 

i 

: 
' I 
' 

; 

Address: c\'iBo 17 G #\ /tv-e-1-wR s~ . leciu.J. ~ (,l/"- <t'.?cv; 
E-mail: '(i f '-'-\€rs .2_ _ '1 I L' M <;,'\ . l- OWl 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://quietskiespuqetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
Impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare ( 1 00m x 1 00m) of 
south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 
neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over ~ 

airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 

~ impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount - if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 

&. airframe itself, as majority- of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
opposed to just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software 
engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 

extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 
to study the human health new NextGen emissions, resulting from the additional 
and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNR RNPs growth from the last four years, as well as 
new flights already added 

were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen in last four years, as well 
utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. as procedural changes? 
time. conventional I LS arrivals. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 

~ 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 

environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 

anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, tR health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 

~ 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 

waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 

the pending studies in the airport SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 

noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 

scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 

~ 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. c::.., 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 

~ benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP environmental review. 

Comments must be received by Septe~ber 28'" : ~-

Name: Signature: ~~........,,-.......... ___ ..:::::=:=.____--"'.__-"--',.__ ________ _ 
', 

Address: 

E-mail: 

If mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Porl of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 
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We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these ~uestions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http:/ lg ui etskiespuqetsound .org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION 
Why no study of noise 
Impacts outside the six 
south-end airport 
neighboring cities? )( 

I tJ U I 

Why no study of the 
noise generated by the 
airframe Itself, as 
opposed to Just the 
engines? cl 

l ,C '11 

! srlilo ybJ 
ml Gl:l c 

Why No Study of What's 
Already Happened? 
How does the Port intend 
to study the human health 
and environmental 
impacts of the 97,000 
new flights already added 
in last four years, as well 
as procedural changes? 

Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reac;:hed in 
2027? 

COMMENT 
For communities 
under a NextGen 
RNP, such as 
Vashon Island, the 
airport, and all its 
impacts, effectively 
moved in next door 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 
On arrival, a large 
amount - if not a 
majority - of the 
noise comes from 
the airframe and 
extended control 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

;, 

Overflight totals 
went from 316,000 
to 413,000, and the 
newNextGen 
HAWKZ and 
MARNRRNPs 
were substantially 
utilized for the first 
time. 
SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
po~ntial harms. 

SCOPE REQUEST V 1INITIAL 
Please include in the SAMP's scope 
studying every hectare ( 1 00m x 1 00m) of 
the Puget Sound Region that has more MY! 
than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 
a year, at less than t0,000 feet with the 
same level of detail as the cities directly 
neighboring the airport. 'ufa bns 

,1 I 

Please use tools that can accurately 
model airframe generated noise, and if 
the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
for this purpose, then addition software 
must be used to augment the AEDT 
results. 
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Please include a complete assessment of 
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mpacts, 1n u mg rom no se an V: 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years, as well as 
the first significant use of the NextGen 
HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. 
conventional ILS arrivals. l! 

Please include a complete assessment of 1 

the human health and environmental 

aircraft overflight operations for the Port's I}//} 
impacts resulting from additional fl 
post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 1'._-( 
and Century Agenda growth plans. 
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Use Current .Scien~e? 
Wil!-Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
!"i'pacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

Wait\ F.or Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of. 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to , 
Sea Tac Airport? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flights noise? ··,. 
What If Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates. of 
growth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

J 't. • ,, 

Studies around the 
world n,ow ~xist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. , 

Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at leasMIJe last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, fiod, 
suggest. or hypothesize any association, 
correlation, causation, or other potential 
lirikage between aircraft overflights and 
impacts on human health or the .. 

. ~environment. . 
Regional studies Please include a review and assessment , 
underway, include •of the resl:llts of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 
study from UW and with.the environmental review for, the 
the airport SAMP. 
mitigatien study ~~ J' • • . .... ifh .. : .• _-c-

from Department of ,' ' ,., ,'(· ~ • •. ~.o t 'r 't~·· 
Commerce. . , ' ,.. i,., : ,1 

Studies have found • Please include a complete assessment of 
risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 
elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 

The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

'I 

. , ' 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review ana assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from noise 
from overnight flights. 

To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of the 
health and environmental impacts from 
increased aircraft operations that exceed 
estimated Near Term Operations. 

Please include a study of the benefits to 
human health and the environment in the 
six airport neighbor cities if growth is • 
more fairly distributed throughout the 
entire region. 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

~ Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

~ Why not study of the own consultant impocts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

~ Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ~,..., Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overilights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

4--a::, proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

~ Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ,r;,;:;) 

noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

~~::;) 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

~ Runway Use. How will statements, 3 rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ~ 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3 rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

~ Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

~ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ~ 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 2~8. 

Name: L: ,-...,/,,_ t=!,.~/1<? Signaturr:M: •<-~ 

Address: Z..~I if/' ..S~ il tr _;i tr- ;:::--w ~#is~~~ 3 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



Q



R



From: 
To: 
SUbJect: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP P1Jbllc Comments: nanCV6rI@comcast.net 
SAMP Scoping Public Comment 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 12:02:41 PM 
SCOping Comment Robertson,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Nancy Robertson of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other [mpacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comments on behalf of the Ms. Robertson be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·'scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of 

I 
Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment i 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
I 

Happened? How does ; overflight total from - impacts, including from noise and i 
Port intend to study the ' 316,000 to I emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. ' 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of gro'Wth from the last four years. "'~ ' the 97,000 new flights 

I already added in last four ; 

' vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 

I

• Please include a complete assessment i 
i Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's , of the human health and environmental 

I VVhy not stud~· of the ov.-n consultz.nt I !rnoar:ts .-e-=.ulting from additional i 
human health and says long term airCraft overflight o • • I environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SA Long Term VisiQ:D _;,, 

M-, the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and CentorfAgenda gro'hih 
anticipated to begin when studying total ! plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ' 
2027? ...,..tential harms. ----·-- -· ------Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please inr.1ude a complete study of all ' 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the h• man health and enviro 

I human health and all of Des Moines, impacts ror all of ues Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Norin~indY Park. Nl from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, reSLilfiiiQ-froriiaircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. 1 Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ' 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ~ I world relating to human potential harms suggest. or hypothesize any I 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

: health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airport? 

, Regional studies I Please include a review and 
underway, include i assessment of the results of critical 
ultra-fine particle i Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 

Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
risk of harm to , of the unique human health impacts 
elderly citizens and j from noise on elderly citizens and 
children from children. 

I and children? aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 

l What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliohts noise? 

increased risk of r 
' human harm from· 

Unique .. Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3ro 
Runwav? 

overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. 
Projections Are Summary 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. 
~a~t~e impact 398,910 flights by 

.I
/ 1f your estimates of··--~ 2019; we are at 

arowth are too low? --....... 413,000 now. 
Regional Airport Now? , e Port has 

; 

Are you studying the rE !fused to join calls 
benefits of a regional LJ r siting a regional 

. airport? ___,,,... i airport now. 
i ·---- I 

~ase include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment ottt,e 
unique human health impacts from) 
noise from overnight flights. _ / 

Please inclu~ ~.rnplete....s!_udy of the 
,.urnque humar r'Nfalth and ) 
~nvironmental i u ,e 
e • • 'ease in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 

I To determine the risks of error in Port 
! projections, please include a study of 
: the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 

i exceed estimaf~m 
' OpeJStiOns. ·-
Please include a study of the benefits 
tO: numan health and the environment 
in tt,e six airport neighbor cities if 
gro h is more fairly distributed _.,.,. .. / 
throu • .· ---

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environ~ental review. Deadline for commentin tember 28~hn _ ! 

Name: /l\:cu ~'1 ~ G b" c I c ~ 'r) Signatur ,_,, (,_;:;;;',_ ,,,._ 

Address: '!,v'7 S ,;i.,i,:ksr 1::;;io::i_ 

E~mail: {\Cl V\4,\ (c ...-1-<.i:• L: 1,","Y\ Q Cl~< ..ur,---

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@port.seattle.org 

' i 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; robinrawlinas@sbcglobal net 
SAMP Public comment on Scoping 
SUnday, September 23, 2018 2:00:10 PM 
SCOPing Comment Rawiings,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Robin Rawlings of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us foiwarding comments on behalf of Robin Rawlings be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 

all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
induded in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·scoping request" Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
coHect and provide them as a matter of pubtic record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INmAL 

Why No Study of Four-year inaease Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
H_,...rlHowdoes overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

tf/, human health and 413,000. 97,000 airaaft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
UQ~rs? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a compfete assessment 
0wn Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting Imm additional 
human health and says long tenn airaaft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn VISion i?I the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached In growth plans for 
2027? hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of au 
Will Port study unique oommitted to study of the htman health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, inpacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

I.IP, environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien. Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aira-aft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south.-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
n""';'"'hbor cities? Tenn Pr,.,;-... 
Use Current Science? studies around the Please include all studies (wol1dwide) 
Will Port review all work:! now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hannsand extent such studies explore, find, 

/4,( world relating to human potential harms suggest. or hypothesiZe any 
health and environment from aircraft: noise association,corretation,causation,or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wail For Pending N- Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway ,t',( waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
direclly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a comP,ete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts -t!,f;' unique impacts of aircraft elderty citizens and from noise on elder1y citizens and 
noise on elderty citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Owrnight Studies haw Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ,( ,e 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3"' unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full-- environmental impacts from the A,e the impacts of the fuU- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3111 neighbomoods beneath and near the 
Runwa,r? 3"' Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts A'-1! accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased airuaft operations that 
W your estimates of 2019; we are at exoeed estimated Near Tenn 

are too low? 413 000 now. ns. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefrts 
Are yoo studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

A',( benefits of a regional for siting a regional In the SD( airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

thro• .,..hout the entire n:>nion. 

Please include the requests I haw initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28" 2018. 

Name: f. b; " /E .._ o.J /:,., :f Signature: ~ ,,P~ _ 

Address: ;' .Z i;:_ .r, ,l 7 ti r~ /7 t• ' '~•.+I _,_., -~7 _,, ,. ~ I'' ::, :i 

E-mail:.,.,-,, ;-,1wl:~,· e ,,-1,c. ✓/,,{,..,)_,, I<. t' 

Submit fonn on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Dave Ramey 
SAMP PubUc Comments 
FW: Airport plan 
Monday, September 17, 2018 7:53:46 AM 
scan0001 odf 

Please see attached. I am very concerned about health effects from the huge increase of aircraft 

over our neighborhood. No more expansion! Dave Ramey 
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The Sustainable Alrport Master Plan (SAMP} 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ·)+~ environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

~if-human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is ~key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ~,._,e._ enVironmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wor1dwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~1,(.._ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

~+~ the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Air ....... rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please indude a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts y~t--unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

~1,~ 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique~ Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

\r>i. Q-. Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighbortioods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of "'~ Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qn.:orations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

~J-Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire renion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting S tember th 2018. , 

t=.J...r..\ C\J'<J'\ W,,, 9tbo ~ 
E-mail d,,r~ ~ L,,\J\> W<,,,\-. L\. S 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@pottseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Dave Ramey 
SAMP PYblic Comments 
FW: Airport master plan 
Wednesday, September 26, 2018 7:25:02 AM 
scao0018.odf 

Please see attached. 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and cu,_,, Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long•Tenn Plan? Summaiy; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional &..~ human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.·· But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Centuiy Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please indude a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, cu from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions. in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include alt studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years. to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, tee world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

,'.¼ waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from ovem;ght overnight flight 
flif1hts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3,d unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time_ exponential increase in overitights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398.910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. nn.c.rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire re~ion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the $AMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting SeP;t~~~r 28~ 2018. 

Name (~ ,__ f!_ (l.. /( 1,.,,, 1 c..y i, Signature: bJ-fi f,-1~ -

Address 711 JO 211 L-/"±: p '-
E-mail t t,R..~t"f 1>1 ft, b((ll..lL,,lt•Tv/ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

W-._ 

W. 

{,d. 

Ju. 

CA.,{__ 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments· marqorolf@aol.com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SA.MP) Envlronmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 201811:37:08 PM 
Scoping Comment Rplf.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Margo Rolf of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 
public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 11 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 
stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Rotrs be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 
this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT 

Why No Study of Four-year increase 
What's Already raised annual 
Happened? How does overflight total from 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to 
human health and 413,000. 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 

, Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's 
Why not study of the own consultant 
human health and says long term 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be 
anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootentlal harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not 
Will Port study unique committed to study 
human health and all of Des Moines, 
environmental impacts Federal Way, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, 
south-end airport and SeaTac. 
neiahbor cities? 
Use Current Science? Studies around the 
Will Port review all world now exist on 
studies from around harms and 
world relating to human potential harms 
health and environment from aircraft noise 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. 
noise and pollution? 

t: tted s Gvl ~ 

C- I (-1~a:A (:_,. I 

SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Please include a complete assessment ! of the human health and environmental ' 
impactS-,--iricluding from noise and 

. 

emissions, resulting from the additional 

✓. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision J projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

' ! 
' ' 

Please include a complete study of all 

I of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal J I 

I 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ! 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft I overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 

! from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, ' 
suggest, or hypothesize any ' 
association, correlation, causation, or i 
other potential linkage between aircraft ! 

' overflights and impacts on human I 

health or the environment. : 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
nois;e:;.ii o -y citizens children from children. 
and ildreni", aircraft noise. 
What vernight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3n:1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019: we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Se tember 28th 2018. 

v 

v 

/ 

L/ 
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Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: .... _ 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; riordans2@outlOQk.com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 201810:28:12 PM 
Scopirrg Comment Riordan William pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. William Riordan of Burien, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Riordan be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase 

I 
Please include a complete assessment ' 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental i 
Happened? How does overflight total from • impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

1)/';;r human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations r t. \. i 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four ' 
vears? I 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

i Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
' Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional I 

human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the lef:X1 environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

A# environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neichbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the •

1 

Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on , from at least the last ten years, to the 

IA studies from around harms and , extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms ' suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise 

I 
association, correlation, causation, or 

impacts from aircraft and emissions. : other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

i

. overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

)Jff( the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airn.ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

)v.zt(~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elder1y citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

I~'~,,: and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from ovemight flights. V l---/f'\,_ , 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fli,,hts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 1#, , the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over ·/J --~ 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the • 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive, To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts tut'i:.~ accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Onerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment )Jg'/ benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

• rt? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed ·' i airpo . 
throuahout the entire rtM" ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28"' 2018. 

//. ' 4- . 
Name: lv.Y/V1I {.//7f{j},,4/v Signature: i·v,.;(l;Y21,C,;t/o d 
Address: ;243JS cJ/1/ 1?]!11) 5,, dc·1,<';,E-;1/ Jv/7 "-jq;,,;t: 

E-mail: (/, 'i?/4Jl{2{2L<I/L,,(,::. '" 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; riordans2'o)0utlook.com 
comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 10:19:02 PM 
Scoping Comment R1orc1an.p(lf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Jane Riordan of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 
EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 
comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 
stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Riordan be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 
all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
«scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional .• 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ' environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. r--
the 97,000 new flights 

I already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

~ human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long, Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total , plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 

' Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
! Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

A:-i human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien. Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present: for the 

I 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 

' neinhbor cities? ' Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
Will Port review all world now exist on . from at least the last ten years, to the 

I 
studies from around harms and ; extent such studies explore, find, 1-- ' 
world relating to human potential harms i suggest. or hypothesize any i 

health and environment from aircraft noise 'I association, correlation, causation, or 
' impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft i 

noise and pollution? 
i
i overflights and impacts on human 

i health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway. include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

l the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ~ noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. L to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

L Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3"' Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts (L_ accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413 000 now. Qnerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

to human health and the environment Are you studying the refused to join calls 

L benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental r:iew. Deadline for commenting serry:ber 28th 2018. 

' I 
i 
' 

' 

. 

' 

I 

Name: J ,•'.)(J..,;? ~OQ...,\)f\1..) Signature: 1Ttl- ,-__, 

Address: 0 4,,:, ')\i-.l 171,.µt) 'S'( • ~u0L0-.J \).,/><. 92'1,/:,b 

E-mail: r, 0 (.1-.u.tl..S 2--@ 0 u\/1.0() L. L6/Y' 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
otential harms. 

The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Pro·ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Air ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
ffi hts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa ? 3rd Runwa . 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 

rowth are too low? 413,000 now. 0 erations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Signature: ~~ 

ff 

@f. 
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Name: Jo~c.p~ I<. ti d/Y'\ac4a.r 
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Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long• Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tern, aircraft overflight operations for the J-fl 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long.Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ~ from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south•end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neighbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

J5/c-world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
Qrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: I) evt 15 e. 1Q.e,~ A[c.e. Signature: ~ b ~ 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Al ready raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? otential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nef hbor cities? Term Pro'ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa ? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
O erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Signature:(9~/4?,d __ 

Jot-I tJ l<.t 2- 2Jtl-i)J 2-2-.~~t. 2.t:,18 
Address: ---r 
\'-lb l-0 2-~ It~ .>w 

E-mail: ~ u A...l. c..-J w'r"l cq BI'-4 

Jok.-.,:1J~ e ,t!I.W\-.:....1. ~ 
~ubmit form on ytfur own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and J~ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

~ human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

fa studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why ls Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway , 

~ waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea~ f ram Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 

~<-z noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ~ scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

0z Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

-5-z, Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ~~ 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
envlro';'."'ntal review. Deadline for commenting Se~ r 28th 2018. 

Name: .J i)f:.t "' /? ~ '/ rl-v<. • Signature: --"'~"-""'--------

~ Address: ;.. "'1 <, CO,.,? '1 7 @ 7 ,...,c,,f; I , C-,.--.,. 

E~il: Lf ;;i ;; I f i--- l < ! ..... r c;. ..,._ FI.,/ v1( ~ cJ 2 > 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subjectt 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: sell@iotela.net 
SAMP Public Comment on Scopirig 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 1:02:40 PM 
Scoping Comment Seil pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Phillip Sell of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the NEPA 
EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Sell be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in this 
email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these. or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
induded in the scope of the environmental reVieW, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS votunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
VPafS? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the di() environmental impacts of study is "key: But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth " anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached ln growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique oommitted to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

<KQ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park., overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neichbor cities? Term prn1ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wortdwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~ 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

k-r? J waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study ' directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Aimnrt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

,efj 
Ive you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderfy citizens children from children. 

'-\-' 

and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

<() and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3rt1 Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 

~ Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3ro neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

Ld' J Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that -if your estimates d 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qru:i,rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

~ Ive you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuohout the entire f'ROinn. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 201 

Address: -Z.9'-"l>? -iot-<- 'Pl. 5,., ~ ...... ..o,_,v 

E-mail: Se.-/1 @ I ._+ .. le.. . Ii &.--I-

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattie.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Jenny Smith 
SAMP Publk Comments 
SAMP request 
Monday, September 24, 2018 4:51:02 PM 
SH:1P Request odf 

Please see the attached letter with questions I request you look into as a member of the Des 
Moines community and someone who lives under the flight path. 
Thank you, 
Jenny Smith 
206-769-1626 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please indude a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? otential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and alt of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Term Pro·ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment 



: Wait For Pending New 
; Science? Why is Port 
• proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 

• the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air art? 
Sensitive populations? 

• Are you studying the 
. unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa ? 

Despite historical 
statements. 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa 

~ 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate: est 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 

I refused to join calls 
1

1

. for siting a regional 
airport now 

To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections. please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 erations. 

, Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting S tember 281 2018,,,-""l"l,r 

Name: Signature: 

Address: 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattfe.org 

I 

mailto:SAMP@portseattie.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Good morning, 

Raphael Sadowitz 
SAMP Public Comments 
SAMP 
Monday, september 17, 2018 8:39:02 AM 
scanned0OC Pdf 

Please see attached signed SAMP scoping request. Thank you. 

V/r, 

Raphael 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request" Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

17Jf human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations : f'.J 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ' the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the JU environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal Jlj' environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, IA world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 
Port separate!y assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase ln overtlights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa"? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
□rowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in t~~ scope of t~e SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septen;ib~r 28~Q18. , 
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Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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http:SAMP@portseatt/e.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
SUbject: 

SAMP Public Comments: keshjonsmith@hotmail.com 
SAMP Scoping Public Comment 

Date, 
Attachments: 

Monday, September 24, 2018 11:06:00 PM 
Scoping Comment Keshion Smith,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Keshjon Smith of Normandy Park., Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EAJSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Smith be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for tne Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. !f you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
: What's Already 
. Happened? How does 
' Port intend to study the 
human health and 

• environmental impacts of 
, the 97.000 new flights 
! already added in last four 
'vears? 
: Why No Study of Your 
: Own Long-Term Plan? 
: Why not study of the 
' human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 

: capacity is reached in 
; 2027? 
! Adequate Geography? 
I Will Port study unique 
1 human health and 
• environmental impacts 

from aircraft noise and 
1 emissions, In all of the six 
south-end airport 
neiahbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review a!l 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 

: impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is ~key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
rlotential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way. 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 

1 harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years 

Please inciude a complete assessment I 
of the human health and environmental j 
impacts resulting from additional 

INITIAL 

aircraft overflight operations for the \/ .C.: 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision \- J 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all ! 
of the human health and environmental i 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal l \/ L 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, i '(_-- } 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

1 

overflights, from 2013.present for the I 
Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long ! 
Tenn Pro1ects. : 
Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
from at least the last ten years, to the 1!,' '('... J 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypotnesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or j 
other pctential linkage between aircraft 1 
overflights and impacts on human I 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
• Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 

; waiting for the results of 
: the pending studies in 
' the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ort? 
Sensttive populations? 
A re you studying the 

i unique impacts of aircraft 
! noise on elderly citizens 
i and children? 
1 What About Overnight 
j Flights? Wilt Port collect 
j and assess global 
1 scientific studies relating 
! to impacts from overnight 
i fliahts noise? 

Unique - Full Time 3rd 

i Regional studies • Please include a review and 
: underway, :nclude _ assessment of the results of critical 
! ultra-fine particle : Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
i study from UW and : before proceeding with the 
the airport i environmental review for the SAMP. 
mitigation study 

1 

from Department of : 
Commerce. • 
Studies have found • Please include a complete assessment 
risk of harm to : of the unique human health impacts 

\'.-') elderty citizens and : from noise on elderly citizens and 
children from children. 
aircraft noise. ; 
Studies have Please include a complete scientific ' concluded study review and assessment of the ' 
rncreased risk of unique human health impacts from ' Y.---~ ; 

human harm from noise from overnight flights. i overnight flight 
noise. i 

Despite historical Please include a complete study of the ! 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3"' unique human health and : S 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the if 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over I 
time usage of the 3rd ' neighborhoods beneath and near the ! 

I 
' Runwav? ' 3~ Runwav. I 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port i 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of I 

I 
'(.-'7 Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts I accounting for the impact 398,910 mghts by 1 from increased aircraft operations that 

if your estimates of 2019; we are at I exceed estimated Near Term 
I arowth are too low? 413,000 now. o.....,,..,.tions. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has • Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

\l. '7 benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

• throuahOut the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name ),<es~"'' :)Y'vl•}\-, Signature Js'.e-tt\ji<k. '&1.,1-tl 

Address: \1i3 I I S-i Av'<c ~:Zll;< 
u~,. . S Vu( V'vtc,;,,J· o 

E•mail:- ,,. .. q,. ~~ j c1r,t, ,. , L1 , 
-D~t,>,',;w,,Jl.,@I Ho!-n,,.,, Co,,.,_J "V'1 4t14e 

Submit form on yovr own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattfe.org 

• 

' ! 

; 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: ...,, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments; sankeytJ@romcast.net 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 6:49:38 PM 
Scoping Comment Sankey Pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Terri Sankey ofSeatac, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Sankey be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping requese Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ! 

: What's Already • raised annual of the human health and environmental i 
Happened? How does overilight total from impacts, including from noise and 

K-,,0 Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in tast four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

' Own Long-Term Plan? Summary, Port's of the human health and environmental ' 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

+0 human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for : 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

i Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental ' human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal iv-0 ' environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
' from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ' 
Will Port review all world now exist on , from at least the last ten years, to the ! 
studies from around harms and • extent such studies explore, find, ~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 

' health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

: health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

~ waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ', 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 1v-
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

~ and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 

'ivs Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exµonential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa"? ' 3ro Runwav. 
What if Your I SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are ! Summary projections, please include a study of 

~s Wrong? How are you ! inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact ! 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. 0"""rations. 

The Port has Regional Airport Now? i Please include a study of the benefits 

I --<vs ke you studying the refused to join calls I to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

I 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire rec ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

! 
' 
' ' ' 
' 

i 
' 

' 

I 
' ' 

' ! 
I 
! 

I 
' 

i 
' 
' 
' i 

~~ot- ►k~ Name: Terr, L . '5 t{ "'k.e.{ Signature: 

Address: \ ). 81 i'/ ;).1.., 1!.' Ave.. S(>, 
Seo.. lo. c: vJ A 'i 8'11,:, ~ 

E-mail: ' t: f-SA t-11<. f/' TL@ L c ,"'"''~ '; .• ne. 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattfe.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments: sadowitz93@gmajl,com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Sunday, September 23, 2018 8:13:45 PM 
Scooina Comment Sadowitz pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Daniel Sadowitz of Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS $AMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to ~Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Sadowitz be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase ; Please include a complete assessment 
I What's Already raised annual [ of the human health and environmental 
, Happened? How does overllight total from . impacts, including from noise and 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to i emissions, resulting from the additional ' 
human health and 413,000. i 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ') ' 
environmental impacts of I growth from the last four years. ~ the 97,000 new flights ! . ,-' 

already added in last four 
' 

vears? ! 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive i Please inciude a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's ! of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant i impacts resulting from additional 

c/ human health and says long term : aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is ukey." But ! Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision /,;{-' ,_ 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be i projects and Century Agenda growth 

1 anticipated to begin when studying total : plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 

: Adequate Geography? The Port has not 1 Please include a complete study of all 
, Will Port study unique committed to study i of the human health and environmental 

W i} human health and all of Des Moines, I impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, :'/ 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft A--
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the " 
south-end airport and SeaTac. . Near-Tern, Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. ! 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include au studies (worldwide) ! 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

wt: studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft " 

noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

\__1 waiting for the results of study from uw and before proceeding with the .. , I 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. - J_ 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ''+- • 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and . , 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 

,l__/ ,---

I 
and children? aircraft noise. ! 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 1-, } scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 

f-.._..~ to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fli.-.hts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and ~i· Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

J the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in over11ights over 
time usage of the 3ro neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive, To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

c}.Y i Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that k'./ b , 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term i 
.-.rowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

'+-(' 'y . Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if .:U .--( 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

i lhrouahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 20J8. 

Name: D{t r1 1e / fr-.... J0 vf.J ,-+ I.. 

Address:.) 'iv3 C 7' '• () / ,\ 
I 

E-mail: 1 ,,d c ~ , t :c '/ 3 ri ') "''"I, c 

f i' /"" -:;t 
Signature: 6 ,, .,1 .. -.,:::;.( ,<Y''"t"q 

r , 
j-"'c: lj {. hl ( /,,V{,', y h.• .4 '-/r [,J j 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

I 
I 
i 
' 

I 

! 

' 
' 

I 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments: iansleez@aol.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 

Date: 
Attitchments: 

Sunday, 5eptember 23, 2018 8:31:59 PM 
Scooina Comment Janet Siezak,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Janet Slezak of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Slezak be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



;f-

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom. and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to I emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. , 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? I 

Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment l 

. Own Long .. Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant .

1

. impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be ! projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total j plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? i notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? 1 The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for au of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Parle, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the I 

south-end airport and SeaTac. I Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? I Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? I Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and 1 extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms , suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. ; otl'1er potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

• health or the environment. 



I Wait For Pending New 
. Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 

I the State of Washington 
! directly relating to Sea-
' Tac Airnrirt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 

; Unique - Full Time 3rc:1 
\ Runway Use. How will 
, Port separately assess 
! the impacts of the full-
1 

time usage of the 3rd 

Runway? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 

' rt? / airpo , 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 

1 Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
risk of harm to I of the unique human health impacts 
elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
children from children. 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human hann from 
overnight flight 
noise. 

1 Despite historical 
: statements, 3rd 

I Runway now full
time 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

; Please indude a complete study of the 
J unique human health and 
'I environmental impacts from the 
. exponential increase in overflights over 
1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 

31'(! Runwav. 
SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Summary projections, please include a study of 
inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
398,91 0 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at I exceed estimated Near Term 
413,000 now, Operations, 
The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
for siting a regional : in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport now. I growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire reQion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Signature: ~ .d-4J 

Address: "tis s 21.~+--t.,, ~·r tr. c ~ ..... 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

! 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public comments· oancvlsteohan@amaitcom 
SAMP Public comment on SCOping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 3:01;37 PM 
Scooina Comment steohao pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Nancy Stephan of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Stephan be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. lf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping· request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase ! Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual I of the human health and environmental I 

I 
Happened? How does overflight total from ' impacts, including from noise and I 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. . 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

-~-
environmental impacts of ! growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? I 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 
1 
Please include a complete assessment ' Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's ! of the human health and environmental 

' I Why not study of the i own consultant : impacts resulting from additional 

~ human health and says long term i aircraft overflight operations for the ! 

' environmental impacts of 1 study is ~key.· But i Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
' 

the Long-Term Vision ·1 Port's will not be i projects and Century Agenda growth I 

anticipated to begin when studying total ! plans. 
capacity is reached in i growth plans for 
2027? , ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? 1 The Port has not I Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study I of the human health and environmental µ human health and all of Des Moines, ! impacts for all of~s Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, , Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport I and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? ' Term Proiects. ' 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) , 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

cf)
'/' 

studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ' 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise i association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. : other potential linkage between aircraft 

' ' noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 
' : health or the environment. I 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies 
I 

Please include a review and 
I Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

proceeding without ultra~fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway , 
' i waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the HV ! the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ' the Slate of Washington mitigation study I 

' directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAir"""'rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment , 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and '-rt'\) 

' ' noise on elder!)'. citize□s children from children. 
arid children? aircraft noise. ' What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific I Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

(. ' and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from \ : 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from ovemlght flights. f;-i to impacts from overnight overnight flight i 

' flinhts noise? noise. I 
' Unique • full Time. 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the i 

' Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd I unique human health and ~,! Port separately assess Runway now full- j environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. . exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3n:1 I neighborhoods beneath and near the 

I Runwav? 1 3ro Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. , To determine the risks of error in Port 

7~ 
Projections Are Summary I projections, please include a study of ' 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. -

1 

the health and environmental impacts i 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by . from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nro'w'th are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits IJ. Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. ! growth is more fairly distributed 

' : throuahout the entire rP.€'Jion. 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Qulet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; jstrattonhaven@mso com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, september 23, 2018 3:04:06 PM 
Scooina Comment Stratton Jovce-odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Joyce E. Stratton of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 7 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Stratton be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these. or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

,

1

• Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions. resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of 

1 
grow-th from the last four years. 

"r' the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 

1 
Please include a complete assessment I 

' Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's I of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant 1 impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key.» But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda grow-th 

ryfr' anticipated to begin when studying total , plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for , J 

2027? ... -tential harms. , 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not I Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study , of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, 1 impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, . and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, ! overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long y 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the ·I Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and . extent such studies explore. find, 
world relating to human potential harms ! suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise I association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. ! other potential linkage between aircraft ,..,., 
noise and pollution? _: overflights and impacts on human 

! health or the environment. 



j Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airoort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 

• flights noise? 
, Unique - Full Time 3"' 
Runway Use. How wi11 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 

I

: Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
i::irowth are too low? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Stucties have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive, 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now, 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 

I environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3n:1Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
O___2.erations. 

I 

I 
! 

I 
I 

I 

! 

I 
I 
' 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now . 

Please include a study of the benefits ! 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if ~ 

1

! 
growth is more fairly distributed .1 

.. , . ' throuahout the entire reaion. 1 '------------'-----'-"""~-..... ~~,· .. -~.==========~---~---, 

Please Include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Js.y<e.__£ St-..-..... :+-r~ Signature:
1

(¥ h: ~ 
Address: /io7 '1 Z.tf!1( .St, !!1°!;, TJ,, rr)D. ~-. i,,,~ 'Jc;'?'J , 
E-mail:~; -sh--.«.. rt o..,, ~ .....,\.,4.. v.e. n&,_ ~ ..S,1, c....c. vi... 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:StV'A-.fT


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Corrments: vsamseidel@aol.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 4:17:26 PM 
Scgpjng Comment SeideLPdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Joan Seidel of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Seidel be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

! Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ! 

i What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ' 

1 
I 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and I 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional I 

' human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations I 
i 

environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ' ' I 
the 97,000 new flights I 
already added in last four ' I 
vears? i 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 
own Long.Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant i impacts resulting from additional fo human health and says long tenn 

I 
aircraft overflight operations for the 

environmental impacts of , study is "key." But . Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision I 

the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be I projects and Century Agenda growth I 
anticipated to begin when studying total , plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for ' 
2027? potential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? ' The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, ! impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

f environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? • Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the 'i Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

?· world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? - overflights and impacts on human 

; health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine partic!e Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the /7,' 

the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. /I. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 

, Tac Aimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to 1 of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and l noise on elderly citizens children from children. /"· 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight ; Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect : concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

? scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' I Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ,01· the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

y!J accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

,~, airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
I throug_hout the entire rA<iion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name:.Jcit,V t, ,SF11/EL., Signature: -_j~;;/ {'r<L)::r-/ 

Address: ,q 1 _) ·") . ---.1 • t> ry-J ~~ 7: (,.-<.- v' 7.i / 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

-

i 
' 
I 
I 
' 
' 
' 
' 
I 

' i 
i 

I 
' 

I 
I 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public comments· ibs253@oomcast net 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 ◄:58:44 PM 
Scoping Comment Scboelslec odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. John Schnelder of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Schneider be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 

in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP} 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questlons you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.H Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

; Why No Study of 
I What's Already 

Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 

I Why No Study of Your 
1 own Long-Term Plan? 
i Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 

, the Long-Term Vision 

I anticipated to begin when 
, capacity is reached in 
. 2027? 
• Adequate Geography? 
, Will Port study unique 
: human health and 

environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neiahbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

• Four-year increase 
; raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key.H But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 

otential harms . 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

1 Please include a complete assessment 
! of the human health and environmental 
i impacts resulting from additional 
i aircraft overflight operations for the 
! Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision • 
i projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
1 of the human health and environmental 
! impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
: Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
: and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects: and for Long 
Term Proiects. 

- Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

I 

I 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the " 

,, 

the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ;; the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of , 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to : of the unique human health impacts 0 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and • from noise on elderly citizens and , ' ' noise on elderly citizens children from ' children. -",' ,•.,. 

and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect , concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global i increased risk of unique human health impacts from , I 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 

,,,,, 
, 

, 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3ro Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd ' unique human health and 

).,, Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
,, 

the impacts of the full- , time. exponential increase in overflights over /,< time usage of the Jrd neighborhoods beneath and near the ,, 

Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive, To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ·, 

I 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that ·"/ 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 

. 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now, Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

I Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if , 

airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 
, 

throuQhout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28,1~018. 

• "/ • ' 
Name: -:-~it,,,.. ft.~v1,e.l./-1.~ Signature: '-;11'/~--~,1· ./::";,~-,.-~-/! 

-,1, (' . ~.,, J <"' ,._ ✓ 
Address: ., CO , ~ i1 v, ~ . 

1 
i , W, 

E ma-,I- ' 1 •· 'l <" ' ·•• • • ,,.,.,; ,, -f - , j", , • • ("' t"""~"•r ·•c 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

' ' I 
! 

i 
, 

' 

' I 

I 

! 
' 

I 

http:SAMP@portseatt/e.org
http:populatio.ns


From: 
To: 
SUbject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: isib11ra@hotmail.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 5:02:17 PM 
Scoping Comment Siburg Jim pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Jim Siburg of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Siburg be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 1. 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

' already added in last four 
! I vears? 
' Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive : Please include a complete assessment 

Own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overllight operations for the \ ' 
environmental impacts of study is "key," But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be : projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total ! plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for i 
2027? I riotential harms. ' 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not ; Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study ; of the human health and environmental ;.. :· 
human health and all of Des Moines, i impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, ' Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overilights, from 2013-present; for the I 

i 
south-end airport and SeaTac. 1 Near-Term Projects; and for Long ' 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. I 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any j ' 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



: Wait For Pending New Regional studies : Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include : assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle ' Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAi ..... ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of hann to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3n:1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- - time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3n:1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? ' 3n:1 Runwav. 
What if Your 1 SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please inciude a study of 
Wrong? How are you ! inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact ' 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of : 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. QnArations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: S,.,.,., c::,· \,..,. , r _ Signature: ____ ._,._____ __ 1---

Address: o~~; • ; u~,,: c:;t\-- (" 1 CJ __ ·_~ "'-; ·t; 
C),_,,!) ._;.;., (". ., ,.., ,, I l ,./ 

E-mail: • r L , ) 1", L Of _ / _ 
J -;;, , v ,_, , -· t,, fl . r,,.,q , , : CJ Y\,, 

Submit form on your own dd comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

- ', 

' • ' 

I 

' ' ' 
' ' ! 
' 
I 
I 

' I .. ·, 

-
. 

http:SAMP@portst:;;?t,e.org


From: 

To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments: l!sslaw@me com 
SAMP Public comment oo Scoping 
Sunday, 5eptember 23, 2018 5:51:29 PM 
Scopmg Comment St;einmetz.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Harry Steinmetz of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. steinmetz be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 

in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers wiJJ 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' 
1 What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental : 
'I Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

//,ff 
' 

, Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
: human health and 413,000, 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
i environmental impacts of growth from the last four years_ i 
! the 97,000 new flights 
; already added in last four 
1 vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' ; 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the /l--3' 
environmental impacts of study is "key,· But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ' Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental ' 

1 human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
, environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, /1_:f; 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the ' ' south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects: and for Long ' I 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. I 

Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
i Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

;✓P• world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

: noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and ' 
Science? Why ls Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

/,l.5_si waiting for the results of _ study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in . the airport environmental review for the SAMP . 
the State of Washington ! mitigation study I 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of I 

Tac Air□ort? Commerce. I 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ' ' 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts /,/,> ; 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. ' 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

1(5:5 • and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliQhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ii?} the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port ' 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

//?? Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 

i 

Qrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits i 

I 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment /!ff I 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ' I 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed i 

throuahout the entire rAlliOn. I 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th ~-

Name:ft,.,.A'1/ ~ :Syj;..,7,v; TZ. Signature: 

Address: fl,/ _5. Z!>'if~~L/tJ~.5"'1,1l'eq_ 

E-mail:/$~#' tJ!.-/11.f. C,,,,/J/ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From, 
To: 
SUbject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: scottsteyson@me coo, 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Suilday, September 23, 2018 6:20:36 PM 
Scooina Comment stevson.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. David Scott Stevson of Burien, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us foiwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Stevson be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 

1 the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your 
own Long•Term Plan? 

I Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 

• Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 

1 environmental impacts 
I from aircraft noise and 

emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neiahbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long tenn 
study is ~key: But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
potential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Please include a complete assessment i 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 

97,000h faircrafth ov
I 
erflt fight operations ,t "4 __ ?/: 

growt rom t e as our years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of au , 
of the human health and environmental I 

i impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal I 
'Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ~ i 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft • ,. i 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) ' 
from at least the last ten years, to the _ ~ ./1 
extent such studies explore, find, ~~~ 
suggest, or hypothesize any .,, • 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Alrnort? 

• Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flinhts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
I Port separately assess 
, the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa? 
I What if Your 

I 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 

, benefits of a regional 
airport? 

! Regional studies 
j undeiway, include 
, ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
, unique human health and 
. environmental impacts from the "'tt>~ 
exponential increase in overflights overf ,., I 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 1 

3rd Runwa . 
, SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
1 Summary projections, please include a study of 
inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
413,000 now. O erations. 
The Port has , Please include a study of the benefits 
refused to join calls : to human health and the environment 
for siting a regional , in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport now. i growth is more fairly distributed 

throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the s,.....~MP 
environ.mental review. Deadline for commenting Septem~a ,. 

Name: .)l,.., ;). 5 <-rlf S~✓ >~-- Signature'.' ~ 
r 

Address: ?/ ~O '.'> cJ lfptl,,, 4-r 
];_._✓ •"-~ 1,,-) ,A '\ S'l 4 ~ 

E-mail: 5 (...C)-,rt ~e.v~ ...... e,,. r,(f:. "'•-

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



"°"'' To: 
Quiet Skies 

Subject: 
SAMP Public Comments: badael'Wfilt@comcast.net 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 

Date: Monday, September 24, 2018 9:59:08 PM 
Attachments: Scooioo Commeot eatrid: Smith odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Patrick Smith of Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Smith be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each questioi1 we've added a relat~d samp!e 
~scoping request.» Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

1 Why No Study of 

I 
Four-year increase I Please indude a complete assessment 

i 

I What's Already raised annual I of the human health and environmental i 
: Happened? How does i overflight total from , impacts, including from noise and w : Port intend to study the 1· 316,000 to i emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. i 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of . growth from the last four years. i 

the 97,000 new flights 
, already added in last four ' ! vears? ' i 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive . Please indude a complete assessment i 

1 own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' ' ! Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
• human health and says long tem, aircraft overflight operations for the 1:)J ' environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-8AMP Long Term Vision i 

' the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth i 

' i 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? '"'"tential ha1111s. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all i 

I Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
I human health and au of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal • 

I

: environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila. Normandy Park. ,] from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? i Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

1.,~ : studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential haims suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. I other potential linkage between aircraft I 
noise and pollution? i 

i
i overflights and impacts on human I 

i health or the environment. I 



j Wait For Pena;ng New 
: Science? Why .s Port 

proceeding w!:r-.o...ir 
waiting for tre results of 

I 
the pendir,g sti..dies in 
the State :.f ·,\'2.;hington 

i directly reia: ~g ::. Sea
Tac Air"'c ·r:· 
Sensitive i:·.:.pi...'.ations? 
Are you s::_: _, :; ; t:'.e 

'unique im..:,.::_::.:: Jf a1:craft 
I noise on 2 •-c:"J :itizens 
I and chi!c::-c-;? 
What Ab :;i _ J,. ernight 
Flights? .f/ ::i.:,::: ::ollect 
and assess _;,cbai 
scientific s: __ ::cs relating 

: to impacts"-,:.~ overnight 
' fti hts n,:: ss ~ 
Unique • Fi... '. -;-· .11e 3rd 

I Runwa~r~ .. L. -_;:::ill 
Port secc. . .;.. . ~. .::::.::.~ss . 
thP. im,...~ -.:. ·' ··e '· ,i_ l - .• - ~•"--~ . ., .. .,J,L 

: tlme usa;2 _.: ::-:e 3,:: 
I Runway? 
! Whatif":'s. • 
: Projec::;c., . .;. ~.::: 
'Wrong? ..... : ::;,e you 
accour.: .. ; ·-:~ :.-~e ::npact 

I if your es::r·.ates of 
rowth a.-::c : Jo o.,...? 

Regiona' .! .. :;,:rt Now? 
_ Are you s. __ ;· ·; the 
I benefits ::' ~ ·,;;,;or.a! 
i airport? 

] Regionai studies 
i underway, include 
1 u!:ra-f:ne particle 
: study from UW and 
l the airport 
! rr:it:gation study 

: Please include a review and 
I assessment of the results of critical 
1 Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

j f;om Department of ' 
Co;.1merce .. 

I S: ... dies have found 

I ris.t.c of harm to 
. eJder:y citizens and 
I cni1dren from 
aircraft noise. 

• S:;.,dies have 
' co.1cluded 
inc:-aased risk of 
h.Jman harm from 
ove:nig.1t "'!ight 
ncise. 

! 

Despite historical 
sta:e:11ents, 3rd 

R.1.~ .Jay now full-

l~A'AP~ ti 
I 
~ : . c.xecu ve. 
S...;rrmary 

i :r:axurate; est. 
I 398,910 flights by 
! 2019; we are at 
4~3-,000 now. 

! The Port has 
re~used to join calls 
fo; siting a regional 
a:rport now. 

Please include a complete assessment I 
I of the unique human health impacts ! pifJ V. 

I from noise on elderly citizens and 'J u 
children. 

' 
1 Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from ovemight flights. 

, Please include a complete study of the 
: unique human health and ,.. 
I environmental impacts from the rc71Ji 0 

exponential increase in overflights over I 7, ,J..;. J 
j neighborhoods beneath and near the , 
. 3rd Runway. I 
1 To determine the risks of error in Port 1 

: projections, please include a study of .· r,,.11 
: the health and environmental impacts J ~ 
i from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 erations .. 
Please include a study of the benefits j 

: to t1uman health and the environment -fJ J} 
' in the six airport neighbor cities if . -r · • 
growth is more fairly distributed 
t1roJ hout the entire r ion. 

Plea,a:e ,rclude the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
en•.,;, ~r.,-:1enta~ review. Deadline for commenting September 2~ 201!-_ _/// 

N2 •• c r~t.-. ck j) s,,, 1 /, Signature: ~ ... 1 ~ 
Accass C//1, _:; $,,,~, f),/J /1~".J; F,/,,.; f'J/"j J,P-tf '7~(/:)3 

E-ma J~ /.J,rvv,,, I(? e c.,,,,..,,f, n ef 

Submi-t. form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@partseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP PYblic Comments: erica hiHmon@hotmail.com 
SAMP Public Cornrnei,t on Scoping 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Monday, 5eptember 24, 2018 10:14:47 PM 
Scooina Comment Erica Sdlindler odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Erica Schindler of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Schindler be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR VOice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.· Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

,

1 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 

I Happened? How does 
I Port intend to study the 
: human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
·-ars? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's 
Why not study of the own consultant 
human health and says long term 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But 

I the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be 
1 anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? :.-"-ntial hanns. 
Adequate Geognphy? The Port has not 
Will Pon study unique committed to study 

1 human health and al of Des Moines, 
; environmental impacts Federal Way, 
I from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, 
I emissions. in all of the six Noonandy Park, 
I south-end airport and SeaTac. 
! n"';,.,hbor cities? 
: Use Current Science? 
• Will Port review all 
! studies from around 
1 world l'erating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
hanns and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please indude a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overmght operations for the 
Port's post-sAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
ptans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resutting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
Tenn Pro ... ...-. 
Please include all studteS (wortdwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other patential linkage behYeen aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITTAL 

Vi 

qy 

tY 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies ! Please include a review and 

£(! 
Science? Why is Port underway, include I assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle 1 Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

! the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of ' TacAimnrt? Commerce. j 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment ' 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

Vi 
i 
I unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and i noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
! and children? aircraft notse. 

What About Overnight SbJdies have Please Include a complete scientific 

~' 

Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 

::b' to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhh, noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

1()- \_\ I Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Pon separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over ~I time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3n1 Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

V Wrong? How are you Inaccurate; est. the health and environmental inpacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that ! 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exoeed estimated Near Term 
nmwth are too low? 413 000 now. Qr -+ions. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refuMd to join calls to human health and the environment Qy, benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth Is more fairly distributed 

thro nhnut the entire -ion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 

environme~tal review. ~adline for commenting ~=:}f: ~ 
Name: i:,('i(P\ Se,1,i tnd\ev- Signature: ~-

Address: 1101..l \1,..\,\,, f'l-,c, L Du {Y1,,.:it-.1,Wt\ qe-1qe' 

E-mail: eri@ . l,,.-,1\llll'h V0r>t~i 1. Cl))vl 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

i 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:tY1\\,';t.1.Wf


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP PYblic Comments: bsco7tsmith@vahoo.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 

Date: Tuesday, 5eptember 25, 2018 2:02:46 PM 
Attachments: Scoping Comment Bam SMith,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Barry Smith of Seatac, Wa, regarding 

the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS $AMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 

website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 6 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Smith be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these. or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping requese Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts. including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ts environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, is from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present: for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. . 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAiroort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3~ Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. O"""'rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire renion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting ptem r 28th 2018. 

Name: 'f>A-12-rt--Y SM 17/t 

Address // D 3 > 'O 1"tt /r11G- 5 S 
5,;,4- ,wk 1Bf/, 

E-mail '0Sl0?(5MtTH e. y«Hoo uo,v( 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattfe.org 
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mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: ienwrena@comcast net 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 2:46;34 PM 
Scooma Comment Jennifer Stock,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Jennifer Stock of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 6 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding these comments on behalf of the Ms. Stock be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. lf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INmAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ' 

I 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 1 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and iyf : Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

1 human health and 413,000, 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights i ' 
already added in last four I 
vears? I 

1 Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

\ l i human health and says tong term aircraft overflight operations for the ' '. environmental impacts of study is "key.n But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision c, ..... .,: 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ---.. ., 

' ', - i anticipated to begin when studying total j plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

: Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
' human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present: for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term ProiActs. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

v-\\\ ! Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft I noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

: health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
r ac Airnnrt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 

1 fliahts noise? 
1 Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What jf Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
arowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 

1 
benefits of a regional 

I airport? 
, 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3ro 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate: est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019: we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

I Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3m Runwav. 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Ooerations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairty distributed 
throuahout the entire reoion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the $AMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septe_,.it,er 28th 2018. r7 / _ 

Name:1,(1,, -~ ( Z '.'.-:> \-uc '<.c. Signatu~: »n<-<-y<= /;...-<J :,-✓(_ 
1 CY - "/ ·•"·s+ Address: J -,, > ?- ~ a"- ''i' ~ 

tits;,,'",\v,,,~e3, b 'l 
E-mail: )<1,",J,.,!rey'"1(d rq;,,,,,/'r;_-A c:,.r ,0/... J_ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

! 
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I 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public comments 
schmidt-olympic@comcast.net: Larrv Cripe 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Friday, September 28, 2018 8:46:55 AM 
dave schmidt comments odf 
ATTOOOOl.htrn 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Quiet Skies Coalition member Mr. David 
Schmidt of Burien, Wa. regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment 
Review. 

Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 
acceptable ways of filing. We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other 
Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment 
form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Schmidt be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain today, so that we can arrange for an alternative delivery method. 

Thank you, 

Scott Stevson I Communications Director 
Quiet Skies Coalition 
206.913.8454 
iofo@auietskiescoaltion net 
scottstevsoo@me.com 

mailto:scottstevson@me.com
mailto:info@guietskiescoaltion.net
mailto:schmidt-olympic@comcast.net


FIGHT !Hf fl IGHf QUIET SKIES 
(ll~l<llL~ The SU.tainable Airport .._ .. , Plan {SAMPI 

10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping rMelinQ' We're p10Viding a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel lhese, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of 111688 questions 
tnclucled in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we·ve added a related sample 
·scoping request: Just initial any request you want sign at the bottom. and find QSPS wlunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public reconl to the Port. 

QUESTION Ca-ENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase PleaN include a complele assessment 
Wharo Alnoady raised annual • of the human health and environmental 

.~?Howdoes owrflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
• Port intend to study the , 318,000 to emlss10n&, resulting from the additional 

0.7 human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircnift owtrftight operations 
enwonmenral impacts of growth florn the last four years. I; 97.000 _ flights !ready added in last four 

rs? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

, Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
' Why not study of the ' own consultant impacts resulting florn additional 
human health and says long lerm aircrllft ooerflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is •i.ey.· But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision f)j the Long-Term Viaion Port's will not be pn)jeelt and Century Agancla growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? -tan1ialharms. 
Adequata Geography? The Port has not Please indude a complete study of al 

, Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and anvironmenllll 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des MoinN, F-ral 
anVironmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burian, Tukwila, Normandy Park, lP..J from aircraft noise and Burian, Tukwila, and SaaTac, resulting from ain:nllt 
emisslons, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present for the 

1 south-Md airport and SaaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
.-hbor cities? ' TermP 
UM Current Sclenc:a? Studies around the Please include aft studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all wor1d now exist on : from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and ' extant such studies explole. find, P-5 : world relating to human po-I harms suggest. or hypothesize any 
health and environment ' from airaaft noile association, conelation, causation. or 
impacts from aircnift and emissions. - polentill linkage -n aircraft 

\ 
noise and poqution? overflights and impacts on human . health or the environment. ' 

I 



I Walt For Pending - Regional studies , Please include a review and ! 
~? Why is Port underway, include 88Hssment of the results of crilical 

, proceeding willlout ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway b 
' wailing for the results of study from IJW and before proceeding with the 

the pending studies in the airport . enwonmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Waallington m~igation study ' I 
directly relating to Sea-- from Department of ' 

I 

Tac A' " Commerce. 
s-ltlve populations? Studies h.,.. found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of ham, to 

I 
of the unique human health impacts 

unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and I from noise on elde<ly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens childten from children. 
and childten? aircraft noise. 
What About Owrnight Studies haw 
Fllghta? Will Port collect concluded 
and aasesa global increased risk of 
scientific studies 194ating human ham, from 

I to impacts from overnigtrl owmight flight 

Please Include a complete scientific 
. study review and assessment of the 
' unique human health impacls from 
noise from owmigllt flights. lP..i I 

Ilia,.... • ? • ,,.. noiae. nose. 
Unique • Fun T-. 3'" Despite hlSlorical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Uee. How witt •ta-. 3"' unique human health and 
Port separately aasesa Runway now fu~ emrironmentat impacts from the 
the impacts of the ful~ time. 9-ntial incnsese in owrtlights 011e< -rJ,< 
time usage of the 3'" neigh- beMath and near the 1'i 
Ru-? 3"' Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To _,,,,.ne the - of error in Port 
Projections Aft Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wtong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health end enwonmental impacts 
accounting for the impact , 398,910 flights by from increesed aifaaft operations that 
if your esllmales of 2019; Ml are at exceed - Near Tern, 

ant too low? 413,000 now s. 
~onal Airport -? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the . refused to join cola to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional I for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. j' growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

PleMe include the 1'911- I have inltlaled above In the scope of the SAMP 

envitonmental revt.w. DeadHne for commenting Sep[ber 28"' 2018. 

Name t?4VG fL/,l,1fN Pl Signature ~.,'◄;[~# 
r ·" 

Addre8$-..;>,70f $,!,.,J lb-9-lff J7/ 

E-mail 5Lhl'TA fJI - o/yM.171.c ~ ~ ~I , w 
Submit fonn on your own/add comments st: SAMP@po,tseatlle.org 

mailto:SAMP@porlseattle.OIf1


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PYbliC Comments: jsjbyrg@hotmail.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping For Jeanette Siburg 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 5:28:58 PM 
Scoping Comment Sjbyrg pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Jeanette Siburg of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to HAre There other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Siburg be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan ($AMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·'scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please indude a complete assessment ' 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

"• ! Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and " ~ , 
i 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions. resulting from the additional . . 
: 

human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations i 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. I 
the 97,000 new flights I 
already added in last four 

! 
' vears? i 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive i Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the i own consultant impacts resulting from additional -human health and ; says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ~ 

environmental impacts of , study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision .. 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be , projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total I plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? : The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique , committed to study of the human health and environmental i human health and I all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts 'I Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ,,, 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' ' emissions, in all of the six ' Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport , and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? , Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ' Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ' 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ' 

, 

world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway -waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the -- ' 

, the pending studies in the airPort environmental review for the SAMP. 
( 

the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to j of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and : from noise on elderly citizens and -
noise on elder1y citizens children from ' children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the -
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from : noise from overnight flights. -

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ' ( 

the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over - ' ( 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3n:1Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of -Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ;, 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that : 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now, Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment , --benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if -,' __) airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuQhout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

' ' I 
I 
-

I 
I 
] 

I 

' 
! 

I 

! 
! 

Name: ::r<""-1 l'f'f--h:' S, p.,rj Signature~ Y't-¼ ~t:L ;,;?. 
Address: ,;;;c .,_, s :J 1 '5 1 e- t: , -:2 , 1 , , r'\ -3 C/ 
E-mail: • • I + . \ ~ ---1 s, b ·.\, ,, 0 r. 'J "'· 11 , '- ._,r,, 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments; bstrattononbaven@msn-cam 
SAMP Publie COnwnent on scoping Bobby Stratton 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 3:07:46 PM 
ScOPiOQ Comment Stratton Bobby.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Bobby Stratton of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the IO comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us fonvarding comments on behalf of Mr. Stratton be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.'' Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment 
I What's Already raised annual I of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from I impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to i emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. ! 97,000 aircraft overflight operations (}LS environmental impacts of j growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 

, already added in last four ' 
' l 

; vears? l 

i Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive .

1

• Please include a complete assessment ' I Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's , of the human health and environmental I 

Why not study of the r own consultant ' impacts resulting from additional I 

I human health and . says long temi aircraft overflight operations for the I 

environmental impacts of i study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision fjLS 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I 

anticipated to begin when studying total ! plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not I Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study : of the human health and environmental 
human health and au of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 6;...S I 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present for the 

i south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
I : neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. ' 

Use Current Science? Studies around the 1 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 

' 
Will Port review all world now exist on ' from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms . suggest, or hypothesize any 13,_5 
health and environment from aircraft noise i association. correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. [ other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? i overflights and impacts on human 

! health or the environment. 



I Wait For Pending New 
! Science? Why is Port 

proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ...... rt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique lmpacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fliahts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rc1 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 

I 
Wrong? How are you 

, accounting for the impact 
1 if your estimates of 
arowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rc1 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment , 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from ovemight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 

: exponential increase in overflights over 
• neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 
To detem,ine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Onerations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throunhout the entire r.,.,.,ion. 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 

I 

' 

f
1 LS' ,? 

mailto:SAMP@porlseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public comments· istrattononhaveo@msn,com 
SAMP Public Comment Joyce Stratton 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 3:09:35 PM 
ScoDi □a Comment Strattoo,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Joyce E. Stratton of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 7 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalfof Mrs. Stratton be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 

in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. lf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

' Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
i What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

1 environmental impacts of gro h from the l~our years.:..r--
the 97,000 new flights ,C,{J) \/4"'.vt tu.-r\ a I,,,....,,,_ , 

alreadyaddedinlastfour ~ ~-';,e._,,,=~ ~g 
1+.<•~•~rs~1~~~~~-k=~~~---l~1l:c!~'~ 1-~ tl'.!Jt=~jt:<!l'!:~:1>2':':::',.++~=-1-

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please inclu a com te assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Po~J,.J. of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultan,t1~ : impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term ircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is ~key." B b Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total - NIA,,. ~ 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not 
Will Port study unique committed to study 
human health and all of Des Moines, 
environmental impacts Federal Way, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, 
south-end airport and SeaTac. 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 

; Will Port review all 
i studies from around 

I 
world relating to huffian 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 

I noise and pollution? 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and 

-<I 
b 

Please incl ea complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Pro·ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 

1 to impacts from..9 might 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa ? 1 
-

What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? } l.,) .,w-<J 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 

e ight flight 

Despite historical 
statements, 3ra 
Runway now full
time. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. {J} /7 Lj 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

fev1J 
Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impads from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighbortioods beneath and ar t):Je 
3rd Runwa. M 

SAMP Ex~u,e; ) To detem,ine the risks of error in Port 
Summary c::7::,,,.....-,....,,Mli·projections, please include a study of 
inaccurate; est. he health and environmental impacts 
398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
413,000 now. O rations. 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

.;}f,,v : 

t~ 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Cc: 
SUbject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Walter Bala 
SAMP Public Comments 
~ Larry crtoe· ionstruss@comcast.net caoo N, Utiaard 
SAMP comments from Mr. Jon Struss 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 5; 11:44 PM 
SAMP 10 Questions - Jon Struss odf 

Please add the attached comments of Mr. Jon Struss to the SAMP Scoping process. 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INmAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional r 

human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ''v ( 

V 

the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please inciude a complete assessment 

of the human health and environmental own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

@N4 human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SA MP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. I 
capacity ls reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

I~ 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, I 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

V 

south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for long 
neiahbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the [~; studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any "_A/ 

health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or i 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

' 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please indude a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine partide Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 9~ waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
direcUy relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please indude a complete assessment ~ 

Are you studying the lisk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

J),~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderty citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please indude a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the B ,,~ and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, Jrd unique human health and [\ 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ~)&, the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of nJJJ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that I/ 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

l9&~ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fair1y distributed 

throuahout the entire r,::mion. 

Please Include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28~~018. /,;,.,<-;-

Name: ~;'1 ,S" TI2 l; £S Signature: A ,f_/t'ifJ:::7 
Address: 2w5'SW 170 TH!}:r 

E-mail bo/J,({3lv~ WA C/ Bf b(; 
~ubmit form on your own/add c~mments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

-> j CV\ sf r..; 5' 5 f! 0 C/11 Cc,_ J f, rt &Ff-

i 

' 
' 
'' 

mailto:SAMP@portsealtle.org


From: 
To: 
54.lbje:ct: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

DaoS 
SAMP Public Comments 
SAMP Comments Attached 
Friday, September 28, 201810:16:08 AM 

Scanned-imaae-1,odf 

Please Log this PDF in for my comments 
Thank you 
Daniel M Schwartz 
Burien, WA 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annuaJ of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the ovvn consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and seaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Term Pro·ects. 
Use Current science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wo~dwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association. correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment 



Walt For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea-
Tac Ai rt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from ove,ru;iht 
fli hts noise? 
Unique • Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3'" 
Runwa? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
W your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of hann to 
elde~y citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413 000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the .+-.. , 1 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential inaease in overflights over·~ ,,.,,_.,, 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 
To detenTiine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Tenn 
0 tions. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities d 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire ion. 

Please Include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 201 . 

Name:~ ~W~"'z. 

Address: 21"1/ ~ «2•tlt,._. B<,(1<1~ W/.l fj"t1t,C, 

E-mail: ~ r--• 
DE-j$l('A-,<M~9'\l'<l.L---..,..._ 

SulJm .ti>Jm on yourown.kdd on m ents at:SAM P@ poil:Seatte .oig 



From: 
To: 
Subject:: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PYbllc Comments: ienwren9@comcast net 
Re: SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 2:48:23 PM 

ScoPina Comment Jennifer Stod;.pdf 

See below: resending for email correction. 

On Thu, Sep 27, 2018 at 2:46 PM Quiet Skies <quietskiespugetsouod@gmail.com> wrote: 
Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Jennifer Stock of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 6 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding these comments on behalf of the Ms. Stock be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 

mailto:quietskiespugetsound@gmail.com


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. lf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of 1 Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 

I 
What's Already I raised annual of the human health and environmental 1 ' . Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and Jty,,,i : Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

' human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. I 
the 97,000 new flights i ' already added in last four i 
vears? ! 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ! 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

\ l i human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
L '·' environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' ,' /: 

the Long-T errn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ·~· ' .. . 
anticipated to begin when studying total , plans. ' 
capacity is reached In growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 

' Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ! 
, Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental i ' human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013~present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Pro""'cts. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) , . \. I Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find. I\ 1 world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any \ i 

--, ,_\ : 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft I 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human I 

' 
health or the environment. i 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical ' ' proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway \ \ _:,, ! 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. c<' I 
the State of Washington mitigation study ' directly relating to Sea- from Department of ' TacAimnrt? Commerce. i 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

i Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ! 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and j 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. i 
and children? aircraft noise. ' What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific I ' Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the ' 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from I 

scientific studies relating human ham, from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

, fliahts noise? noise. ' 
! Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and r, I 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ciP::> i the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over r 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3ra Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port ' 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of ' 
Wrong? How are you i inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ' 
accounting for the impact ! 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that I ' if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qnarations. I 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ,,~ 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ( Dl(c.. 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed ! throuahout the entire rAl"fion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the $AMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septe,Pft>er 28"' 2018. "/ 

NameJ,.(l,o,~/ Z :-s \.vc_ v..:. Signatui;-:\i~t-<-<j& /C,:-j'.,.,.,-(_ 
1 <} - - I • ii-c ~ 

Address: L-1-,, ) ,;... -~ z, 0 'C} ~ 
t)_; c; /" 1, D /, € 3 ' ' /J • t , 

E-mail: ].O ~ , '/.,;; '"If? rA!'l .",f'/·A ~,,.. .,,Jl I-F ; '"'-./ ,._, !1,1!,,i" -

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattJe.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:C,lf-I'.JL


From: 
To: 

"'' Subject: 
Date, 

Jesse Hart 
Ouiet Skies 
SAMP PYbllc Comments 
Re: SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Monday, September 24, 2018 10:36:07 AM 

Looks good to me. 

On Sun, Sep 23, 2018, 6:44 PM Quiet Skies <quietskiespugetsouod@gmaiJ.com> wrote: 
Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Jesse Hart of Burien, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Jesse Hart be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 

mailto:quietskiespugetsound@gmail.com


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: □esankev@comcast.net 
Re: ~P Publk: Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 6:51:46 PM 

Scoping Comment Sankev Glen,odf 

Correction on attachment. 

Please see signed form for Glen Sankey. The previous email was the signed fonn from Mrs. 
Sankey. 

Thank you, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

On Sun, Sep 23, 2018 at 6:47 PM Quiet Skies <quietskiespu~etsound@gmaiJ.com> wrote: 
Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Glen Sankey ofSeatac, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Sankey be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 

mailto:Quietskjespugetsound@gmail.com


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment i What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ·•,0. Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions. resulting from the additional 

; human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overtlight operations 
I environmental impacts of 
i the 97,000 new flights 

growth from the last four years. 

; already added in last four 
: vears? 
j Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' 

Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ~'LS 

' human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ' 
environmental impacts of study is ~key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ' 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? --tent/al harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

"IL"> environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila. Normandy Park, ' 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in art of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tern, Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? T emi Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 

Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ~ ' studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, i 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ' health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

! 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 

! the pending studies in 
I the State of Washington 
• directly relating to Sea
Tac Air"''"'rt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 

1 

unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 

i to impacts from overnight 
i flinhts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwav? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
nrowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study , 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

Please include a review and II 

assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway ~t.. <;. _ 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 

SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Summary projections, please include a study of 
inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
413,000 now. O=rations. 
The Port has , Please include a study of the benefits 
refused to join calls I to human health and the environment 
for siting a regional I in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport now. ; growth is more fairly distributed 

: throuahout the entire r_,ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018 . 

.. -,~ 
Signature~~ 

C-\ Address: \'2..<b\<c, 2...1.,P-l.p,~,,.,_'?-
~o;:.e.:-.:...c;.. ~ c.-.. '".\'o1t.,,£, 

E-mail: °')~~Cv,,,¥.. ~--, ~~ ,,,....._c:.,Q-..-,,\.. \A,.>e \ ~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

i 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments· erica.hillmon@amai1.com 
Re: SAMP Pttblic Comment on Scoping 

Dato, 
Attachments: 

Monday, 5eptember 24, 2018 11:03:22 PM 
Scoping Comment Edca Schindler,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Erica Schindler of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port 

of Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable 
ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Schindler be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·scoping request.· Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

I Why No Study of 
I What's Alntady 

I 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 

: human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
··-ars? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's 
Why not study of the own consultant 
human health and says long tenn 
environmental impacts of study is ·key: But 
the Long-Term Vision Port's wiU not be 
anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? 1 ~ .... ential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Pon has not 
Will Port study unique committed to study 
human health and au of Des Moines, 
environmental impacts Federal Way, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, 

I emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, 
i south-end airport and SeaTac. 
! n-1 ... hbor cities? 
: Use Current Science? 
' Will Port review all 
I studies from around 
I world relating to human 
I health and environment 
I impacts from aircraft 
! noise and pollution? 

Studies around the 
wortd now exist on 
harms and 
potential hanns 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a comptete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a comp!ete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post--SAMP Long Tenn VtSion 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please indude a complete study of all 
of the hwnan health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
Tenn Proiects. 
Please lnctude all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore. find, 
suggest, or hypathesiZe any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

Vi 

f(y 
i 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway fr waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the i the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ' the State of Washington mitigation study I 

' directly relating to Sea- from Department of ' Tac Airnnrt? Commerce. i 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

?Jr unique impacts of aircraft elder1y citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Sb.Jdies have Please include a complete scientific 

~ 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 

~ 
. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fllnhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a comp1ete study of the 

tt>-1.\i Runway Use. How will statements. 3rd unique human he&th and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the Impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over ~I time usage of the Jrd neighborhoocls beneath and near the 
Runwa•"? 3'°Runwa.-. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 

I Projections Are Summary projections, P'ease include a study of 

V Wrong? How ere you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts j 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that ' 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Neer Term 

i _.;... ... h are too low? 413 000 now. i nn...tions. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Piease include a sb.Jdy of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human hearth and the environment q_y benefits or a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities If 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairty distributed 

throuohout the entire ronion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 

environme~tal review. ~adline for commenting ~~~2(': 2Wfi 

Name:t.r"i(fl Sc,\,i1nd\e...- Signalure: ~&J/l 
Address:110'2.l \1.,4-\,, ~ S. Ou IY\~,.;w, Wf\ qr1"1~ 

E-mail: eritQ. \ .. ,,[\illn> V~t11~i l. wi,...., 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattJe.org 

i 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Pllbltc Comments· bscottsmitll@vahoo,c:om 
Re: SAMP Public comment on 5coping .... , 

Attachments: 
Tuesday, September 25, 2018 2:06:15 PM 
Scooina Camment Banv SMith pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Barry Smith .of Burien, Wa, regarding 

the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS $AMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable 

ways of filing. 

We believe the 6 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking Af'? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Smith be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to au in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 

http:Smith.of


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom. and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations is 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

is from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights. from 2013-present: for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects: and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. . 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3n1 Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413.000 now. Ocerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting ptem r 28th 2018. 

Name: 'f>lrr'-/1-Y SM 17ft 

Address / / O 3 <; g tit /tllf- ; 
S1c4,w"' 1B 1;,S 

E-mail: 'j} 5 lO 7r '5 M I Ti{ e Y krl O o vtJ ,t,1 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

-gS 

1, s 

BS 

"B5 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments: istrattooonhaven@msn com 
Re: SAMP Public Comment Joyce Stratton 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 8:24:38 PM 
SCOPina Comment Stratton Joyce.pelf 

Please see the correct attachment of Joyce Stratton. 

Rose Stratton was sent as the attachment to this email. 

Thank you, 

QSPS 

On Sun, Sep 23, 2018 at 3:09 PM Quiet Skies <quietskiespugetsound@gmail com> wrote: 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Joyce E. Stratton of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 

the NEPA EA/SE PA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, 

email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 7 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? 

As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Stratton be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 

all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 

mailto:quietskiespugetsound@gmail.com


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

i Why No Study of 
I What's Already 

Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your 
own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neiahbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

i Four-year increase 
I raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is ~key. n But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
ootential harms. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 1 

of the human health and environmental 1 

impacts, including from noise and 
,

1

- emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

i growth from the last four years. 

I 
! 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

' 
The Port has not \ Please include a complete study of all 

1 
committed to study I of the human health and environmental 
all of Des Moines, ! impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
Burien, Tukwila, ; and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 

Term Prolects. 
Studies around the 

1 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 

world now exist on • from at least the last ten years, to the 
harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
potential harms i suggest, or hypothesize any 
from aircraft noise I association, correlation, causation. or 
and emissions. : other potential linkage between aircraft 

• overflights and impacts on human 
: health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

' I 
I 

y 
I 
' 
I 

y"' 
v 

y 

,.,,., 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from uw and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the $AMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 

, noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
: and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flK'lhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- i environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full• time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3n:1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

. Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
! Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
I accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
, if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. QnArations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

I ' throuahout the entire reaion. . ,. , 

' 
Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: Jtr-y<e..£ St..--._77~ Signature:,Cr· h: -~ 
Address: 607 ~ 2-t~i{ .S.t, HJ0 s, I),, 111~ ,,,, >v'i ;lc;"i'j , 

E-mail:~~ :,tr-,,:;._ it.o...., b ... J., a._ ve.Y)&_ rt-t .S, 1. c...-6 vk 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PYbllc Comments· booal214@hanmail net 
Re: Public Comment on SAMP Scoping 

Attachments: 
Tuesday, September 25, 2018 2:56:05 PM 
Scoping Comment sadowitz,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Eunbok Sadowitz of Federal Way, 

Wa, regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the 

Port of Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 

acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Sadowitz be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request" Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

I Why No Study of 
: What's Already 
: Happened? How does 
' Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 

, the 97,000 new flights 
[ already added in last four 
i vears? 
i Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long• Term Vision 

1 anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached ln 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 

! Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 

, south--end airport 
neighbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four•year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

, SAMP Executive 
I Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key.· But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
potential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

: Please include a complete assessment 
I of the human health and environmental 
; impacts, including from noise and 
i emissions, resulting from the additional 
i 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
i growth from the last four years. 

' 

: Please include a complete assessment 
'. of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

f_,,, 
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: Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

' waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the ' - . ' i 

the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. - L-
' the State of Washington mitigation study ' 

directly relating to Sea- from Department of ! 
Tac Ai ...... ort? Commerce. ' 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

' Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ill-
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ' , 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. f-' --
and children? aircraft noise. ! 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the i 

and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from I • 'i----/ scientific studies relating human harm from ; noise from overnight flights. ' ,-
to impacts from overnight overnight flight I-..__/' 

fliohts noise? noise. ' 
, Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

I 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and --l.---r ! 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the f-"_)l- ' 

' the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over . I 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 

! Runwa\/? 3rd Runwav. ' ' 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of &; Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qnerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

' Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment - • ' 
,-..<" ,< 

benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if .,!_;' 

~· airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed i 
throurihout the entire re,,ion. 

' 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Address: .) 'i <> ; ( 
I 

E-mail: )e1Jo~'t2 '15(" 1"'"'1, c 

I . • 1i , . ., :;t; 
Signature: /_,,,,., • •u::::f <.'1:,..,...,'"'1 

C m. 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@pot1seattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments· what list@vahoo.com 
Publ!c Comment on SAMP Scoping 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Monday, September 2.4, 2.018 9:38: 15 PM 
ScoDing Comment Schindler Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. John Schindler of Des Moines, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Schindler be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

1 Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment j 
• What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I 
; Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, inciuding from noise and I 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ~ 
: human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations I . 
: environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. i 
, the 97.000 new flights I . already added in last four 
' vears? 
I Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
1 Own Long•Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the hooian health and environmental 
: Why not study of the O'Ml consultant impacts resulting from additional 
; human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
; environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post•SAMP Long Tenn Vis10n 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
: anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
! capacity is reached in growth plans for 
i 2027? nntential harms. 
: Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please inciude a comptete study of all 
i Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
! human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal , ! environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
! from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
f emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
i south-end airport and SeaTac. Near.Tern, Projects; and for Long 

neinhbor cities? Tenn n-.,ects. 
. Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wortdwide) 
' Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
r studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

I ! world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
I health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' i impacts from aircraft and emissions_ other potential linkage between aircraft 
: noise and pollution? overtlights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



1 Wait For Pending New 
, Science? Why is Port 
: proceeding without 
: waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Airnnrt? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 

i fliahts noise? 
Unique• Full Time 3rc1 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full• 

, time usage of the 3rd 

! Runwav? 
! What if Your 
i Projections Are 
I Wrong? How are you 
I accounting for the impact 
I if your estimates of 
i arowth are too low? 
i Regional Airport Now? 

I
, Are you studying the 

1 benefits of a regional 
i airport? 

i Regional studies 1 Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical I underway, include 

ultra-fine particle ; Sea-Tac Airpcrt studies now underway 
study from UW and : before proceeding with the 
the airport I environmental review for the $AMP. 
mitigation study i 
from Department of ; 
Commerce. ' 
Studies have found ; Please include a complete assessment : 
risk of hann to ; of the unique human health impacts I a! 
elderly citizens and I from noise on elderly citizens and : "I' 

~~=n n::. : children. ) 

Studies have Please include a complete scientific i 
concluded study review and assessment of the I 
increased risk of unique human health impacts from .M 
human harm from noise from overnight flights. r 
overnight flight 
noise. 

! ~~~:~~:~;~cal 
I ~unway now full• 
: ttme. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwav. 

j 

1 

j $AMP Executive. 
, Summary 
inaccurate: est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

1 To determine the risks of error in Port 
1 projections, please include a study of 

the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
Qnor:aitions. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more falrty distributed 
throuahout the entire r..,.,ion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28111 2018. 

Name: .I.I... sJ,.; ""'Iv- Signature: ~ M 
I 

Address: ,.,,,a., ,,.,,_ .4,.... "'- G4.oS .-,,:...,.,s, · 4'114t1" 

E•mail: ....,J.u-,t_ ltst"4t':filt,\.o.t..o-

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

• 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
http:1"\I;~C.SI


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subjere 
Date: 

SAMP Public comments; Sather Giai 
Public Comment on SAMP Scoping 
Monday, September 24, 2018 9:48:51 PM 
Scoping Comment Giai Satfler odf Atta<:hment5: 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Gigi Sather of Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS $AMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Sather be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What"s Aln,ady raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

lP' Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

vG human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth v 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

fl environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wo~dwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

I/~ 

world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 1 

noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding wrthout ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding wrth the 

"· the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. ~IJ ! 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of ('. 

Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of ham, to of the unique human health impacts ·t? unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from ,--., 
scientific studies relating human ham, from noise from overnight flights. . -:I 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight • 
fliahts noise? noise. ' 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3m unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

~ the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3"' neighborhoods beneath and near the I 

Runwav? 3rd Runwav. J 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

f Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the in pact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. QnArations. v 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

,'jdif1';C, Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 0 

throuahout the entire ranion. 
v 

Please include the requests I have initialed a~f.,!P-UM~co . of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenti,~ ptembe 2 ., 2018. 

Name q~~t' s~Jc Si(!Qatur: • / 

Address,C~~,~tJ ,\ 

E-mail: {:fl_ ~ ';,u +[u.......[Q__ /'i1SI,.., _ Urh 
Submit ,oM, cfd your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseatJJe.org 

mailto:SAMp@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP PtJblic comments· booai214@hanmail net 
Public Comment on SAMP Scoping 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Tuesday, September 25, 2018 2:53:44 PM 
Scooina Comment Eunbok Sadowitz.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Eunbok Sadowitz of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Sadowitz be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. !f you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 1 
I 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from ! impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to ! emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. ! 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

vc :b 
I 

environmental impacts of i growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights ! 

already added in last four ' ' ' 
j ' "ears? i 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive I Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long.Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' 1 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional i 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the I 

' environmental impacts of sludy is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision /, I 
the Long• Term Vision Port's will not be 1 projects and Century Agenda growth 

~ t .. h i anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for I 2027? --tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all i 

Will Port study unique committed to sludy of the human health and environmental 
I human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
i from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft c;, iJ I emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the I 

south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long ' 
neiahbor cities? Tenn Proiects. i 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ! 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, i 

I world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ' 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ~b ' ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 

I 



I Wait For Pending New Regional studies 
! Science? Why is Port underway, include 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle 

I waiting for the results of study from UW and 
1 the pending studies in the airport 
I the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai ...... ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found 
Are you studying the risk of hann to 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
Whal Aboul OVemlght Studies have 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded 
and assess global increased risk of 
scientific studies relating human harm from 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
; study review and assessment of the 
; unique human health impacts from 
• noise from overnight flights. 

' ' 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight i 
~flc:li,.ah,'ts"'--'n"o"'is='e'-:?=,---=~---f~n!'o"'is,sec_. ~~~~-~,--,-,-,----c-,---,--,-----,,~+---: 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd I unique human health and 
Port separately assess I ~unway now full- I environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. : exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 

I Runwav? 3r(I Runwav. 
1 What if Your SAMP Executive. : To determine the risks of error in Port 
: Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
• Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. : the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019: we are at • exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throui:ihout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Sept~~er 28th 2018. 

___..-, 

Signatur'!.t • h4bJk' ~{!<µA.,,,:'-'& 5;;,dc ,,;+? 
Address: )qv;, c, 'J+.f, fl S' 'F,v/1'1-t<I ., ';/ ' /'l,A c; ?, '" ~ 
E-mail: bc'),c1'),<f (!i1 hc<tl/11.t<;I, fl et 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP PYblic Comments: losfeo@vahoo com 
Public comment on SAMP Scoping Rose Stratton 
Sunday, 5eptember 23, 2018 8:26:51 PM 
Scooina Comment Stratton Bose orlf 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Rose Stratton of Seatac, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us foiwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Stratton be deemed unacceptable, 

please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

, Why No Study of 
I What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your 
I Own Long-Term Plan? 
i Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 

1 Will Port review all 
I studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the l'l,Sl.four years-
• ,,C-0, WV/ I e,,,.,r\ d !,,w-vt. 

~ !X2.d u.~ ~ 
i~tl -w • 

SAMP Executive Please inclu a com ete assessment 
Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
own consultant I impacts resulting from additional 
says long term a}Lti,'2ircraft overflight operations for the 
study ls Mkey.~ B t ~ Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth 
studying total 'l'1Yi 
growth plans for 

tential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and 

s4 
6 

Please incl ea complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
Tenn Pro·ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 



Watt For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 

I and assess global 
: scientific studies relating 
: to impacts from...9 might 
i fli hts noise? 
' Unique - Full Time 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 
Runwa ? -
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 1, ,W-'---' 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 

e ight flight 

Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 
Runway now full
time. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. tJl ii IJ 
Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

l0,,1J 
Please include a complete study of the :2' 
unique human health and : ,£) , u 
environmental impacts from the /J,. :.L- ,1,-

exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and ar tt)e "'}y-,£'!1,M' 
3rd Runwa. ~ 

SAMP Exec,ut~; ) To determine the risks of error in Port 
Summary c:1-,.~,,,.,.,-->ll'"l'·projections, please include a study of 
inaccurate; est." the health and environmental impacts 
398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
413,000 now. 0 erations. 
The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airp rt noY('.. growth is more fairly distributed 

-i.PM throu hout e entire re ion. 
-, ';\ ,,w ~ 'I- "vti:, , . ' I 

Please include the reque$ts rha~l'i~aled above in the scope of the SAMP "iifJ':..;::w ___.....? 

environmental review. Deadline for commenting ~=•r 28th 2018. ~ 

Name: (j.]_c..e..,~1 Signature:~ fl! · ~ 
Address:/ 7U,J ,j -<),o~J ~ 
E-mail:-----,,("'"""-'---:j L1c::> t-<Sb @._ 1--\A.-\1 oO • (_'£}I¥\ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 

Date, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Publlc Comments: oetestream@outlook.com 
Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Doreen Harper of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattletts website, email 
of public comment to this address is on ... 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5:27:09 PM 

Scooina Comment Stream PM::,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Pete Stream of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Stream be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 

all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 

mailto:petestream@outlook.com


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment ! 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

i Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

1,(J 
! _ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

i environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
! the 97,000 new flights 

i
i already added in last four ' 
vears? 

r
1 

Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
1 

' ' . Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental I 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional J I human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 11 ' 
environmental impacts of study is "key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision ' 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ' 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

, capacity is reached in growth plans for ! 
I 2027? notential harms. 
• Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

If/ human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
' environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Parle, 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
i emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

south-end airpart and SeaTac. Near-Tern, Projects: and for Long 
I neinhbor cities? Tenn Proiects. ' 

Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
I Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

11) studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, j 
' world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
' health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or . 

_ impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft ' 
i noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human ! 
I health or the environment. ; 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port • underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the resu Its of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

IJ the pending studies in 1 the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington 1 

mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 

: Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
, Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts f) unique impacts of aircraft , elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens ; children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from !J scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight fiight 
fliahts noise? noise. 

, Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 1/J time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

IJ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 fiights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment IJ benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting S~b:~018. 

Name: ?e-te. S-h-ec;..~ s,gnature:-lr:;x;_'-=C-'--~~-----

Address: ?..~.; Sb ¥'.e.A,AJ( Er,0, Dr<, vE1 ,t,.o,'-c.< '1Stc/ \ 
E-mail: f~\,~~rec""'(J,,u~l«,k.c..c,.i.. 

1 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattfe.org 

' ' 

' ! 
' ' 
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I 
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mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
S4.lbject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public CoOYDeots: edle stalaer@amail.com 
COmment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 4:35: 14 PM 
Scoping Comment staiger.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Edie Staiger of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. staiger be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 

all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·'scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

. Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 
I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ' ' Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and t> Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ' 

human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ' . 
i environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ' 
; the 97,000 new flights 

' already added in last four I 
I 

vears? ' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional (':> : 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ' ' 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision I 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nritential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal tS ! 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, l 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

1 emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest. or hypothesize any <c~ i health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft ! 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human I 

' health or the environment. ' 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please Include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Ai ..... ort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight ovemight flight 

I fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical 1 Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

\ Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
I the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa\l? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to Join calls to human health and the environment 

. benefits of a regio1;1~ for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
• airport? \,\ 1 '>\ , . airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire r~ion, 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: E &.,!c. C,\,;,; ;~lZ 

Address: ::270lJ':,- ',-\h.~, 5 

Signature: a . .t. ~~ 1::1 ,., 
l 

E-mail: 't/..',,. <;~, ~'ic~, ~,\, l v= 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 
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mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public comments; sandeenk@amail.com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5:07:43 PM 
SCOping comment Sandeen,pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Katrina Sandeen of Auburn, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Sandeen be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

! Why No Study of 
! What's Already 

I Happened? How does 
1 
Port intend to study the 

! human health and 
: environmental impacts of 
. the 97,000 new flights 
: already added in last four 
; vears? 
I Why No Study of Your 
i own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 

• 2027? 
·1 Adequate Geography? 
, Will Port study unique 

human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neiahbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is akey. ~ But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
rvr.tential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, inctuding from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years . 

Please inciude a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

kS 

k5 

kS 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of , study from UW and before proceeding with the 

1 the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washing ton mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Air,...,..rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and chi!dren? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? 1 noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. • exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your I SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qnorations. 

; Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
1 Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

; throuahout the entire ro.r ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Signature.-__ ki;1;£'-"'-""'------_-____ _ 

Address: ?, 7 'ii '1 ;:i_ 38th PL 5, A "b "'" , Lv/4- '1$00/ 

E-mail: f,onJa,kej"'••'-'C"' 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date, 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments: cstrearn@mmcast net 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SA.MP) Environmental RevieW 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5:29:31 PM 
Scoping Comment Stream ndf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Carol Stream of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 

NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 

public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Stream be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 

all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of 1 Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
I What's Already ; raised annual of the human health and environmental 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~ti Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

1 environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

I 1

1 the 97,000 new flights 
_ already added in last four 
veers? 
Why No Study of Your • SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ' i 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ' 

~ 
i human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the I 

environmental impacts of study is ~key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ! 

' 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. I 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ,.,,..tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

I Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal e:~' environmental impacts Federal Way. Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest. or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



I 
Wait For Pending New I Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port i underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

t1/> proceeding without ' ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of ham, to of the unique human health impacts (;¼ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from j children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

~ and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the t~ the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive, To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of n 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ~ accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now, Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment Q}0, benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire r~ion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

1 ' -1+-
Name: C,AQc ~ c:c,-nJ_EA/'\ Signature: ( Jc:L/dc;:;,/1,j_i ("r,,.______ 

Address: c),s(o3(o Kf'c\0(\(1..a ~ad, -:DR- S. 

E-mail: c. s TRE' A"~~, C' c ,.1 c "' ST, f0 ""T 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle,org 
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From: 
To: 
Subjec.t: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; s1mmonsrnarinegear@yahoo.com 
Comment on the Sustalnable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Envlronmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 11:39:41 PM 
Scoping Comment S1rnmons.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Dan Simmons of Federal Way, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 
public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 0 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 
stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Simmons be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all 
in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ,,, r:<; 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

. Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
• Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision T.l~5 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please inciude a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ()f?,5, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any ·ws 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 

1 impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
I noise and pollution? overftights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique .. Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full• time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. O""'rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28"' 2018. 

i)E,S 

DBS 

()f3S 

j)EiS 

~s 

OBS 

Name: bc\t"I s;MMO"'"', Signature: DOW\, s:~. 

Address: 1-ZS SC 2C-\ l ,;.-'\ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; msutton3@oma1Lc9m 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 9:47:00 PM 
Scoping comment Sutton.odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Marsha Sutton of Normandy Park, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 11 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Sutton be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

: Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment i 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental ' ' I 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

~ 
i 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ; 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ; 

' i environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 

Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental I Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ' t human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 

! 2027? '"''"'tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

' 

r\ 
I 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

~ I from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ; 

emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

~ Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any ~~ health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New I Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studyind the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3n:1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detem,ine the risks of error In Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Onerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. grolN'th is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for co~menting September 2~0:-

; 

~ 

4 u 

~ 

~ 

'3s 

Name: f'.l<ilS,y\ ~ rf<>,-J Signature~ .. J .~ 
Address:; 7:,..1-'j 'svL-V(s,,-,,. R..b ?,. . 

. I ,-~ /..)a "!Lrv-.~, 'CA"""-· "t'iS I/,;, I,, 
E-ma1I· , t,'-- ..., . / 

• n,">.'S,,1,4_ v',,,;'f"\U..e,.. .~'yv---,A..I , ~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

i 

i 

I 
' 
i 

' ' ' ' 

i 
' ' ' ' ! 
' I 

i 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Qulet:Skles 
SAMP Public Comments: OC5Cott93@.1hotmajLcqm 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 9:44:09 PM 
Scoping Comment Scott.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by George C. Scott of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Scott be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 1 
I 

What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental I 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

qr5! Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
i human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
i environmental impacts of growth from the last four years . 
the 97.000 new flights • ! already added in last four ! 

' vears? I 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port·s of the human health and environmental 

i Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 1 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the ,~) I environmental impacts of study is 'key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ! 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. J 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

{f~ 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

1 south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long ' neinhbor cities? Tenn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) . I 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the s' 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 1 G 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any it) 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation. causation, or / 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft (; 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New 1 Regional studies Please include a review and ! 
Science? Why is Port i underway, include assessment of.the results of critical I 
proceeding without I ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

·'/ 
{ ! 

waiting for the results of ' study from UW and before proceeding with the .· ... , 
the pending studies in , the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study ' 

• 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 

' 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

<It) 
' 

Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts i 

unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. ' ' • and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific ,, 

Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the l'/i; 
i and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from u{ 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. i 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight I 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

1((7 Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. i 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port /'47 
' i 

Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

! 

accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now, Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

~t/2 Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ' ' 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed I 

throuahout the entire r/:ll'lion. ! 

Please include the requests I have initialed above io-t-•cope of the SAMP 
environmental review. 

Name: ~◊(':)< C ~cc, "(1"" S)anature: --,--'>,,--1-\---""=--'--

Address: 2 ?... 1. 'U> 7_ ~ ':::, ' 
E-mail C:SC, Sc 0-('("l '3 ~ ~vl/\0,_l l . cevo 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@porlseattle.org


From: 
To: 

Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PubUc CoOYDents: ejs4dSfJ@comcast net 
Comment oi, the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5:55:24 PM 
SCOPiOQ Comment Stem,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Elissa Stem of Normandy Park, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Stem be deemed unacceptable, please 
reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please inctude a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from i impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ' 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. ~5 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive ; Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental ! 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and ' says long tenn : aircraft overflight operations for the i 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But • Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision .• . 

, .. /-'-', 
j the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be , projects and Century Agenda growth r.) 

anticipated to begin when studying total 'plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. ' 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not 1 Please include a complete study of all ! 
Will Port study unique committed to study : of the human health and environmental ' ' human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal ' 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ----r: -
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, , and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft :. .5 i emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, , overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long I neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ' ' 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any -c·s ' health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation. causation, or ., 

~ •/ 

impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft i 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human i • health or the environment. 



S11-12, N3-2

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

zt· .• waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. . ) 
the State of Washington mitigation study 

I directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
, Tac Airoort? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment I 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

£ ,. i 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and / 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific i Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the I c '.;;,. 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from i 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. I i 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

i fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the I 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rc1 unique human health and i 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the I?)! the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3n1 neighborhoods beneath and near the I 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 

I I 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of ' 

' Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

ic'S accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 

' arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. i 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment ' benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if "{5 ' 

' airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed ' 
throuahout the entire r~ion. i 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://quietskiespugetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For comm unities Please include in the SAMP's scope 

~ 
impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare (100m x 100m) of 
south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 
neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 

airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 
impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount - if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe itself, as majority - of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
opposed to just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software 
engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 

~ extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 
to study the human health new NextGen emissions, resulting from the additional ~ and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNR RNPs growth from the last four years, as well as new flights already added 

were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen in last four years, as well 
utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. as procedural changes? 
time. conventional ILS arrivals. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

~ human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 
anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, 
health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential ½ impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 

waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for t~ 

b the pending studies in the airport ~~- Q)CI?&.~ , '\,\... \, ~ \ ~ 
the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 
~-)~ \ (.') 0- 1--( lv ~ 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 

b unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 

noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise b scientific studies relating human harm from from over~'.t t flights. l \_ \ \ 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight -~~-\- \) ~ •• ,' : ' 
flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 

\) Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
Are you studying the ref used to join calls human health and the environment in the 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is b airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP environmental review. 

Comm\,"ts mu~ received by September 28
th 

2~ \ \ () ·1 \ ~ 
Name: ~ /)\,,:\,~ ~ "'-\\\\l '- "- ,r-' Signature: ~'-, ~ ;S, \. )VA., 

c)- 3iG J.l,&-h~ 
Address:~ 1 ~\, "\. .\iJ ~ '\ t & / D 
E-mail: r\b ~ \ ~ U \ \v t ~ j ~ 'V\ 1 ~ \ 
If mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P. 0. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://quietskiespuqetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
Impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare ( 1 00m x 1 0Om) of 
south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 
neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 

r airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 
impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount- if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 

f airframe itself, as majority - of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
opposed to just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software 
engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 

extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 

~ 
to study the human health new NextGen emissions, resulting from the additional 
and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNRRNPs growth from the last four years, as well as new flights already added 

were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen in last four years, as well 
utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. as procedural changes? 
time. conventional ILS arrivals. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional vr-human health and says longterm aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 

anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ff world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, 
health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding rf waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 

the pending studies in the airport suJU,t,U-Uf\i~ Al tJt the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 
o(\} '(MIL /lfllf('_ Sea Tac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 

~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 

noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the if/' and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 

scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
~e/ (}~1J,1 }t)Q{_/ () ~~ l ~t 

~r 
flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To defermine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from ~ft' accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 

~ benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP environmental review. 
Comments must be received by September 28'" 2018.~ <7( 

1 

If 
Name: p--;r ;f,;{1L4ll)flf Signature: ()~,&tr--_ 

-a .-<tjf)j /iu?,9-t/11-y' ~ M 
Address:/~ ~{{!~ LtJ4- 1,~670 
E-mail: i~ t'-ll,({/W ~_oM/f{!, , ~ • 
If mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle. WA 98168 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
wny not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the (fl environmental impacts of study is "key.11 But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ~ from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies {worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

. ' . health or the environment 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 

~ the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

~ unique impacts of aircraft elder1y citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elder1y citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

a17· scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique w Full llme 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the y the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway_ 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ;r accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
Qrowth are too low? 413.000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment F benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fair1y distributed 

throuQhout the entire reQion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting ~eilJ[e1111b 

Name: j ~l ,a- k San11a~ Signature: =l'l~~<Ll<Ll,o=~-

Address: l&& {J Dl~AJi· S~ 
l3u. n.,1~n WA- qg;t,~ 

E-mail: 5enne~clo4:-3L,~dfY} 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional Dils human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Pli!J environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

Ot2s environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any Oa5 health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway Drzs waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

bts unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from DAS scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the VR-~ the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts tis accounting for the impact 396,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment O~s benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: !/4wd .:f ~'r7Z- Signatu~~=

Address: ~J?. r70 J3/ :JT Des vfllf>,i?iPJ It)/! Pcf/fc? 

E-mail: daJ",'J 6h1cr1R-/h¢1-t,.u,i!fJh r €_, 1114;;.r'<'Jl'r? 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: ;iP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

i Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Vl/hy not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

i human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

i human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wor1dwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~ 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

'¥ the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

i Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

f and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full llme 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

f Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts Of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runway_ 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of i Wrong? Haw are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398, 910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
crowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

¥ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 

environmental srev(ieAw.TDEeaNdliAne for commenting S ptembe[ 28:~~~- J 
Name: Signature: .....,q""""";.:...;_;___.,_.......,;;;~____,;;::...1:£N/ __ _ 

Address: 2722 SW l 51 ST STREET 
BURIEN, WA 98166 

E-mail: \'("SUl-tl~ q~·[. ON----

Submit torJr-dn your own/add com'rhents at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. lf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from hoise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

jJ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights J 

already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the I environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and envi_ronmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

\ 

Jv from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in au of the six Normandy Park, overflights. from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



0 

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

JV 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitlgation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

~ unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

ul)) and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

JY Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

JY Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
Qrowth are too tow? 413 000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

I~ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed l) 

throuohout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting ptember th 2018. 

Name:~~Sl~\-1~ Slgnatu~: ~ 
Address: ~~~ \0 \ 0~ ik ~.. \)~ \'(\l)\ ~~\ \1)(0., qk\qf 

E-mail: _,:;st~~ Q w~\ \, (_t.)~ 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom. and find QSPS volunteers wlll 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

~ environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

~ environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
f rem aiicraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any lnJ health and environment f ram aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
Whaf About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

~ 
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Name: w~RJ....£5 M \c..J4AE'.l_ Signature: (?' ..crz;L'~+;,.; 
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Address: I~"! I J,. /~1:!::t. A V"E . .So 

E-mail: -;!!. BflF?tCAJ , LJ.l) _ 98/ l,tJ 

Submit form on ~wnladd comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan ($AMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? cotential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on f ram at least the last ten years, to the oP5 studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliQhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3 rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
mowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire reQion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 
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Name: ( J~Yl VV\~tf\.P 5 \1)\L.th Signature: ,Dr~ ~ 

Address: 5 ! 5' • So c1. 1 4> -'o-+ F 3..,_., 

~5 Jf, lo-t'Ms, I~ q f;/ tJ ~ 
E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
uscoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 1R.S 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 1Rs world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway :5 f< s waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3 rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
qrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 
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Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PYblic CoDYDents: naocvteeoles@hotma11.com 
SAMP Public Conwnent on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 12:31:43 PM 
5coping Comment Teeoles,Qdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Nancy Teeples of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 8 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comments on behalf of the Ms. Teeples be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
··scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
i What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

'/vt 

I 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years . 

. the 97,000 new flights 
! already added in last four 
I vears? 

I Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment i 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental , 

' : Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

• ,,\;1 human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I ' ' anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for • 

2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all ' I 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental I 

human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

-ivt i : environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
i from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

I

, emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
, south~nd airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
i nek1hbor cities? Term Proiects. i 

I Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) ! 
: Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

'i\1 ! studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
! world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
' health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies 1 Please include a review and 
' Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now unden.vay 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 

1 Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
; Are you studying the risk of harm to : of the unique human health impacts 
I unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human ham, from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detem,ine the risks of error in Port 

i Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
. Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near T em, 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth ls more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rP.Oion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. 

Name: Neu~ Teer le> Signature: v4t/ftl.t9~ffe 
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Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments: ntosta@oomcast net 
SAMP Public Corrment oo Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 3:55:29 PM 
SOOping commeot Tosta pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Nancy Tosta of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Tosta be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

• Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment I 
I What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

I : Happened? How does overflight total from : impacts, including from noise and 
~ Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional c 

I 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of groYlth from the last four years. 

; the 97,000 new flights ' ; already added in last four ' 
! ' ; vears? 

j Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
' Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental I Why not study of the own consultant i impacts resulting from additional 

I~ i human health and says long term i aircraft overflight operations for the 
' environmental impacts of study is "key." But ! Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision V 

the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be : projects and Century Agenda groYlth i 
1 anticipated to begin when studying total : plans. 

capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental ' 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

0: ! environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
i from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

I emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south--end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ! 

.• 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, M world relating to human potential harms suggest. or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

i health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies ! Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include j assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle I Sea-Tac Airport studies now undervvay 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airl"\nrt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port oollect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd 

I 
unique human health and 

Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full• time. exponential increase in overllights over 
time usage of the 3rd I neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? : 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. ! To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary I projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. ' the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at 

1 
exceed estimated Near Term 

arowth are too low? 413,000 now. O_p_erations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has . Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls i to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional : in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. J growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: i~'-lc..'{"07a'7)A. Signature: ~lr-z:.. 

Address: r:S'f':,1 'r'u?\.£.i,1J
1 
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E-mail: t4o,;;-t; (:::'. Co-,MC6?.& t. v--J-
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Public Comments: tinkedill@vahoo.com 
SAMP Public Comment oo Scoping 

Date: 
Attach menu: 

Monday, September 24, 2018 9:57:16 PM 
Scoping Comment JIii Tinker pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Jill Tinker of Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Tinker be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
i What's Already 
r Happened? How does 
! Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 

; already added in last four 
ears? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
, raised annual 
I overflight total from 
, 316,000 to 
I 413,000. 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive 
Own Long-Term Plan? I Summary; Port's 

I 
Why not study of the own consultant 
human health and says !ong terr:, 

i environmental impacts of study is "key." But 
i the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be 
, anticipated to begin when studying total 
1 capacity is reached in : growth plans for 

2027? tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not 
Will Port study unique I committed to study 
human health and all of Des Moines, 
environmental impacts · Federal Way, 

, from aircraft noise and I Burien, Tukwila, 
: emissions, in alt of the six ! Normandy Park, 
: south-end airport I and SeaTac. 
: neiahbor cities? 

Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 

: world relating to human 
j health and environment 
: impacts from aircraft 
I noise and pollution? 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and em1ssJOns. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please inciude a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

1 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 

i i~pac;5 ,_r~sul.~~~ !r~:n.~~,~~iti~~a! 
, at:-cra,, ... -.erf!:1,11,, vt,.,<:;oQuVII~ lVI lhe 
1 Pon·s post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
! projects and Century Agenda growth 
i plans. 
I 

; Please include a complete study of all 
: of the human health and environmental 
! impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
i Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
' and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Tenn Projects: and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

http:vYcrfl.gl


; Wait For Pending New ! Regional studies Please include a review and 

' 
: Science? Why is Port i underway, include assessment of the results of critical ' ' ; proceeding without I ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now undeiway ' 
,

1

• waiting for the results of i study from UW and before proceeding with the 
i 

1 the pending studies in j the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington 

1 
mitigation study I 

directly relating to Sea- 1 from Department of i TacAirnort? i Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fF ... hts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

1 Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
I Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

the impacts of the full- time. , exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? Jr<I Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. 0"""'rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 

I • ? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed j airport. 
throurihout the entire reriion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting yptember 28"' 2018. 

Name: "3\\\ ''"'\c"-' ( Signature: J1QJi--"~ 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Javier TOfdable 
SAMP Public Comments 
Questions for environmental study 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 9:35:01 AM 
Plane noise SAMP questions odf 

Please see attached questions that should be asked to the Port 

Thanks 

Javier 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting' We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional "3t-human health and 413,000 97 ,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 

-- ··--- "·------ -
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is ukey." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ~ 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ""'tentiaf harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, --;i,-from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Part(, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (1NOrldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any st-
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding 'Mthout ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
watting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac A<rnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please inciude a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on ekler1y citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please inciude a complete scientific 
Flights? Wdl Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights_ 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
ftiohts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impads of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3n:1 Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impad 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft: operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; 'W8 are at exceed estimated Near Tern, 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qrw:,,rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefrts 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the $AMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 2881 2018. 

Name: J/1,/ttl<_ "\"'-0"'3.Lt Signature ~ 
Address: -;)~ J;\'1\E"-.lbl'-J>l\-f.Llc. Co"' 

E-mail: \2. o<> ".\, :'Int ,.-. Jw , 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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J, 
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"' 

~ 

J) 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a 11st of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ~ environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

~ the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? petential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

1)( from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include atl studies {worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 

lJf health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

])( the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderty citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and JY(' noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. :bi to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rc1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 1J1 time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

1)'1 accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Operations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

DT benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth Is more fairly distributed 

throughout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline ~• commen~ mber 28"' 2018. 

Name:Pl>l'\ n 1..,,. I~(,._ b o c.,.h l 4-- Signatu : 

Address: CZ 33 S. (YlL-<1nt, ¼-\. )IS W6-'::) 
(-t-dt.ta.A t,.)~d 1 0A ~ SDa3 

E-mail: 
&.'-".~a j d @> mSt\ -Cb rn 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
onvironmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 

otential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Pro·ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa ? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
Increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2 18. 

{) • /, /J A~ M ~ 
Name: ;f'/c.Hll.t./J j, 1,4,f.4-8tJc,-/t'I/ Signature: .__ ___ -1--..,...,._ -. __ _ 

Address: g 33 5. hJlft,JVE: 1-1 :t...L5 Wlf Y
1 

F 'f;/JG-ML WA-~ v,I ,4 9S-003 

E-mail: /<.TA-M-BoGH-;"fJ @_ (_oyV1cAs7: #[3.., 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Publlc Comments· gqne@msn.com 
SAMP Public Comment on ScopillQ 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 3:59:35 PM 
Scooina Comment Utiaard,odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Caryl Utigard of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address Is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At"? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mrs. Utigard be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I ' ' What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
I Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 1 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to ! emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. ! 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of ' growth from the last four years. ! 
the 97,000 new flights ' already added in last four ' 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's • of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth I 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? : The Port has not I Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study 

I 
of the human health and environmental 

human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, 1 Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ' 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, ! and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 

_ emissions, in au of the six Normandy Park, [ overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
i south-end airport and SeaTac. : Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
: neiahbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the ' F>lease include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ! 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, 

' world relating to human potential harms suggest. or hypothesize any i 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft I 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies 
Science? Why is Port underway, include 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle 
waiting for the results of study from UW and 
the pending studies in the airport 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found 
Are you studying the risk of harm to 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded 
and assess global increased risk of 
scientific studies relating human harm from 

I Please include a review and 
1 assessment of the results of critical 
• Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight I, 

fliahts noise? noise. 
l-c'u"n"1q"'u:.!e"-"'F~u'-:lc-l =r""ime-"'3="'~+'D!'e"'s"p"-it-e~h~is~to-r~ica~I -I-P~l,..e-as-e~in-c~lu-cd,--e_a_c_o_m_p""'l-et,--e_s_,t-ud-,-y_o_f"t:ch-e+---, 

Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and j 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ! 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. i To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary I projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398, 91 O flights by • from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
orowth are too low? 413,000 now. Orierations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name:Cc>s,·~I Lltt~cv'd Signature: (;,,'}<p 71 ~ 
Address: ,l~cJ ·1 Su. I 'IC<,,_ t 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

i 

! 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Glen Urquhart 
SAMP Publlc Comments: oviet:skiesnvaetsound@amail rnm: Candace Urquhart 
Glen Urquhart SAMP public comment 
Friday, September 28, 2018 4:50:28 PM 
JMG 20180928 0004- GU Samo public comment pdf 

Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just inltial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and w Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

qi} human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

' human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal _av. environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, <&) world relating to human potential ham,s suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation. or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending N- Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

!] J waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study -""t v 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

~ Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the qi\) and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and qV Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3" neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? Jltf Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

{{/;) Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413 000 now. Or'lArations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

~ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire ,.,,.,.,ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28"' 2018. 

Name: (, l f:J-1 u(Z.-~/\IR..T Signature: 0? 0 Cr[ 
Address: Z 5 b <o S iM..11--< , ._,.,_ V ; "-"-' 'I) ,r S . D "--" v·1.o '.If\"-" 

N,t qi'\ "t:y 
E-mail: '3 , V r 't,Y \v.-.r-t e c.. "',,v\. (_~ ':, -f . -<-.,,L.---e--
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseatt/e.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 

"'' SUbjed: 
Data: 
Attachments: 

candac:e Urquhart 
SAMP Public Comments 
Candace l lra,1hart; Quiet Skies 
candace Ul'quhalt SAMP Public Comment 
Friday, September 28, 2018 4:48:05 PM 
!MG 20180928 0003· cu public comment.pdf 

From: Candace Urquhart 

sent: Friday, September 28, 2018 3:32 PM 

To: samp@portseattle.com; Quiet Skies 

Cc: Candace Urquhart 

Subject: Candace Urquhart SAMP Public Comment 

mailto:samp@portseattle.com


The Sustainable Airport Mastar Plan (SAMPJ 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the addltional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Tenn Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? tential hanns. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Tenn Pro" eels. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending N
Sclence? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli his noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3"' 
Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3"' 
Runwa . 
What If Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 

rowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3"' 
Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of crltical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on ekterly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3"' Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 rations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above In 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Sep 

cope o t e SAMP 
r 8 2018. 

Name: ~l!)Au,S, uf2Qvi11t>'-, Signature: --J.--J..IJl/-l-\--ifl:.:::::::'1----/, 

Address: 2~1.J(.;<;" n,,_a...-,,-.-e, v,ev Pv S. 
i):::<. t"'O,iJCS l,l,'1 q<:, ,qe, 

E-mail: ,, ... , I L 
U\"N ~ '3 Ed a M•t:[&v'""'1 . c~, 

Submit fonn on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


V

Sarah.Potter
Underline



From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP Publjc Comments; hiohtrailrider@gmail com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 

Date: Tuesday, September 25, 2018 2:04:46 PM 
Attachments: Scooino Comment WIiiiam Yooal odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. William R. Vogel of Burien, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At''? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us foiwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Vogel be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



• 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sampte questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.· Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INmAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316.000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

~ human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 

rs? 
Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
0wn Long-Tenn Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long aircraft overflight operations for the 

~ environmental impacts of study is. Port's post-5AMP Long Tenn Vision 
the Long-Term Vtsion Port's will I projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Pari<, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft: 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Paric, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
n • hbor cities? Tenn Pro·ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies ('INOrldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt for Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
SCience? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding wtthout ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now undetway 

VJt.f/ waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Air ...... rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

VJt.f/ Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderty citizens and from noise on elderty citizens and 
noise on elderty citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight SbJdies have Please include a complete scientific 
Fllghls? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

wRf/ scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - full Time 3rd Despite historical Please indude a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3n1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

VJt.(/ the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3"' neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Rw,wav? 3n1 Runwav. 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, ptease include a study of 

v.ft.r/ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. 0 ns. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

wRf/ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairty distributed 

thro• ""'hout the entire ..onion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the $AMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 2::w, 

Name: William R Vogel Signature: II) g u~ 
Address: 1252 South 115th Street Burien Wa 98168-2150 

E-mail: hightrai lrider@gmai 1. com 

Submd form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
mailto:hightrailrider@gmail.com


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and vv Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment Om Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says tong term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

rVv0 Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) Dv Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and Dtu Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment Ou Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

g;v Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3111 Despite historical Please include a complete study of the fJ?tJ Runway Use. How will statements, 3n1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in ovet1lights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of ' w Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits fJ?tJ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reoion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name:17~ ~tr\ c_ Signature: Ofnkj,L 4 u )4 
Address: l3\3~\~ s\- bU,(l wl_ 9BltfG 
E-mail: 1)~@,,\jb..H--~D . CcfW1 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



W



From: 
To: 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 

SAMP Public Comments: Uwessel@gmail.com 
SAMP Public Comment on Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 2018 12: 13:37 PM 
Scooioo Comment Wessel pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Louise Wessel of Federal Way, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comments on behalf of the Ms. Wessel be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

.,Po) human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your $AMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long tenn aircraft overflight operations for the 

'pfu) environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

ifuJ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south--end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, cfr,J world relating to human potential harms suggest. or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

.x"w the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ';f u, unique impacts of aircraft elderty citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study reView and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

"u..1 scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the :f'w the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

fcJ Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. QnArations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please indude a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

fc1..,1 benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fair1y distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Dea~line for commenting Septembe~ ~8th 2~18. Q 
Name:t.,o .. s-e' WE'SS'C'-- Signature: ~~,l,:W~ 

Address: P.O. 8 C)( '?,;; e; e, 
Ft:i>EiUtL "'-''lj I UJI/, (/'j'O(, S 

E-mail: L L w £Sc; e t...0 6--,-nA-iL, C.c, m 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

■ 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
SUbject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP PJJblic CommentSi hnm,mw@ama1I com 
SAMP Public Comment oo Scoping 
Sunday, September 23, 20181:34:33 PM 
Scooina Comment WPllam pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Marcia Wollam of Burien, Wa, regarding the NEPA 

ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of public 

comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Ms. Wollam be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 

this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Pian (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental revlew, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping requesC Just initial any request you want. sign at the bottom, and find OSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

i Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
: What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental : 

i 

I Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
, Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ' (,' 1/ ! 
' human health and 413,000, 97,000 aircraft overllight operations 
' environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 

• \ 1ears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ! 

: own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 
)),,-Y 

I

, Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ., 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key: But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 

[ the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
• a11ticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity ls reached in growth plans for ' 

, 2027? """tential harms. 
. Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

1,\1{ environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

I from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park. I overllights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neil"lhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 

I Will Port review all world now exist on , from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, ~. '·~( 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any r ~. 1 

health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and ' ! Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of. the results of critical 
proceeding without 1,Jltra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now unde,way ' 
waiting for the results of ~ 5:tl:!9Y from OW and before proceeding with the .• ,· 

i' , I 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts • ' 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ' ' . . . 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

. Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global : increased risk of unique human health impacts from , H.., I J 

scientific studies relating • human harm from noise from overnight flights. ' ,· \ ( \ I 

• ' 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

I flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique .. Full Time 3rd Despite historical ! P!ease include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd ! unique human health and , 

• 
Port separately assess Runway now full- . 

1 

environmental impacts from the I }' ' , 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 

J . , 
i 

1 time usage of the 3ro 1 neighborhoods beneath ana near tne , 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

.. '1 Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by . from increased aircraft operations that 

. , 

if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Coe rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment h/1i)i benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if ... y 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire rec ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. 

Address: 1°. ·., hcf ~ ""): 
1,,11,", \\C, ½!IL(., 

E-mail: ,,. 
\\i\J.\\\ll''- t0n1P,[ ~C'il' 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

i 

' ' ! 

' ' 

! 
• 

I 

. 

mailto:SAMP@portseattJe.org


From: Quiet Skies 
To: 
Subject: 

SAMP PYbJic Comments; aodrewmwood@aof CWJ 
5-\MP Public comment ori Scopirig 

Date: 
Attachments: 

Moriday, September 24, 2018 9:54:12 PM 
Scoping Comment Andrew WOOd.Ddf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Andrew Wood of Federal way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA ENSEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 

Seattle's websjte, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways 

of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to ~Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 

Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Wood be deemed unacceptable, please 

reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these. or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.• Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

~ the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four . 
vears? 

' Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please inciude a complete assessment 
own Long-Tenn Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tenn Vision ~ 

I\ \ the Long-Tenn 1f1Sion Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. . 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
202n rv,tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 

~vJ from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 

. 
neiahbor cities? TennProiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wo~dwide) 
Will Port review all wor1d now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, 
wortd relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any ,, 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ~ ~ 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft - . 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending - Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Saa. Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the $AMP. 

A, I the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of - -Tac Ai"""rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

~J 

unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderty citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens chidren from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 

~ scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight fflghts. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fl"'hts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3'" unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now fuH- environmental impacts from the ~ 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over I 
time usage of the 3n:1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3~Ru-·-~ 1 
What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port ! 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from Increased aircraft operations that , . ; 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 

~ 

arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qna.rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

dw benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout tt,e entire r""" ion. 

Please include the req- I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting ll\":::., 20~ 

Name:A,i~ "1<>w Signature~ L2) / • 
Address: ~l\ o.2e4 flC)lc..., F,w,.Jw""'j, -.IJ\r "I~ 

E-mail: ~ .... ~ e:::_ ...,\. "°"' 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

' ' ' 
' 

' 
' 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
SUbJect: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Dear Port, 

Thomas Wingard 
SAMP PYblk Comments 
SAMP - con-.nents 
Friday, September 14, 2018 1:35:15 PM 
SAMP Comments pdf 

I am vary concerned about the major issues affecting us directly in Marine Hills. As 
part of out Safe City group I would like some answers to the attached form. 

Regard, 
Tom 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 7S1U 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 7S11/ 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 7S11/ 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 7S1U 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airnort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413 000 now. Onerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire r.,.,.. ion. 

Please Include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28°' 2018. 

Name: Thomas S Wingard 

Address: 1121 S 287th St. 
Federal Way, WA 98003 

E-mail: tomswingard@gmail.com 

Signature: 7PM4 S7{tir,«K 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

7S'IU 

7S'IU 

7S'IU 

7S'IU 

7S'IU 

7S'IU 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
mailto:tomswingard@gmail.com


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Gerry Wieder 
SAMP Public Comments 
Questions for SAMP 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 3:18:40 PM 
GeITY 10 sample,Ddf 

To whom it may concern, please add my questions to the others that will be fielded to SAMP. 

Thanks. 

Gerry Wieder RN 
206.234.8384 



The Sustalnable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP soaping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.· Just initial any request you wan~ sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No study of Four-year inaease Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 

"7,, human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operetlons 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No study of Your SAMP ExectJtive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental w Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircrefl overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-, Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? O<>tential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please Include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, Impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, TukwUa, Normandy Park, /), 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
souttH,nd airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? Term ProiA,o,f,e. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (wortdwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~ studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
wortd relating to human potential harms sugges~ or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra.fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now undelway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the (1J the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washing1on mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- Imm Department of 
TacAi=rt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impects a.,; unique impacts of ain:raft elder1y citizens and from noise on elderty citizens and 
noise on elderty citizens chidrenfmm children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased rtsk of unique human health impacts from cw scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3'" unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental Impacts from the 

t::(;,.J the impacts of the lull- time. exponential increase in ovelfllghts over 
time usage of the 3'" neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3'" Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate: est the health and environmental impacts 

tlJ accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
W your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qnarations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please Include a study of the benefits t<) Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for sffing a regional in the six airport neighbor cities If 

' airport? airport now. growth is more falrty distrtbuted 
throuahout the entire rlKJion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 2811 2018. • 

Name: {h:--r21"\'.,]) Wt 61)16yt.. Signature: O-t/l~27YL- • 

Address: '-f{ '31) 'SN 3'J-S-7l-l ST. ffJ}GftAt.- e,J l'k( /{,ff<J J'[)~ 

E-mail: 9 CAJ ,'e_ d.e.rr @ 3111c.,, ; (. Ce, ht . 

SUbmit form on your own/add comments at SAMP@pOrtseattJe.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date, 
Attachments: 

Qu~ Skies 
SAMP Public Comments· abwick@earthlink net 
Public COmment 011 Scoping SAMP 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 2:21:29 PM 
Scooina Comment Georgina Wickland odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Georgina Wickland of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the IO comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding these comments on behalf of the Mrs. Wickland be deemed 
unacceptable, please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review. for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping requesC Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 

, Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
; Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations -( J) environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 

I 
the 97,000 new flights ' 

I already added in last four i 
years? i 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment l 
Own Long.Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental l 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ' i 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

VJ 
I 

environmental impacts of study is ~key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ' 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth i 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. ' ' capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? nntential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please Include a complete study of all ' ' Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

~ 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? T errn Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore. find, 
world reJating to human potential ham,s suggest. or hypothesize any \P health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 
' 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and ' 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critica! 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now under.vay 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the uJ ' 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. I the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
TacAimnrl? Commerce. ' 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and w noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific ' Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

\J 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human ham, from noise from overnight flights. 

, to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
1 flirthts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

\J 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rc:1 unique human health and ' Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ' 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over i 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 

I Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port ' 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

'Y accounting for the impact I 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that ' I 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term I arowth are too low? 413.000 now. o~rations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

~ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if \ airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire Ml1ion. 

Please include the requests I have Initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environm.:..ntal re~iew. 0«:adline f'tr ~mentlng Septem~r 28th 2018. _ 

Name: ~~/t1<L- /4:)~d'~On¼Jtd~ &1tsfi}-1f l}~l 

Address: ///() J,, q'l~f'_;,f'/ ~ /.tn,u,~, A.J.: 16/17 

7/J~ 
on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; wilsoo tandrew@gma1l.com 
Comment on the SUstainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 11:51:48 PM 
Scoping Comment Wilson.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Andy Wilson of Normandy Park, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 
public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 12 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking Af'? As 
stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding comments on behalf of Mr. Wilson be deemed unacceptable, please reply to all in 
this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



' 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment I 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

1Jt. Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? ' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 

I own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ' 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

~-

! 

environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Tern, Vision ' 

I the Long-T em, Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 

' capacity is reached in growth plans for 
i 2027? ootential harms. 

Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

~-
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nomiandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tern, Projects; and for Long 
neiahbor cities? T em, Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

' studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

' 
_, 

' world relating to human potential hamis suggest, or hypothesize any ' ! 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 
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! Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
i Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now unde,way 

,. waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 

�-
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

,. 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 

�-
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd (m+fftl,tf-frue.,�,: neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

J/4· 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
orowth are too low? 413 000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 

�-
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuQhout the entire reoion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP
environmental review. Deadline for commenting Septe ber 28th 201.7. 

Name: /v.1.°'( WiWOI\ Signature: _.!_/�- (q_�Cft.._fl1t----C:::=
Address 17z,z.� Syt<a'v, r2.e, sr,./, 

1 
i-1� J !NA- 'f!,119(,, 

E-mail: Wi\1111'1, �(£,��I• C-0�

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 191h 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://quietskiespugetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare ( 1 oom x 1 0Om) of 
south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 
neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 

airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the ~ impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount - if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe Itself. as majority - of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
opposed to just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software 

4-> engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 
extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 
to study the human health newNextGen emissions, resulting from the additional 

9v and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNR RNPs growth from the last four years, as well as 
new flights already added 

were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen in last four years, as well 
as procedural changes? utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. 

time. conventional I LS arrivals. 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

~ human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 
anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, ~ health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 
Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 

waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the tf the pending studies in the airport SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 

SeaTac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from r unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 

noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 

9 scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from 7 accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Reg ion al Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 9 benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP environmental review. 
Comments must be received by September 28~~ : 

Name: (fvEL w&d'-•~~5 Signatur __ --,,. ___ M_~------------

Address: 7oD1 5W .;i.Ykft... Si" v,q$1-+t:>N luA 'f8tJ70 
I 

E-mail: :Jf/7/,';~,~~ ~::J {!? r-o:dl.C~ 
ff mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 



From: 
To: 
Subject: .... , 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; tammy@walli(krea1estate.com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 201810:15:23 PM 
scooma comment Walll(k.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mrs. Tammy Wallick of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EN SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the IO comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mrs. Wallick be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 

' Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 

1 the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 

, the Long-Term Vision 
I anticipated to begin when 
, capacity is reached in 

2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
neinhbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four~year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long tenn 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
notential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overtlight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Proiects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 

INITIAL 

I 

vJ 



i Wait For Pending New ! Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft i elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens I children from children. 
and children? ; aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight . Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect 'concluded study review and assessment of the 

' and assess global , increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating ! human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight ; overnight flight 
fliQhts noise? : noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3"' : Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire r...,.,ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September ;!8"' 2018.· 

Name,....,-;;;/n,ry.;ft.>rllic Z.. Signature: / A L(l.£~L.(/( . 
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Address:-,2f 9-fC ,(~,Jc;?lc.' &ir,i_ ·/~ /:µ~ .j..{_ •. IJ1.L/l ;{,,•1.fi,L lz /I 

E-mail: /1-11,,,1,yr,'t, f-1//;, /1·, /'Jl,".J}J/r- ,"<}r1 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; denn1s@wall1ckresi1estate.com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, 5eptember 20, 201810:11:19 PM 
Scoping Comment Wallick Dennis.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Dennis Wallick of Des Moines, Wa, regarding 
the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 
website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Wallick be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these. or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers wrn 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase i Please include a complete assessment 1 I 

' What's Already raised annual I of the human health and environmental ' 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and ! 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional ' 1,;J ! human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations ' 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 

i Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

i,} I 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision i the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 

' anticipated to begin when studying total plans. ' 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? • notential harms. ' 

Adequate Geography? • The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental ' human health and au of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal i 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, iJ ! from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, a!1d SeaTac, resu!ting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south•end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

' ,J , world relating to human potential hanns suggest, or hypothesize any V i health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' I 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overllights and impacts on human ' health or the environment. ' 

' 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 'v I 
directly relating to Sea- , from Department of 
Tac Airnort? 1 Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 

' >,J noise on elderly citizens children from children. ' and chiidren? aircraft noise. - -
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 

-, 
\V to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

fllnhts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3'" Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the ' vJ the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rc1 neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive, To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ' ' 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that \v 

if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now, Qnerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 1 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if • V 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed ~ 

throuahout the entire rec ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review_ O~adline for commenting S__"ptembe_~ ~20ffl, 

Name: I )~_,,11,, LL,:,,[[,,__l Signature:~-- _),,::_;-_----;-;,: 

Address: ~'Sr'>c__ ;;.__, ~ ,-,"( ' th,,' /, !\r '> 
E-mail: (c(_ •ult5 f' \c.,1-_l( ,,cl , (<-\, M" 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseaWe,org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://guietskiespugetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Why no study of noise For communities Please include in the SAMP's scope 
impacts outside the six under a NextGen studying every hectare ( 1 00m x 1 00m) of 
south-end airport RNP, such as the Puget Sound Region that has more 

~ neighboring cities? Vashon Island, the than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 
airport, and all its a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the 
impacts, effectively same level of detail as the cities directly 
moved in next door neighboring the airport. 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 

Why no study of the On arrival, a large Please use tools that can accurately 
noise generated by the amount - if not a model airframe generated noise, and if 
airframe Itself, as majority - of the the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
opposed to just the noise comes from for this purpose, then addition software 

~ engines? the airframe and must be used to augment the AEDT 
extended control results. 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Why No Study of What's Overflight totals Please include a complete assessment of 
Already Happened? went from 316,000 the human health and environmental 
How does the Port intend to 413,000, and the impacts, including from noise and 

/JI) to study the human health new NextGen emissions, resulting from the additional 
and environmental HAWKZand 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
impacts of the 97,000 MARNR RNPs growth from the last four years, as well as 
new flights already added 

were substantially the first significant use of the NextGen in last four years, as well 
as procedural changes? utilized for the first HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. 

time. conventional ILS arrivals. 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment of 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

M human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be and Century Agenda growth plans. 
anticipated to begin when studying total 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 



Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any association, 
health and environment from aircraft noise correlation, causation, or other potential 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. linkage between aircraft overflights and 
noise and pollution? impacts on human health or the 

environment. 

Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and assessment 
Science? Why is Port underway, include of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle studies now underway before proceeding 

waiting for the results of study from UW and with the environmental review for the 

the pending studies in the airport SAMP. 

the State of Washington mitigation study 

directly relating to from Department of 

Sea Tac Airport? Commerce. 

Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment of 
Are you studying the risk of harm to the unique human health impacts from 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and noise on elderly citizens and children. 

noise on elderly citizens children from 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from noise 

scientific studies relating human harm from from overnight flights. 

to impacts from overnight overnight flight 

flights noise? noise. 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of the 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. health and environmental impacts from 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by increased aircraft operations that exceed 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at estimated Near Term Operations. 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. 

Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits to 
Are you studying the refused to join calls human health and the environment in the 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
airport? airport now. more fairly distributed throughout the 

entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the sco 
Comments must be received by September 28th 2018. 

Address: lo ,0c, >lv CC>IJE 7GiV) f VA-s--t\e.N, \J.l-A 'r&'ti70 

E-mail: -At,or~S..J~e CC>Kc:A'St. N~ 
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If mailing this form, and/or additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P.O. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of FourMyear increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long~Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 

ft} human health and says longterm aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? cotential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

~ Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Nonnandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park. overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Walt For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Aircort? Commerce. 
Sensitlve populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
Whal About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliohts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3rc1 Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full• time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

(M Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 
growth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire region. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: I\ /,J46,µl?l'I..__ Signature: fi' ~ 'JI--<---/ 

Address: -z:z-<)'2'/ I rr,, 41)1? ~"Q 'I)~ onJt:r:, 

E-mail: 0 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four~year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? otential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

J from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
nei hbor cities? Term Pro·ects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the fast ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircra 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air ort? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 
Runwa? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
rowth are too low? 

Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the 
exponential increase in overflights over 
neighborhoods beneath and near the 
3rd R.UnW8 . 

To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadlln,';.or comm~ r 2!E_ ~018i7 

Name: 5 V\.t;fJcO l))l-f1 l G Sign u . {,{)l,vfCJ:2 

Address2--'61tf2_, w~ ~ ~ 1¥ ~ 
E-mail: SiG AD f)__t\_o ~ ti\C> 1-- 6 d) Yv\__, 1Jlb 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and vv Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment Om Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says tong term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? potential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 

rVv0 Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiohbor cities? Term Projects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) Dv Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and Dtu Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airport? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment Ou Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 

g;v Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flights noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3111 Despite historical Please include a complete study of the fJ?tJ Runway Use. How will statements, 3n1 unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in ovet1lights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runway? 3rd Runway. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of ' w Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits fJ?tJ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reoion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name:17~ ~tr\ c_ Signature: Ofnkj,L 4 u )4 
Address: l3\3~\~ s\- bU,(l wl_ 9BltfG 
E-mail: 1)~@,,\jb..H--~D . CcfW1 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 
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From: 
To: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Publie Corrments· fvounaB924@comcast.net 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 11:30:00 PM 
Scooing Comment Yoong odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. & Mrs. Frank and Elaine Young of Federal Way, Wa, 

regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's 

website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 1 O comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 

stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comments on behalf of the the Youngs be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 

all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 

Team Member 



The Sustainable Alrport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request.'' Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

I Why No Study of , Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
1 What's Already ; raised annual of the human health and environmental 
: Happened? How does i ~~:~~~~~otat from impacts. including from noise and 
: Port intend to study the emissions, resulting from the additional 

J~1 i human health and 1 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
: environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
, the 97,000 new flights 
• already added in last four • 
, vears? ' i 
! Why No Study of Your : SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
• Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 

Why not study of the i own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and • says long tern, aircraft overflight operations for the 

cJ1 • environmental impacts of ' study is ~key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
' the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 

, Adequate Geography? . The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique ! committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

(ilt· environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ( • 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the ! 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies {worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around ham,s and extent such studies explore, find, 

'/ " C world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any r (_ • 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or f'.. . ·f impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 

I 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human ., 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 

jl 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study ,G 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 

' Tac Airnnrt? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

d l' unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. ...._ __ ,,,/ 
and children? aircraft noise. I 

What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
, 

Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from Jc scienUfic studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from ovefnight overnight flight ( 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and u~-Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3n:i neighborhoods beneath and near the I 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. ' 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To detennine the risks of error in Port 

, 

Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 

l!J. accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
Qrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if J~· airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above In the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

a' • 
Name: -: -h \r--.ik ~ t:_-_,t_A 1j,....J t.~ \h'-t-Jl., Signatw.ce:- -i:::-tti.L. f;tz:.£,..-4- ~ct7 

I ' ·, /f 
Address: I~ ') ;3-ct t ,, f -:, T J 

.;.~·t..'{1~ <'(.L..l u,)n .. --f IN{. l i'S,,·-,(,_) 
E-mail: _ _ , 

\ 'J,cu\~ 'o'i)..//l){;Cnle·a:,/, H, t 
Submit form On your own/add comments at: SAMP@porlseattle.org 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comment;;: obll@seafoodassodates.com 
Comment on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Wednesday, September 19, 2018 5:57:24 PM 
Scooinc Comment YoMan odf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. Phil Yohann of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking 
At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own on line comment fonn. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Yohann be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these. or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
·scoping request~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

: Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please inciude a complete assessment 1 

! What's Already ; raised annual , of the human health and environmental 
I ' Happened? How does overflight total from . impacts, including from noise and 

\JJ 
I Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional I 

human health and 413,000. ; 97,000 aircraft overflight operations i 

environmental impacts of ! growth from the last four years. ' 
the 97,000 new flights ' 

already added in last four ' ' ' 
! vears? 
, Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive i Please include a complete assessment 
: Own Long-Term Plan? Summary: Port's of the human health and environmental 

' ! Why not study of the 
1 

own consultant impacts resulting from additional ~: human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 
environmental impacts of study is ~key.~ But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 

G>: ,

1 

environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac. resulting from aircraft 

I emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
i south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
• neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies {worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

~: studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association. correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



' Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
! Science? Why is Port undeiway, include assessment of the results of critical 
j proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway (v: ' waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of I 
TacAi-ort? Commerce. ' 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment i~ • 

Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific ' ' Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the ' 

!~ 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 

!~ to impacts from overnight , overnight flight 
flinhts noise? i noise. 

I 
Unique - Full Time 3rd ! Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will ' statements, 3rd unique human health and 

1 Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 

1 the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
i time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 

I What If Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 

1 Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
, accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
i if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
: nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. O""'rations. 
I Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting S!'}te~ber 2 h 2018. 

Name; j1l,'- ~P.,JN Signature: ttvJ/. ,Iv 

Address: 1'1!7U ~ ;/9)~ ~- t:_ 
. l)l-, I 'I) 1,"""-i.-.J r,.JA. {ffl I 10 

E-mail: I 
ol.,1 f&l,,e"'-',a-Jttssoe '"-+ B s , l,c,,.,, 

S1.ibml(f0rm d~ your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattfe.org 
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The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION 

Why No Study of 
What's Already 
Happened? How does 
Port intend to study the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
ears? 

Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Term Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 
Adequate Geography? 
Will Port study unique 
human health and 
environmental impacts 
from aircraft noise and 
emissions, in all of the six 
south-end airport 
nei hbor cities? 
Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

COMMENT 

Four-year increase 
raised annual 
overflight total from 
316,000 to 
413,000. 

SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 

otential harms. 
The Port has not 
committed to study 
all of Des Moines, 
Federal Way, 
Burien, Tukwila, 
Normandy Park, 
and SeaTac. 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

SCOPE REQUEST 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 
emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years. 

INITIAL 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the 
Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision ~ 
projects and Century Agenda growth 
plans. 

Please include a complete study of all 
of the human health and environmental 
impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ~ 
and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
Term Pro'ects. 
Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any 
association, correlation, causation, or 
other potential linkage between aircraft 
overflights and impacts on human 
health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to Sea
Tac Air art? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
fli hts noise? 
Unique - Full Time 3rd 

Runway Use. How will 
Port separately assess 
the impacts of the full
time usage of the 3rd 

Runwa? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 

rowth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 
Studies have found 
risk of hann to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 
Despite historical 
statements, 3rd 

Runway now full
time. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,91 0 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include a review and 
assessment of the results of critical 
Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 
before proceeding with the 
environmental review for the SAMP. 

Please include a complete assessment 
of the unique human health impacts 
from noise on elderly citizens and 
children. 

Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from 
noise from overnight flights. 

Please include a complete study of the 
unique human health and 
environmental impacts from the ( 
exponential increase in overflights over l 
neighborhoods beneath and near the ~ 
3rd Runwa . 
To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of ~ 
the health and environmental impacts 
from increased aircraft operations that 
exceed estimated Near Term 
0 erations. 
Please include a study of the benefits 
to human health and the environment ~ - _ 
in the six airport neighbor cities if 
growth is more fairly distributed 
throu hout the entire re ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the $AMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commentin September 28th 2018. 

Name: ~.R.--b ~ <1h..t>-n.., Signature: { ha,, I Y\..-1 

Address: \:,00 $,i . .;;)::,0-ll" Ci'll !9,8 
~e_s. \\..Q\" ~ s) W \1""' 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 



Z



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Publ(c Comments; 1mzat@hotmail.CDIJ) 
SAMP Public COmment Scoping Request 
Sunday, 5eptember 23, 2018 11:50:57 AM 
Scoo!ng Comment Zatloukal pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Ms. Joan Zatloukal of Des Moines, Wa, 
regarding the NEPA EA/SEP A EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of 
Seattle's website, email of public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of 
filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be 
Looking At"? As stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment fonn. 

Should us fon,varding a comment on behalf of the Ms. Zatloukal be deemed unacceptable, 
please reply to all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR volce is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase I Please include a complete assessment i 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental :~ Happened? How does overflight total from 

I 
impacts, including from noise and 

Port intend to study the 316,000 to I emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. • 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
environmental impacts of i growth from the last four years. 

' the 97,000 new flights i 
' I i already added in last four ' I 

vears? ' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment ' 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental (' ! 

Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ·~. I 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

• I 
V I ' 

environmental impacts of study is "key: But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision {/' 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be i projects and Century Agenda growth I anticipated to begin when studying total : plans. ' capacity is reached in growth plans for 

i I 2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not 1 Please include a complete study of all I 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 

c~ I human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
. environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, ,C) 
I from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft ' 
: emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 

' 
I 

south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long I ' 
neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. ' 

I 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) I 

, I Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 

:771? I studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



r Wait For Pending New ! Regional studies Please include a review and I 
! Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical ! 

proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway i 

waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the ,'-"a i the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study I ,' ' I 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of I 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. ' ' Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment : ' ' Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 

"~ 
! 

' ,_ ' unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ! 

noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
i and children? aircraft noise. 

What About overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
' I Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

'.11) I and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human hann from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. ' 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the ! 

Runway Use. How will statements, 3w unique human health and 

~to I Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 

! time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the I Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. I To determine the risks of error in Port 

!) Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est 

1 
the health and environmental impacts 

accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by , from increased aircraft operations that i 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Tenn 

I arowth are too low? 413,000 now, Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

c:ol Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed ~ i 

throuohout the entire r..viion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name:-Ju,,c ,Zc, i I ov i<A_/ Signature~~ Y,,, -',.::...ar&<t?-/7 

Address: ? o 7 s·. 2.._f't 7>, c '3 Ye _s f'1t,,,,,. s t.J ,1, • ';" :f' / ;i :P 
J 

E-mail: J vn 2.A., T t? ~ ,; f rr-.a_ 1 /, Cc' n1 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattJe.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


from: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

HL 

Rorie zaJac 
SAMP Public comments 
SAMP Comments 
Tuesday, September 25, 2018 12:28:22 PM 
rorie.zaiac odf 
ATTOOQQ1 txt 

Please find my attached SAMP comments. 

Also, a note to say your open house community outreach at Highline College on September 10, 2018 was very 
disappointing. I left work early to attend and came away having learned nothing. There was very little actual 
communication from the Port. most answers to questions pointed us to someone else who used the same runaround 
tactic. There were blank boards that held the same amount of infonnation that the people manning the stations 
communicated• nothing. 

It very much felt like the Port checking a box for the required community inclusive meeting. This was a sham ofan 
attempt to engage with the community. My only take away is that you saw my face, you saw my neighbors. so you 
know there are actual people impacted. Hopefully you took note of the people you are affecting. 

Rorie Zajac 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 

' Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional • 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations I~ 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years, 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
vears? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the --

environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision i -~ 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? notential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal v\'L,-::V) environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 1 

from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Tenn Projects; and for Long 
nek•hbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the ~ 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

"~ world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overflights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

r?5' D waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the ( 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. / 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts ( 

~ unique Impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from V - )"' 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. I V;r, 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
flinhts noise? noise. 
Unique • Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the f,@, the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over , 
tlme usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwa\f? 3rd Runwa". 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error In Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts ~y 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that -if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
nrowth are too low? 413,000 now. Qnerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits W) Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if -airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throunhout the entire rec ion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting S~ 2~th 2018. _ 

Name: RPR.lE, ""l:-A-:s-r,..c.. Signature: ~ ~~ 
Address: "2..-"'1"1i>1.,1.. • l<ll~ /><,./Ge S I c~s M-<Ht.J"'.S , 1/',J" \'\ $ 

E-mail: 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattJe.org 

mailto:SAMP@porlseattle.org


From: 
To: 
SUbjec:t: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Quiet Skies 
SAMP Public Comments; david.a.zem@gma1l.com 
Comment on tile Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Environmental Review 
Thursday, September 20, 2018 11:12:02 PM 
Scop,ng Comment Zemanek.pdf 

Dear Mr. Steve Rybolt, 

Please accept the public comments attached by Mr. David Zemanek of Des Moines, Wa, regarding the 
NEPA EA/SEPA EIS SAMP 2018 Scoping Comment Review. Per the Port of Seattle's website, email of 
public comment to this address is one of the 4 acceptable ways of filing. 

We believe the 10 comments below pertains to "Are There Other Impacts We Should Be Looking At''? As 
stated on the Port of Seattle's own online comment form. 

Should us forwarding a comment on behalf of the Mr. Zemanek be deemed unacceptable, please reply to 
all in this email chain immediately as to your reasons why. 

Kind Regards, 

Quiet Skies Puget Sound 
Team Member 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the $AMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. tf you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
~scoping request.~ Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of : Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already 1 raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overflight operations 

tJa)--environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four I 

' vears? ' 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment I 

, own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental I 
I Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional ' ; I human health and says long term aircraft ovelilight operations for the J7a-. ' environmental impacts of study is 'key.· But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision I 

' ~ the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth ' 
' anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
' capacity is reached in growth plans for i 
' • 2027? n.otential harms. : 

Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental /Y('r human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for au of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 

' 
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft i 
emissions, in all of the six Normandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the I south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long i neinhbor cities? Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) IJ&-j I Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around harms and extent such studies explore, find, 

I world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or ' 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft I 
noise and pollution? ovelilights and impacts on human I 

; 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New i Regional studies Please include a review and 
' Science? Why is Port i underway, include assessment of the results of critical ' 

proceeding without 
i ~:~i:~~~!~!I:nd 

Sea• Tac Airport studies now undeiway '#(LP waiting for the results of before proceeding with the I the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington I mitigation study I directly relating to Sea- 1 from Department of 
Tac Aircort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment i 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 'ffrt')- i 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and ! noise on elderly citizens children from children. 

I and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific ' ' 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 

J;t,-and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3"' Despite historical Please include a complete study of the 

;,i~! Runway Use. How will statements, 3rd unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 

I 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. ! 

What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 'Jfi'? Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413000now. Ooeretions. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 

rtt~ Are you studying the refused to join calls to human health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed i 

throuahout the entire reaion. i 
Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: /7,tv1d ~~,;;if Signature:;;-rl,.~ 

Address: -,/o,° > urT'f' $7 

,d z.. ~frrt<' I, 0 A-r 
E-mail: c/tev ,c:::t., €.hf 

Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@pottseattle.org 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org


The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we certainly have for the 
Port of Seattle. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions included 
in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a 

related sample "scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and bring it to our 
Sep 23rd meeting, mail it (address at the end of page two), or take it to a SAMP meeting (Sep 17th & 19th 

remaining) to deliver by hand. Special thanks to http://guietskiespugetsound.org for coming up with this 
template, and allowing us to adopt it, to help citizens add their comments to the SAMP. 

QUESTION 
Why no study of noise 
impacts outside the six 
south-end airport 
neighboring cities? 

Why no study of the 
noise generated by the 
airframe itself, as 
opposed to just the 
engines? 

Why No Study of What's 
Already Happened? 
How does the Port intend 
to study the human health 
and environmental 
impacts of the 97,000 
new flights already added 
in last four years, as well 
as procedural changes? 

Why No Study of Your 
Own Long-Term Plan? 
Why not study of the 
human health and 
environmental impacts of 
the Long-Tenn Vision 
anticipated to begin when 
capacity is reached in 
2027? 

COMMENT 
For communities 
under a NextGen 
RNP, such as 
Vashon Island, the 
airport, and all its 
impacts, effectively 
moved in next door 
one day out of the 
blue, so to speak. 
On arrival, a large 
amount- if not a 
majority - of the 
noise comes from 
the airframe and 
extended control 
surfaces to slow 
down the aircraft. 

Overflight totals 
went from 316,000 
to 413,000, and the 
new NextGen 
HAWKZand 
MARNR RNPs 
were substantially 
utilized for the first 
time. 
SAMP Executive 
Summary; Port's 
own consultant 
says long term 
study is "key." But 
Port's will not be 
studying total 
growth plans for 
potential harms. 

SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 
Please include in the SAMP's scope 
studying every hectare ( 1 00m x 1 0Om) of 
the Puget Sound Region that has more • 
than 100 overflights a day, averaged over 
a year, at less than 10,000 feet with the ?IS 
same level of detail as the cities directly 
neighboring the airport. ,,, () 

7ndoa,n1 \['45~, l~ 
Please use tools that can accurately 
model airframe generated noise, and if 
the FAA's AEDT software is insufficient 
for this purpose, then addition software _!) 
must be used to augment the AEDT 
results. 

Please include a complete assessment of 
the human health and environmental 
impacts, including from noise and 

5 emissions, resulting from the additional 
97,000 aircraft overflight operations 
growth from the last four years, as well as 
the first significant use of the NextGen 
HAWKZ and MARNR RNPs vs. 
conventional ILS arrivals. 
Please include a complete assessment of 
the human health and environmental 
impacts resulting from additional 
aircraft overflight operations for the Port's 0 
post-SAMP Long Term Vision projects 
and Century Agenda growth plans. 

fl "'-l:5 (1//_(_,. ~l> ~~I 



Use Current Science? 
Will Port review all 
studies from around 
world relating to human 
health and environment 
impacts from aircraft 
noise and pollution? 

Wait For Pending New 
Science? Why is Port 
proceeding without 
waiting for the results of 
the pending studies in 
the State of Washington 
directly relating to 
SeaTac Airport? 
Sensitive populations? 
Are you studying the 
unique impacts of aircraft 
noise on elderly citizens 
and children? 
What About Overnight 
Flights? Will Port collect 
and assess global 
scientific studies relating 
to impacts from overnight 
flights noise? 
What if Your 
Projections Are 
Wrong? How are you 
accounting for the impact 
if your estimates of 
growth are too low? 
Regional Airport Now? 
Are you studying the 
benefits of a regional 
airport? 

Studies around the 
world now exist on 
harms and 
potential harms 
from aircraft noise 
and emissions. 

Regional studies 
underway, include 
ultra-fine particle 
study from UW and 
the airport 
mitigation study 
from Department of 
Commerce. 

Studies have found 
risk of harm to 
elderly citizens and 
children from 
aircraft noise. 
Studies have 
concluded 
increased risk of 
human harm from 
overnight flight 
noise. 

SAMP Executive. 
Summary 
inaccurate; est. 
398,910 flights by 
2019; we are at 
413,000 now. 
The Port has 
refused to join calls 
for siting a regional 
airport now. 

Please include all studies (worldwide) 
from at least the last ten years, to the 
extent such studies explore, find, 
suggest, or hypothesize any association, 
correlation, causation, or other potential 
linkage between aircraft overflights and 
impacts on human health or the 
environment. --=- • 
Please include a review and assessment 
of the results of critical Sea-Tac Airport 
studies now underway before proceeding 
with the environmental review for the 
SAMP. 

fir/ 1/4;5/mi tm ~12, ~-

Please include a complete assessment of 5S 
the unique human health impacts from 
noise on elderly citizens and children. 

~ ·,s Vlt5h,r, 17~5 f1lJt:tL ~J? 
Please include a complete scientific 
study review and assessment of the 
unique human health impacts from noise 
from overnight flights. 

To determine the risks of error in Port 
projections, please include a study of the 
health and environmental impacts from 
increased aircraft operations that exceed 
estimated Near Term Operations. 

Please include a study of the benefits to 
human health and the environment in the 
six airport neighbor cities if growth is 
more fairly distributed throughout the 

- - -------~ 
entire region. 

-----'--- ---

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the 
Comments must be received by September 28th 2018. 

pe of the SAMP environmental review. 

Name: ~ ~eye,ne_ z l ~o Signature: ~~~~~=-.,..-=:::.::~.:............::...__ __ _ 

Address: is-qi)/) fi'llsb.«nif J 5-0 if~ I 
E-mail: Co~p~ wmcad::J~ ~ 
If mailing this form, an"tllor additional comments, send to Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle, 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability, P. 0. Box 68727, Seattle, WA 98168 



The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
10 SAMPLE QUESTIONS AND RELATED SCOPING REQUESTS 

Welcome to the SAMP scoping meeting! We're providing a list of sample questions - questions we 
certainly have for the Port of Seattle. Ask the Port personnel these, or any questions you want. We 
also want to make sure YOUR voice is heard. If you want the subject matter of any of these questions 
included in the scope of the environmental review, for each question we've added a related sample 
"scoping request." Just initial any request you want, sign at the bottom, and find QSPS volunteers will 
collect and provide them as a matter of public record to the Port. 

QUESTION COMMENT SCOPE REQUEST INITIAL 

Why No Study of Four-year increase Please include a complete assessment 
What's Already raised annual of the human health and environmental 
Happened? How does overflight total from impacts, including from noise and 
Port intend to study the 316,000 to emissions, resulting from the additional Q_z_ 
human health and 413,000. 97,000 aircraft overtlight operations 
environmental impacts of growth from the last four years. 
the 97,000 new flights 
already added in last four 
years? 
Why No Study of Your SAMP Executive Please include a complete assessment 
Own Long-Term Plan? Summary; Port's of the human health and environmental 
Why not study of the own consultant impacts resulting from additional 
human health and says long term aircraft overflight operations for the 

t-z_ environmental impacts of study is "key." But Port's post-SAMP Long Term Vision 
the Long-Term Vision Port's will not be projects and Century Agenda growth 
anticipated to begin when studying total plans. 
capacity is reached in growth plans for 
2027? ootential harms. 
Adequate Geography? The Port has not Please include a complete study of all 
Will Port study unique committed to study of the human health and environmental 
human health and all of Des Moines, impacts for all of Des Moines, Federal 
environmental impacts Federal Way, Way, Burien, Tukwila, Normandy Park, 0_L---
from aircraft noise and Burien, Tukwila, and SeaTac, resulting from aircraft 
emissions, in all of the six Nonnandy Park, overflights, from 2013-present; for the 
south-end airport and SeaTac. Near-Term Projects; and for Long 
neiQhbor cities? 

I Term Proiects. 
Use Current Science? Studies around the Please include all studies (worldwide) 
Will Port review all world now exist on from at least the last ten years, to the 
studies from around hanns and extent such studies explore, find, 0c__ 
world relating to human potential harms suggest, or hypothesize any 
health and environment from aircraft noise association, correlation, causation, or 
impacts from aircraft and emissions. other potential linkage between aircraft 
noise and pollution? overtlights and impacts on human 

health or the environment. 



Wait For Pending New Regional studies Please include a review and 
Science? Why is Port underway, include assessment of the results of critical 
proceeding without ultra-fine particle Sea-Tac Airport studies now underway 

~ waiting for the results of study from UW and before proceeding with the 
the pending studies in the airport environmental review for the SAMP. 
the State of Washington mitigation study 
directly relating to Sea- from Department of 
Tac Airoort? Commerce. 
Sensitive populations? Studies have found Please include a complete assessment 
Are you studying the risk of harm to of the unique human health impacts 
unique impacts of aircraft elderly citizens and from noise on elderly citizens and {'7_ 
noise on elderly citizens children from children. 
and children? aircraft noise. 
What About Overnight Studies have Please include a complete scientific 
Flights? Will Port collect concluded study review and assessment of the 
and assess global increased risk of unique human health impacts from 
scientific studies relating human harm from noise from overnight flights. 
to impacts from overnight overnight flight 
fliahts noise? noise. 
Unique - Full Time 3rd Despite historical Please inclucle a complete study of the 
Runway Use. How will statements, 3ro unique human health and 
Port separately assess Runway now full- environmental impacts from the 
the impacts of the full- time. exponential increase in overflights over 
time usage of the 3rd neighborhoods beneath and near the 
Runwav? 3rd Runwav. 
What if Your SAMP Executive. To determine the risks of error in Port 
Projections Are Summary projections, please include a study of 
Wrong? How are you inaccurate; est. the health and environmental impacts 
accounting for the impact 398,910 flights by from increased aircraft operations that 
if your estimates of 2019; we are at exceed estimated Near Term 
arowth are too low? 413,000 now. Ooerations. 
Regional Airport Now? The Port has Please include a study of the benefits 
Are you studying the refused to Join calls to i1uman health and the environment 
benefits of a regional for siting a regional in the six airport neighbor cities if 
airport? airport now. growth is more fairly distributed 

throuahout the entire reaion. 

Please include the requests I have initialed above in the scope of the SAMP 
environmental review. Deadline for commenting September 28th 2018. 

Name: ~rD-- LJJN\.(Ji. V\.~ Signature~~--

Address: "tOS S cCo')~ st
1 
1Rs rv\a~•IA. e <:, ~ 1~l ~{ 

E-mail: ~ S @_ ~(L~o o , ~ 
Submit form on your own/add comments at: SAMP@portseattle.org 

~ 
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ATTACHMENT 4g: 
SCOPING COMMENTS RECEIVED



Actual Comments with Assigned Topic Code 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Bonnie Wllklns 
SAMP Public comments 
Michael Matthias: Susan Cezar: Dan Brewer 
City of Des Moines Comments on Scoping fur the Near Tenn Projects fur Sea-Tac International Airport 
Friday, September 28, 20181:01:08 PM 
Comments on Scoping for the Near Term Project for Sea-Tac Airport 9.27.2018.Qdf 

1)/Y) 

On behalf of Mayo Matt Pina and the Des Moines City Council, please find attached the City of 

Des Moines Comments on Scoping for the Near Term Project for Sea-Tac International Airport. 

Please let me know if you need anything additional. 

Thank you, 
Bonnie 

Bonnie Wilkins, CMC I City Clerk-Communications Director 

City of Des Moines j 21630 11th Avenue S, Sulte A I Des Moines WA 98198 

206.870.6519 j 206.870.6540 (fax) 

6 Des M_oj~~-~A 

CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT: The information contained in this electronic communication may be personal, 

privileged and/or confidential information fntended only for the use of the individual(s) orentity(ies) to which it has 

been addressed. If you read this communication and are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 

dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication, other than delivery to the intended recipient is strictly 

prohibited . . : vou have received this communication in error, please immediately notify the sender by reply e-mail. 

Thank you. 
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September 27, 2018 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

Re: City of Des Moines, WA Comments on Scoping for the Near Term Projects for Sea-Tac International 
Airport 

Dear Mr. Rybolt, 

On behalf of the Des Moines City Council I am forwarding the following comments on the scoping process for 
the proposed environmental review. These comments are derived from the City of Des Moines Aviation 
Advisory Committee, the City Council, our Community, City staff and from the City's SEPA official. Our first 
and primary concern is that the process being utilized by the Airport in regards to the Sustainable Airport 
Master Plan (SAMP) does not appropriately consider the context of development that has occurred and is 
occurring at the Airport. This specifically relates to growth and the operational utilization of the Third 
Runway and generally to the overall growth trajectory the Airport has experienced in the past 7 years. 
Secondly, the process appears to contradict State Environmental Policy Act requirements. Third, that actions 
to provide appropriate environmental review of the SAMP have taken place outside the bounds of the State 
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA). Finally, we express concerns about specific impacts on our City from aircraft 
operations that need to be included in the scoping process . 

..... 
The City believes that the appropriate timeframe to establish the baseline for environmental review is th e 

s time frame from 2012 - 2018. A summary of Airport growth through this time frame (see below) reveal 
• significant and consistent year over year growth. 

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 

Passengers 33.2 34.8 37.5 42.3 45.7 46.9 

million million million million million million 

Aircraft Operations 309,597 317,186 340,478 381,408 412,170 416,124 

Air Cargo (metric tons) 283,600 292,700 327,239 332,636 366,431 425,856 

Source - Sea-Tac Airport Passenger, Cargo and Operations Summary [2012 • 2017] 



Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Page Two 
September 27, 2018 

The extensive growth above should be a precursor and require environmental review prior to any 
additional capacity building activities. Correspondence between the City and Airport management 
underscores our ongoing concern with facilities built outside the environmental review process of the 
SAMP. [1 Testimony of Mayor Pina at Port of Seattle Commission April 25, 2017] [2 Letter from Mr. 
Lance Lyttle, July 26, 2017] [3 Letter from Mayor Pina, July 27, 2017]. 

The approach of the Airport to identify near-term capital improvements - an incremental approach to 
developing the SAMP -provides faulty context, ignoring the fact that capital investments going forward 
will, in fact, define future development patterns. Therefore, the environmental review proposed is 
inadequate in the context ofthe SAMP as a whole. Let it be clear that the Airport is not currently 
reviewing the SAMP, only certain near-term projects. This approach is inconsistent with current 
Washington State law and Washington Administrative Code requirements - a point that will be 
extensively made in the comments prepared by our SEPA officials (Burien, SeaTac, Normandy Park, Des 
Moines and consultants). 

The most recent Part 150 was completed in 2013, preceding this growth pattern. The SAMP planning 
was begun in 2012. Our concern is that environmental review of projected growth does not consider 
impacts of growth to date. 

The operational utilization ofthe Third Runway (16R), a highly controversial chapter in the Airport's 
history, has seen a trail of agreements that expand the use of the Third Runway. Agreements that 
originally governed use of the runway were modified over time to increase capacity on the Third Runway. 
The concern is that these modifications, in providing expansion of operational capacity, were done 
outside any environmental review. Developing a plan for growth that continues to utilize the Third 
Runway in an expanded operational role needs to be part of the Scope to understand the increased 
environmental impacts. [4 reference to FAA Letter of Agreement December 6, 2010 and FAA Letter of 
Agreement July 26, 2016]. These issues need to be addressed in the scoping process. 

Additionally, seeking review of aircraft operations and FAA procedures, the City requested the following 
information from the FAA on August 17, 2018 via the Airport StART committee in order to evaluate these 
procedures in regard to these comments on the scoping process: 

Statement: The City of Des Moines would like to better understand the Seattle ATC operation. 
1. Would you please provide a copy of the Tower Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) and 

TRACON SOP? 
2. 

3. 

Would you please provide a copy of any Letters of Agreement (LOA) between the Tower and 
the TRACON and any LOA between Seattle Tower and Boeing Field Tower? 
Are you aware of any new Instrument Flight Procedures that are proposed or being developed 
for the Seattle Airport? 
a. Follow on questions - What is the status of the .41A Process (Dot forty-one Alpha 

Process) that was underway last year but suspended due to budget concerns? 
b. When do you anticipate the .41A process resuming? 
c. We have hired Performance Based Navigation experts. We would like for them to 

represent us on the .41A Full Working Group, when the process resumes, with 
Stakeholder Status. 
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Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Page Three 
September 27, 2018 

To date, none of these documents have been provided to the City (this is information we believe is 
critical to providing timely and informed comments on scoping for the operational impacts associated 
with the Airport's proposed growth). 

Significant concerns to be fully included in the environmental scoping: 

Noise and Health impacts: Scoping needs to review noise and health impacts from Airport/aircraft 
operations. It also must include the intrusive assessment of nighttime flights and the growth in 
overflights, operations and frequency of flights on City residents and businesses. Furthermore, the 
baseline environmental assessment of these impacts must be for the period 2012-2018. 

Fuel dumping: the City has concerns that fuel dumping has occurred in the airspace over our City, or in 
areas where wind and meteorological dynamics could result in fuel dumping over our City [S see FAA 
checklist protocol]. 

Fuel emissions: What are impacts of aircraft fuel emissions on the communities surrounding the Airport 
with proposed growth and within the current baseline (as discussed above) from 2012-2018? The 
scoping needs to include the health and epidemiological impacts of ultra-fine particles resulting from 
aircraft emissions. 

Transportation impacts: Scoping needs to include an analysis of increased traffic impacts and potential 
multi-modal solutions that will increase congestion and pollution from vehicular traffic including truck 
transport. 

Siting 2nd Regional airport: Scoping needs to include a review of options to growth at Sea-Tac Airport 
including options for siting a second regional airport. [6 See comment regarding potential of Moses Lake 
as an alternative airport below]. 

NextGen: Scoping needs to address the environmental (noise and health) impacts of NextGen 
implementation? 

Glide path variation: Scoping needs to include review of glide path variation across all runways, especially 
as variation relates to runway 34R and the current slope of 2.75%. 

Concurrent studies: Scoping needs to utilize three concurrent studies occurring regarding impacts from 
the Airport: 

1. The Ultra-Fine Particle study being conducted by the University of Washington, 
2. The Puget Sound Regional Council study on regional aviation, 
3. The Budget Proviso baseline study currently underway being conducted by the Washington 

State Department of Commerce with input from the cities proximate to the Airport. 

The City Council and I appreciate your consideration and inclusion of these items into the scoping 
process. We are extremely concerned that the lack of inclusion of any of these items will not present a 
comprehensive picture as to the environmental impacts of the Airport, in the context of previous growth, 
current level of operations, and future growth. 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Nishikawa, Tracy (ECY) 

Rybolt. Steven 
SAMP Public Comments: Sandlin Gail (ECY); wang Ching-Pi (ECY) 
Ecology"s Comments-Seattle-Tacoma International Sustainable Airport Master Plan Scoping Project 

Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:14:39 PM 

201804083 ECYCommentLetter.pdf 

Good Afternoon, 

Please find attached a comment letter from the Department of Ecology regarding the 
Seattle-Tacoma International Sustainable Airport Master Plan Scoping Project. 

Best Regards, 
Tracy Nishikawa 
Regional Secretary/ Assistant to Regional Director Tom Buroker 
Department of Ecology/ Northwest Regional Office 
P 425-649-7012/ tracy nishikawa@ecy wa gov 



STATE OF WASHfNGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY 
/Vorthwest Regional Office - 3190 160th Avenue SE - Bellevue, Washington 98008-5452 • (425) 649-7000 

711 for Washington Relay Service - Persons with a speech disability can call (877) 833-634! 

September 27, 2018 

Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
PO Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

Re: Seattle-Tacoma International Sustainable Airport Master Plan 
Project #POS SEPA No. 18-01, Ecology SEPA #201804083 

Dear Steve Rybolt: 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Seattle-Tacoma International 
Sustainal,>le Airport Master Plan ScQping Information Packet. Based on review of the 
Scoping Information Packet associated with this Project, the Department of Ecology (Ecology) 
has the following comments: 

AIR QUALITY PROGRAM, CLIMATE POLICY SECTION 
Gail Sandlin, PhD (360) 407-6860 gail.sandlin@ecy.wa.gov 

The Executive Summary (ES) of the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) does state that 
'climate' is one the 12 primary factors considered during th~ environmental review process. 
Section 6.4.2.3 of the ES only emphasizes the GHG emissions quantification of Potential Near
Tenn projects. There is no mention of GHG mitigation strategies or reduction goals. 

However, the SAMP web page https://www.portseattle.orgLplans/sustainable-airport-master
plan-samp does state that the purpose of the environmental review is to: 

• [dentify ways to avoid, minimize or mitigate impacts 

-~ .J It would be helpful if the document discussed GHG mitigation strategies such as the Airport 
• ~ Carbon Certification Accreditation program. https://www.portseattle.org/programs/commitment
(J air-quality-and-energy-efficiency 

r-

According to the GHG inventory data provided in the "Planning Technical Memos" 
No. 8. Environmental Effects Overview, on page 2-6, 94% of the GHG emissions are 
scope 3 (pages 2-5) i.e. aircraft (56%) and ground transportation {32%). Therefore, a discussion 
on partnership greenhouse gas mitigation strategies may be worthwhile such as reference to 
sustainable aviation fuels or the clean truck program. 

https:llwww.portseattle.org/programs/commitment
https:llwww.portseattle.org/plans/sustainable-airport-master
mailto:gaiI.sandlin@ecy.wa.gov


Steve Rybolt 
September 27, 2018 
Page 2 

ty") 
t, r Finally, there doesn't seem to be any reference to climate resilience. Is one to assume that 
~ climate changes such as frequency of extreme weather events, flooding, heat or wildfire regional 

W haze will have no impact on future near-term projects? 

TOXICS CLEANUP PROGRAM 
Ching-Pi Wang, (425) 649-7134 cwan46l@ecy.wa.gov 

There is known contamination in the area that will need to be addressed. The contamination was 
y identified through a study known as the Seatac Groundwater Study conducted under an Agreed 

Order with the Port in 1999. This study is included as part of the listed site SeaTac International 
Airport (FSID 2291, Cleanup Site ID 1883). 

There may be other areas of contamination depending on where work will occur. 

Thank you for considering these comments from Ecology. If you have any questions or would 
like to respond to these comments, please contact one of the commenters listed above. 

Sincerely, 

j, W-t<..J i l,\,,..}fi.,(_,hai'-'.iv 

Tracy Nishikawa 
SEP A Coordinator 

Sent by email: Steve Rybolt, rybolt.s@portseattle.org 

ecc: SAMP@portseattle.org 
Gail, Sandlin, Ecology 
Ching-Pi Wang, Ecology 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
mailto:rvbolt.s@portseattle.org
mailto:cwan461@ecv.wa.gov


From: Veronica Gallardo 
To: 
Cc: 

ca1k;ns, Ryan: SAMP Public Comments: aowman Stephanie· Metruck Steve 
Maria Batayola 

Subject: 
Date: 

8 Centro De La Raza SeaTac Airport Expansron SAMP as Scoping Input 
Wednesday, September 26, 2018 5:19:08 PM 

Attachmenw. Seatac A;roort Expansion SAMP EIS Scoping Input Dated 9-26 Qdf 

On behalf of our Executive Director Estela Ortega, attached please find and below copied for your 
convenience, is El Centro De la Raza's input for the scope of the Sea-Tac Airport Expansion SAMP EIS. 
For additional information, please contact Maria Batayo/a, EJ Program Coordinator at 
mbatayola@elcentrodefaraza org. 

Veronica A. Gallardo 

Executive Assistant 

El Centro de la Raza 

2524 16th Ave S 
Seattle, WA 98144 
(206) 957-4605 (ex.305} 

(206} 329--0786 fax 

www.ekentrodelaraza.gr:g 

Join us for our 2018 Building the Beloved Community Gala on September 22nd, 2018! Your support 

will be an impact towards the 43 programs and services we provide to over 14,000 youth, seniors, 

children and families a year. Purchase tickets to this wonderful annual celebration at 

belovedcommu n ityeala.orc ! 

Se-pt n, l<l1& "fiP••,.._ 
Washingwr,l State 
Convention Center 

http:belovedcommunitygala.org
http:www.elcentrodelaraza.org


Programs & Services 
With over 24,846 volunteer hours, 
El Centro de lo Raza serves 14,506 
lndivlduo/.s and 8,246 families annually 
through the following programs and 
services: 

Be bes! Infant Mortality Prevention 
Business Opportunity Center 
Cafe con El Centro de la Raza 

Cesar Chavez Demonstration Garden 
College Readiness 

Comadres Women's Support Group 
Community Building and Advocacy 

Community Connector Benefits 

Enrollment 
Community Meeting Space 

Community Service/ Volunteer 
Opportunities 

Cultural Arts/ Social Events 
ECRTransitional Housing 

El Patio Apartments 
ESL a asses 

federal Way Open Doors case 
Management 

Financial counseling/ Education 
Food Bank 

Foreclosure 'Counseling 
Growing & Learning Together (Parents 

As Teachers) 
Historical & Educational Presentations 

Homeless Assistance. -Eviction 

Prevention 
Hope for Youth Poetry & Civil Rights 

History Classes 
Jose Marti Child Development Center 

Labor Standards Outreach and 
Education 

Latinos in Finance - Job Training 
Legal Clinic Site 
Lending Circles 

Luis Alfonso Velasquez Flores After 
School Program 

ORCA Reduced Fare Enrollment 
Parent-Child Home Program 

Plaza Maestas After School Program 
Plaza Roberto Maestas, Beloved 

Community 
Public Benefits Outreach and 

Enrollment 
Roberto Maestas Leadership tnstitute 

Santos Rbdriguez Memorial Park 
Seattle Youth Violence Prevention case 

Management 
Senior Wellness & Congregate Meal 

Program 
Smoklhg Cessation 

Summer Learning · Academic & Cultural 
Enrichment 

Tax Prep Site 
Veteran's Services 

Youth Job Readiness Training 
Young Adults 1n Tech 

The Center for People of All Races 

A voice and a hub for the Latino community 
as we advocate on behalf of our people 

and work to achieve social justice. 

September 26, 2018 

Stephanie Bowman, Commissioner, Port of Seattle 
Ryan Calkins, Co111missioner, Port of Seattle 
Stephen Metruck, Executive Director, Port of Seattle 
Steve Rybolt, Aviation Environment & Sustainability 

RE: SAMP EIS Scoping Input from Seattle Beacon Hill Neighborhood. 

Estimad@ Hon. Bowman, Hon. Calkins, Mr. Metruck and Mr. Rybolt, 

E-Distributed 

Greetings from El Centro de la Raza. I hope this email finds you all well. Thank you for the 
opportunity to provide input to the scope of the Seattle Airport Master Plan (SAMP) 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Seattle Tacoma Airport expansion. I am also 
sharing El Centro's input to the SAMP EIS with the Port of Seattle's leadership, given our 
June 4, 2018 discussion along t hese same lines. 

Hon. Bowman, Hon Calkins and Mr. Metruck, please recall our June 4, 2018 meeting where 
we discussed among other topics, Beacon Hill's air and noise pollution health impacts 
challenges, how the Port's social equity initiative could hopefully prompt a review of our 
environmental injustice issues, and our recommendation that such a social equity initiative 
include or have a parallel Title VI compliance program. We look forward to continuing such 
discussions and would be happy to make a presentation to the Port of Seattle 
Commissioners. 

We are submitting the core elements of our discussion to Mr. Rybolt for inclusion in the 
scope of the SAMP EIS study as follows: 1) an air and noise pollution environmental and 
health impact risks assessment, 2) a review of the definition of fence line community status 
to include "vertical" fence line communities such as Beacon Hill, 3) environmental injustice 
impacted communities, and 4) SeaTac Airport within a regional airport system. See 
attached. 

Mr. Rybolt, thank you again for reaching out to our community and the opportunity to give 
input. Attached please find El Centro's input to the scope of the SAMP EIS. For additional 
information, please contact Maria Batayola, EJ Program Coordinator at 206 293 2951 or 
mbatayola@elcentrodelaraza.org. We look forward to a positive response. 

Respetuosamente, 

i?f~ 
Estela Ortega, Exe 

C: NEPA Revie 
981018-3140 

ogram, US EPA Region 10, 1200 6th Avenue, Suite 155, OERA-140, Seattle 

Communitv Action Agency • United Way Agency • Affiliate of UnidosUS 
2524 16tTi Avenue South, Seattle, WA 98144 • (206) 957-4634 tel• (206) 329-0786 fax 

www.elcentrodelaraza.org • 501(c)3 Nonprofit Tax ID: 9l·0899927 

http:www.elcentrodelaraza.org
mailto:mbatayola@elcentrodelaraza.org


Attachment A 

SCOPING COMMENTS FROM EL CENTRO DE LA RAZA ON 
SUSTAINABLE AIRPORT MASTER PLAN (SAMP) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

STATEMENT (EIS) 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input to the scope of the review that will be conducted 
for the SAMP EIS. Below please find input'request to include the following elements in your 
SAMP EIS scope of review. 

1) HUMAN HEAL TH AND ENVIRONMENT 

To tell Beacon Hill's story, we will start at the sources of air and noise pollution then proceed 
to the human health impacts. 

a) Source of Air and Noise Pollution 

Seattle's Beacon Hill (BH) neighborhood is located in southeast Seattle. It is 6 miles long 
and 1-2 miles in width starting from l-90tothe north and ending at Boeing Access road to 
the south. 

It is surrounded by air and noise pollution emissions from roadways and airplanes. 

From roadways, BH boundary to the north consists of 1-90 with 120,000 vehicles a day, 1-5 
to the west with 250,000 cars a day and major arterials Rainier and Martin Luther King Way 
to the east. The road congestion is getting worse. 

Airplanes fly overhead Beacon Hill every 1 to 3 minutes. BH is the recipient of air and noise 
pollution from Seattle Tacoma Airport, Boeing Field and King County International Airport. 
flight and landing path. Most of the flight operations are from the Seattle Tacoma Airport. 

In 2016, 70% of the ~200,000 landings flew over Beacon Hill at 3,000 feet. and at times as 
low as 2,000 ft. Flights have tripled since 2016, given the implementation of Greener skies 
which tethered take-off and lanqing to GIS system such that variability of flight is limited and 
fossil fuels are conserved. to disproportionately impacting BH people of color and immigrant 
communities. 

The Port of Seattle is now starting its "Sustainable Airport Master Plan develop process to 
meet service demand that is projects passengers will increase from 38 million in 2014 to 66 
million in 2035, international flights will double and cargo volume will triple from 2017 to 
2021 . 

b) No Air & Noise Pollution Quantitative Studies 

The published air quality data for Beacon Hill shows it does not have bad air, but that is 
because the monitor is located on the Jefferson Park Golf course, a location that is not 



representative of the greater Beacon Hill area. There is no air quantitative measurements 
for BH. 

Given that there is no quantitative analysis of air and noise pollution in Beacon Hill, El 
Centro partnered with EPA and Beacon Hill community scientists to conduct exploratory 
measurements of air and noise. The Cleveland High School Environmental Club study 
supervised by Dr. Troy Abel of Western Washington University Huxley Institute conducted a 
MEJI Study (Maps for Environmental Justice Initiative) show that 

• The noise standard for the City of Seattle is 55 decibels 
• The noise standard for FAA is 60 decibels 
• The average noise level for Cleveland High School is in the low B0's, and 
• The maximum noise level for Cleveland High School is in the 90's. 
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Maps for Environmental Justice Initiative and the Eagle Air Watch 
Noise Pollution Readings from Feb. 1-Feb. 16, 2018 
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c) Health Impacts 

-Cl1SMax 

~ CHSAvg 

~ Beacon Hill 

- WHOStd. 

Studies have shown that air pollution can cause asthma attacks, reduced lung capacity, 
eyes/nose/throat/lungs irritation, heart disease, and cancer, along with other factors. 

Studies have shown that noise pollution can cause heart disease, sleep disturbance., stress, 
and lower math and reading test scores for schools without noise insulation, along with other 
factors. 

The 2017 survey of health indicators for Beacon Hill show that although the data did not rise 
to statistical significance, they were of deep concern from a precautionary perspective. 
Beacon Hill health data indicated: 



• Higher rates of ASTHMA hospitalization for children. 
• Higher rates of hospitalization and death for DIABETES AND RELATED DISEASES. 
• Higher rate of deaths due to CHRONIC LOWER RESPIRATORY DISEASES 
• Low BIRTH WEIGHT in infants 
• Lower LIFE EXPECTANCY 

Of serious concern is data from the 2013 Duwamish Valley Community Health Impact 
Analysis (CHIA) which included residents of zip code 98108. 

• 98108 has the highest cumulative impact score of all Seattle areas in the study. 
• The cumulative impact score is a combination of socioeconomic, environmental, and 

public health conditions ranging from 6-120, with higher scores indicating 
disproportionate impacts. 

• 98108 received the highest score (106), while the lowest score (13) was for Magnolia 
(98199)." 

The 2010 Census shows that 98108 zip code residents include 1,277 Georgetown, 3,991 
South Park and 17,106 Beacon Hill residents. The BH 98108 residents consists of 49.8% of 
all BH residents. 

I
d) Input to include in the Scope of the Study 

In short, the Port of Seattle would not be able to determine adequately and appropriately the 
impact on Beacon Hill of the projected massive increase in air operations as projected, 
without: 

i 

1) Air and noise quantitative study (data) for Beacon Hill. 
2) Supplemental Noise Study conducted at the noise is experience on the ground. 

3) Input as submitted by Debi Wagner in Attachment A 1, a 42-page document which 
includes: 

1) Extensive air quality analysis needed, criteria, toxics, soot deposition assay 
(MOA agreement between the Port, EPA, DOE, PSCAA 1996 due to third 
runway EIS predicted future air quality violations of the NAAQS) 

2) Health Impact assessment including a risk analysis 

3) Mapping of areas of impact for BOTH noise and emissions (emission 
contours will be different and larger than the existing noise) 

i 
lr--

4) Mitigation strategies that can be monitored for success and use comparative 
population for HIA, AQ, Risk and outcomes 

2) REVIEW OF BEACON HILL AS A "VERTICAL" FENCE LINE COMMUNITY 

a) Beacon Hill Similarity with Fence Line Communities 

El Centro recognizes that the FAA dictates the definition of airport fence line communities 
and understand the logic that neighborhoods directly impacted by flight operations should 
receive attention, be included in EIS reviews, and be eligible for mitigation. 
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Greener Skies hard wired majority of the landing operations over Beacon Hill. See Sea-Tac 
Airport Flights map. Of note, in 2016, 70% of the ~200,000 landings flew over Beacon Hill 
at 3,000 feet, and at times as low as 2,000 ft. 

Sea-Tac Airport Flights 
Arrivals 

a) Environmental Justice Directive 

Presidential Executive Order 12898 promotes the principles of environmental justice in all 
Departmental programs, policies and activities. The US Department of Transportation 
established Order 5610.2(a) pursuant to said Executive Order. One of its major divisions, 
the Federal Aviation Administration Desk Reference for Airport Action includes Chapter 10 
that states: 

"Compliance with Executive Order 12898, the Presidential Memorandum on 
environmental justice, and Order 5610.2, requires FAA to analyze impacts on low
income and minority populations." 

This chapter also discusses timelines, outreach, working with non-English speaking 
communities and more. In addition, the directive is given to evaluate cumulative effects: 

"(4) Cumulative effects. This part of the analysis should focus on identified adverse 
cumulative impacts. Determine if nay low-income or minority populations experience 
a disproportionately high level of cumulative effects." 

FAA flow down compliance requirements of the Port of Seattle reflect said requirements. 

b) Beacon Hill Eligibility 

Beacon Hill's demographics consists of identified populations under Presidential Executive 
Order 12898 and its flow down compliance requirements. 



To that end, Beacon Hill is the largest Seattle neighborhood with 35,000 residents with 
majority 80% people of color, including 50% Asian Pacific Islander, 22% African and African 
American, and 8% Hispanic/Latino residents. 

Nearly half (44%) were born outside the US - with most coming as immigrants and 
refugees, and 36% do not speak English well. One out of 5 are low income. 

In 2017, El Centro applied for an EPA Collaborative Problem Grant for a Beacon Hill air & 
noise pollution health impacts education and empowerment grant . Beacon Hill underwent 
an extensive review by EPA and determined that Beacon Hill is indeed an environmental 
justice site. El Centro was awarded the 2-year EPA Collaborative Problem Solving grant CA 
-1J27101. See attachment A2: El Centro EPA Contract. 

c) Previous Request for Compliance 

A prior advocacy group, the Community Health Advocates Coalition requested in writing to 
the FAA, the Port of Seattle and others on November 10, 2015 specifically calling for 
compliance with the . See Attachment A3. 

"We are asking for the immediate compliance of FAA to Order 5610.2. Specifically, we 
are asking for 1) cumulative health impact study, 2) mitigation, and 3) follow-up study 
with 4) strong community engagement role for us ... " 

r d) Input to Include in the Scope of the Study 

I 1) Tieat Beacon 1---liU as an enviionmental justice cite as defined undei Piesidential 
Executive Order 12989 on environmental justice and as determined by the federal 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 

2) Conduct an environmental justice analysis by complying with the Presidential 
Executive Order 12989 US Department of Transportation Order 5610.2(a), Federal 
Aviation Administration Desk Reference for Airport Action: 

a. Flight increases from Greener Skies 

b. Projected impact of increased flights as projected under SAMP 

4) ALTERNATIVES FOR EXPANSION, COMBINED EXPANSION WITH REGIONAL AIR 
PORT SYSTEM 

a) How Much is Enough 

El Centro is seriously concerned that the current increase in frequency of flights will result in 
acceleration of environmental and air and noise health impacts. 

The question is not "How much the airport can absorb increased demand for flight operations?". 
Rather, the question is "How much air and noise pollution can humans absorb before large 
scale public health issue?" More precisely "How much can Beacon Hill as an environmental 
injustice affected community, absorb air and noise pollution given its poor social determinants of 
health?" 



At El Centro, we have asked Governor Jay Einslee, and have testified before the Health 
Disparities Board to encourage our Governor to review the drivers for the current and increased 
flights with an environmental and health concerns. Case in point, at one of our 24 community 
meetings, a participant asked paraphrased "Why do we truck food from the eastside of the 
mountains, then fly it out of Seattle, when it can be flown from there?" 

r- b) Input to Include in the Scope ofthe Study 

1) Inventory and review national and international studies and materials that articulate 
criteria and/or conditions for transition from singular airport to a regional airport system. 

2) Apply such criteria for Seattle Tacoma Airport 

3) When applicable, analyze current flight operations and projected impact based on said 
criteria. 

For more information, contact Maria Batayola, El Centro Environmental Justice Program 
Coordinator at mbatayola@elcentrodelaraza.org, 206 293 2951. 

mailto:mbatayola@elcentrodelaraza.org


November 10, 2016 

David C. Suomi, FAA Northwest Mountain Regional Administrator 
Joelle Briggs, FAA Northwest Mountain Region District Office Manager 

Ted. J. Fick, Port of Seattle Chief Executive Officer 
Mark Reis, Aviation Division Sea-Tac Airport Managing Director 
Port of Seattle Commissioners 

Dow Constantine, King County Executive 
Harold Tanigu.chi, King Count}' Transportation Department Director 
Robert Burke, KC Transportation International Airport Division Director 

E-Distribution 

Rod Dembowski, King County Council Councilman and Transportation, Economic and 
Environment Committee Chair 

Denis Law, City of Renton Mayor 
Jonathan Wilson, Renton Municipal Airport Manager 
Ed Prince, Renton City Council President 

Re: Airplane Emission and Noise Adverse Health Impacts 

Dear Esteemed Government Leaders and Airport Administrators, 

We bring to your attention a profound environmental justice issue with regards to the 
adverse cumulative health impact of airplane emissions and noise over our neighborhoods 
within the 10-mile radius of your respective airports. The affected neighborhoods in 
alphabetical order are Beacon Hill, Burien, Chinatown International District, Georgetown, 
South Park and White Center. They have high, if not the highest, diversity indices with 
respect to minorities, ethnicities and languages spoken, as well as high socioeconomic 
disparity. 

When the NextGen's Performance Based Navigation and the Fly Quiet program components 
narrowed the flight paths for departure, arrival and approach for both Seattle-Tacoma 
International Airport, King County International Airport and Renton Airport, it relieved 
some communities of airplane emission and noise, while exacerbating the airplane 
emissions and noise to our affected areas due to exponential increase in the frequency of 
airplane activity. 

(See Next Gen flight paths https: //www.portseattle.om/EnvironmentalJNoise/Noise
Abatement/Pages/FlilUJt-Patterns.aspx and 
https://www.portseattle.org/Environmental/Noise /Noise
Abatement/Paees/Procedures.aspx ) 

1 
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November 10, 2015 
Page 2 of 3 

We are deeply concerned about the adverse health impacts on our children, elders, 
families, adults, students, workers and visitors in our area. What we know is these areas 
have high rates of asthma, hearing loss and decreased longevity. 

It is unconscionable that FAA developed the narrowed flight paths without following its 
own rules. Presidential Executive Order 12898 promotes the principles of environmental 
justice in all Departmental programs, policies, and activities. The US Department of 
Transportation established Order 5610.Z(a) pursuant to said Executive Order. One of its 
major divisions, the Federal Aviation Administration Desk Reference for Airport Action 
includes Chapter 10 that states: 

"Compliance with Executive Order 12898, the Presidential Memorandum on 
environmental justice, and Order 5610.2, requires FAA to analyze impacts on low
income and minority populations." The chapter also discusses timeliness, outreach, 
working with non-English speaking communities and more. In addition, directive is 
given to evaluate cumulative effects: 

"(4) Cumulative effects. This part of the analysis should focus on identified 
adverse cumulative impacts. Determine if any low-income or minority 
populations experience a disproportionately high level of cumulative 
effects." 

We are asking for the immediate compliance of FAA to Order 5610.2. Specifically, we are 
asking for 1) an immediate cumulative health impact study, 2) mitigation and 3) follow-up 
study with 4) strong community engagement role for us in the development of the 
cumulative health impact study in the scope of work, the request for proposals, the 
selection of the vendor, and an active role in the monitoring of the study, review of its 
methodology, mid-term progress, recommendations prior to publication and 
implementation monitoring. 

Our passion is singular in our concern for the quality of and the lives of our children, elders, 
families, adults, students, workers and visitors in our affected area. 

At our behest, Congressman Adam Smith's Washington DC Legislative Aide, Fernando Ruiz, 
met separately with FAA staff and Port staff. They were aware of the general concerns 
regarding emissions and noise. However, they did not realize that the increased frequency 
in flights would potentially exacerbate the cumulative adverse health on the community. 

We would like to meet with you so that we can collaborate on a coordinated approach and 
solution to this grave concern. Our sincere thanks, again, to Congressman Smith's Office for 
helping connect us all. Ms. Debrah Entenman, Deputy District Manager will coordinate and 
host an evening meeting during the early part of December. 

2 



November 10, 2015 
Page 3 of 3 

We have a collective affirmative responsibility for the Jives and health of our communities. 
We look forward to a positive response. 

Advocates Collaboration Against Airplane Emissions & Noise 

Dr. Roseanne 
Co-Chair 

hAK Ab 

.., 

0 
l;stella Ortega, Executive Director 
El Centro De La Raza 

Maiko Winkler Chin, Exec. Director 
Seattle Chinatown l.nternati.onal 
Distrtct Preservation & Development 

Copies to: 

Co-Chair, FAPAGOW President 

!l..1d!c:!t:a:. 
Interim Community Development 
Association 

Rebecca Saldai'f a, Exec. Director 
SAGE 

Fernando Ruiz, Congressman Adam Smith's Legislative Aide, Washington DC 
Debrah En ten man, Congressman Adam Smith Deputy District Director, Renton WA 
Tania Park, Puget Sound Air Quality, Environmental Justice Manager, Seattle WA 
Dennis McLerran, US EPA Region 10, Regional Administrator, Seattle WA 

Senator Maria Cantwell, Ranking Member, Aviation Operations, Safety, and Security Subcommittee 
Senator Patty Murray, Appropriations Committee, Transportation Subcommittee 
Congressman Rick Larsen, Ranking Member, Transportation Aviation Subcommittee 
Congressman Jim McDermott, Senior Member, House Ways & Means Health Subcommittee 
Senator Bob Hasegawa. 11 r:11 District, Commerce & Labor and Ways & Means Committees 
WA State Representative Sharon Tomiko Santos, 3 7th District, Business & Fin. Services Committee 
WA State Representative Eric Pettigrew, 371h District House Appropriations Committee 
Larry Gossett, King County Councilman District 2 
foe McDermott, King County Councilma.n District 8 
Hyeok Kim, City of Seattle Deputy Director 
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Table 1: List of Environmental Impact Cateaories in FAA Order 10501.1 F 
Environmental lmpact Cate2ory 

I Air
~ .. 
\_,.ra■u ■.--, 

2 Biololrical Resources 
3 Climate 
4, Coastal Resources 
5 Deoartment ofTransoortation Act, Section 4(f) 

Environmental Impact Cateaory 
6 Farmlands 
7 Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention 
8 Historical, Architectural, Archeolollical and Cultural Resources 
9 Land Use 
10 Natural Resources and EnerEV SUDDly 

· Environmental Impact Cate,:tory 
11 Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use 
12 Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Cbildren•s Environmental Health and 

Safety Risks 
13 Visual Effects 
14 Water Resources 
15 Cumulative fmnacts 
16 Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources 

AIR QUALITY 

Air quality has not been assessed. A Memorandum of Agreement between EPA, Department of 
Ecology, Puget Sound Clean Air Agency and the Port of Seattle in 1997 was to monitor the air 
quality of the Sea-Tac Airport area post 2010 (see attached) due to predicted modeled 

~ exceedances of the NAAQS. This was to occur prior to construction of conditioned elements of 
1 the ALP. These proposed future improvements such as the new terminal and landside 
~ 

developments are planned along with other segmented developments such as hardstands and 
"=2 international facility improvements and no compliance certifications have been issued. No 

monitoring is planned. This monitoring should include the analysis of chemical composition of 
the soot, debris that was included in the MOA but not completed due to funding restraint 

The consultant working on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) has provided air quality 
data from the EDMS and AEDT model. The EPA also models the same operations for each year 
analyzed. Below is a table created by EPA showing the consultant (in white) and EPA analysis 
(in yellow) for 2014 using the same model and FAA supplied operational numbers. 
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The differences between these estimates have not been explained. For the third runway analysis, 
these same problems permeated the modeling. When looking at emission data input from the 
third runway analysis, it was clear the consultant bad manipulated the data to obtain a 
predetermined outcome of compliance. The consultant failed to estimate any particulate data for 
all jet operations. All defaults were set to zero. The consultant cut emission data from EPA 
published rates and used lower than standard operations time in mode. It is not fully understood 
by me at this time, and to what degree, that falsified data has impacted public health and the 

..:..nvrronment that would have otherwise received mitigation. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

6 
a 

The consultant has provided data on carbon dioxide emissions in the Air Quality Baseline 
Preliminary Draft dated September 2017 for 2016 annual emissions. COi is listed at 396,306 
metric tons per year. Yet the Port of Seattle Energy and Sustainability Committee estimate from 
2015 is 5.4 million metric tons per year. The difference between the two estimates are due to the 
consultant using a fraction of the Landing/Takeoff cycle rather than total fuel pumped. This 
leaves a majority of the carbon dioxide emissions unaccounted for. Since climate impact is a 
global concern, honesty and accuracy and taking responsibility for the total global climate impact 
is essential to understanding the significant impact the aviation sector has on planning and 
mitigation. While trees are the only cWTent mitigation for aviation produced COi, it makes no 
sense the FAA has allowed the significant removal rather than topping 3,000 mature trees around 
the airport. 

The total climate change impact of the airport expansion will be significant. Sea-Tac is currently 
producing 25% of the county's climate change emissions. While the county is reducing 
emissions, the airport plans to double its impact. Ninety percent of the climate impact of the 

_, airport is due to jet operations. The Port of Seattle proposes reducing the remaining 10% of 
l climate emissions by 3% or less over the next 18 years while doubling the 90%. None of the 
~ estimates consider the higher contributing emissions of nitrogen oxides, methane or black 

carbon. The imbalance in offsetting the impact could push Sea-Tac to half the county total by 
2034 considering the increase in operations and reduction strategies in other sectors. This 
scenario will undo and even surpass all gains in every other sector. 

Table 13 
BASEUNE (2016) CONDITION AEDT ANNUAL EMISSIONS 

SHORT TONS OF POL1UTAHTS (~16) 



-

EMISSION 
SOURCE 

NOx voe co SOx PM10 PM2.S c0z• 

Aircraft Engines 1,775 261 1,455 162 13 13 396,306 

APUs 40 3 33 5 5 5 -

GSE 370 94 2,769 19 25 25 -
Stationary Sources 18 1 12 0 1 1 -

TOTAL 2,267 379 4,841 190 48 47 396,306 

ENVIRONMENT AL JUSTICE 

Health disparities in the communities surrounding the airport have been evaluated by the State 
Department of Public Health. Findings of disproportionate, high and adverse consequences exist 
in these communities. Currently, respiratory and brain cancer cases are higher than average when 
compared to King County and asthma in 98168 is statistically significantly higher than average 
when compared to county, state and national levels. 

Environmental Justice (EJ) eligible community has been identified by FAA in their J W1e 2017 
Preliminary Environmental Analysis (PEA). The Interagency Working Group on EJ 
Methodologies March 2016 outlines numerous items for analysis that have not been discussed in 
any detail in the SAMP planning process. Cumulative impacts to these communities of noise and 
emissions along with health impacts have not been analyzed. Past, present and reasonably 
foreseeable impacts have not been addressed. Unknown risks should be evaluated. 

(From the PEA) 
Figures 5 and 6 shows the areas in which Environmental Justice (EJ) may be a concern within 
the Study Area. This data was pulled using the U.S Consensus 2015 data, through the 
Environmental Justice tool in AEDT. There are multiple areas of which exceed environmental 
justice thresholds within the Study Area. However, there are no reportable or significant noise 
impacts and the noise level of the No Action and Proposed Action Alternatives are less than 45 
d.BA DNL. Furthermore, there is no change to air quality. Therefore, the FAA has preliminarily 
determined that there are no high and disproportionate impacts to environmental justice 
communities. 
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Figure 6: BJ areas with the 

The aforementioned analysis preliminarily indicates that there would be no direct or indirect or 

cumulative significant impact as a result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. 

This analysis, above, ignores the significant impact that already exists with health disparities 
discovered in the past and present. EPA EJ Screen tool can be used to assess the low income and 
minority populations around Sea-Tac and view the risk and negative health outcomes. Many of 
the census tracts in 98168 and 98198 typically overflown by departing and arriving aircraft 
exhibit extreme conditions. Some of the greatest poverty levels, language barriers, no access to 

healthcare deficiencies and health disparities in the cowity exist in these communities along with 
higher than average for the county numbers of children. The Highline School District that serves 
these communities has some of the highest poverty level families, and service needs of any 
school district in the state. See attached high noise area map and State Department of Health 



Washington Tracking Network health disparities map. Both exhibit similar areas of impact for 
high noise levels and negative health outcomes. 

The State Board of Health on behalf of the State Department of Public Health finding 
statistically significant health disparities in the communities surrounding Sea-Tac Airport writing 
in The Washington State Committee on Environmental Justice, June 2001 "Final Report, State Board of 

Health Priority: Environmental Justice" states: 

"Airport community members living near the SeaTac Airport identified several concerns related 

to air pollution from operations at the airport (see Washington State Department of Health et 

al., February and December 1999. These reports can be accessed through: 

http://www.doh.wa.gov/EHSPHL/Epidemiology/NICE/HTML/ nicepubs.htm.) 

A March 2000 report prepared jointly by DOH, the Washington State Department of Ecology, 

the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency, Public Health-Seattle and King County and several other 

agencies and community representatives found that, in the SeaTac Airport area, there are 

statistically significantly higher rates of the following conditions: 

• Lung cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to the rest of King County 

and to Washington State; 

• Oral and pharyngeal cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to 

Washington State; 

• Deaths from lung cancer and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease in an area 
approximately three miles to the west and north and one mile to the east and south of 

the airport (defined by census tracts) compared to King County; and 

• Hospital admission for asthma and pneumonia/influenza in an area approximately three 

miles to the west, north and east and one half mile to the south of the airport (defined by 

zip codes) compared to King County. 

The March 2000 report recommended that an air quality study be conducted around SeaTac 

Airport. This recommendation was. in part. forwarded because of environmental justice 

concerns. The report states, "fundamental to the concept of environmental equity is the value 

that one group of people not incur environmental exposures from commercial activities from 

which another group benefits. Those who use SeaTac Airport often derive great financial and 

other benefits from worldwide travel. The extent to which these benefits come at the expense 

http:Uwww.doh.wa.gov/EHSPHL!EpidemioloGY!NICE!HTMLlnicepubs.htm


of environmental degradation affecting the people who live around the airport Is unknown, 

since a comprehensive air quality study has not been performed at SeaTac Airport to determine 

the impacts attributable to airplane emissions and airport-related traffic" (Washington State 

Department of Health et al., 2000, p. 8). [pages 14, 15] (Emphasis added) 

Regarding unknown risks the Federal lnteragency Working Group (IWG) on Environmental Justice states 

in publication "Promising Practices for EJ Methodologies in NEPA Reviews" dated March 2016: 

https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2016-

08/documents/nepa promising practices document 2016.pdf 

"The degree to which an impact involves unique or unknown risks (see 40 CFR§1508.27(b)(5)) to 

minority populations and low-income populations in the affected environment can inform how 

agencies assess the significance of the impact. Minority populations and low-income populations 

could be uniquely susceptible to impacts from a proposed action due to: 1) special vulnerabilities, 

e.g. pre-existing health conditions that exceed norms among the general population; 2) unique 

routes of exposure, e.g. use of surface or well water in rural communities; or 3) cultural practices, 

e.g. subsistence fishing, hunting or gathering, access to sacred sites." IWG page 34 

The FAA EA must include the following: 

~ rl) An air quality monitoring program must be completed which includes toxics and criteria 
V1 L pollutants and used as a validation for modeling 

2) A risk analysis must be completed which evaluates all known chemicals released from 
the airport and operations which might be affecting the poor public health outcomes (see 
comments to the Port of Seattle) 

~) A toxicology study must be completed to help plan mitigation. 
Cf) 4) Mitigation plans, programs and strategies should be planned and implemented along with 
<J the SAMP development not after 
VJ 5) Any mitigation strategy must have a monitoring plan to assure success 
_. 6) A similar area must be used for comparison to evaluate health impacts (Kent Auburn area 

\ 
VJ was used as a comparative population to Sea-Tac Airport communities by the State 

Department of Health in 2000. This area along with Tukwila is overflown by arriving 
aircraft to both Boeing Field and Sea-Tac Airport. Health disparities in these cities can 
clearly be seen as extreme on the enclosed map of poor health outcomes and should not 
be used as a comparison) 

7) Areas of impact for emissions should be mapped along with noise. 
Consider for instance: 

https:!lwww.epa.gov!sites!production/files!2016


a) New Jersey Institute of Technology has found a wide circular area around airports in 
the US experiencing toxic emissions 10 times greater than elsewhere 

b) State Department of Health found health impact areas to the west and east of Sea-Tac 
Airport experiencing health disparities 

c) EPA evaluating Midway Airport found risk threshold exceeded for 1,3 Butadiene to 
the northeast of the airport not typically in a noise contour band, 

d) McCulley Frick and Gilman Air Quality Survey found hydrocarbon levels exceeding 
state New Source regulations around Sea-Tac Airport outside of the noise contours 

e) Department of Commerce and LAX Ultrafine Particulate study found sooty debris 
typical of jet engine combustion discharge in flight paths for 10 miles out from 
runway ends 

8) An epidemiological study should be conducted 
9) All studies should show independence and be peer reviewed to assure objectivity 
10) All analysis should include data input, assumptions and justification 





Race Percentage in Population 

Amefican Indian 
Asian 

- Black 
- Hispanic 
- Mufti-Race 
- Paciftc Islander 
-White 

- .. - - ~ 

State Department of Health Washington Tracking Network Health Disparities for 98168 that 
follow flight path and match high noise area 



Highest noise level in purple at the airport and surrounding red represents highest noise levels 
and matches the health disparities map from Department of Health 
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SCOPING COMMENTS 

Scoping should be taken seriously. Past requests for the Third Runway analysis to address 
environmental considerations have been ignored. Please see attachment for an example of 
Puget Sound Clean Air Agency (PSCAA) formerly, Puget Sound Air Pollution Control 
Agency request for the third runway EIS to include a risk analysis and the response from 
the FAA/Port of Seattle. Where insufficient information exists (was not a valid excuse since 
EPA had just done a thorough risk assessment for Midway Airport 
http://www.csu.edu/cerc/documents/SWChicagoCancerRisksl993.pdf) or unknown risk exists as 
was the case with existing widespread community health disparities, it is the responsibility 
of the agency proposing the project involving additional impacts to use all available means 
to discover and disclose. NEPA §1508.27 

The FAA and Port of Seattle should analyze the following items in the Environmental 
Assessment and Environmental Impact Statement: 

HUMAN HEAL TH AND ENVIRONMENT 

1) Conduct an air quality analysis for all pollutants of concern; hydrocarbon emissions, 
air toxics, lead and criteria pollutants in the communities surrounding the airport and 
flight paths where aircraft overfly to 3,000 feet. This was required by a MOA between 
the Port of Seattle, EPA, PSCAA and DOE to be done post 2010 {See Attached). 
Please note the request for chemical analysis of residues in flight paths. Funding 
shortfall prevented this from going forward. It is still needed. Monitoring is used to 
validate modeling and has been recommended by our air quality agencies 

2) Provide data on demographics and health in all communities affected by airport 
noise/emissions using existing data, science, agencies, institutions with city and 
citizen input. Give same consideration to multiple stressors (noise/emissions, traffic, 
etc.} in EJ community as was provided by the Port of Seattle in the near Port 
community grant for Duwamish residents. 

3) Identify significant cumulative impacts considering past, present and reasonably 
foreseeable, multiple project impacts and high and adverse impact areas.509, 
SASA, South Satellite, flight path changes, modifications, hardstands, new terminal 
construction and operation etc. 

4) Identify areas where low income and minority populations reside and analyze 
disproportionate impact by airport operations, traffic, congestion, etc. 

5) Consider cumulative noise and emissions on resident's health 
6) Consider unknown risk and develop methods to determine sources, nature and 

develop control strategies 
7) Conduct a risk analysis using all air contaminants known to be produced by airport 

operations using the collected monitoring and modeling data for validation as per 
Puget Sound Clean Air request in 1994 not yet completed 

8) Map the areas of impact 
9) Conduct a health impact assessment (HIA} and social impact assessment {SIA). 
1 O} Provide meaningful insights into mitigation strategies 

METHODOLOGY 

• 

http:lLwww,csu,edu/cerc/documents/SWChicagoCancerRisks1993.pdf
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1) Both co-lead agencies should use available science, data and input from 

2) 
independent sources to inform and validate the process and conclusions 
Worst-case scenarios for impact analysis should be considered and developed 

3) Mapping the area of emission impact will be different than the noise contours and 
should highlight highest risk areas. 

4) A map should be color coded to easily identify: 
a) Low income and minority populations eligible for environmental justice 

consideration 
b) High and adverse impact assessment by census tract 
c) Impact from emissions and types of emissions 
d) At risk areas by type of risk 
e) Noise contours and highest noise sensitive areas impact 
f) Existing health disparities 

5) AU assumptions and conclusions should be peer reviewed and ·independently 
verified for accuracy. For instance, industry data frequently reflects a bias; current 
emissions prepared by consultant for the SAMP varies widely from the EPA data for 
the same year using the same FAA operations, data and model. This problem 
plagued the third runway EIS data on emissions. Port estimates for 2014 are in white 
and EPA estimates in yellow 

' INOIITIGNIOfflOIWl'MIIS.lmMI - I 
I 

IIMISIOII 50IIIICt 
' .,_ ..,. voe voe a, CD .,., IOi, .... .... I ... u " 

.... , 
I 
' 
:Aircraft £n&lnes 1,623 2,3SO 242 44S 1,329 2 .• 156 158 251 8 S3 8 52 

•APUs 72 48 5 4 48 43 9 7 22 6 22 I 
,GSE 307 91 78 29 2.292 IMS 21 3 20 3 19 3 

t5i.Uonary Souru:s 17 1 12 0 l 1 

I TOTAi. 2 019 326 3 681 188 51 50 -
Residents are entitled to a fair process. The State Department of Public Health and State 
Board of Health has previously identified the areas around Sea-Tac Airport as experiencing 
high and adverse health consequences and eligible for environmental justice consideration. 
Their recommendation in June 2001 was for a comprehensive independent air quality study. 

The Port of Seattle has already previously recognized the importance of greater levels of 
identification and mitigation for environmental justice eligible communities. For the Near 
Port Community Grant partnership with EPA analyzing the disproportionate environmental 
and human health impacts of Seaport operations/cargo trucks, I6cal industry and 
transportation impacts, the Georgetown and South Park communities received a 
Community Benefits Agreement and commitment from the Port of Seattle for funding, home. 
air filtration systems, educational programs and workforce development among other 
contributions. Commissioners recognized the utility of such a community investigation 
process and foresaw an application of this Duwamish Valley Environmental Justice and 
Social Equity program as a pilot for future application potential to other Port impacted 
communities. 



June 2001 State Board of Health recommendation for a thorough air quality analysis as a result of 
findings of significant cancer and respiratory illnesses in zip codes around Sea-Tac Airport for study years 
1992-1995 and 1992-1996 http://sboh.wa.gov/Portals/7/Doc/EJ/EJReport 2001.pdf 

"EPA explains that "fair treatment means that no population, due to policy or economic 
disempowerment, is forced to bear a disproportionate burden 
of the negative human health or environmental impacts of pollution or other environmental 
consequences resulting from industrial, municipal, and 
commercial operations or the execution of federal, state, and local and tribal programs and 
policies" (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 1998). 
Of particular interest to the Committee is the specific claim that disproportionate exposures 
produce adverse health outcomes that are also borne 
disproportionately by these populations. It has been well documented in the State of 
Washington that low-income and minority populations have 
poorer health status than the overall population and have higher rates of a variety of diseases, 
including cancer and asthma. Many complex factors 
interact to produce health disparities among populations. Environmental and occupational 
exposures, access to medical care, nutrition,behavioral 
choices, and genetic variability, all contribute and are related. Where one lives and works is 
often less a matter of choice than the result of 
socioeconomic status. It is usually the case that people in the lower socioeconomic strata are 
more likely to live in the most hazardous environments 
and to work in the most hazardous occupations (Olden, 1998). {page 7] 
Community Health Concerns around SeaTac Airport Community members living near the 
SeaTac Airport identified several concerns related to air 
pollution from operations at the airport (Washington State Department of Health et al., 
February and December 1999). These reports can be accessed 
through http://www.doh.wa.gov/EHSPHL/Epidemiology/NICE/HTML/ nicepubs.htm. A March 
2000 report prepared jointly by DOH, the Washington 
State Department of Ecology, the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency, Public Health-Seattle and 
King County and several other agencies and community 
representatives found that, in the SeaTac Airport area, there are statistically significantly higher 
rates of the following conditions: 
• lung cancer cases within one mile of the airport com pa red to the rest of King County and to 
Washington State; 
• oral and pharyngeal cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to Washington 
State; 
• deaths from lung cancer and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease in an area approximately 
three miles to the west and north and one mile to the east 
and south of the airport (defined by census tracts) compared to King County; and 
• hospital admission for asthma and pneumonia/influenza in an area approximately three miles 
to the west, north and east and one half mile to the south 

http://www.doh.wa.gov!EHSPHUEpidemio!ogy!NICE!HTMUnicepubs.htm
http://sboh.wa.gov/Portals17/Doc/EJ/EJReoort


of the airport (defined by zip codes) compared to King County. 
lhe March 2000 report recommended that an air quality study be conducted around SeaTac 
Airport. This recommendation was, in part, forwarded because 
of eli\vironmental justice ,concerns. The report states, " fundamental to the concept of 
environmental equity is the value that one group of people not Incur 
environmental exposures from commercial activities from wliich another group benefits. Those 
who use Sea Tac Airport often, derive great ftnandal and 
other benefits from worldwide travel. The extent to which these benefits come at the expel'!se 
of environmental degradation affecting the people who live 
around the airport is unknown, since a comprehensive air q~lity study has not been performed 
at SeaTac Airport to determine the impacts attributable. to. 
airplane emissions and airport-related traffic" (Washington State Department of Health et al., 
2000, p. 8). [pages 14, 15} 



ATTACHMENTS 
1997 EPA, PSCM, DOE and Port of Seattle Memorandum of Agreement commitment for monitoring the 

airport area post 2010 due to predicted future scenario modeled violations of the federal standard for 

carbon monoxide. 



..... -=-=-=-:, 



Hospitalizations from the State Department of Health Washington Tracking Network Map follow the 

flight path and show high rates for Kent Valley where emissions settle and where flights arriving at both 

Sea-Tac and Boeing Field overfly below 3,000 feet. Sea-Tac Airport is blue teardrop. 

····-
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Example of a census tract (yellow highlight) from EPA EJ Screen tool where health disparities and risk is 
above the 90th percentile 
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Significant Cancer Cases in communities surrounding Sea-Tac Airport for years 1992-1996 
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PSCAA made a scoping request for a risk analysis in 1994 for the Third Runway Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) and again asking for the Final EIS to provide a risk analysis that includes all 
chemicals. This request was from Dennis McClerran who was recently Region X EPA Administrator. 
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Below is the Final EIS response to PSCAA Scoping request for a risk analysis: 
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The contributions of the Energy and Sustainability Committee on elevating the profile of 
equity in Port environmental efforts and community engagement were noted. The project 
elements were summarized and the disproportionate community health impacts of 
environmental factors in South Park and Georgetown were described at the Port 
Commission Meeting on April 10, 2018. 
htto://www.mdoi.com/search?g=noise+Queens%2C+NY&authors=&article tyoe=&iournal=ijeroh&secti 

on=&special issue=&volume=&issue=&number=&oage=&search=Search 

Below are some selected articles with a summary on noise and emissions. 

"Air pollution causes seven million premature deaths a year but the harm to people's 
mental abilities is less well known. A recent study found toxic air was linked to 
"extremely high mortality" in people with mental disorders and earlier work linked it to 
increased mental illness in children. while another analysis found those living near 
busy roads had an increased risk of dementia. 

The new work, published in the journal Proceedings of the National Academy of 
Sciences. analysed language and arithmetic tests conducted as part of the China Family 
Panel Studies on 20,000 people across the nation between 2010 and 2014. The 
scientists compared the test results with records of nitrogen dioxide and sulphur 
dioxide pollution. 

They found the longer people-were exposed to dirty air. the bigger the damage to 
intelligence, with language ability more harmed than mathematical ability and men 
more harmed than women. The researchers said this may result from differences in 
how male and female brains work. 

Derrick Ho, at the Hong Kong Polytechnic University, said the impact of air pollution on 
cognition was important and his group had similar preliminary findings in their work. 
"It is because high air pollution can potentially be associated with oxidative stress, 
neuroinflammation, and neurodegeneration of humans," he said." 

https:ljwww.theguardian.com/ environment/2018/aug/27 /a ir-oollution-causes-huge-reduction-in

intelligence-study-reveals ?CMP=sha re btn link 

Shortened life span due to aircraft noise, savings to airlines in fuel and airports in efficiencies has less 

value than public health costs associated with the cardiovascular health effects of the noise. 

https:!lwww.theguardian.com/environment/20lS
http:Uwww.mdpi.comlsearch?g=noise+Queens%2C+NY&authors=&article


development of blocked arteries." https:ljwww.change.org/p/stop-the-faa-nextgen-flights-over-cu1ver

city/u/22489687?recruiter=false&utm source=share update&utm medium=facebook&utm campaign 
=facebook link 

"Aviation Emissions Impact Ambient Ultrafine Particle Concentrations in the Greater Boston 
Area." https:/ /pubs.acs.org/doi/pd£'10.102l/acs.est.6b01815 

"An air quality study has for the first time detected nano-sized particles of air pollution in children's 
urine ... these ultrafine particles are the smallest particles found in air pollution and have been linked to 

heart disease and respiratory conditions in previous studies. 

The research provides the first direct evidence that some of the particulate matter known as black 
carbon that we inhale in soot and fumes is making it across the lung barrier and into the body's 

circulatory system." https://horizon-magazine.eu/article/ultrafine-pollution-particles-create-air
menace en.html 

Close-in communities and those in flight paths are home to a large population, many which are 
predominately minority and low income residents. This community has been the topic of investigation by 

the State Department of Public Health in the past and found to exhibit higher than average and sometimes 
statistically significantly higher than average respiratory and brain cancer when compared to King County 
and State averages. Currently, these same statistics seem to be present especially in 98168 for asthma 
and 98198 for cancer types including brain cancer. 

EPA EJ Screen tool can be used to assess the risk, exposure and negative health outcomes of census tracts 
within these zip codes and indicate the percentile is in the 90 to 100111 for much of the population. (see 
attached example) 

UW Ultrafine investigation has found hot spots of ground level ultrafine concentrations below flight paths 

for Sea-Tac Airport. Ultrafine particulate pollution can be breathed in and small diameters typical of jet 
aircraft combustion products can pass through the membrane barrier and enter the blood-stream 

affecting the heart and brain. (See MOV-UP) These are suspected to cause lung irritation, inflammation, 

immune response and adverse reactions for asthma sufferers. 

New Jersey Institute of Technology estimates that airport operations are spreading air toxics and 

contaminants into a 9 square mile area around airports that is 10 times higher than average for areas not 
affected by airport operations. 

https:ljgraduatedegrees.online.niit.edu/resources/msce/msce-infographics/deadly-airport-toxins/ 

https:Ugraduatedegrees.online.niit.edu/resources/msce!msce-infographics!deadly-airport-toxins
https:l!horizon-magazine.eu!article!ultrafine-pollution-particles-create-air
https:llpubs.acs.orgidoilpdtllO.l0211acs.est.6bOI815
https:l!www.change.org!p/stop-the-faa-nextgen-flights-over-culver


Aircraft noise causes oxidative stress in the brain. "Thus the presented results may explain at least in 

part why sleep phase rather than awake phase noise leads to cardiovascular diseases and may also 

provide an explanation why aircraft noise is linked with cognitive impairment including retardations of 

learning and memory capabilities in children. Thus preventive measures should be considered to reduce 

night-time aircraft noise." 

"One hundred million Americans are effected by unhealthy levels of noise." 

https://academic.oup.co"m/eurhearti/advance

article/doi/10.1093/eurheartj/ehy333/5037114#.Wlm3vsP61iE.facebook 

''The analyses suggested that a 5-dB noise reduction scenario would reduce the prevalence of 
hypertension by 1.4% and coronary heart disease by 1.8%. The annual economic benefit was estimated 

at $3.9 billion." https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/m/pubmed/26024562/ 

"New research Links Air Pollution to Global Diabetes 

Air pollution linked to 3.2 million new diabetes cases in one year. 

A new research study links air pollution with an increased risk of global diabetes, even at 
pollution levels deemed safe by other governing bodies. 

A study from the Washington University School of Medicine in St. Louis collaborated with the Veterans 

Affairs (VA) St. Louis Health Care System. The findings could impact a global understanding of one of the 

fastest growing diseases. More than 420 million people are affected by diabetes worldwide, and roughly 

30 million people in the United States alone." http://www.webtopnews.com/new-research-links-air

pollution-to-global-diabetes-8905-2018/ 

"We report a higher lifetime prevalence of breast, melanoma and non-melanoma skin cancers 
among flight crews relative to the general population." 

"Taking age into account, the study found a higher prevalence of cancer in flight crew for every 
type of cancer examined." https://www.yahoo.com/news/commercial-flight-crews-show-higher
cancer-rates-study-l 72109583 .html 

"The effects on cardiovascular health start at 50 decibels. The U.S. standard of under 70 
decibels is solely to prevent hearing loss. The European Union standard of not more than 40 
decibels at night and 50 during the day is to protect human health." 

https:llwww.yahoo.com!news!commercial-flight-crews-show-higher
http://www.webtopnews.com/new-research-links-air
https:ljwww.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/m/pubmed/26024562
https://academic.oup.co'm/eurhearti!advance


https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/loud-noises-hurt-more-than
hearing/2018/05/18/ccc7fc84-59dd-11 e8-9889-
07bcc 1327f4b story .html?utm term=. l 89a034aa80 l 

"Students' performance drops by 0.73 marks with each aircraft noise contour band, according to Ruth 

Cadbury MP." https:Uwww.getwestlondon.co.uk/news/west.-london-news/heathrow-noise-
sign ifica ntly-affecti ng-pupils-11220403 

''Using the opening of a new international airport to model a noise experiment, Cornell 
University researchers measured physiological stress indicators and other quality of life 
measures among a sample of 9 to 11 year old children in the period prior to the opening of an 
international airport and again after its inauguration. 

The Results 

Among study subjects, resting blood pressure and overnight stress hormone levels ( epinephrine 
and norepinephrine) rose and quality of life indices fell after the opening of the new airport and a 
corresponding increase in environmental noise levels.1 

In another major airport noise study out of Munich Germany, researchers found that the opening 
of a new airport caused reading and memory scores to decline among children living in the noise 
affected area. Children living near a newly closed airport, by contrast, demonstrated improved 
reading and memory performance.i" https://www.choosehelp.com/topics/stress-burnout/noise
and-stress-2013-how-environmental-noise-levels-can-spike-your-stress-load 

"The new analysis has been produced by Ben Barratt and Gary Fuller of the Environmental Research 

Group at King's College, London. The group said yesterday: 'This period of unprecedented closure during 

unexceptional weather conditions has allowed us to demonst.rate that the airports have a clear 

measurable effect on NO2 concentrations, and that this effect disappeared entirely during the period of 

closure, leading to a temporary but significant fall in pollutant concentrations adjacent to the airport 

perimeters." https://www.independent.co.uk/environment/climate-change/empty-skies-proved-that-

a irports-ca use-pollution-say-researchers-1950672 .html 

"High levels of potentially harmful exhaust. particles from jets using Los Angeles International Airport 

have been detected in a broad swath of densely populated communities up to 10 miles east. of the 

runways ... The research, believed to be the most. comprehensive of its type, found that takeoffs and 

landings at LAX are a major source of ultrafine particles. They are being emitted over a larger area than 

previously thought, the st.udy states, and in amounts about equal in magnitude to those from a large 

portion of the county's freeways ... The findings raise health concerns, researchers say, because the 

minute particles, which result from the condensation of hot exhaust vapor from cars, diesel trucks and 

aircraft, have the potential to aggravate heart and lung conditions, including asthma and the 

https://www.independent.co.uk/environmentlclimate-change/empty-skies-proved-that
https:/lwww.choosehelp.comitopics/stress-bumout/noise
https:Uwww.getwestlondon.co.uk/news/west-london-news/heathrow-noise
https:llwww.washingtonpost.comlopinions/loud-noises-hurt-more-than


"The aviation is by far the leading emitter of harmful and deadly toxins such as sulfur oxides, carbon 
monoxide, nitrogen oxides, carbon dioxide, and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) into the atmosphere. 
Unfortunately, these toxins are harmful to living things. In fact, people living, working, or simply within 
nine square miles of airports are exposed to air pollution that is 10 times higher than areas outside this 
zone." 

The following are examples summarized of some topics for investigation of EJ communities in NEPA 
reviews. See the lnteragency Working Group on Environmental Justice 
https:ljwww.epa.gov/ sites/prod uction/files/2016-
08/ docu m ents/nepa promising practices document 2016.pdf: 

• Define the boundaries (GIS or mapping) of the affected population for both noise and 

emissions 

• Define Exposure pathways 

• Utilize citizen, organization and government data, science collection 

• Define unique characteristics, i.e., human health vulnerabilities, health disparities, socio-

economic vulnerabilities 

• Explain methodologies and data 

• Consider alternatives with the least impact on the low income and minority population 

• Identify benefits and detriments 

• Determine presence of high and adverse impacts (EJ community may be more susceptible 

to impacts than the general population) 

• Utilize systems for data collection such as Health Department, cancer Registry, National 

Birth Defects Registry, National Brain Tumor Registry, etc. 

• Develop a health impact assessment {HIA) and Social Impact Assessment (SIA) 

• Use a comparative population 

• Monitoring plan to assure mitigation is successful 

• Consider on balance compensatory mitigation to equalize detriments 

https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2016
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The attached Scoping comments are not meant to replace my comments submitted at the 
Highline College Port of Seattle/FAA outreach but are meant as supplemental. I am copying 
below a list of additional questions from an email exchange with Cayla Morgan, FAA 
Environmental Specialist which she refused to answer unless submitted through the Scoping 
process. 

I fail to understand why the SAMP Scoping boards for air quality and climate are empty and 
,-j why the public health board has risk of explosion and little else that has anything to do with 

l 
a, public health concerns. 
vj These boards could be populated to provide at least some framework for the public to know or 

c'1 
l ----Vl 

~nderstand how much or little the Port of Seattle and FAA plan to cover. 

I was involved in the four-year process for the third runway from Scoping to Final 
Supplemental EIS, MOA air quality study, Record of Decision and Governor Locke's 
certification of the project. This entire process was an attempt to cover up the true impacts, 
provide false data, downplay impacts and as a result, further a dangerous, unmitigated airport 
pollution problem. The subsequent legal cases pushed this process out another 8 years while 
the community fought impacts with meager resources that pushed cities near bankruptcy. In 
the end what we received was a somewhat smaller environmental destruction. 

This current process should indude a greater level of transparency and honesty. Agencies, 
officials and those responsible for oversight should assure the project not only complies with 
existing laws, but rises to an environmental standard that they themselves would want for their 
own families. This principle is reflected in state law at WAC 173 which guarantees each 
person in the State of Washington the right to a healthful environment. 

I also realize that the proper analysis may disclose the need for removing billions of dollars 
worth of residential land uses that are far too close to the airport. This proximity problem is a 
result of the 1989 "Mediation" agreement which kept incompatible land uses intact in 
exchange for a noise mitigation program. This was the cheap way out of a problem for the Port 
of Seattle. An Expert Noise Panel appointed by the State of Washington in 1996 determined 
the noise mitigation program wasn't successful. Subsequently, many of the insulated homes 
have had insulation and windows mold, fail and rot. There is currently no plan to repair, or 
expand the program. This is unacceptable. Other cities are getting updated products and 
upgrades. 

J:~ summary, it would be easier to site another airport in the state with a proper buffer of 
VJ ~,000 acres than to try and make this situation acceptable, livable and compatible. 

Thank you, 
Debi Wagner 



From: Deborah Wagner <debi.wa€ner4@gmail.com> 

Date: Wednesday, September 12, 2018 at 12:01 PM 

To: Sheila Brush <shebrusb@€mail.com>, Steve Edmiston <sedmiston@bracepointlaw.com>, 

Scott Stevson <scottstevson@€mail.com>, Bruce Dennis <bld522@yahoo.com>, Larry Cripe 

<Larrycripe@comcast.net>, Terry Plumb <tmcp123@hotmail.com>, "walterbala@mac.com" 

<walterbala@mac com>, "Keiser, Sen. Karen" <Karen.Keiser@le€.wa.gov> 

Subject: Fwd: follow-up 

---------- Forwarded message --------
From: <Cayla.Morgan@foa.gov> 
Date: Wed, Sep 12, 2018 at 11:01 AM 
Subject: RE: follow-up 
To: <debi.wagner4@gmail.com>, <shebrush@gmail.com>, <Larrycripe@comcast.net>, 
<annek@36524.com> 
Cc: <P::itrir.i::i Oe:e:m@fa::i gov>, <T::ine:11 R::irrille:::inx@fa::i gov>, 

<Purceii.Adyn@portseattie.org>, <Rybolt.S@portseattle.org> 

Dear Debi: 

Thank you for your comments regarding the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Near-Term 

Projects environmental review. If you would like your comments to be included as part of scoping, 

they must be received or postmarked by September 28, 2018 through at least one of the following 

methods: 

1. SAMP Online Open House: www SAMPNTPenyjronmentalreyjew.org 

2. Email: SAMP@portseattle om 
3. Mailed to: Mr. Steve Rybolt 

Port of Seattle 

Aviation Environment and Sustainability 

P.O. Box 68727 

Seattle, WA 98168 

mailto:SAMP@portseattle.org
www.5AMPNTPenvjronmentalreyjew
mailto:Pu(Ceii.Arlyn@portseattie.Qrg
http:J::Inp.ll
mailto:Dp.p.m@fml
mailto:shebrush@groail.coro
mailto:Cayla.Morgan@faa.goy
mailto:Karen.Keiser@leg.wa.gov
mailto:walterbala@mae.eom
mailto:tmep123@hotmail.eom
mailto:Larryeripe@eomeast.net
mailto:bld522@yahoo.eom
mailto:seottstevson@gmail.eom
mailto:sedmiston@braeepointlaw.eom
mailto:shebrush@gmail.eom


4. Submitted in writing at any of the four public meetings 

5. Recorded by the Court Reporter at any of the four public meetings 

While we appreciate your comments, we cannot consider them as part of the SAMP Near-Term 

Project environmental review scoping process unless you resubmit them via one or more of the 

methods above. 

Once received, these comments will be reviewed by the Port and Federal Aviation Administration 

(FAA). We anticipate that we'll report out on the results of scoping to the Port Commission in early 

2019. 

Thank you, 

Cayla D. Morgan 

Environmental Protection Specialist 

Seattle Airports District Office 

206-231-4130 

My new address is: 2200 s. 216th Street, Des Moines, WA. 98198 

From: Deborah Wagner <debi.wagner4@gmail.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2018 9:41 AM 

To: Morgan, Cayla (FAA) <Cayla.Morgan@faa.gov>; Sheila Brush <shebrush@gmail com>; Larry Cripe 

<Larrycripe@comcast.net>; Anne Kroeker <annek@36524.com> 

Subject: follow-up 

Hello Cayla: Thank you for spending time discussing some of our questions at the SAMP 
Scoping meeting last night. I have a few questions that I hope you can answer. 

mailto:annek@36524.com
mailto:Larrycripe@comcast.net
mailto:Cayla.Morgan@faa.gov
mailto:debi.wagner4@gmail.com


The "air quality" team said the CO2 figure of 363,306 metric tons per year (2016) produced 
by Landrum & Brown in a preliminary air quality draft I received six months ago uses only a 
takeoff cycle of approximately 2 minutes. The figure I received from Elizabeth Leavitt, Port of 
Seattle senior environmental staff member at the Energy and Sustainability Committee in 2016 
was 5.4 million metric tons per year which includes all fuei pumped for CO2 in 2015 but not 
methane, black carbon or nitrogen oxides which are major contributors to climate impact and 
in my opinion, should be calculated for their respective contribution. 

The AQ staff said that FAA regulations requires them to use only the truncated figure, part of 
the LTO. 

~r---
~ ·1 Question: Please provide the regulation/guidance/AC or whatever governs this calculation? 
~L 

~!-i ! Question: I am also seeking a copy of any EA, FONSI, CA TEX document you referenced 
z-L from 2006/2007? 

1 I am also concerned about the conditional approval FAA received from EPA in 1997 which 
required an air quality analysis prior to any future build post 20 l O due to predicted violations 
of the NAAQS. Monitoring around the airport drives in 1998 found CO levels at roughly 80% -\ of the federal standard during a slow period of operations along with particulate and NO2 

~ llevels higher than any historical regional monitoring. The congestion around the airport aiong 
< with the massive increase in operations over the years and lack of monitoring in the area 

combined with close-in communities is cause for concern for compliance meant to protect 
public health and welfare. 

rii 
·~ 

-~ j Question: Will any monitoring of the air quality be required before approvals are issued? If 
~ so, will air toxics be included along with criteria pollutants? 

(<> 
✓.) 

In 1993, McCulley, Frick and Gilman monitored hydrocarbons in the neighborhoods around 
Sea-Tac and found several of concern above the Washington State Acceptable Source Impact 
level including benzene, formaldehyde, acrolein, etc. Due to these and other studies showing 
increased cancer risk, the Port of Seattle and FAA were asked to conduct a risk analysis for the 
third runway EIS which did not happen due to the consultant citing "lack of information." It 
now appears the community is experiencing higher than average respiratory illnesses and 
cancer and the State Department of Health map of health disparities along with EPA EJ Screen 
confirms the area surrounding Sea-Tac is in the above 80th percentile of negative health 
outcomes. These communities have already been identified by FAA in their PEA for the 
Automated Tum dated September 2017 as predominately minority and low income for 
Environmental Justice. There are requirements for notifications, HIA, SIA, and numerous 
other investigatory measures included in the Federal Interagency Working Group "Promising 
Practices" report from March 2016 and other regulatory framework. 



r'1 
I 

~ UQuestion: Will FAA require a thorough evaluation of the EJ conditions and health disparities 
--:::::-- in the community surrounding Sea-Tac Airport including a risk analysis that uses monitoring 
~ to validate modeling? 
V) -

Lastly, I am still confused as to the role of FAA in planning aviation capacity in Washington. 
The DOT Air Transportation representative believes FAA has to provide direction for the state 
to move forward on siting and building or expanding facilities. Yet, it seems FAA has referred 
to the state as the lead on this process. I am concerned because the state does not necessarily 
understand airspace constraints or the potential for harm of the human environment from 
concentrated high noise and emissions in the congested corridors. Due to constraints on the 
Sea-Tac facility which drives up the expansion cost tremendously that FAA must help fund, 
does it seem wise, prudent or usual to not more aggressively pursue alternatives to Sea-Tac 
expansion that are less harmful? 

~ @uestion: What is F AA's role in regional or state decision-making to either stop expanding 
~ Sea-Tac or to build another airport/expand existing facilities? 
V) 

Thank you, 

Debi Wagner 





SCOPING COMMENTS 
To the Port of Seattle and FAA 

9/16/2018 

Scoping should be taken seriously. Past requests for the Third Runway analysis to address 
environmental considerations have been ignored. Please see attachment for an example of 
Puget Sound Clean Air Agency (PSCAA) formerly, Puget Sound Air Pollution Control 
Agency request for the third runway EIS to include a risk analysis and the response to not 
perform the analysis from the FAA/Port of Seattle. Where insufficient information exists 
(was not a valid excuse since EPA had just done a thorough risk assessment for Midway 
Airport http://www.csu.edu/cerc/documents/SWChicagoCancerRisksl993.pdf) or unknown risk 
exists as was the case with existing widespread community health disparities, it is the 
responsibility of the agency proposing the project involving additional impacts to use all 
available means to discover and disclose. NEPA §1508.27 

The FAA and Port of Seattle should analyze the following items in the Environmental 
Assessment and Environmental Impact Statement: 

HUMAN HEAL TH AND ENVIRONMENT 

1) Conduct an air quality analysis for all pollutants of concern; hydrocarbon emissions, 
air toxics, lead and criteria pollutants in the communities surrounding the airport and 
flight paths where aircraft overfly to 3,000 feet. This was required by a MOA between 
the Port of Seattle, EPA, PSCAA and DOE to be done post 2010 (See Attached). 
Please note the request for chemical analysis of residues in flight paths. Funding 
shortfall prevented this from going forward. It is still needed. Monitoring is used to 
validate modeling and has been recommended by our air quality agencies 

2) Provide data on demographics and health in all communities affected by airport 
noise/emissions using existing data, science, agencies, institutions with city and 
citizen input. Give same consideration to multiple stressors (noise/emissions, traffic, 
etc.) in EJ community as was provided by the Port of Seattle in the near Port 
community grant for Duwamish residents. 

3) Identify significant cumulative impacts considering past, present and reasonably 
foreseeable, multiple project impacts and high and adverse impact areas.509, 
SASA, South Satellite, flight path changes, modifications, hardstands, new terminal 

I construction and operation etc. 
\J7 4) Identify areas where low income and minority populations reside and analyze 
\/1 disproportionate impact by airport operations, traffic, congestion, etc. 

1,

-. 5) Consider cumulative noise and emissions on resident's health 
6) Consider unknown risk and develop methods to determine sources, nature and 

develop control strategies 
7) Conduct a risk analysis using all air contaminants known to be produced by airport 

operations using the collected monitoring and modeling data for validation as per 

L

, Puget Sound Clean Air request in 1994 not yet completed 
8) Map the areas of impact 
9) Conduct a health impact assessment (HIA) and social impact assessment (SIA). 
10) Provide meaningful insights into mitigation strategies 

http:Uwww.csu.edu!cerc!documents!SWChicagoCancerRisks1993.pdf


METHODOLOGY 

1) Both co-lead agencies should use available science, data and input from 
independent sources to inform and validate the process and conclusions 

2) Worst-case scenarios for impact analysis should be considered and developed 
3) Mapping the area of emission impact will be different than the noise contours and 

should highlight highest risk areas. 
4) A map should be color coded to easily identify: 

a) Low income and minority populations eligible for environmental justice 
consideration 

b) High and adverse impact assessment by census tract 
c) Impact from emissions and types of emissions 
d) At risk areas by type of risk 
e) Noise contours and highest noise sensitive areas impact 
f) Existing health disparities 

5) All assumptions and conclusions should be peer reviewed and independently 
verified for accuracy. For instance, industry data frequently reflects a bias; current 
emissions prepared by consultant for the SAMP varies widely from the EPA data for 
the same • th FAA t' d t d model This problem year using e same opera ions, a a an 
plagued the third runway EIS data on emissions. Port estimates for 2014 are in white 
and EPA estimates in yellow 

- - ------ -------------' SHOlll'TONS M l'OUUl'Mn (ZOltf 
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Residents are entitled to a fair process. The State Department of Public Health and State 
Board of Health has previously identified the areas around Sea-Tac Airport as experiencing 
high and adverse health consequences and eligible for environmental justice consideration. 
Their recommendation in June 2001 was for a comprehensive independent air quality study. 

The Port of Seattle has already previously recognized the importance of greater levels of 
identification and mitigation for environmental justice eligible communities. For the Near 
Port Community Grant partnership with EPA analyzing the disproportionate environmental 
and human health impacts of Seaport operations/cargo trucks, local industry and 
transportation impacts, the Georgetown and South Park communities received a 
Community Benefits Agreement and commitment from the Port of Seattle for funding, home 
air fi ltration systems, educational programs and workforce development among other 
contributions. Commissioners recognized the utility of such a community investigation 



process and foresaw an application of this Duwamish Valley Environmental Justice and 
Social Equity program as a pilot for future application potential to other Port impacted 
communities. 

The contributions of the Energy and Sustainability Committee on elevating the profile of 
equity in Port environmental efforts and community engagement were noted. The project 
elements were summarized and the disproportionate community health impacts of 
environmental factors in South Park and Georgetown were described at the Port 
Commission Meeting on April 10, 2018. 
http:ljwww.mdpi.com/search?g=noise+Queens%2C+NY&authors=&article type=&journal=ijerph&secti 

on=&special issue=&volume=&issue=&number=&page=&search=Search 

Below are some selected articles with a summary on noise and emissions. 

"Air pollution causes seven million premature deaths a year but the harm to people's 
mental abilities is less well known. A recent study found toxic air was linked to 
"extremely high mortality" in people with mental disorders and earlier work linked it to 
increased mental illness in children. while another analysis found those living near 
busy roads had an increased risk of dementia. 

The new work, published in the journal Proceedings of the National Academy of 
Sciences. analysed language and arithmetic tests conducted as part of the China Family 
Panel Studies on 20,000 people across the nation between 2010 and 2014. The 
scientists compared the test results with records of nitrogen dioxide and sulphur 
dioxide pollution. 

They found the longer people were exposed to dirty air, the bigger the damage to 
intelligence, with language ability more harmed than mathematical ability and men 
more harmed than women. The researchers said this may result from differences in 
how male and female brains work. 

Derrick Ho, at the Hong Kong Polytechnic University, said the impact of air pollution on 
cognition was important and his group had similar preliminary findings in their work. 
"It is because high air pollution can potentially be associated with oxidative stress, 
neuroinflammation, and neurodegeneration of humans," he said." 

https://www. thegua rd ia n .com/environ ment/2018/a ug/2 7 /air-po 11 ution-ca uses-huge-reduction-in

i ntel I ige nce-study-revea ls?CM P=sha re btn link 

https:!!www.theguardian.com/environmentI2018!aug!27!air-pollution-causes-huge-reduction-in
http://www.mdpi.com!search?q=noise+Queens%2C+NY&authors=&article


Shortened life span due to aircraft noise, savings to airlines in fuel and airports in efficiencies has less 

value than public health costs associated with the cardiovascular health effects of the noise. 

Aircraft noise causes oxidative stress in the brain. "Thus the presented results may explain at least in 

part why sleep phase rather than awake phase noise leads to cardiovascular diseases and may also 

provide an explanation why aircraft noise is linked with cognitive impairment including retardations of 

learning and memory capabilities in children. Thus preventive measures should be considered to reduce 

night-time aircraft noise." 

"One hundred million Americans are effected by unhealthy levels of noise." 

https://academic.oup.com/eurheartj/advance

article/doi/10.1093/eurheartj/ehy333/5037114#.Wlm3vsP61iE.facebook 

"The analyses suggested that a 5-dB noise reduction scenario would reduce the prevalence of 

hypertension by 1.4% and coronary heart disease by 1.8%. The annual economic benefit was estimated 

at $3.9 billion." https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/m/pubmed/26024562/ 

"New research Links Air Pollution to Global Diabetes 

Air pollutio;z linked to 3.2 ;nilliori ;1e1-v diabetes cases in one y·ear. 

A new research study links air pollution with an increased risk of global diabetes, even at 
pollution levels deemed safe by other governing bodies. 

A study from the Washington University School of Medicine in St. Louis collaborated with the Veterans 

Affairs (VA) St. Louis Health Care System. The findings could impact a global understanding of one of the 

fastest growing diseases. More than 420 million people are affected by diabetes worldwide, and roughly 

30 million people in the United States alone." http://www.webtopnews.com/new-research-links-air-

po II utio n-to-globa 1-d ia betes-890 5-2018/ 

"We report a higher lifetime prevalence of breast, melanoma and non-melanoma skin cancers 
among flight crews relative to the general population." 

"Taking age into account, the study found a higher prevalence of cancer in flight crew for every 
type of cancer examined." https :/ /www.yahoo.com/news/ commercial-flight-crews-show-higher
cancer-rates-study-172109583 .html 

https:!!www.yahoo.com/news
http://www.webtopnews.com!new-research-links-air
https:!/www.ncbLnlm.nih.gov!m!pubmed126024S62
https:!/academic.oup.com!eurheartj!advance


"The effects on cardiovascular health start at 50 decibels. The U.S. standard of under 70 
decibels is solely to prevent hearing loss. The European Union standard of not more than 40 
decibels at night and 50 during the day is to protect human health." 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/ opinions/loud-noises-hurt-more-than
hearing/2018/05/18/ccc7fc84-59dd-1 le8-9889-
07bcc 1327f4b story.html?utm term=.189a034aa801 

"Students' performance drops by 0.73 marks with each aircraft noise contour band, according to Ruth 

Cadbury MP." https://www.getwestlondon.co.uk/news/west-london-news/heathrow-noise
significantly-affecting-pupils-11220403 

"Using the opening of a new international airport to model a noise experiment, Cornell 
University researchers measured physiological stress indicators and other quality of life 
measures among a sample of 9 to 11 year old children in the period prior to the opening of an 
international airport and again after its inauguration. 

The Results 

Among study subjects, resting blood pressure and overnight stress hormone levels ( epinephrine 
and norepinephrine) rose and quality of life indices fell after the opening of the new airport and a 
corresponding increase in environmental noise levels.1 

In another major airport noise study out of Munich Germany, researchers found that the opening 
of a new airport caused reading and memory scores to decline among children living in the noise 
affected area. Children living near a newly closed airport, by contrast, demonstrated improved 
reading and memory performance. 2_,, https :/ /www.choosehelp.com/topics/ stress-burnout/noise
and-stress-2013-how-environmental-noise-levels-can-spike-your-stress-load 

"The new analysis has been produced by Ben Barratt and Gary Fuller ofthe Environmental Research 
Group at King's College, London. The group said yesterday: 'This period of unprecedented closure during 

unexceptional weather conditions has allowed us to demonstrate that the airports have a clear 
measurable effect on NO2 concentrations, and that this effect disappeared entirely during the period of 

closure, leading to a temporary but significant fall in pollutant concentrations adjacent to the airport 

perimeters." https://www.independent.co.uk/environment/climate-change/empty-skies-proved-that

airports-cause-pollution-say-researchers-1950672.html 

"High levels of potentially harmful exhaust particles from jets using Los Angeles International Airport 

have been detected in a broad swath of densely populated communities up to 10 miles east ofthe 
runways ... The research, believed to be the most comprehensive of its type, found that takeoffs and 

landings at LAX are a major source of ultrafine particles. They are being emitted over a larger area than 

previously thought, the study states, and in amounts about equal in magnitude to those from a large 

https:l!www.independent.co.uk/environment/climate-change/empty-skies-proved-that
https:llwww.choosehelp.comltopics/stress-burnoutlnoise
https:llwww.getwestlondon.co.uk/news/west-Iondon-news/heathrow-noise
https:llwww.washingtonpost.comlopinions/loud-noises-hurt-more-than


portion of the county's freeways ... The findings raise health concerns, researchers say, because the 

minute particles, which result from the condensation of hot exhaust vapor from cars, diesel trucks and 
aircraft, have the potential to aggravate heart and lung conditions, including asthma and the 
development of blocked arteries." https:ljwww.change.org/p/stop-the-faa-nextgen-flights-over-culver

city/u/22489687?recruiter=false&utm source=share update&utm medium=facebook&utm campaign 

=facebook link 

"Aviation Emissions Impact Ambient Ultrafine Particle Concentrations in the Greater Boston 
Area." https://pubs.acs.org/doi/pdf/10.1021/acs.est.6b01815 

"An air quality study has for the first time detected nano-sized particles of air pollution in children's 

urine ... these ultrafine particles are the smallest particles found in air pollution and have been linked to 

heart disease and respiratory conditions in previous studies. 

The research provides the first direct evidence that some ofthe particulate matter known as black 
carbon that we inhale in soot and fumes is making it across the lung barrier and into the body's 

circulatory system." https://ho riw n-magazi ne .eu/a rticle/u ltrafi ne-po I lution-pa rticles-create-a i r
me nace en.html 

Close-in communities and those in flight paths are home to a large population, many which are 

predominately minority and low income residents. This community has been the topic of investigation by 
the State Department of Public Health in the past and found to exhibit higher than average and sometimes 
statistically significantly higher than average respiratory and brain cancer when compared to King County 

and State averages. Currently, these same statistics seem to be present especially in 98168 for asthma 
and 98198 for cancer types including brain cancer. 

EPA EJ Screen tool can be used to assess the risk, exposure and negative health outcomes of census tracts 
within these zip codes and indicate the percentile is in the 90 to 100th for much of the population. (see 
attached example) 

UW Ultrafine investigation has found hot spots of ground level ultrafine concentrations below flight paths 

for Sea-Tac Airport. Ultrafine particulate pollution can be breathed in and small diameters typical of jet 
aircraft combustion products can pass through the membrane barrier and enter the blood-stream 
affecting the heart and brain. (See MOV-UP) These are suspected to cause lung irritation, inflammation, 

immune response and adverse reactions for asthma sufferers. 

New Jersey Institute of Technology estimates that airport operations are spreading air toxics and 
contaminants into a 9 square mile area around airports that is 10 times higher than average for areas not 
affected by airport operations. 

https:/IhoriLOn-magazine.eu!article!ultrafine-poliution-particles-create-air
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/pdfIl0.l0211acs.est.6bOI815
https://www.change.org/p/stop-the-faa-nextgen-flights-over-culver


https:ljgraduatedegrees.online.njit.edu/resources/msce/msce-infographics/deadly-airport-toxins/ 

"The aviation is by far the leading emitter of harmful and deadly toxins such as sulfur oxides, carbon 
monoxide, nitrogen oxides, carbon dioxide, and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) into the atmosphere. 

Unfortunately, these toxins are harmful to living things. In fact, people living, working, or simply within 
nine square miles of airports are exposed to air pollution that is 10 times higher than areas outside this 
zone." 

Area Populnlon Deaths Mean Attrib~fll! Attrtbutabl@ A1.todmd 
ace2s+ ap2S+ annual frac1io" dnths • llfe•van 

PMu 25+ lo•t 
(111/m!t 
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'-' 3,087,200 '10,.806 10.1 5.7 2,314 24,016 
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WISC 3,714,533 50,1.10 10 5.7 2,137 29;197 
Milllnds 
£lilt 4A42.900 S1..211 t.9 S.6 2.144 29,0916 

Soudtfasl 5,814,600 7◄~124 9.? 5.S 4.,034 41,729 
Vorbhh 3,584,2'7 48.534 9.3 S3 UGI 26,636 
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Northwest "*7~000 67.871 1.9 S.1 3.4Z7 35,15,5 
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Encand 35-,178.000 458.,743 9.9 S.6 25.002 264,749 
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Unitary ....,.., 

'Nhile levels of particulate matter (PM ) do not exceed EU Limit Values. the 

Joint Strategic Needs Assessment (JSNA) shows that levels of fine 

particulates (PM2 .5) in 2◊ 15 accounted for 19.1 premature deaths per 

100. 000 people in Stough compared with a rate of 11. 7 for the South Easl 

The hea lth impacts of air pollution are becoming more apparent y,•ith evidence 

showing effects such as heart attacks . strokes. low birth vvelght babies and 

impaired lung and brain development. The \/./orld Health Organisation CNHO) 

categorises diesel exhaust fumes as carcinogenic. 

https://graduatedegrees.online.njit.edu/resources/msce/msce-infographics/deadly-airport-toxins
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Aircraft have a ground level impact on air quality up to 3,000 feet 
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Sea-Tac Airport area experiencing the same high level of ultrafine particulate impacts of in flight paths 

similar to that discovered and monitored at LAX environ. The orange bars off the chart is the flight path 
impact compared to monitoring at Three Tree Point removed from flight path impact area 
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Statistically Significant Asthma and higher than average for King County cancer cases including respiratory 

and brain cancer from a recent zip code search of 98168 and 98198 by the State Department of Health 

Epidemiology 



Hospitalization: Age Adjusted Rate 

Diagnosis Group Year Geography Count Populatio Age-Adj Age-Ad Age-Ad_ 

##Malignant neoplasm of trachea bronchus 2011-2015 State Total 9168 34497650 23.74 23.25 24.25 

##Malignant neoplasm of trachea bronchus 2011-2015 King 2326 10008810 23.27 22.31 24.26 

##Malignant neoplasm of trachea bronchus 2011-2015 98168_Sez 34 172403 23.66 16.13 33.8 

##Malignant neoplasm of trachea bronchus 2011-2015 98198_Sez 46 174919 24.59 17.94 33.12 

##Malignant neoplasm of brain (191) 2011-2015 State Total 3373 34497650 9.03 8.72 9.35 

##Malignant neoplasm of brain (191) 2011-2015 King 1011 10008810 9.68 9.08 10.31 

##Malignant neoplasm of brain (191) 2011-2015 98168_Sez 18 172403 11.15 6.55 18.29 

##Malignant neoplasm of brain (191) 2011-2015 98198_Sez 20 174919 10.44 6.26 16.58 

##Asthma (493) 2011-2015 State Total 20274 34497650 58.78 57.96 59.6 
##Asthma (493) 2011-2015 King 5847 10008810 61.98 60.38 63.62 

##Asthma (493) 2011-2015 98168_Sez 128 172403 75.34 62.68 90.26 

##Asthma (493) 2011-2015 98198_Sez 102 174919 58.19 47.27 71.01 

The same elevated high and significant numbers of diseases are occurring around Boston Logan Airport. 

The same planes overfly communities throughout the US but Sea-Tac. LAX and Boston Logan along with 

other select airports are unique for how dense and close in proximity to the airport are the local residential 

communities (within a few blocks for residential areas on all sides of Sea-Tac Airport) 



Destination: East Boston from Lucas La Battaglia on Vimeo. 

The film appears to be conriected to Airport Impact Relief, Inc., a nonprofit. 

The following are examples summarized of some topics for investigation of EJ communities in NEPA 

reviews. See the lnteragency Working Group 

https:ljwww.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2016-

08/documents/nepa prom1sinl! practices document 2016.pdf: 

on Environmental Justice 

• Define the boundaries (GIS or mapping) of the affected population for both noise and 
emissions 

• Define Exposure pathways 

https:ljwww.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2016


• Utilize citizen, organization and government data, science collection 

• Define unique characteristics, i.e., human health vulnerabilities, health disparities, socio-

economic vulnerabilities 

• Explain methodologies and data 

• Consider alternatives with the least impact on the low income and minority population 

• Identify benefits and detriments 

• Determine presence of high and adverse impacts (EJ community may be more susceptible 

to impacts than the general population) 

• Utilize systems for data collection such as Health Department, Cancer Registry, National 

Birth Defects Registry, National Brain Tumor Registry, etc. 

• Develop a health impact assessment (HIA) and Social Impact Assessment (SIA) 

• Use a comparative population 

• Monitoring plan to assure mitigation is successful 

• Consider on balance compensatory mitigation to equalize detriments 

Impact categories FAA must address in an EA: 

Table 1: List of Environmental Impact Categories in FAA Order 10501.1 F 

Environmental Impact Category 
1 Air Quality 
2 Biolocical Resources 
3 Climate 
4 Coastal Resources 
5 Department of Transportation Act, Section 4(f) 

Environmental Impact Category 
6 Farmlands 
7 Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention 
8 Historical, Architectural, Archeolocical and Cultural Resources 
9 Land Use 
10 Natural Resources and Energy Supply 



Environmental Impact Category 
11 Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use 
12 Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children's Environmental Health and 

Safety Risks 
13 Visual Effects 
14 Water Resources 
15 Cumulative Impacts 
16 Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources 

AIR QUALITY 

Air quality has not been assessed. A Memorandum of Agreement between EPA, Department of 
Ecology, Puget Sound Clean Air Agency and the Port of Seattle in 1997 was to monitor the air 
quality of the Sea-Tac Airport area post 2010 (see attached) due to predicted modeled 

:--.._ exceedances of the NAAQS. This was to occur prior to construction of conditioned elements of 
, the ALP. These proposed future improvements such as the new terminal and landside 
~ developments are planned along with other segmented developments such as hardstands and 

international facility improvements and no compliance certifications have been issued. No 
~ monitoring is planned. This monitoring should include the analysis of chemical composition of 

• I the soot, debris that was included i..11 the MOA but not completed due to fonding restraint. 

The consultant working on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) has provided air quality 
data from the EDMS and AEDT model. The EPA also models the same operations for each year 
analyzed. Below is a table created by EPA showing the consultant (.in white) and EPA analysis 
(in yellow) for 2014 using the same model and FAA supplied operational numbers. 

----- --- --------------------------------- _.., .. ---- ----7 
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The differences between these estimates have not been ex.plained. For the third runway analysis, 
these same problems permeated the modeling. When looking at emission data input from the 
third runway analysis, it was clear the consultant had manipulated the data to obtain a 
predetermined outcome of compliance. The consultant failed to estimate any particulate data for 
all jet operations. All defaults were set to zero. The consultant cut emission data from EPA 
published rates and used lower than standard operations time in mode. It is not fully understood 



Ca 

~ I by me at this time, and to what degree, that falsified data has impacted public health and the 
~ l_:nvironment that would have otherwise received mitigation. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

The consultant has provided data on carbon dioxide emissions in the Air Quality Baseline 
Preliminary Draft dated September 2017 for 2016 annual emissions. CO2 is listed at 396,306 
metric tons per year. Yet the Port of Seattle Energy and Sustainability Committee estimate from 

<:'.)- 2015 is 5.4 million metric tons per year. The difference between the two estimates are due to the 
,"'-\ consultant using a fraction of the Landing/Takeoff cycle rather than total fuel pumped. This < leaves a majority of the carbon dioxide emiss~ons unacco_u~t~d for. Since climate im~act is_a 

--...........__ i ?lobal concern, honesty and accuracy and takmg respons1b1hty for the total global climate impact 
_7is essential to understanding the significant impact the aviation sector has on planning and 
~ i mitigation. While trees are the only current mitigation for aviation produced CO2, it makes no 
....___ ! sense the FAA has allowed the significant removal rather than topping 3,000 mature trees around 
<I the airport. 
~ 
! The total climate change impact of the airport expansion will be significant. Sea-Tac is currently 
i producing 25% of the county's climate change emissions. While the county is reducing 
! emissions, the airport plans to double its impact. Ninety percent of the climate impact of the 
;I· airport is due to jet operations. The Port of Seattle proposes reducing the remaining 10% of 

-, climate emissions by 3% or less over the next 18 years while doubling the 90%. None of the 
I i estimates consider the higher contributing emissions of nitrogen oxides, methane or black 

M ·1 carbon. The imbalance in offsetting the impact could push Sea-Tac to half the county total by 
v1 , 2034 considering the increase in operations and reduction strategies in other sectors. This I scenario will undo and even surpass all gains in every other sector. 

Table 13 
BASELINE (2016) CONDITION AEDT ANNUAL EMISSIONS 

EMISSION 
SHORT TONS OF POLLUTANTS (2016) 

SOURCE NOx voe co SOx PM10 PM2.s CO2* 

Aircraft Engines 1,775 261 1,455 162 13 13 396,306 

APUs 40 3 33 5 5 5 -

GSE 370 94 2,769 19 25 25 -

Stationary Sources 18 1 12 0 1 1 -



TOTAL I 2,267 379 4,841 190 48 47 396,306 

At the Highline College scoping meeting I asked Port staff at the Climate board why they are 
using only a small portion of the takeoff to estimate total climate impact. They said FAA has a 
regulation that requires this truncated figure. I asked for a copy of the regulation or a reference to 
where it can be found and they were unable to provide this. I followed up with a request of the 
FAA Environmental Specialist Cayla Morgan who was present at the scoping who invited 
follow-up questions along with her email. She did not provide an answer to my question or 
others I asked and referred me to the SAMP comment website link. This seems to be much more 
work than what should be necessary especially for citizens who are already experiencing injuries 
from excessive noise and airplane emissions. 

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

-·- Health disparities in the communities surrounding the airport have been evaluated by the State 
I Department of Public Health. Findings of disproportionate, high and adverse consequences exist 

01 in these communities. Currently, respiratory and brain cancer cases are higher than average when 
v1 compared to King County and asthma in 98168 is statistically significantly higher than average 

when compared to county, state and national levels. 

Environmental Justice (EJ) eligible community has been identified by FAA in their June 2017 
fY) Preliminary Environmental Analysis (PEA). The Interagency Working Group on EJ 

Methodoiogies March 20 i 6 outiines numerous items for analysis that have not been discussed in 
C\) any detail in the SAMP planning process. Cumulative impacts to these communities of noise and 
v1 emissions along with health impacts have not been analyzed. Past, present and reasonably 

~reseeable impacts have not been addressed. Unlu1own risks should be evaluated. 

(From the PEA) 
Figures 5 and 6 shows the areas in which Environmental Justice (EJ) may be a concern within 
the Study Area. This data was pulied using the U.S Consensus 2015 data, through the 
Environmental Justice tool in AEDT. There are multiple areas of which exceed environmental 
justice thresholds within the Study Area. However, there are no reportable or significant noise 
impacts and the noise level of the No Action and Proposed Action Alternatives are less than 45 
dBA DNL. Furthermore, there is no change to air quality. Therefore, the FAA has preliminarily 
determined that there are no high and disproportionate impacts to environmental justice 
communities. 



Figure 5: EJ areas with the No 
Action flight tracks 

Key 

Figure 6: EJ areas with the 
Proposed Action flight tracks 

■ No Environmental Justice threshold exceeded 
D Exceeds the 1 x poverty threshold level 
■ Exceeds the for minority threshold 
■ Exceeds both the 1 x poverty and minority thresholds 

Study Area 
- No Action flight tracks 
- Proposed Action flight tracks 

The aforementioned analysis preliminarily indicates that there would be no direct or indirect or 

cumulative significant impact as a result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. 

This analysis, above, ignores the significant impact that already exists with air quality impacts, 
violations of federal and state law, excessive noise through the night and health disparities 
discovered in the past and present. EPA EJ Screen tool can be used to assess the low income and 
minority populations around Sea-Tac and view the risk and negative health outcomes. Many of 
the census tracts in 98168 and 98198 typically overflown by departing and arriving aircraft 
exhibit extreme conditions. Some of the greatest poverty levels, language barriers, no access to 
healthcare deficiencies and health disparities in the county exist in these communities along with 
double the average for the county numbers per household of children. The Highline School 



District that serves these communities has some of the highest poverty level families, and service 
needs of any school district in the state. See attached high noise area map and State Department 
of Health Washington Tracking Network health disparities map. Both exhibit similar areas of 
impact for high noise levels and negative health outcomes. 

The State Board of Health on behalf of the State Department of Public Health finding 
statistically significant health disparities in the communities surrounding Sea-Tac Airport writing 
in The Washington State Committee on Environmental Justice, June 2001 "Final Report, State Board of 

Health Priority: Environmental Justice" states: 

"Airport community members living near the SeaTac Airport identified several concerns related 

to air pollution from operations at the airport (see Washington State Department of Health et 

al., February and December 1999. These reports can be accessed through: 

http://www.doh.wa.gov/EHSPHL/Epidemiology/NICE/HTML/ nicepubs.htm.) 

A March 2000 report prepared jointly by DOH, the Washington State Department of Ecology, 

the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency, Public Health-Seattle and King County and several other 

agencies and community representatives found that, in the SeaTac Airport area, there are 

statistically significantly highei iates of the following conditions: 

• Lung cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to the rest of King County 

and to Washington State; 

• Oral and pharyngeal cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to 

Washington State; 

• Deaths from lung cancer and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease in an area 

approximately three miles to the west and north and one mile to the east and south of 

the airport (defined by census tracts) compared to King County; and 

• Hospital admission for asthma and pneumonia/influenza in an area approximately three 

miles to the west, north and east and one half mile to the south of the airport (defined by 

zip codes) compared to King County. 

The March 2000 report recommended that an air quality study be conducted around SeaTac 

Airport. This recommendation was. in part. forwarded because of environmental justice 

concerns. The report states, "fundamental to the concept of environmental equity is the value 

that one group of people not incur environmental exposures from commercial activities from 



which another group benefits. Those who use SeaTac Airport often derive great financial and 

other benefits from worldwide travel. The extent to which these benefits come at the expense 

of environmental degradation affecting the people who live around the airport is unknown, 

since a comprehensive air quality study has not been performed at SeaTac Airport to determine 

the impacts attributable to airplane emissions and airport-related traffic" (Washington State 

Department of Health et al., 2000, p. 8). [pages 14, 15] (Emphasis added) 

Regarding unknown risks the Federal lnteragency Working Group (IWG) on Environmental Justice states 

in publication "Promising Practices for EJ Methodologies in NEPA Reviews" dated March 2016: 

https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2016-

08/documents/nepa promising practices document 2016.pdf 

"The degree to which an impact involves unique or unknown risks (see 40 CFR§1508.27(b)(S)) to 

minority populations and low-income populations in the affected environment can inform how 

agencies assess the significance of the impact. Minority populations and low-income populations 

could be uniquely susceptible to impacts from a proposed action due to: 1) special vulnerabilities, 

e.g. pre-existing health conditions that exceed norms among the general population; 2) unique 

routes of exposure, e.g. use of surface or well water in rural communities; or 3) cultural practices, 

e.g. subsistence fishing, hunting or gathering, access to sacred sites." IWG page 34 

The FAA EA and Port of Seattle EIS must include the following: 
N 
~ 1) 
V1 

An air quality monitoring program must be completed which includes toxics and criteria 
pollutants and used as a validation for modeling 

2) A risk analysis must be completed which evaluates all known chemicals released from 
the airport including air toxics, criteria pollutants, PAH, metals, soot analysis which 
might be affecting the poor public health outcomes 

~ 3) A toxicology study must be completed to help plan mitigation. This should include 
analysis of people, plants, soil, and open water at a minimum. 
Mitigation plans, programs and strategies should be planned and implemented along with 
the SAMP development not after 
Any mitigation strategy must have a monitoring plan to assure success 
A similar area must be used for comparison to evaluate health impacts (Kent Auburn area 
was used as a comparative population to Sea-Tac Airport communities by the State 
Department of Health zip code study in 2000. This area along with Tukwila is overflown 
by arriving aircraft to both Boeing Field and Sea-Tac Airport. Health disparities in these 
cities can clearly be seen as extreme on the enclosed map of poor health outcomes and 
should not be used as a comparison) 

https:ljwww.epa.gov!sites!production!files!2016


VI 

Areas of impact for emissions should be mapped along with noise. 
Consider for instance: 
a) New Jersey Institute of Technology has found a wide circular area around airports in 

the US experiencing toxic emissions 10 times greater than elsewhere 
b) State Department of Health found health impact areas to the west and east of Sea-Tac 

Airport experiencing health disparities 
c) EPA evaluating Midway Airport found risk threshold exceeded for 1,3 Butadiene to 

the northeast of the airport not typically in a noise contour band, 
d) McCulley Frick and Gilman Air Quality Survey found hydrocarbon levels exceeding 

state New Source regulations around Sea-Tac Airport outside of the noise contours 
e) Department of Commerce and LAX Ultrafine Particulate study found sooty debris 

typical of jet engine combustion discharge in flight paths for 10 miles out from 
runway ends 

8) An epidemiological study should be conducted 
9) All studies should show independence and be peer reviewed to assure objectivity 
10) All analysis should include data input, assumptions and justification 

In 1996 for the third runway EIS, wild and irresponsible predictions were made about air quality 
impacts. Some sources were estimated far too high and aircraft much lower than had been 
previous! y predicted by EPA and Department of Ecology. The Port of Seattle consultants 
Landrum & Brown predictions were accepted as state-of-the an. It was not untii after 20i i that 
Russ Simonsen, environmental manager at the Port of Seattle admitted the figures were 
inaccurate. The high sources pales in severity to the elimination of data from the EDMS aircraft 
model, using too low time-in-mode values and falsified emission factors. The public health 
impacts we are now experiencing is a result of fraudulent, inaccurate and irresponsible data 
collection and dissemination. 

Similarly, the forecasting of operations failed miserably to even come close to predicting what is 

happening today. The expanded airport facilities, once predicted to handle operations through 
2030 and beyond, are now inadequate even in the existing condition less than 10 years after the 
opening of the third runway. Constraint and congestion caused by the introduction of the Delta 
Hub and the need for the SAMP expansion began as early as 2014, only six years after the 

opening of the most expensive runway in US history. 



Race Percentage in Population 

American Indian 
Asian 

- Black 
- Hispanic 
- Multi-Race 
- Pacific Islander 
-White 

State Department of Health Washington Tracking Network Health Disparities for 98168 that 
follow flight path and match high noise area 



Highest noise level in purple at the aiirport and surrounding red represents highest noise levels 
and matches the health disparities map from Department of Health • 



1997 EPA, PSCAA, DOE and Port of Seattle Memorandum of Agreement commitment for monitoring the 
airport area post 2010 due to predicted future scenario modeled violations of the federal National 

Ambient Air Quality Standard for carbon monoxide. Predicted future violations of the NAAQS for NO2 
were not carried forward although contained within the EDMS modeling for airport environment. PM 10 
and PM 2.5 had been eliminated from the EDMS model for all jet aircraft LTO between 1993 and 1994. 
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 

AIR QUAUTY MONn'ORINO PROORAM ACTIVll'IES RELATING TO THE 
SEATTLE-TACOMA IN'TERNATIONAL AJRPORT VICINITY 

lntroductioll 

For a oumbe:r of years, residc:nts in 1be vicinity of Sawc-Tacoma ~ Ailpon (Sca-T~) 

have cxptssed coaccms ~ air polJlltioD. Sew:ral studies 11111 amall-scalc air pollutant sampling 
prugrams ~ bee,, cooductrd by 1be Pffl of ScaaJe (Pan). the Slalle Departmellt of ~ 
(Ecology) -1 tbc Pllgct Soand Air Pollution Cooao1 Aa,:aq (PSAPCA). Because of oagolllg 
ccnc::am llboul air qmlity iD 1be viciniry ol Sea.Tac, 1be undersipcd agaicia have a&ftlCd to work 
totaher lo gidha- addilioaal air quality budlnc elm. --In April 191)S, tbc Fcdr:nl Avialioa ~"(bA) uc1 the Port issued a joint Draft 
En.-uUGibCDial ('mpac, S11'Mmtt (BIS) (or 1be pnlpOlid Marer Plau Upcwe lmptoYaDellU at 
Scallle-T-=ama lnranlliomi Airpxt Ta. febnmr, 1996 1be FAA 11111 Port issued the Final EIS, 
whidl iaco.po,lft:d a draft air q\Wi1y coatomuay ddmninalioo. These mviroamclltal doc:umeDts 
addn:ss. mg albet issues, polallial air quality iDl(aCIS usociared witb various Mara- P1aD 
Updw impro~ proj,1:cU (racility de¥d'!Pfl"'1"S and operational changes) ID be pbami-iD 
belwcc:a 1996 and 2020 as pan of lbe loq-nmge wpott vision (Exhibit A. amcbed to this 
ap,c:mem). 

The ruw EIS cauidm:d tbe ~ S-Tac- air quality informanoa from pnMOUS SIDdics. 
updalEd di; blsdille ad ~ -,- emilliaa mw:111ories for ~ ~crilieria" palbann of 
cmcrm. pafwwd m:a wide dbpaaaa ...... a,dding mrvolalile organic compouDdl (VOC) 
md ozida of ailrogm @K)X) (bolb cma,, pe 'I -a) 111d caaduc1l:d localized lrlf6'. lmeuactiou 
moddmgwlylaa-fcrcaboau•"• (CO)., 

The Port IIJd FM _. idrmiftad 6- pmjtd buikkul 11111 operariooal coaditioas tbll iauJt iD 
modetacl al( •• a • « 1be Dmi llllllldlnJ far<D. .llowever. oo IDODirofflj air quality elm for 
die S..Tac Yiciaily cmady am _. wliidl ID iDllrpret the f'EIS' "Worst cw!" modcDas 
zaadls._ wtaicll _, 0..-. a:aal bin ajt pli1y pablems. Also, because the Malef Pbm 
Updllc pn,ji,ct plma(,I) dill cm1e Iba aldobl CO wL o s t\o DOt occur anliJ w·•• ...,_ 
2010. dic-iaueol~ ......... tb,,nlriprim 'IIICallla.paiwurdy bis be= railed. 

1a c me• riN11i!N"f PS'APCA.JicololJad • us &niauameurw ~ ~ 
10 (9A) ID kFAAm dae Fl!Jl~oeftMloily J1D11i1C. • - DIiied dial in order 111- dm ◄i& 
c:.•finnity __,. lbs Calrral fupt Soasl S.. ~""'""'5m Plan (SIP). 1IMme w lie Ima 
ca Cettilts ~ • tbil Ciac., !k lllall .. PM ID eilller (l) miQpla die lllllilDW ...... 
elJCtokM ■ llrOO«(;l)..., .... .,c.-.,..;.:ts.nftlrualCRla ., .... _ 
,Gf!lhl 1 filr dille ..._. • &a_c:allillll-■a ea - ~ ,_ • ..... V 
----,. Sc..a1Qfliaasllta.afcl4Ml...,.__.speriW 11- •IIIID 
,e, - tt-laded24 .,.'I'-=_ • ...., ii .,,..... ... ._ .. __ 

.,.._r,,firi,wat-.llllllllllil•MlpC•Wlal--' • _,la,......._ 

....... ...,., 10 ...................... ....., .... .. 
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As a rault of dltle ~ comments and re1aled ~ ~ tbe Part. FAA.~• 
PSAPCA IDd the EPA all concur tb1t a Sea-Tac air qualitY mooitonni program be CSlablilbcd, 
focused OD tbe .foUowing CODCffllS in priority order: 

• Carbon 1DOGOxide (CO) coocenmtions. specifically aa those ~y ~ modelttl in 
tbe FEIS as creating fubft exceedeoces nf the National Ambient AJt Qu.alily Sl:IDdanl for CO; 

• Oxides of nitrogm (NOX) coocenauioos wociated with auaaft dcpartW'C backup queues; 
• Ground-level residue deposition assoc:i•,c,J with ai.rcraft fuel particle discharges; 
• Ground level n:sidue-relaled toxic subsuoces; aod 
• ~giti"e dull " particuWe matter cooccntntioos associated with Sea-Tac comaucoaa activity 

sires and dirt haul routes. 

1bc parties agne dw this monitoring program is in support of quantifying pollUblal levels and not 
for the purpose of supporting the proposed improvements aI Sea-Tac Airport. 

Sufficient funding rocaling $195,000.alrcady 1w been identified by the parties lO this ap,emall to 
coaduct special field monitoriog activities for the first tbRe items listed above (CO, NOX and fuel 
particle discbarge-ielaaed residue) within the next 24 months. Whether or not to fund moaitrwing '>f 
toxic substances in the Sea-Tac vicinity will depend on the n:sults from grouod-Jevd residue 
monitoring data collection and analysis. For pmpo.,es of fugitive dust emissions. lbe Sea-Tac 
v.:ini~ monitoring program will rely on PSAPCA's existing regularcry. inspection and eafo.w 
authority rather lhao formal in-field monitoring. 

The initial C? ~~n srudy monitoring will be conducted during the upcoming wiDller season 
(1996-97), _wuh ~ ability IO continue some CO measurements in winter 1997-98. Tbe n,.walHing 
of N0X IS pro~ to oacur in summerlfall 1997, with fuel particle discbaqe residue 
~ occmrmg scasooally between fall, 1996 and summer_ 1997. All field lllllddOliug 
adMtics lad da&a analyses are scheduled for completion no lalU lhao June. 1998. 

~ invol~mc from ~ surrounding eonu111roiry will be sought in lbe moaitoria 
f~ public uadcmudiq of the monitoring rrmlla and the • • . 8 pmpam to 
Ill' ~ moaicrrins To dus cod. cstabli!hmeat ~ a special :OOS for long~ Sea-Tac 
Ip!¥ !CS •ad comawRJity repraeutativts is coataim,d • the . g group annpriled of bodl 
ID¥bcd co tbia apermeua). _ m proposed program's scope (Exhibit B, 

Pilrpole 

Tlaia McON■.•t&qp nl ~., CMOA, esbb':sbcs an • . . • 
Tc~ AirpOlt viciaicy desiped to lduew; tbc !'1 q~ty DlOIUtoring program In 1be Sea,ollowing aoaJs: 
• · ON• !eris 1C1U11 __.__, • • . • 1 ... -~ au-~ coadiUnn• • • 

' }Mt CIWPOiW-t«tal aamc:n: -=- -- V1a aa-,ficld -m•--- coom 
Is 2·1 dAkpan: ...,acomractora,inthe~af~Tby 

• Ulifia1£11111~.-a... . • . IC 
e 1 Ml • ..... ,_..., .,,,,._ iafonmrioa to • 
➔Js•·• I Ci ~ti;-~ to lldp Rmify lbe ~ffli,ifor:<We ~ Sea-Tac vicinity 

a. • • ar:eed a Nllioaal ~~•;.,1 '-~ andordesip of appopriatc 
.-• I r --.; A.II" • ~(NM U shown tiy ecma1 

~). e.g._ for CO md/or ---
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•~--•Ml iDtO futme 
• AJ1ow IC1lJal moairtrcd air .Ii baseline infumlaliOO IO be. UJCUai""- air quality 
~~~for~~ Updale project elemenIS ~ ::,: mitigatioo 

ID &bibit A) IDd to euble making commiPDCDts l0 more 
-. if ncca.wr. AilpOrt 

• ~ •a ies IO n:fcrena: acrual monitored air quality basdioe data for the ~~IC 
VICmtt)' when responding io future ,questions and information rcqucstS from the pu . ' . data 

• Sean_ ~ commitments to complete Sea-Tac CO, NOx md ~ IDOllllonDI 
colkaJca and analym within the next 24 mouths, by July I, 1998; and 

• ~ cbc scientific justificaticm, if aoy. for Sea-Tac toJtic emissions monitoring and secure 
lppropiate funding COmmitmcrus by fall. 1997. 

The ~ scope of the proposed air quality mooitoring for the Sea-Tac Airport vicinity is 
mob•ned ID Exhibit 8, aaached to this agreement. 

lHEREFoRE. 1liE UNDERSIGNED PARTIES AGREE: 

l. AdctitiooaJ air monitoring in the vic:inity of Seaulc-Tacoma IntenWiooal Airport is des.irable for 
~ of more accwuc:ly describing existing air pollutant levels. mrapretiog modeled resu.lCS. 
identifying loagcr range monitorine: n:quircmenrs, promoting appropriate mitigation measures IO 
pn,teet the NAAQS whenever DCICI_,,"' and _....,..,fjpg to public inquiries related to Sea-Tac vicinity air quality. -J. ......__ 

2. All_ ~~ will participate in the design. coaduct aod reporting of air quality ~ ~nemrur 
acnvmes m the Sea-Tac area over ~be ocxt 24 months accordi.og to 111 approved mowrormg plaa. 
k ~ ,_,..;~Hy ~wd that Ecol<>iD', EPA and PSAPCA will provide iDdepmdent ~ CO 
lbe au quality roorutoring and analysis activity, which can then be incorporated into proJrld~ 
CIIYirnnmc::nw reviews conducted under SEP A IDd NEPA by lbe Port and ocha ioiriaring 
..-,,cies The participation oommitmenrs of each agency arc eoummred below: 

• E.co6ogy, as overall tccboical program coordinawr, will io coasultari()ll with EPA 111d 
PSAf'C.\ develop a dr:wled aaooitoriog and anaJysis plan and pm:ticipMe ill die- fincting, 
IJllllliloc suing. c·ooduct. and aiuJysisheview of dJe air mcuun:mcms. &:dolJ abo will 
provide a final summary repolll oo mcaic.oring and elm aaa1ysis ICIMlies for 11P1CY 111d 
public dilUibulioo coacaniDg tbe i:aulu of cbc air msuremeall aod l'O"liiiiikNiarioos ",Jr 
fillun: IIMlDitariag activilics. 

• 111c EPA will mist with die pl.11.11 vnping. funding. moaiuw siling. CODduct 111d analysis ..a 
ftMCW ollbe air ma.suremems: 

• PSAPCA will pu1icipuc iD tbc: scopmg of cbc air monitoriDg plan aod aaalysis. b-hfina 
.,_..,.,.,. '!' die ~i.ag ~. cstabl_isbrnent of ~ k- ◄m, 
COMtintmD widl rranspc:wtabOllt .,.....,, tcdmical mamoce -epniiag colJec:ted d◄a. .a 
.. n• ol ,qional IUlfxe tra~d growth and mociared project..JewJ modeling~ 

• ne Pm"' Saale will asmt wiitb filDdiog for IDOIUUllring and will participue. - ot.cawea 
ia till: monitariq p1an•s daip. impk:oca'1b)O tad O!JCCOmCS ,q,omng 

3. 6co1oty (SJ~EPA (S30K) and llt.e Por1 (S130K) ~ will provide a toeal of SlCl'IJXIOOO 
ID • ..a.,a,tr field mc:wrieoriog dall1 col~ Gt aoalysas for '?(}. N0X and -ain:aa lad 
diafwgc aai+r Ixa ,+tirioo• odlt:r .iD-tmd ~DOD-CUii) aiaail>.DJGS hm PSAPCA a die 
GIIIIIS'rip-+aiel 11> dlis.♦l ,IN# ~rill be (ll'D¥ided. 

4. 11-Pbrt qaecs Cblt'il will aot plOCl:cd wilb Mmlcl' P_laa Updlk- ckWN◄S wbida 111: p¾,jecw IO 
aaae man co ~tr«a or ftllltberftaf:D pojecb:d co~ aali! _co_ fid6 rre ., iu& 

aad w1ysi1 is CIOIIJllleecd • if l!"f •■s~. WUi,tilE !IPb~ o■■-if ~a:::: TllePall fllldic:rap•d&lll ..,i;D£.,...,...... •ldml~CO~NO. 
~ ..0 lie iuaa~.., fuilure Maslel' Plan~ ~,u■-u +◄NI l'CWICWI a 

--- _,_ 
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air quality conformity detmrriaarioos. c:onsuuctioo-relaled dust ~~ a fflll IP. '• 
acttvilies will be direacd by the Port in accord with the prou,col described in Exhibit C. 
Mtac:bcd to this agreement 

S. To the ma.iimtml extent possible, all new~ plan a.ad pi:oject-levd air~ mlysea 
conduc:ted in the Sea-Tac Airport vicinity will reference ,nd/or lDCOi pot lie _dmt obcarnrd 6om 
I.be ICtUal field measuremencs. once they are available, to be.Ip refine modeling IPJllt&Dei 111d 
iotapn:.t new modeling results aod to identify appropria(C mitigatioo mcasmc:s foe idet11ified 
NAAQS eiccedcnc:e problems. 

6. A~ by Ecology rcgardiog wbetbcr a~ CO monitor (or moai!on) sbouJd be 
estabbsbcd near Sea-Tac as part of the pcnnancnt CO monitoring DCfft'olt will be made bad 
on the data o~ from the CO saruration sampling. Funding of loog-tenn moaitorma for CO 
will be delennined 11 the lime permanent monitoring decisions are made. 

This Mcmoraodum of Agreement reflects agrmneat by the undersigned responsible <"ficilla· 

Mic Di.mmore. Executive Director 

Put of- , J__ 

~~~ 
IQ Grmi!und.. Board Owr 

Puget Souad Air Pollution Contro! Agency 

Wasbingtoo Sta Depa,tmcm of Ecology 

{JLffd..L-
Quct ~ Rqioaa1 Adminisaaror 
US F.Aviroamear&I PJueaion Aacacy-Regioa X 

., 
L ftODC 

-- D-121 



I 'f lllf [ 
I l1•si, la 
l i~f~ ·a.t 

""1'1.(ti, .11,rlf~ 
rllt~-a., 

lJ'il!H 
I l- tj1 

1s1, 1,l 
~ 2,;{!11 
t b1:l

1
-1 N • ti 

u~111 
1l l11· t .. 111 
'[llt' 
htjt! 

l ::,11~ I } . ,, I :, . c ,. l:1. 

~r, pi ~ 

l1'11itrhti 1,f 1 ~ftrl tfttfd U1f f iJ¾ 
l .ils. s. -~ l·eJ 81:l[ir ,,. l "t 
1 i~rs. 0 a.ii~~ s ~11r r Ja 1~ 
Ii itfl i11• lli,J l;Jfi(J al 51 

i 111 ► lj o ff~ 1j.ll~,: f' 11 
i 11- 1Hi If l l ·1. 13 ~ tf 11 a tt 11i la i ~1~ "~ ~J ;1 

' . i ! a' ~i ' 

1
141

11~r1 ~111rf1f1l1·Ifl i r·ra. 1:1' 1" ~ 11 a.~ l · t a.1• t ,~ 
f '~ ftl ~ i • J ~;l~r' I fi lf~ It[ l [~11 ~ 
I~ ~J, I! I I f JU, . lr I .. 

. ; 

! ff'll'! 
g_'§. l 1 '< 12. 

; sj-i~! f. 

flaift't.ij 
~ l t 1 'I "'1 :a_ l tr~-;: r 
lrlJhr h 
ii 

8 
J.ipJgl ll 

zfle:j i 6' 6 e f 
~:nl l .~ ir 1 }i c,' 

~l i" ~ i :: .. ~11~,B lt 1, ► 
tlr;; lss a1_ 
~l l tit '; 
l1l~. (-;. l J~"'t* 
lji!ilf 
lt1! 11 
hii lt l,1',l~~ 
f> § s l ·I. 



~2010 

CGmuucnan ofdle Norm Unit Terminal and roadway system. i.ocJuding the main renninaJ by-pas roadway.,_ 
Reba die ARFF for North Unit Terminal 

2011-2020 

Conipletioa 18d further expansion of the Nonh Unit Terminal. parting & roadways 
0m:Jopmcm of additional raxi-..y exns on 16U34R 
Elplnsioa of DOr1h puking structure and aonh employee parting lot 
Funber dne!opcuent of cargo in SASA 

lleftiop coonectioas lo lhc RTA sysrem at lhc east side of the garage 
Dndop ~ site north of SR.518 



EXBIB1TB 

Programmatic Scope of Proposed Air Monitoring 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport 

The _plf!-ics agm: that the following steps mould be undenaken to scope a specific air pollUWll 
morutonng plan to be undertaken in the vicinity of Seallle-Tacoma International AirporC 

1. ~!,ish the funding and staffmg _commitment levels available to conduct the air ~
. &IJ' measurement plan should mclude the following-: 

A. DcvelopmMt of an air monito.ring woe¥ plan and def'mitioo of how tbe compuiloO of 
actual measurements to modeled data will be performed; 

8. Cooduct of air measurements; 
C. Analysis of measurements; 
D. Conduct briefings for panicipaling agencies; and 
E. Prepare a fmal rcpon which responds to tbc &oals of the effort. 

2. The moniroring plan will be !ailored such that it ~ be completed wichin the allocarm fimdml 
and staffmg levels and will reflc:ct the following objectives: 

A. To ~ modeled data relative to mea.uued data but DOI to coodud a model vaJidlfioo 
swdy; 

B. To use the measurements to improve: 

• F~ modeling 
• FUUJJe monitoring 
• Mitigation of ex.ceedan/%S nf tbe narioaal ambient air quality standards 
• Responds to cimen comments aud queslioas 

3. The fundillg lcve.l will du:w.e the specifICS of tbe air measurement plaD. Howew:r. lbc wr-.
priorities will be placed Oil specific air ~ that can be achieved witbiD lbc ~ 
rcsoun:es (m cxderof highest to lowest priority): 

A. Carbon Monoxide - measuremenis 11 roadway inrmectioos ill the ailpart vicimty; 

8 . N°dl'OgeD Oxides - at ends of nmways. near airer.aft depu11R queues; 
C. Engine Exhaust Residue: - under fijgbt pa&hs of ain:rmt 
D If residue 111:SJing indiCl!CS that aircraft rclad emiuiom arc a domuwtt 10U1CC ot ~ 

• raidue. die parties will diSCUIS ~ scc.t ~I r« _ tbe CODduct ot a llir mica 
~ts. which couJd include c:ani.stcr samples m tbe llilbl palll:nl; 

E. FugiliYe Duse . at comtrUCtioa. sites mid ~ bad ruuta i':' the ~ ~ .CDiiMi&nKduL No 
fadiag bas been allocaicd to this pollutant _is.,ue. • Ccmp.limce with fugjlive dmt ....._cb 
will rdy OIi pSAPCA'1emting regwamry. iDSpCCbOII. aademm:c:maitllllbocity, 

4 U definilioa of the allocanOO of~ by cbc ~ ~-.• wad:iDg pwp 
• : be established tbll iDcludes rq>reseDIJd!OII fiom dlb participalmg ~ -1 tbe Ioctl 

· ·ror the~ of the &II' ,:ncuuremeots 1bc Wl&biugtoa Dq,raw ,I 
::t""'i:yillto= lead in c:oordin&tin& dJe mceti1ll scbcdnlc tDd agenda lad will lel'fe - tbe 

chair~ die working group •. The ~8 IJSO!,!Pt _is ~~~ ~cw':,~ ~ ol 
. . . ...JJu- ___ ..._:-...1, ft .. of !he u mom onDJ ,..., paup ,,._ be 

f,1cJhtmag a-- -(3Ulla&W6 ·Shin 211110111h1 of coq,Jetioa of die air mmifnri11c dbt. 
disbanded by l)recelDber 31, l998 or wt 

co.t.-~ w 1011' aP(IL .... ~ 
D-124 ---

http:caniSt.Cf


Negative health outcomes from the State Department of Health Washington Tracking Network Map 

follow the flight path and show high rates for Kent Valley where emissions settle and where flights 

arriving at both Sea-Tac and Boeing Field overfly below 3,000 feet. Sea-Tac Airport is blue teardrop. 
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Example of a census tract (yellow highlight) from EPA EJ Screen tool where health disparities and risk is 

above the 90th percentile 
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June 2001 State Board of Health recommendation for a thorough air quality analysis as a result of 
findings of significant cancer and respiratory illnesses in zip codes around Sea-Tac Airport for study years 
1992-1995 and 1992-1996 http://sboh.wa.gov/Portals/7/Doc/EJ/EJReport 2001.pdf 

"EPA explains that "fair treatment means that no population, due to policy or economic 
disempowerment, is forced to bear a disproportionate burden 
of the negative human health or environmental impacts of poliution or other environmental 
consequences resulting from industrial, municipal, and 
commercial operations or the execution of federal, state, and local and tribal programs and 
policies" (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 1998). 
Of particular interest to the Committee is the specific claim that disproportionate exposures 
produce adverse health outcomes that are also borne 
disproportionately by these populations. It has been well documented in the State of 
Washington that low-income and minority populations have 
poorer health status than the overall population and have higher rates of a variety of diseases, 
including cancer and asthma. Many complex factors 
interact to produce health disparities among populations. Environmental and occupational 
exposures, access to medical care, nutrition,behavioral 
choices, and genetic variability, all contribute and are related. Where one lives and works is 
often less a matter of choice than the result of 
socioeconomic status. It is usually the case that people in the lower socioeconomic strata are 
more likely to live in the most hazardous environments 
and to work in the most hazardous occupations (Olden, 1998). [page 7] 
Community Health Concerns around SeaTac Airport Community members living near the 
SeaTac Airport identified several concerns related to air 
pollution from operations at the airport (Washington State Department of Health et al., 
February and December 1999). These reports can be accessed 
through http://www.doh.wa.gov/EHSPHL/Epidemiology/NICE/HTML/ nicepubs.htm. A March 
2000 report prepared jointly by DOH, the Washington 
State Department of Ecology, the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency, Public Health-Seattle and 
King County and several other agencies and community 
representatives found that, in the SeaTac Airport area, there are statistically significantly higher 
rates of the following conditions: 
• lung cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to the rest of King County and to 
Washington State; 
• oral and pharyngeal cancer cases within one mile of the airport compared to Washington 
State; 

http://www.doh.wa.gov/EHSPHUEpidemiology!NICE!HTML!nicepubs.htm
http://sboh.wa.gov/Portals/7/Doc/EJ/EJReport


• deaths from lung cancer and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease in an area approximately 
three miles to the west and north and one mile to the east 
and south of the airport (defined by census tracts) compared to King County; and 
• hospital admission for asthma and pneumonia/influenza in an area approximately three miles 
to the west, north and east and one half mile to the south 
of the airport (defined by zip codes) compared to King County. 
The March 2000 report recommended that an air quality study be conducted around SeaTac 
Airport. This recommendation was, in part, forwarded because 
of environmental justice concerns. The report states, "fundamental to the concept of 
environmental equity is the value that one group of people not incur 
environmental exposures from commercial activities from which another group benefits. Those 
who use SeaTac Airport often derive great financial and 
other benefits from worldwide travel. The extent to which these benefits come at the expense 
of environmental degradation affecting the people who live 
around the airport is unknown, since a comprehensive air quality study has not been performed 
at SeaTac Airport to determine the impacts attributable to 
airplane emissions and airport-related traffic" (Washington State Department of Health et al., 
2000, p. 8). [pages 14, 15] 
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Statistically significant Cancer Cases in communities surrounding Sea-Tac Airport for years 1992-1996 

' ""'_"' ______ ,,_ .. "MCa-" __ _, .,,...r_...._ .... .-.,&; 

PSCAA made a scoping request for a risk analysis in 1994 for the Third Runway Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement (EIS) and again asking for the Final EIS to provide a risk analysis that includes all 

chemicals. This request was from Dennis McClerran who was recently Region X EPA Administrator. 
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Below is t he Final EIS response to PSCAA Scoping request for a risk analysis: 
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Environmental Impact analysis should include the following considerations: 

1) Full disclosure of data used for model input 
2) Worst case predictions year by year of increases in emissions and noise 
3) Worst-case predictions year by year of increases in operations 
4) Airspace constraints, i.e., how many operations can FAA reasonably manage in the 

airspace 
5) On the ground congestion, i.e., how many operations can the airport reasonably 

manage in peak hour/day/month 
6) Timeline for sunsetting Sea-Tac as the only regional airport 
7) Plans for mitigating potential worst-case predictions of operations/impacts to human 

health, environment, congestion 
8) Local roadway capacity and congestion considering 30% increase in cargo 
9) Who is primarily responsible for the financial impact of construction and operation 

activities on local, state and interstate road damage 
10) How will the financial impact of loss on regional worktime and productivity be 

compensated for by Port of Seattle related traffic congestion 

Debi Wagner 



EC- 01J27101 - 0 Pace 1 
GRANT NUMBER (FAIN): 01J27101 ,.,,~, U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL MODIFICATION NUMBER: 0 DATE OF AWARD 
PROGRAM CODE: EC 08/29/2016 ·~· PROTECTION AGENCY TYPE OF ACTION MAILING DATE 

\~ New 09/05/2016 

Cooperative Agreement PAYMENT METHOD: ACH# 
PEND 

RECIPIENT TYPE: Send Payment Request to: 
Not for Profit Las Vegas Finance Center 

FAX# 702-798-2423 
RECIPIENT: PAYEE: 
El Centro de la Raza El Centro de la Raza 
2524 16th Avenue, S 2524 16th Avenue, S 
Seattle, WA 98144-5104 Seattle, WA 98144-5104 
EIN: 91-0899927 

PROJECT MANAGER EPA PROJECT OFFICER EPA GRANT SPECIALIST 
Estela Ortega Catherine Vila Mary Gutierrez 
2524 16th Avenue, S 1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ETPA-202-6 1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, OMP-173 
Seattle, WA 98144-5104 Seattle, WA 98101 Seattle, WA 98101 
E-Mail: eortega@elcentrodelaraza.org E-Mail: Vila.Catherine@epa.gov E-Mail: gutierrez.mary@epa.gov 
Phone: 206-957-4613 Phone: 206-553-1544 Phone: 206-553-6056 

PROJECT TITLE AND DESCRIPTION 

Environmental Justice Collaborative 

The Beacon Hill Environmental Health Collaboration aims to improve the neighborhood's environmental health through educational outreach, engagement and 
capacity building. The project will be implemented in a cross-culturally and linguistically-competent manner to ensure inclusive engagement for improving the 
health of its residents. The project approach incorporates all seven elements of the Environmental Justice Collaboration Problem Solving Model. 

BUDGET PERIOD I PROJECT PERIOD TOTAL BUDGET PERIOD COST I TOTAL PROJECT PERIOD COST 
1 0/01 12016 - 09/30/2018 10/01/2016 - 09/30/2018 $150,000.00 $150.000.00 

NOTICE OF AWARD 

Based on your Application dated 08/23/2016 including all modifications and amendments, the United States acting by and through the US Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) hereby awards $120,000. EPA agrees to cost-share 80.00% of all approved budget period costs incurred, up to and not exceeding 
total federal funding at $120,000. Recipient's signature is not required on this agreement. The recipient demonstrates its commitment to carry out this award 
by either: 1) drawing down funds within 21 days after the EPA award or amendment mailing date; or 2) not filing a notice of disagreement with the award terms 
and conditions within 21 days after the EPA award or amendment mailing date. If the recipient disagrees with the terms and conditions specified in this award, 
the authorized representative of the recipient must furnish a notice of disagreement to the EPA Award Official within 21 days after the EPA award or 
amendment mailing date. In case of disagreement, and until the disagreement is resolved, the recipient should not draw down on the funds provided by this 
award/amendment, and any costs incurred by the recipient are at its own risk. This agreement is subject to applicable EPA regulatory and statutory provisions, 
all terms and conditions of this agreement and any attachments. 

ISSUING OFFICE (GRANTS MANAGEMENT OFFICE) AWARD APPROVAL OFFICE 
ORGANIZATION / ADDRESS ORGANIZATION I ADDRESS 
EPA Region 10 U.S. EPA, Region 1 O 
Mail Code: OMP-173 Regional Administrators Division 
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900 1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900 
Seattle, WA 98101 Seattle, WA 98101 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA BY THE U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Digital signature applied by EPA Award Official Paula VanHaagen - Manager - Grants Unit I DATE 
08/29/2016 

http:150,000.00
http:150,000.00


EPA Funding Information EC-01J27101 ·0 Page2 

FUNDS FORMER AWARD THIS ACTION AMENDED TOTAL 

EPA Amount This Action $ $120,000 $120,000 

EPA In-Kind Amount $ $ $ 0 

Unexpended Prior Year Balance $ $ $0 

Other Federal Funds $ $ $0 

Recipient Contribution $ $30,000 $30,000 

State Contribution $ $ $0 

Local Contribution $ $ $0 

Other Contribution $ $ $0 

Allowable Project Cost $0 $150,000 $150,000 

Assistance Program (CFDA} Statutory Authority Regulatory Authority 
66.306 • Environmental Justice Collaborative Clean Air Act: Sec. 103(b)(3) 2 CFR 200 

- Problem-Solving Grants Program 2 CFR 1500 - 40 CFR 33 and 40 CFR 35 Subpart A -

Fiscal 
Site Name Req No FY Approp. Budget PRC Object Site/Project Cost Obligation/ 

Code Organization Class Organization Deobligation 

- 1610UZG001 1617 E 10L 301 E57 418° 120,00C 

120,000 



EC - 01J27101 - 0 Page 3 
Budaet Summarv Paae 

Table A - Object Class Category Total Approved Allowable 
(Non-construction) Budget Period Cost 

1. Personnel $33,179 
2. Fringe Benefits $3,011 
3. Travel $1,328 
4. Equipment $0 
5. Supplies $1,280 
6. Contractual $16,099 
7. Construction $0 
a.Other $91,785 
9. Total Direct Charges $146,682 
10. Indirect Costs: % Base $3.318 
11. Total (Share: Recipient 20.00 % Federal 80.00 %.) $150,000 
12. Total Approved Assistance Amount $120,000 
13. Program Income $0 

14. Total EPA Amount Awarded This Action $120,000 
15. Total EPA Amount Awarded To Date $120,000 
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Administrative Conditions 

1 _ General Terms and Conditions - Effective 03/29/2016 

The recipient agrees to comply with the current EPA general terms and conditions available at: 
https://www_epa.gov/grants/epa-general-terms-and-conditions-effective-march-29-2016-or-later. 
These terms and conditions are in addition to the assurances and certifications made as part of the award 
and terms, conditions or restrictions cited below. 

The EPA repository for the general terms and conditions by year can be found at: 
http://www2.epa.gov/qrants/grant-terms-and:conditions-

2. General Terms and Conditions - Consultant Cap - Additional Information 

In addition to the General Terms and Conditions #6 "Consultant Cap", as of January 1, 2016, the limit is 
$614.48 per day $76.81 per hour. 

NOTE: For future years' limits, the recipient may find the annual salary tor Level IV of the Executive 
Schedule en the fal!O\AJing Internet site: http://\AJ\'\.¥!.opm.gov/oca. Select "Salary and Wages\ and select 
"Rates of Pay for the Executive Schedule". The annual salary is divided by 2087 hours to determine the 
maximum hourly rate, which is then multiplied by 8 to determine the maximum daily rate. 

3. General Terms and Conditions - Cybersecurity 

The recipient agrees to comply with the current EPA general terms and conditions "Cybersecurity". The 
terms and conditions can be found on the EPA Grants Terms and Conditions Website. 

For STATE: 
http://www2.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015:07 /documents/state grant cyber security condition.pdf. 

For TRIBE: 
http://www2.g.gov/sites/production/files/2015-07/documents/tribal grant cyber security condition.pdf. 

For Other Recipients: 
http://www2.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015::Q7 /documents/cyber security grant condition tor other r 
ecipients.pdf. 

4. General Terms and Conditions - Indirect Costs - EPA 10% Default Rate 

In addition to the General Terms and Conditions "Indirect Cost Rate Agreements", as agreed to by the 
recipient, the indirect costs funded by this award are limited to 10% of salaries and wages only. By 
accepting this assistance agreement, the recipient agrees to use this rate for the life of the 
agreement. 

When the actual costs for this period have been determined, any overpayment of indirect costs from this 
assistance agreement shall be repaid to EPA at the time of the close out of this agreement and 
submission of the final Federal Financial Report (SF-425). Repayments shall be sent to: 

US Environmental Protection Agency 

Las Vegas Finance Center 

Box 979087 

St. Louis, MO 63197-9000 

The recipient also acknowledges that permission to use this rate is contingent on taking significant steps 
to obtain a current indirect cost rate agreement. 

5. General Terms and Conditions - Indirect Costs for Non-Profit Organizations 

http://www2.epa,QOv/sitesiproductionlfi1esI2015-07/documents/cyber
http://www2.epa.qov/sitesiproductionlfilesJ2015-07/documentsltribal
http://www2.epa.gov/sites/productionlfiles/2015=07/documentslstate
http://www.opm.gov/oca
http:Jtwww2.eoa.QOv/grantslgrant-terms-anctconditions
https://www.epa.gov!grants/epa-general-terms-and-conditions-effective-march-29-2016-or-later


The cost principles of 2 CFR 200 Subpart E are applicable, as appropriate, to this award. 

In addition to the General Terms and Conditions "Indirect Cost Rate Agreements", recipients may not 
draw down indirect costs unless they: (1) have a current rate agreement; (2) have been approved for a flat 
10% rate; or (3) have submitted, within 90 days of award, an indirect cost rate proposal to their cognizant 
federal agency for review and approval and a final rate has been determined by the cognizant agency. 

The recipient agrees to comply with the audit requirements in accordance with 0MB Circular 2 CFR 200 
Subpart F. 

6. UTILIZATION OF SMALL, MINORITY AND WOMEN'S BUSINESS ENTERPRISES (MBE/WBE) 

GENERAL COMPLIANCE, 40 CFR, Part 33 
The recipient agrees to comply with the requirements of EPA's Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) 
Program for procurement activities under assistance agreements, contained in 40 CFR, Part 33. 

REPORTING PROVISION 
MBE/WBE reporting is required annually for assistance agreements where there are funds budgeted for 
procuring construction, equipment, services and supplies, including funds budgeted for direct 
procurement by the recipient or procurement under subawards or loans in the "Other" category, that 
exceed the threshold amount of $150,000, including amendments and/or modifications. 

Based on EPA's review of the planned budget, this award does not meet the condition above and is not 
subject to the reporting requirements of the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Program. 
However, if during the performance of the award the total of all funds expended for direct procurement by 
the recipient and procurement under subwards or loans in the "Other" category exceeds $150,000, annual 
reports will be required in accordance with the reporting paragraph below and you are required to notify 
your grant specialist for additional instructions. 

The recipient also agrees to request prior approval from EPA for procurements that may activate DBE 
Program reporting requirements. 

This provision represents an approved deviation from the MBE/WBE reporting requirements as described 
in 40 CFR, Part 33, Section 33.502; however, the other requirements outlined in 40 CFR Part 33 remain in 
effect, including the Good Faith Efforts requirements as described in 40 CFR Part 33 Subpart C and Fair 
Share Objectives negotiation as described in 40 CFR Part 33 Subpart D and explained below. 

MBE/WBE REPORTING, 40 CFR, Part 33, Subpart E 
When required, MBE/WBE reports must be submitted annually. The recipient agrees to complete and 
submit a "MBE/WBE Utilization Under Federal Grants, Cooperative Agreements and lnteragency 
Agreements" report (EPA Form 5700-52A) on an annual basis. All procurement actions are reportable, not 
just that portion which exceeds $150,000. 

When completing the annual report, recipients are instructed to check the box titled "annual" in section 1 B 
of the form. For the final report, recipients are instructed to check the box indicated for the "last report" of 
the project in section 1 B of the form. Annual reports are due by October 30

th 
of each year. Final reports 

are due by October 30
1
h or 90 days after the end of the project period, whichever comes first. 

The reporting requirement is based on total procurements. Recipients with expended and/or budgeted 
funds for procurement are required to report annually whether the planned procurements take place 
during the reporting period or not. If no budgeted procurements take place during the reporting period, the 
recipient should check the box in section 5B when completing the form. 

The current EPA Form 5700-52A can be found at the EPA Office of Small Business Program's Home 
Page at http://www.epa.gov/osbp/dbe reporting.htm 

SIX GOOD FAITH EFFORTS, 40 CFR, Part 33, Subpart C 
Pursuant to 40 CFR, Section 33.301, the recipient agrees to make the following good faith efforts 
whenever procuring construction, equipment, services and supplies under an EPA financial assistance 
agreement, and to require that sub-recipients, loan recipients, and prime contractors also comply. 
Records documenting compliance with the six good faith efforts shall be retained: 



(a) Ensure DBEs are made aware of contracting opportunities to the fullest extent practicable 
through outreach and recruitment activities. For Indian Tribal, State and Local and Government 
recipients, this will include placing DBEs on solicitation lists and soliciting them whenever they are 
potential sources. 

(b) Make information on forthcoming opportunities available to DBEs and arrange time frames for 
contracts and establish delivery schedules, where the requirements permit, in a way that 
encourages and facilitates participation by DB Es in the competitive process. This includes, 
whenever possible, posting solicitations for bids or proposals for a minimum of 30 calendar days 
before the bid or proposal closing date. 

(c) Consider in the contracting process whether firms competing for large contracts could 
subcontract with DBEs. For Indian Tribal, State and local Government recipients, this will include 
dividing total requirements when economically feasible into smaller tasks or quantities to permit 
maximum participation by DBEs in the competitive process. 

(d) Encourage contracting with a consortium of DBEs when a contract is too large for one of these 
firms to handle individually. 

(e) Use the services and assistance of the SBA and the Minority Business Development Agency 
of the Department of Commerce. 

(f) If the prime contractor awards subcontracts, require the prime contractor to take the steps in 
paragraphs (a) through (e) of this section. 

CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION PROVISIONS, 40 CFR, Section 33.302 
The recipient agrees to comply with the contract administration provisions of 40 CFR, Section 33.302. 

BIDDERS LIST, 40 CFR, Section 33.501(b) and (c) 
Recipients of a Continuing Environmental Program Grant or other annual reporting grant, agree to create 
and maintain a bidders list. Recipients of an EPA financial assistance agreement to capitalize a revolving 
loan fund also agree to require entities receiving identified loans to create and maintain a bidders list if the 
recipient of the loan is subject to, or chooses to follow, competitive bidding requirements. Please see 40 
CFR, Section 33.501 (b) and (c) for specific requirements and exemptions. 

FAIR SHARE OBJECTIVES, 40 CFR, Part 33, Subpart D 

1. For Grant Awards $250,000 or Less 

This assistance agreement is a Technical Assistance Grant (TAG); or the award amount is $250,000 or 
less; or the total dollar amount of all of the recipient's financial assistance agreements from EPA in the 
current Federal fiscal year is $250,000 or less. Therefore, the recipient of this assistance agreement is 
exempt from the fair share objective requirements of 40 CFR, Part 33, Subpart D, and is not required to 
negotiate fair share objectives/goals for the utilization of MBE/WBEs in its procurements. 

2. For Recipients Accepting Goals 

A iecipient must negotiate vvlth the appropriate EPA a\AJard cfficla!, or his/her designee, fair share 
objectives for MBE and WBE participation in procurement under the financial assistance agreements. 

In accordance with 40 CFR, Section 33.411 some recipients may be exempt from the fair share objectives 
requirements as described in 40 CFR, Part 33, Subpart D. Recipients should work with their DBE 
coordinator, if they think their organization may qualify for an exemption. 

Accepting the Fair Share Objectives/Goals of Another Recipient 
The dollar amount of this assistance agreement, or the total dollar amount of all of the recipient's financial 
assistance agreements in the current federal fiscal year from EPA is $250,000, or more. The recipient 
accepts the applicable MBE/WBE fair share objectives/goals negotiated with EPA. The Region 10 fair 
share objectives/goals can be found: http://www.epa.gov/osbp/pdfs/rt O fair share goals.pdt. 

http://Www.epa.gov/osbpipdfs/r10


By signing this financial assistance agreement, the recipient is accepting the fair share objectives/goals 
and attests to the fact that it is purchasing the same or similar construction, supplies, services and 
equipment, in the same or similar relevant geographic buying market. 

Negotiating Fair Share Objectives/Goals, 40 CFR, Section 33.404 
The recipient has the option to negotiate its own MBE/WBE fair share objectives/goals. If the recipient 
wishes to negotiate its own MBE/WBE fair share objectives/goals, the recipient agrees to submit proposed 
MBE/WBE objectives/goals based on an availability analysis, or disparity study, of qualified MBEs and 
WBEs in their relevant geographic buying market for construction, services, supplies and equipment. 

The submission of proposed fair share goals with the supporting analysis or disparity study means that the 
recipient is not accepting the fair share objectives/goals of another recipient. The recipient agrees to 
submit proposed fair share objectives/goals, together with the supporting availability analysis or disparity 
study, to the Regional MBE/WBE Coordinator within 120 days of its acceptance of the financial assistance 
award. EPA will respond to the proposed fair share objective/goals within 30 days of receiving the 
submission. If proposed fair share objective/goals are not received within the 120 day time frame, the 
recipient may not expend its EPA funds for procurements until the proposed fair share objective/goals are 
submitted. 

3. For Recipients with Established Goals 

The recipient must negotiate with the appropriate EPA award official, or his/her designee, fair share 
objectives for MBE and WBE participation in procurement under the financial assistance agreements. 

In accordance with 40 CFR, Section 33.411 some recipients may be exempt from the fair share objectives 
requirements described in 40 CFR, Part 33, Subpart D. Recipients should work with their DBE 
coordinator, if they think their organization may qualify for an exemption. 

Current Fair Share Objective/Goal 
The dollar amount of this assistance agreement or the total dollar amount of all of the recipient's financial 
assistance agreements in the current federal fiscal year from EPA is $250,000, or more. The Region 10 
fair share objectives/goals can be found: http://www.epa.gov/osbp/pdfs/r10 fair share goals.pelf. 

Negotiating Fair Share Objectives/Goals 
In accordance with 40 CFR, Part 33, Subpart D, established goals/objectives remain in effect for three 
fiscal years unless there are significant changes to the data supporting the fair share objectives. The 
recipient is required to follow requirements as outlined in 40 CFR Part 33, Subpart D when renegotiating 
the fair share objectives/goals. 

Region 10 DBE Coordinator 

Andrea Bennett at (206) 553-1789 or email: Bennett.Andrea@epa.goy. The coordinator can answer any 
MBE/WBE reporting questions you may have. MBE/WBE reports should be sent to the EPA Region 10, 
Grants and lnteragency Agreements Unit, 1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, OMP-173, Seattle, WA 98101 or 
FAX to (206) 553-4957. 

7. FY12 or Later Unpaid Federal Tax Liabilities/Felony Convictions for Non-Profit and For-Profit 
Organizations 

This award is subject to the provisions contained in the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2014, Public Law 
113-76, Division G, Title IV, Sections 422 and 423 regarding unpaid federal tax liabilities and federal 
felony convictions, which also have been included in prior appropriations acts. Accordingly, by accepting 
this award the recipient acknowledges that it: (1) is not subject to any unpaid Federal tax liability that has 
been assessed, for which all judicial and administrative remedies have been exhausted or have lapsed, 
and that is not being paid in a timely manner pursuant to an agreement with the authority responsible for 
collecting the tax liability, and (2) has not been convicted of a felony criminal conviction under any Federal 
law within 24 months preceding the award, unless EPA has considered suspension or debarment of the 
corporation based on these tax liabilities or convictions and determined that such action is not necessary 
to protect the Government's interests. If the recipient fails to comply with these provisions, EPA will annul 
this agreement and may recover any funds the recipient has expended in violation of Sections 422 and 

mailto:Bennett.Andrea@eoa.goy
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423. 

Programmatic Conditions 

Environmental Justice Conditions 

1. Semi-annual Performance Reports 

The recipient shall submit one copy of a short written summary report for each six month period 
throughout the duration of the project period. The semi-annual report should include an overview of the 
activities that have taken place during the six month period. Refer to 40 CFR 30.51(d) for guidance on 
information that should be included in the reports. Reports are due to the EPA Project Officer 30 days 
after the six month period and are based on the start date of the project period shown in the assistance 
agreement. 

If the project period ends at a six month period, a final report will be accepted in lieu of that semi-annual 
report. 

In addition to the semi-annual performance reports, the iecipient shall immediately notify the EPA Pioject 
Officer of developments that have a significant impact on the award-supported activities. Also, notification 
shall be given in the case of problems, delays, or adverse conditions which materially impair the ability to 
meet the objectives of the award. This notification shall include a statement of the action taken or 
contemplated, and any assistance needed to resolve the situation. 

2. Final Performance Report 

Within 90 days after the end of the project period the recipient agrees to submit two copies of the final 
project report to the EPA Project Officer. The report must clearly address the items below: 

a. An abstract or overview of the project in terms of its overall process and outcomes. Indicate which 
eligible activities and or EPA criteria were addressed and how these were fulfilled. 

b. Include information on the target audience, such as (local residents, community activists, businesses, 
etc.), and demographics of the target audience. 

c. What findings or information were gained that could contribute to addressing environmental injustices. 

d. Description of evaluation measures and results. Include evaluation tools where applicable. 

e. Plans for dissemination of project results in terms of method of dissemination and target audience (i.e., 
conference presentations, educator networks, community forums, etc.). 

f. Were any problems encountered that prohibited the completion of the project goals or objectives? If 
yes, how were they overcome? 

g. Provide an overview of expenditures and budget. What changes were made to the budget, if any? 
Were expenditures made as planned? 

h. What benefits were gained from this program? 

i. How could EPA have been more effective in assisting you with this project? For example, were EPA's 
priorities and directives in the solicitation notice clearly stated ? 

After review of the final report, the EPA Project Officer may request additional information from the 
recipient. Once the EPA Project Officer receives an acceptable final report, the Project Officer will keep 
one copy and send a copy to a national clearing house of environmental justice materials. In addition to 
the report, the recipient should also supply two copies to EPA of all tangible final products that were 
created for the purposes of the funded project (i.e., videos, research findings, curriculum, presentations, 
etc.). If an exhibit, slide show, or other item was created that is too large and/or expensive to duplicate, 
photos or transcripts of the product may be substituted. 



3. Use of Data - Intangible Property 

The recipient agrees to comply with the provisions of 40 CFR 30.36 or 40 CFR 31.34, as applicable. 

4. Acknowledgment of Sponsorship 

EPA encourages recipients to include an acknowledgment of the sponsoring program, when appropriate, 
on fliers, agendas, and at meetings, etc. A suggested statement is: "This project is sponsored through or 
in part by an Environmental Justice Grant from the Environmental Protection Agency under assistance 
agreement (number) to (recipient)." 

5. Substantial Involvement 

The EPA will be substantially involved in this project by participating in the following activities : (1) Within 
the first nine months of the project, the EPA reserves the right to negotiate work plan and budget; (2) 
monitor the project management and execution throughout the assistance agreement's project and budget 
period; (3) provide technical assistance and coordination as requested or needed by the recipient; and (4) 
review and approve technical deliverables. 

6. Light Refreshments 

Unless the event(s) and all of its components (i.e., receptions, banquets and other activities that take 
place after normal business hours) are described in the approved workplan, the recipient agrees to obtain 
prior approval from EPA for the use of grant funds for light refreshments and/or meals served at meetings, 
conferences, training workshops, and outreach activities (events). The recipient must send requests for 
approval to the EPA Project Officer and include: 

(1) An estimated budget and description for the light refreshments, meals, and/or beverages to be 
served at the event(s); 

(2) A description of the purpose, agenda, location, length and timing for the event. 
(3) An estimated number of participants in the event and a description of their roles. 

Recipients may address questions about whether costs for light refreshments, and meals for events are 
allowable to the recipient's EPA Project Officer. However, the Agency Award Official or Grant 
Management Officer will make final determinations on allowability . Agency policy prohibits the use of 
EPA funds for receptions, banquets and similar activities that take place after normal business hours 
unless the recipient has provided a justification that has been expressly approved by EPA 's Award Official 
or Grants Management Officer. 

Note: U.S. General Services Administration regulations define light refreshments for morning, afternoon or 
evening breaks to include, but not be limited to, coffee, tea, milk, juice, soft drinks, donuts, bagels, fruit, 
pretzels, cookies, chips, or muffins. (41 CFR 301-74.11) 

7. Competency of Organizations Generating and/or Using Environmental Measurement Data 

In accordance with Agency Policy Directive Number FEM-2012-02, Policy to Assure the Competency of 
Organizations Generating Environmental Measurement Data under Agency-Funded Assistance 
Agreements, recipient shall maintain competency for the duration of the project period of this agreement 
and this will be documented during the annual reporting process. A copy of the Policy is available online 
at http://www.epa.gov/fem/lab comp.htm or a copy may also be requested by contacting the EPA Project 
Officer for this award. 

Federal Assistance Agreement Funds Up To $200,000 

Recipient agrees that if the total federal funding obligated on this award exceeds $200,000 (resulting from 
subsequent amendments to this agreement) and will involve the use or generation of environmental data it 
will (unless it has otherwise done so) demonstrate competency prior to carrying out any activities involving 
the generation or use of environmental data under this agreement. 

http:301-74.11


Federal Assistance Agreement Funds Exceed or Expect to Exceed $200.000 

Recipient agrees, by entering into this agreement, that it has demonstrated competency prior to award, or 
alternatively, where a pre-award demonstration of competency is not practicable. Recipient agrees to 
submit documentation and demonstrate competency prior to carrying out any activities under the award 
involving the generation or use of environmental data. 

R 10 Quality Assurance Team Contact: Donald M. Brown at (206) 553-0717 or email: 
brown.donaldM@epa.gov. 

8. Electronic and Information Technology Accessibility 

Recipients and sub recipients are subject to the program accessibility provisions of Section 504 of the 
Rehabilitation Act, codified in 40 CFR Part 7, which includes an obligation to provide individuals with 
disabilities reasonable accommodations and an equal and effective opportunity to benefit from or 
participate in a program, including those offered through electronic and information technology ("EIT"). In 
compliance with Section 504, EIT systems or products funded by this award must be designed to meet the 
diverse needs of users (e.g., U.S. public, recipient personnel) without barriers or diminished function or 
quality. Systems shall include usability features or functions that accommodate the needs of persons with 
disabilities, including those who use assistive technology. At this time, the EPA will consider a recipient's 
websites, interactive tools, and other EIT as being in compliance with Section 504 if such technologies 
meet standards established under Section 508 of the Rehabiiitation Act, codified at 36 CFR Part 1194. 
While Section 508 does not apply directly to grant recipients, we encourage recipients to follow either the 
508 guidelines or other comparable guidelines that concern accessibility to EIT for individuals with 
disabilities. Recipients may wish to consult the latest Section 508 guidelines issued by the US Access 
Board or W3C's Web Content Accessibility Guidelines (WCAG) 2.0 (see 
http://www.access-board.gov/sec508/guide/index.htm). 

9. Sufficient Progress 

EPA may terminate the assistance agreement for failure of the recipient to make sufficient progress so as 
to reasonably ensure completion of the project within the project period, including any extensions. EPA 
will measure sufficient progress by examining the performance required under the workplan in conjunction 
with the milestone schedule, the time remaining for performance within the project period. and/or the 
availability of funds necessary to complete the project. 

END OF DOCUMENT 
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Attached please find comments submitted jointly by the Cities of Burien, Des Moines, Normandy 

Park and SeaTac. You may receive additional comments individually from one or more of the four 

cities. 

Thank you for the extended opportunity to provide comments; we look forward to seeing our 

concerns addressed as the Port prepares and issues environmental documents. 

Steve Pilcher, SEPA Responsible Official 
Director,Community & Economic Development 
City of Sea Tac 
4800 S. 188th St. 
SeaTac, WA 98188-8605 
206-9 73-4832 
spilcher@seatacwa.gov 
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Burien 

September 28, 2018 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
Port of Seattle 
P. 0. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98618 

~ CITVOF 
NORMANDY PARK 

Re: Sustainable Airport Master Plan Near Term Projects NEPA EA and SEPA EIS Scoping 
Comments 

The Port of Seattle (the Port) has prepared a Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) for Seattle
Tacoma International Airport (Airport). It is understood that the purpose of the SAMP is to 
develop a facilities plan that will allow the Airport to satisfy the region's air transportation needs 
through 2034 and identify measures that enable the Port to build, manage, and operate the Airport's 
facilities in ways that meet the Port's sustainability goals and objectives. 

The airport has experienced substantial growth in aircraft operations, passenger enplanements, and 
air cargo. Forecasts for the planning period suggest that growth will continue, exceeding the 
capacity of the current airfield, terminal, and cargo processing facilities. 

The SAMP process resulted in both a vision for comprehensive long-range Airport development 
and a Near-Tenn plan, with projects to be constructed by 2027. The planning constraints included 
using airport-owned property (not acquiring new land) and not adding to the airport's current three 
runways. 

The SAMP addresses five operational areas: airfield (runways and taxiways), terminal, access and 
parking, air cargo, and airport/airline support functions. The main goals for each, is to improve 
efficiency, increase airport capacity, reduce delay, and do this while supporting the Port's 
sustainability goals. The environmental analysis to be conducted needs to address the impacts of 
proposed improvements for each of these operational areas to the surrounding communities. 

The cities of SeaTac, Burien, Normandy Park, and Des Moines, are the closest communities to the 
airport, and while the airport provides social and economic benefits to the region, our four cities 
are disproportionately impacted by airport operations. These impacts will only increase with the 
planned growth in flights, passengers, and air cargo. 

Aircraft noise is of primary concern for our communities, especially those located in close 
proximity to flight paths. We are also heavily impacted by air emissions and reduced air quality, 
increased traffic congestion, and expanded industrial activity that occurs near residential 
neighborhoods. 
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After careful review of the SAMP, with a focus on the Near-Term projects, we have compiled the 
following comments and concerns related to potential impacts for our communities and areas 
which must be included in the NEPA and SEPA reviews and considered by the Port as part of 
managing the long-term operation and growth of Seattle-Tacoma International Airport. 

Aviation forecasts call for a 60% increase in aircraft operations and a 75% increase in annual 
passengers through 2034, and the Port's long-term goals include doubling international passengers, 
international destinations, and tripling air cargo processed through the airport. The increase in 
overflights alone will result in a substantial increase in noise exposure to our communities and will 
be especially impactful for those areas located below arrival and departure paths. 

The Port has committed to adopting a "sustainable" airport master plan which includes pledging 
to be a "responsible environmental steward" and a "good neighbor." In doing so, the Port must 
objectively assess benefits and impacts, understanding that regional benefits may not offset local 
community impacts. To fulfill its commitment to be a good neighbor, the Port must carefully 
analyze and acknowledge both the current impacts, as well as the increased impacts and reduction 
of quality of life that will result from the planned growth assumed in the SAMP. 

Joint Comments from the Cities of Burien, Des Moines, Normandy Park and SeaTac 
..> 

The issues raised in this letter need to be considered within the scope of the environmental reviews 
being conducted for the proposed projects derived from the SAMP. Although during the Agency 
Scoping meeting on September 6, 2018, some of the following issues were characterized as "Long 
Term" and therefore beyond the scope of the upcoming environmental review process, we find 
them to be current and relevant. They are not issues for future analysis, but have arisen from recent, 
ongoing, and planned changes to the facilities and airspace surrounding the Airport in an ongoing 
effort to enhance airport capacity. These efforts are intrinsically linked to the proposed projects 
and cannot be ignored by segmenting the environmental review through limiting the analysis to 
the near term projects, and ignoring the remainder of the SAMP. 

These issues are a derivative of the actions taken by the airport and FAA to increase capacity to 
meet growing demand. More gates, expanded cargo facilities, improved airspace and procedures, 
etc., have and will lead to more traffic, more overflights, more noise events, and other impacts. Air 
Traffic Control (A TC) procedures have already changed within the past few years to accommodate 
the projected increase in air traffic. 

General issues: 

l. The environmental analysis must address what has recently been implemented as part of the 
overall growth planned and projected at the airport to have a true assessment of the impacts to 
the communities. The cumulative effect of the changes added to the proposed near and long
term changes (including continued double-digit growth in operations) will have substantial and 
lasting impacts on our cities. The environmental analysis needs to address these impacts as 
well as reasonable and attainable mitigations measures. 

2. The environmental review process must include the entire SAMP rather than only the near
term projects from the SAMP for the following reasons: 

Page 2 of 9 
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a. Previous project approvals outside of the SAMP are now proposed to be included as 
part of the baseline. (Reference the attached letter from the City of Des Moines 
expressing concerns and the Port's response letter assuring the City that no additional 
capacity projects would be completed outside of the SAMP.) By including only the 
near term projects in the environmental review, this pattern of increasing capacity 
outside of the SAMP and associated environmental review is proposed to be 
inappropriately continued. 

b. The SAMP has been completed and includes a long term visjon, but only the short term 
projects are proposed to be included in the environmental review. This is an 
inappropriate use of the phased review provisions of WAC 197-11-60. Phased review 
could be utilized when the scope is from a broad policy document (the SAMP) to a 
narrower scope (the near term projects of the SAMP) as provided under state law. The 
near term projects environmental review is proposed to precede the broader scope 
policy document upon which the near term projects are based. 

c. The "proposal" is improperly defined as the SAMP near-term projects, while the SAMP 
itself is complete. The proposal is the SAMP (which contains the near-term projects) 
and analysis should occur to the extent feasible. 

d. Implementing the near term projects outside of the SAMP, would establish the 
development pattern and preclude consideration of options when the SAMP eventually 
undergoes environmental review. 

e. Environmental review is starting late in the process of the development of the SAMP 
and near-term project list. Reference the entirety ofW AC 197-11-400 - Purpose of EIS. 
Note particularly that," ... An environmental impact statement is more than a disclosure 
document. It shall be used by agency officials in conjunction with other relevant 
materials and considerations to plan actions and make decisions." Including the entire 
SAMP will allow decision-makers more appropriate information related to 
environmental impacts, options and mitigation on which to base decisions. 

The baseline activity for environmental assessment and review is proposed to be 2018. Our 
concern is that the very significant growth that has occurred at Sea-Tac during the period 2012-
2018 is relegated to a foregone conclusion without sufficient environmental review or analysis. 
The baseline impacts need to be from 2012-2018. 

a. The revisions to agreements that established usage of the third runway, and that now 
operates at higher capacity levels, have substantially increased operations without 
sufficient environmental review. 

b. The most recent Part 150 submitted to the FAA for their Record of Approval (2013), 
preceded very significant year over year growth. This Part 150 has not accounted for 
noise impacts occurring in this dynamic, steadily increasing growth environment over 
the last six years. 

I 4. The analysis should include as an alternative, the use and/or siting of other airports. 
\J 
~ 
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Operational issues: 

l. Any Airport Modeling Data and TAM Simulation ResuJts from the past ten (10) years needs 
to be included in the EA/EIS. 

2. AEDT Modeling Data also needs to be included. 

The existence of the current FAA Performance Based Navigation Implementation Process 
(FAA Order 7100.41A) Full Working Group and the Notional Procedures that were being 
considered before the suspension of the Working Group in 2017, needs to be included in the 
EA/EIS. Specifically, the following Notional Procedures: 

a. South Flow proposed departure track changes as depicted below: 
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b. North Flow Proposed departure track changes as depicted below: 
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The EA/EIS needs to include further evaluation of the "Automated Turnouts" westbound over 
Burien including alternative headings available, frequency of use, and potential mitigation 
strategies. 

5. The EA/EIS needs to address the impact of Wake RECAT on residents under the flight paths 
due to increased number of events. 
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Existing and Proposed Run-Up Pads need to be addressed in the EA/EIS due to the ongoing 
and potential disturbance caused to communities in close proximity to these facilities. 
Mitigation measures for noise generated by these facilities need to be identified. 

The Baseline of the EA/EIS should not be the airport configuration in 2018, but rather the 
airport configuration that existed in 2012, as major changes have been implemented since that 
time without appropriate environmental analysis. Facility changes at the airport since 2012 
need be included in the EA/EIS. 

The EA/EIS needs to address those A TC procedures that were implemented via a Categorical 
Exclusion (CATEX) over the last decade. These procedures, including Greener Skies, were 
implemented based upon existing and projected traffic at the time. Since growth and current 
traffic levels exceed the projected amounts of traffic when implemented, the impacts due to 
the number of events has increased and will continue to increase as procedures such as Wake 
RECAT and Equivalent Lateral Spacing Operations (ELSO) are implemented. 

~ 9. The EA/EIS needs to evaluate impacts and measures (such as Point-Merge) to mitigate noise 
~ for residents living underneath the final approach course, 

Other Issues: 

I. An increase in operations and current levels of congestion suggest an increase in nighttime 
operations are likely. Additionally, the Port's stated intention to expand cargo operations will 
likely further increase nighttime operations which are the most impactful for communities, at 
the time they are most sensitive to noise. Many citizens mention a middle-of-the-night flight 
to Asia as well as night cargo flights. 

I 
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The increase in operations ( close to 70% over the SAMP planning period) will result in 
significant increases in noise and emissions. 
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The increase in operations will result in an increase in health effects for communities, 
especially those close-in to the airport. Health impacts have been associated with aircraft 
noise, air pollution, and water quality affected by aircraft and airport operations. Include the 
potential for increased jet fuel releases over water and homes. 

Sustainable growth requires adequate and effective mitigation to offset or reduce impacts. 
These should be identified and prioritized in collaboration with affected communities. 

Regarding noise, the EIS needs to specifically analyze ground noise and address mitigation 
measures, such as sound absorption walls. 

The document should clearly delineate those impacts the Port can address vs. those subject to 
FAA purview. 
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Address and mitigate impacts of noise exposure and air emissions on children's learning and 
environmental justice populations adjacent to the airport. 

Address and mittgate congestion impacts associated with increased commercial truck traffic 
on off-airport roadways as a result of expanded cargo operations at the airport. 

Quantify and mitigate for climate change impacts resulting from Green House Gas (GHG) 
emissions resulting from expanded airport operations. 

Ensure all SAMP documents and review processes conform to the Limited English 
Proficiency and Environmental Justice provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

11. The EA/EIS needs to specifically address impacts associated with development of the "L-Shaped 
parcel" for air cargo processing (Site #3 in the table below). 

Figure 5-6 
Carao Sites Round 1 Screenlna Matrix 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport 

Criteria 

Pot.,nt,al to meet PAl 4 "''""' ,equiretncml~ 

Stte- dl!ve-fopmen1 co~t 

Potent,al d1rect .J1riteld .xceu 

Pote,ntt.af co .,,p,ovr x-ce-s.s and congestton 

Potenh.ail to promote optlmurn u.tthza,10n 

Site ....... 11.ibthay 

Phas•nll 

Proximity to noise and llsht wnsillvl! l,md us"'• 

Con1lstencv with ronlna 

Consistency with public eapecu,tlons 

ScOl'e Wrmn.Jl'V 

Source: Logpl•n and Leighfisher, 2016. 

Slte#l 
North Caillo Area 

-1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

7 

-1 

0 

Site 
Sit" #2 

North of C.rgp 1 

-1 

1 

1 

-1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

4 

poor/undesirable 

nNJtr.al 

Sit• #3 
L-Shap<l!d Plln:"' 

-1 

0 

•l 

•1 

0 

1 

1 

-1 

-1 

-1 

-1 

1 

1 

Sitell4 
SAS.A 

1 

•l 

1 

1 

1 

·1 

0 

0 

-1 

-1 

0 

1 

l 

z 

good 

Although this site scored poorly and was not selected in the final screening, Development of 
Site #3 is selected for the Near-Term project portfolio. 

~ 12. The SAMP notes that off-airport roadways are outside the scope of the SAMP itself, 
however, SEP A requires consideration of transportation impacts including increased 
roadway use and congestion. The EA/EIS needs to address congestion and increased traffic 
on local surface streets. 

! 
.j 

ft 
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Issue: Impacts to NEPA 4(t) areas, including recreational resources. 

There are several parks and recreational resources in proximity to SEA and within the current 
DNL 65 dBA contours for the airport. The increase in aircraft overflights and resulting 
increase in noise exposure and air emissions will substantially diminish intended use and 
enjoyment of these properties. The EA/EIS needs to analyze both indirect and cumulative 
impacts of the air traffic levels enabled by implementation of the near-term projects, as well 
as those included in the long-term vision for airport. 

Issue: Maintenance of existing noise abatement program and procedures. 

A number of elements in the Current Part 150 appear to be inconsistent with the plans included 
in the near-term projects within the SAMP. These include: 

1. Voluntary rescheduling of nighttime flights (1 0PM-7 AM). The forecasted operational 
level, particularly the substantial increase in cargo operations suggests an increase in 
nighttime operations may be required. 

2. Preferential runway system. A preferential runway system was established to minimize 
community noise impacts during nighttime hours. This program was limited to nighttime 
hours due to the relatively low(er) volume of operations during this time. Increased 
operations at night, combined with impacts to the preferential runway system will increase 
community noise impacts when residents are most sensitive. 

3. The ENEIS needs to evaluate the increased level of operations enabled through 
implementation of the SAMP Near-Term projects and whether they may result in 
modification or elimination of the noise abatement corridors. The environmental analysis 
needs to address impacts to the elements included in the SEA Fly Quiet program and 
subsequently, the SEA noise abatement program. 

Issue: Include supplemental noise metrics. 

Public annoyance and sensitivity to aircraft noise is changing. This has been acknowledged by 
the FAA and others and has prompted a great deal of research by the FAA, Airport Cooperative 
Research Program, and others. Despite the reduction in numbers of people exposed to DNL 65 
dBA, noise complaints are skyrocketing across the United States. Though the FAA has recently 
completed an aircraft annoyance study, the findings have yet to be released. However, most 
expect the results will confirm annoyance levels are different than they were in the 1970s when 
DNL was initially adopted as the standard for predicting annoyance. 

While DNL remains the federal standard for assessing aircraft noise impacts, supplemental 
metrics have been used around the country to help the public better understand the expected 
changes associated with airport projects and procedure changes. This also helps inform 
decision-makers and public-authorities who participate in the planning process including 
airport master planning, compatibility planning, and local land-use planning. While DNL is 
mandated, reporting a change in DNL alone is less informative than supplementing the DNL 
values with supplemental metrics such as the Number-of-Events-Above and Time-Above 
metrics, especially for non-industry experts. 

Page 8 of 9 



The EA/EIS needs to include use of supplemental metrics to include exposure beyond DNL 65 
(i.e. down to the DNL 55 dBA levels of exposure), such as Number of Events Above and Time 
Above. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the scoping for the near term project environmental 
review. We look forward to receiving the SEPA Draft EIS and NEPA EA upon issuance of those 
documents. 

Sincerely, 

&evu~ 
SEPA Responsible Official 
City of SeaTac 

~ . 
Charles W. "Chip" Davis, AICP 
SEPA Responsible Official 
City of Burien 

--~ ~. ~ ----.,.-<+-----

Susan Cezar, LEG 
SEP A Responsible Official 
City of Des Moines 

bv, i'- AkM-.eAt/1 
David Nemens $ 
SEP A Responsible Official 
City of Normandy Park 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject 
Date: 
Attachments!" 

Erika Hams 
SAMP Public comments 
Josh Brown· Ben Bakkenta; Shejla Booer;s: Rick Olson; Gallagher Qare 
PSRC Scoping Comment Letter on the Sustainable Airport Master Plan 
Wednesday, September 26, 2018 2:41:39 PM 
PSRC SAMP Scoping Letter oof 

PSRC i:; pleased to submit the attached scoping comment letter on the Sustainable Airport Master 

Plan. We appreciate the opportunity to provide input in the development of this important plan. 

Please contact me if you have any questions about our comments. 

Sincerely, 

Erika Harris, AICP 

Senior Planner, SEPA Responsible Official 

Puget Sound Regional Council 

1011 Western Avenue, Suite 500 

Seattle, WA 98104-1035 

(206) 464-6360 

Puget Sound R! Council 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC DISCLOSURE: This e-mail account is public domain. Any 
correspondence from or to this e-mail account may be a public record. Accordingly, this e
mail, in whole or in part, may be subject to disclosure pursuant to RCW 42.56, regardless of 
any claim of confidentiality or privilege asserted by an external party. 
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Puget Sound R! f Council 

September 26, 2018 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

Dear Mr. Rybolt, 

The Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC) appreciates the opportunity to comment on scoping for 
the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP). The Port of Seattle is commended for thinking 
regionally about how the airport serves our communities and emphasizing sustainability in the 
SAMP. The scoping notice reflects a thorough consideration of the appropriate range of 
environmental issues to be addressed in the forthcoming Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS). The following comments underscore the importance of the SAMP in implementing our 
regional plans. 

Commercial aviation is a cornerstone of the region's economy and Seattle-Tacoma International 
Airport is its aviation powerhouse. Recognizing this importance, the region's economic strategy, 
Amazing Place (2018), includes a goal to compete globally and an implementing strategy to 
sustain and grow commercial air travel connections domestically and globally. The SAMP and its 
implementation will help to advance this important regional goal. 

The newly adopted Regional Transportation Plan (2018) embraces the strategies and 
recommendations contained in the state's Long-Term Air Transportation Study in the Puget Sound 
completed in 2009. It recommends that future regional system planning processes be joint efforts 
between PSRC, the state, and other key stakeholders. 

-As stated in the Regional Transportation Plan (PP- 53-54) planning for the future regional airport 
system is guided by the following regional policies: 

• The region should maximize aviation capacity within the existing regional airport system 
before constructing new airports. 

• The state will play a lead role in addressing aviation capacity needs and place a priority 
on funding and planning the state's air transportation system. 

• When additional capacity is forecast to be needed, and no feasible airport·capacity is 
available within the region1 the state will take the lead role in addressing capacity 
needs, including by funding a site selection study for the placement of new airport(s) if 
no sponsor is available. 



I Discussion of Seattle-Tacoma International Airport's regional context in the SAMP should 
L_:cknowledge and consider these regional aviation system policies. 

With the recent award of a planning grant from the Federal Aviation Administration, PSRC will lead 
the development of a new Regional Aviation Baseline Study that will build on master planning 
processes underway at many of the region's airports, including the SAMP. The study will provide a 
clear picture of the aviation activities and needs in the central Puget Sound region and set the 
stage for future planning efforts. The study, to be launched in fall 2018 and likely completed in 
early 2020, will examine the dynamics of the region's growing aviation activity, the unique role of 
the regional aviation system in supporting our region's global center for aerospace manufacturing, 
the economic impact of the region's airports, and community issues and concerns with airport 
activities. PSRC looks forward to working with the Port of Seattle as it conducts this parallel 
regional aviation study. 

The Regional Transportation Plan provides a long-term, regional strategy for expanding the 
regional network of roads and transit to serve our growing communities and includes a constrained 
list of transportation projects that are anticipated to be completed by the year 2040. It will be 
important for the SAMP to consider the transportation and transit connections to the airport and 
look at opportunities to enhance access between the regional transit system and the passenger 
terminals and employment concentrations at the airport. Please consider alternatives that provide 
convenient access to Link light rail and other components of the regional transit system. Benefits 
and impacts of the plan to transit, nonmotorized facilities, local roadways, and state highways 
should be studied in the EIS. 

!VISION 2040 provides a policy basis for transportation planning and the Regional Transportation 
Plan. It identifies a group of regionally-designated growth and manufacturing industrial centers 
intended to accommodate a large share of the region's anticipated growth. Like other regional 
growth centers, the SeaTac Regional Growth Center has an important role in providing jobs, 
housing, services and mobility in the region. Please acknowledge its role in the region's growth 
management plan and study potential support for or impacts to the center and its continued 
development. Coordination with the City of SeaTac and other local jurisdictions will be crucial in 
understanding the benefits and impacts to these communities and planning for a sustainable 
airport. -
The SAMP is an important long-range plan for our region. We commend the Port of Seattle for the 
comprehensive planning and environmental review being undertaken. We appreciate the 
opportunity to comment and participate, as well as the Port of Seattle's ongoing coordination and 
participation in regional planning at PSRC. If you have any questions regarding our comments, 
please contact our Director of Regional Planning, Ben Bakkenta, at bbakkenta@psrc.org or our 
SEPA Responsible Official, Erika Harris, at eharris@psrc.org. 

Sincerely, 

__,,,f l-v/. 1{-,.,._,,.,-

1 

Josh Brown 
Executive Director 

mailto:eharris@psrc.org
mailto:bbakkenta@psrc.org


From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Good morning, 

Hale, Kent 
SAMP Public Comments 
Weinberg Perry: Billen. Don 
SAMP Environmental Scoping Comments - Sound Transit 
Wednesday, September 26, 2018 8:54:07 AM 
imageO0l.onq 
PortofSEatt!eScooingLetter ST 20180926.odf 

Attached please find Sound Transit's environmental scoping comments on the Port of Seattle's 

SAMP. Hard copy to Steve Rybolt will follow via regular mail. 

Many thanks, 

Kent Hale 
Environmental Planning Manager 
Planning, Environment & Project Development 
W (206) 398-5103 I C (206) 715-497 4 

Connect with us 

facebook.com/SoundTransit 
twitter.com/SoundTransit 

T SouNoTwrsrr 



T SouNDTRANsrr 

September 26,2018 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 
SAMP@portseattle.org 

Subject: Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) EIS Scoping Comments 

Dear Mr. Rybolt: 

Thank you for the invitation to comment on the scope of the SEP A EIS and NEPA 
EA the Port of Seattle will prepare for the Sustainable Airport Master Plan 
(SAMP). Sound Transit appreciates the ongoing partnership between our agencies. 

Sound Transit reviewed the scoping materials provided at 
www.SAMPenvironmentalreview.org. We understand the environmental review 
will focus on the list of Near-Term Projects, anticipated to be operational by 2027. 
We offer the following comments on the scope of the environmental review: 

,-r Cumulative Impact Analysis: Major transportation infrastructure projects 

1 
are planned for construction in the vicinity of Sea-Tac Airport within the 
timeframe for the SAMP Near-Term Projects. Sound Transit's Federal 
Link Extension will build a light rail extension from the Angle Lake 
Station to the Federal Way Transit Center between 2020-2024. WSDOT's 
construction of Phase 1 of the SR 509 Extension will likely occur during 

l r:, 
vJ1 

L 

this period as well. Sound Transit's Bus Rapid Transit service is scheduled 
to begin operations in 2024, and will include improvements in the SR 518 
corridor near Sea-Tac Airport. The SAMP EIS should evaluate the 
potential for cumulative construction period effects during construction of 
the Near-Term Projects. Sound Transit looks forward to working together 
with the Port to manage and minimize potential impacts from our 
respective construction projects in the area. 

Transportation/ Transit Impact Analysis: Evaluation of the Near-Term 
Projects should consider potential effects on existing transit operations, 
including Sound Transit's light rail service at Sea-Tac Airport. As required 
by the Airport Station Operations and Maintenance Agreement (December 
2016) between ST and the Port, we will need to "coordinate and jointly 
review proposed changes that may affect the physical and/or operational 

Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority • Union Station 
401 S. Jackson St., Seattle, WA 98104-2826 • Reception: (206) 398-5000 • FAX: (206) 398-5499 
www.soundtransit.org 
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characteristics of [our] respective facilities." Sound Transit looks forward to working closely with 
the Port as you proceed with the SAMP to better understand how those plans could impact 
operations, maintenance and security at SeaTac/ Airport station, Angle Lake station and along the 
light rail guideway located on Port property. 

-----
Finally, we would appreciate receiving additional information about the SAMP throughout the 
environmental review process. Please send such information to my attention via email at 
kent.hale@soundtransit.org. or by mail at Sound Transit, 401 S. Jackson Street, Seattle, WA 98104. Please 
feel free to contact me at 206-398-5100 with any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Kent Hale 
Environmental Planning Manager 

cc: Don Billen, Sound Transit 
Perry Weinberg, Sound Transit 

Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority • Union Station 
401 S. Jackson St., Seattle, WA 98104-2826 • Reception: (206) 398-5000 • FAX: (206) 398-5499 
www.soundtransit.org 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Good Afternoon-

Brandon Miles 
$AMP Public Comments 
Gallagher Clare· Milanese Marco 
SAMP Scoping Public Comment Letter 
Friday, September 28, 2018 2:06:54 PM 
SAMP Scoojng Letter,pdf 
Strander 2-pager.pdf 
Fehr and Peers JIB BedJi oaeJJzatJoo study Jan 201a pdf 

Please find attached the City of Tukwila's official letter for the SAMP Scoping. 

Best Regards, 

Brandon 

Brandon J. Miles 

Business Relations Manager I City of Tukwila 

6200 Southcenter Blvd I Tukwila, WA 98188 

.office: (206) 431-3684 cell : (206) 731-9071 

Brandon.Miles@JU:kwi1awa.gov1 www.tukwitawa gov 

-

www.tukwilawa.goy
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City of Tukwila 
• Mayor's Office - David Cline, City Administrator 

September 27, 2018 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
POBox68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

RE: SEP A Determination of Significance 
Scoping 
City o{Tukwila Comments 

Dear Mr. Rybolt: 

Allan Ekberg, Mayor 

Thank you for meeting with City of Tukwila (City) staff on September 26 and providing an 
outline of the Port of Seattle's (Port) proposed Sustainable Airport Master PJan (SAMP). The expansion 
of the Sea-Tac Airport (Airport) is vital to the overall economic well-being of the State of Washington. 
While the City understands that an expansion is needed, it is important that any e.xpansion mitigate 
impacts to surrounding communities. 

While the City is impacted by noise, pollutants, and other impacts associated with operations at 
the Airport, given that Tukwila does not directly border the Airport and -is not directly under the 
approaches to the runways, the City is narrowly focusing its scoping request. The City of Tukwila 
requests that the following items be examined as part of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

Transportation 

Green River Valley Traffic Concerns 

1-405 from Renton to the I-5/SR 518 interchange already experiences considerable delays due to 
the high traffic volume on this critical freeway route. 1-405 services the Green River Valley, which is the 
second largest warehousing district on the west coast of the United States and fifth largest in the nation. 
Due to freeways, railroad tracks, and the Green River, this area has very few east-west connections, with 
1-405 being used to move goods and people between the adjacent communities. This stretch of I-405 has 
significant bottlenecks and congestion, which delays goods and people getting to vital transportation 
hubs such as 1-5, the Airport, BNSF's South Seattle Intermodal Yard and the seaports in Tacoma and 
Seattle. 

As the Airport grows to accommodate more passengers it will result in more people on this part 
of 1-405, increasing delays. The City requests that the Port examine the traffic impacts of the Airport in 
the EIS. The City asks that the Port's traffic analysis extend at least ten miles out from the footprint of 
the Airport, with specific emphasis on I-405 and east-west connections in the Green River Valley. Aside 
from just looking at average daily vehicle trips, the City also requests that the traffic analysis examine 
increased delay times for freight movements. 

Tukwila City Hall • 6200 Southcenter Boulevard • Tukwila, WA 98188 • 206-433-1800 • Website: Tul<wilaWA.gov 
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SAMP SCOPING LETTER 
September 27, 2018 
Page2 

As possible mitigation for impacts on I-405, the City would suggest the Port invest in capital 
projects to improve east-west mobility between the Cities of Tukwila and Renton. Specifically, the City 
suggests the Port provide funding for the Strander Multi-Modal Connector (see attached). The City of 
Renton has already completed phase I and 2A of this project and provided an underpass below the 
BNSF railroad. Phase 3A will complete the project and construct an underpass below the Union Pacific 
railroad. The current connection is inefficient and does not accommodate freight vehicles. While the 

"i City of Tukwila has already provided or secured $15.6 million for phase 3A, the total estimated 
I 

...._ construction cost is $83.7 million. 
I -> 
r--

When completed, this connected roadway between Tukwila and Renton will improve cross
valley freight movement by creating an alternate truck route. It is estimated that the project will remove 
55,000 vehicles from I-405 and SR-167. Removing traffic from I-405 will increase reliability for users 
of the freeway. Finally, it will allow Airport patrons to get to and from the Airport more quickly and 
safely. 

Tukwila International Blvd Traffic 

I: Over 25 years ago the City annexed the area formerly known as Pacific Hwy or old 99. Since 
annexation the City has spent millions of dollars to transform the area from a regional roadway into a 
pedestrian-friendly neighborhood. It should be noted that in 2003 the City successfully petitioned the 
State of Washington to hand over control of the roadway from the State to the City. The roadway is no 
longer pa.1: of the State highway system. The City has installed sidewalks, worked in partnership with 
private developers on the Tukwila Village project, worked with King County Library system on a new 
library, and purchased and closed several motels that were contributing to criminal activity. In 2019, the 
City will break ground on its new Justice Center building in the neighborhood. 

As a part of our neighborhood planning, the City hired transportation consultant Fehr and Peers to study 
traffic patterns on Tukwila International Boulevard just north of Southcenter Boulevard. As part of the 
Fehr and Peers' study, the City learned that 50% of the traffic on Tukwila International Blvd was pass 
through trips, with the majority of these trips starting or ending at the Airport. Since 2010 the number of 
trips on the roadway has increased between I 0% to 15% despite limited development near the roadway. 
Thus, the increase in traffic was likely due to spillover from congested regional routes as drivers sought 
out less congested alternatives. 

As the Airport continues to grow, the regional routes in the area will face more traffic pressure, 
with drivers looking for alternatives by driving on Tukwila International Blvd. This traffic hinders the 

' City's vision of converting Tukwila International Blvd into the main street and of a pedestrian friendly 
neighborhood. As part of the traffic analysis for the EIS requested above, the City asks that the Port 

~ • include the review how to best divert Airport traffic from traveling on Tukwila International Blvd. If 
"""" traffic from the Airport cannot be redirected from Tukwila International Blvd then the City would 
~ : request mitigation, including financial assistance with pedestrian and other neighborhood improvements, 

both on Tukwila International Blvd and surrounding streets. 
L 

Phone: 206-433-1800 • Email: Mayor@TukwilaWA.gov • Website: TukwilaWA.gov 
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Air Quality 

Please ensure that the examination of air quality in the EIS not just be limited to operations at the 
Airport and air traffic using the Airport. Almost all people going to and from the Airport drive through 
freeways that go through the City of Tukwila. These freeways are adjacent to Tukwila's residential 
neighborhoods. The City requests that the EIS examine air quality issues associated with motorists and 
freight traffic going to and from the Airport. 

1 City of Tukwila. Future mitigation for air quality issues associated with the Airport should also account 
\D [ The City was disappointed that the "'Airport Communities Ecology Partnership" excluded the 

~ for impacts within the City of Tukwila. 

....3 
l 

F 

Transit 

The City requests that the EIS examine impacts associated with transit demand and usage within 
south King County, including examining usage and parking at the Tukwila International Blvd Light Rail 
Station. Parking at this station is already at peak capacity, even with the opening of the Angle Lake 
Station. There is growing evidence that Airport workers park at this station to avoid paying for parking 
at the Airport. The City requests that the Port examine ways to prevent Airport employees from parking 
at the Light Rail station to simply avoid paid parking. 

Social and Economic Justice 

r-,-~ Communities closer to the Airport are disproportionally impacted by more negative impacts form 
1 the Airport than the benefits those communities receive. The Port for several years has highlighted the 'F benefits that Tukwila and other communities received from the Airport. Yet, it's unclear how the Port 

'"'-j measures the benefit received by the City. Please ensure that the EIS examines social justice issues, 
rui specifically ensuring that south King County residents have access to living wage jobs and career 

1 i development opportunities at the Airport and in the aviation industry. The City requests to see specific t2; job numbers, including average salaries, for Tukwila residents who might be working at the Port. 
·-

The City of Tukwila looks forward to working in partnership with the Port in a manner that 
mitigates impacts to surrounding communities. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please 
contact me at (206) 431-3684 or send an email to Brandon.Miles@Tukwilawa.gov. Please consider the 
City of Tukwila a party of record for all future notices regarding the EIS process. 

cc. Allan Ekberg, Mayor 
Tukwila City Councilmembers 
City of SeaTac 
City of Renton 

Business Relations Manager 

Phone: 206-433-1800 • Email: Mayor@TukwilaWA.gov • Website: TukwilaWA.gov 
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STRANDER MULTI-MODAL CONNECTOR 

A project reducing congestion on critical 
freight corridors, anticipating future growth, 

and leveraging future employment 
opportunities in the region. 

THE CASE FOR 
Supporting regional economics, the Green River 
Valley is the second largest warehousing district on 
the West Coast and the fifth largest in the nation. 

As the valley has grown over the last 20 years, 
very few east-west connections exist due to 
freeways, railroad tracks and the river. This creates 
bottlenecks and congestion between the major 
warehouse/ manufacturing centers in the valley and 
critical transportation and freight hubs such as 1-5, 
the airports and seaports. 

Extending Strander Boulevard will improve 
cross-valley freight movement by creating an 
alternate truck route. It removes 55,000 vehicles 
from nearby 1-405 and SR-167, as well as 40% of 
traffic on the parallel route of South 180th Street, 
providing increased reliability for manufacturers 
and clients. 

This project supports employment growth in the 
area, projected to grow between 25,000-35,000 
employees by 2030, which could also further 
constrict freight movement in the area. 

THE HISTORY 
The City of Renton undertook Phases 1 and 2A, 
investing $30,000,000 to extend SW 27th Street 
to four lanes from Oaksdale Avenue SW to Naches 
Avenue SW, and two lanes to the west with 
expansion capability under the BNSF rail lines. 

Phase 3A - to construct Strander Boulevard be
tween West Valley Highway and SW 27th Street with 
four lanes under the Union Pacific lines and finish 
the east-west connection - remains unfunded, with 
a total construction cost of $83. 7 million. 

The City of Tukwila has provided funds and received 
grants for $15.6 million, and is currently seeking 
federal BUILD funding. The project team is explor
ing opportunities to value engineer savings to the 
project budget. 

THE PARTNERS 
City of Renton • King County • Port of Seattle 

Freight Action Strategy Partners 

The Boeing Company • Uni0n Pacific Railroad 

BNSF Railroad • Sound Transit 

Included in the State Highway Plan, 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan, and 

State Transportation lmpro.vement Program 

One of top two projects supported by 
the Statewide Freight Mobility 

Strategic Investment Board 

http:Transportati.on


The Strander Multi-Modal Connector is 
a significant regional project that: 

► Connects two cities with a combined 
27.7 million square feet of ware
house and industria1I space. 

► Is less than one mile from the larg
est mall in the Pacific Northwest. 

► Provides important freight route 
from local seaports - Port of Seattle, 
10 miles; Port of Tacoma, 22 miles. 

► Is three miles from BNSF's South 
Seattle Yard, primarily a domestic 
intermodal facility operating 24/7. 

► Is within 10 miles of two major 
airports, Sea-Tac International and 
King County Airport (Boeing Field). 

Provides connection to regional 
employment centers, including Boe
ing's Longacres site that is permitted 
for additional 2.5 million square feet 
of commercial space. 

STRANDER MULTI-MODAL CONNECTOR BENEFITS 
The Strander Multi-Modal Connector will: 

► Increase freight connectivity with the Ports of Tacoma and 
Seattle and the HO-million square feet of warehouse space in 
the Green River Valley. 

► Support employment growth in the region, expected to grow 
by 25,000-35,000 by the year 2030. 

► Reduce congestion on existing interstate and state highways 
with the opening of a new strategic freight route and missing 
east-west connection. 

► Stimulate local economy by providing construction jobs. 

► Make non-motorized transportation in the area safer through 
construction of new bicycle and pedestrian facilities that will 
connect the Tukwila Station, two regional trails, and nearby 
businesses and neighborhoods in both Renton and Tukwila. 

ADDRESSING SAFETY 
The new roadway will increase safety for 
vehicles and the railroads by providing 
a grade-separated crossing between 
vehicular traffic and the freight and 
passenger trains. 

Installation of coordinated traffic signals 
along the corridor will reduce the 
number of stops, improving safety for 
drivers, bicyclists and pedestrians. 

The new arterial will provide an 
alternative route to existing parallel 
routes, eliminating many left-turn 
movements at several key intersections. 
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Chapter 1. Introduction 

The City of Tukwila is considering a rechannelization project on Tukwila International Boulevard (TIB) 

between S 144th Street and S 152nd Street The current configuration of the½ mile corridor is a 5-lane cross 

section with 2 northbound lanes, 2 southbound lanes, and a two-way left turn lane. The proposed project 

would remove a travel lane in each direction to allow for on-street parking and striped bicycle lanes. In 

addition, new mid-block pedestrian crossings could be constructed along the corridor and the 

rechannelization would decrease the required crossing distance and associated risk for pedestrians. The 

rechannelization is intended to increase the mobility and safety foster an attractive and inviting environment 

for all users of TIB. This type of project is sometimes referred to as a ·road diet· since the number of traveJ 

lanes are reduced. 

The potential effects of reducing the number of travel lanes on TIB were first analyzed using microsimulation 

software to evaluate vehicular operations and second with the City's travel demand model to investigate 

potential traffic diversion. The microsimulation analysis focuses on the TIB corridor and reports changes in 

travel time, queuing, and intersection level of service (LOS) for existing and future conditions. The diversion 

analysis explores the alternative routes that drivers could use to avoid TIB and traffic calming measures the 

City could implement to reduce divers·ion onto residential streets. 

This report is organized as follows: 

• Chapter 7. Introduction 

• Chapter 2. Existing Conditions: This chapter documents existing conditions along the study section 

of the TIB corridor and includes vehicular volumes, travel t imes, field observations, and travel 

behavior data. 

• Chapter 3. Microsimulation Analysis: This chapter discusses the development and validation of the 

microsimulation model and the analysis results for the project under both existing and future 

demand scenarios. 

• Chapter 4. Diversion Analysis: This chapter provides an analysis of potential traffic diversion due to 

the project and a suite of traffic calming strategies that could be used by the City to mitigate 

impacts on residential streets. 

• Chapter 5. Design Options: This chapter outlines a series of design options that can reduce the 

significance of the traffic congestion and/or diversion related to the road diet. Pros and cons of 

each option are described. 
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• Chapter 6. Conclusion: This chapter summarizes the results from the microsimulation and 

diversion analyses and recommends further actions the City consider related to the 

rechannelization project. 
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Chapter 2. Existing Conditions 

Existing travel behavior data (intersection traffic counts, corridor travel time, and origin-distribution travel 

data) and corridor infrastructure data (lane geometries, pedestrian crossing locations, and traffic signal 

timings) were collected along the study corridor during May 2017. The study corridor, shown in Figure 1, 

includes the following intersections along Tukwila International Boulevard. 

1. S 144th Street 

2. S 146th Street 

3. S 148th Street 

4. S 150th Street 

5. S 152nd Street 

The intersections at S 144th Street and S 152nd Street are signalized while the other three intersections are 

side-street stop-controlled. There is one mid-block signalized crossing for pedestrians between S 150th 

Street and S 15znr1 Street that is activated with a push button. 

S l40t/1 St 

S 142nd St 

.. .... S 146m St "' 

5 148th St 
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S J..50tn St 

5 152nd St 

S 154th St 
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0 ~ 

'S 156th Sr O' 

fEHR ,t PEERS 

~ Ultll St 

5 l39!h St 

S 144th St 

Tukwila 

• 
5 l58tti St 

o,. 
S 160th St 

3 



The following information was not only used to understand current operating conditions along the TIB 

corridor, but also to calibrate and validate the microsimulation travel model. Since traffic volumes are higher 

during the evening peak hour than the morning peak hour, the data collection effort and subsequent 

analyses focused on the evening peak period. Traffic volumes collected during the City's Comprehensive 

Plan Update in 2010 show that the mo rning peak hour volumes on TIB are 40% lower than the evening peak 

hour volumes. The significantly lower volumes in the morning suggest that any impacts from the proposed 

rechannelization would be substantially less during the morning than in the evening. 

2.1 Intersection Traffic Counts 

Traffic counts at the five study intersections along the corridor were collected on May 15th during the PM 

peak period between 4:00 and 6:00 PM and included vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle volumes. The peak 

hour at all intersections occurred between 4:15 and 5:15 PM. There were approximately 700 northbound 

vehicles and 900 southbound vehicles that travelled along Tukwila International Boulevard during the peak 

hour. The number of observed bicycle users was less than five at any of the approaches at all study 

intersections and the number of pedestrians crossing TIB at the unsignalized locations was also minimal. 

The traffic counts are included in Appendix A. 

The 2017 traffic volumes at the two signalized intersections were compared with the intersection volumes 

collected for the Comprehensive Plan update. Since those counts were collected, volumes have increased 

by 10 to 15% in the study corridor With the majority of increases occurring on TIB (as opposed to the east

west streets crossing TIB). The cause of the increased volumes could be spillover from congested regional 

routes since limited land use development has occurred near the study corridor in the last decade. 

2.2 T~avel Times 

Travel time data along the study corridor was collected using advanced sensors that track the unique 

identifiers of internet connected devices (cell phones, GPS devices, and Bluetooth electronics). A sensor was 

placed at each end of the corridor and using paired device IDs the travel time can be estimated for each 

device that travelled through the corridor. 

A total of 81 southbound pairs and 60 northbound pairs were collected between 4:00 and 6:00 PM. 3 

minutes was determined to be an appropriate threshold to separate vehicles that travelled through the 

corridor from those that stopped at a destination along TIB. Approximately 65% of southbound trips and 

55% of northbound trips met this criteria for pass-through travel. Table 1 summarizes the travel time data 

for these trips. 
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Table 1: Observed Travel Time Summary 

Direction 

Total Observed Pairs (Pass-through and Local} 

Pass-through Observed Pairs ( <3 minutes travel time) 

Average Observed Travel Time (minutes} 

Average Observed Travel Speed {mph} 

Observed Travel Time Standard Deviation (minutes} 

Source: Fehr & Peers. 

Northbound 

60 

34 (56%) 

1:45 

18 mph 

0:40 

Southbound 

81 

52(64%) 

1:45 

18 mph 

0:35 

The average travel time both northbound and southbound through the study corridor is approximately 1 

minute 45 seconds which corresponds with an average travel speed of 18 mph. The fastest observed travel 

time was less than ·1 minute in each direction with an average travel of approximately 40 mph northbound 

and 50 mph southbound. Vehicles that were able to travel through the corridor at this speed likely had 

green lights at both ends of the corridor and did not need to slow down. The traffic signals at S 144th Street 

and S 152nd Street are operated by the Cities of Tukwila and SeaTac and do not have coordinated timing 

plans. If the traffic signals were coordinated, higher vehicle speeds northbound and southbound on TIB 

throughout the study corridor could likely be achieved. 

2.3 Field Observations 

Fehr & Peers conducted field observations on May 30th during the PM peak hour to verify intersection 

geometry, traffic signal timing and phasing, pedestrian volumes, vehicular travel behavior, and any existing 

congestion and queuing throughout the corridor_ During our observations, there was no recurring or 

sustained congestion at any of the signalized or unsignalized intersections along the corridor. While vehicle 

queues were present at the traffic signals, there was sufficient green time to serve all of the queued demand 

at each of the approaches and most vehicles were able to travel through the intersection during one cycle. 

The available storage in the turn pockets was also suffieient to store the existing demand without spilling 

back into the through lanes. 

At the s1de-street stop-controlled intersections there were sufficient gaps in traffic for vehicles to enter on 

to and exit from TIB. There was also no sustained congestion or queuing at the driveways along TIB to any 

of the local businesses. The vehicle compliance rate at the signalized mid-block pedestrian crossing between 

S 150th Street and S 1 52nd Street was also very high. The observed demand at this crossing locatlon was 

approximately 40 pedestrians per hour, 
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2.4 Travel Behavior Data 

Origin-distribution (OD) data for vehicles travelling on TIB through the study corridor was collected from 

Streetlight travel behavior data. Streetlight aggregates and normalizes travel behavior data fr:om a wide 

variety of internet connected devices (cell phones, GPS devices, connected cars, fitness trackers, and 

commercial fleet management systems) to generate an OD matrix that represents average travel conditions 

within a study area. 

Fig 2. 
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A custom zone system was 

developed for this project which 

is shown in Figure 2. The zone 

system uses smaller zones closer 

to the study corridor and larger, 

more aggregate zones further 

away. 

The Streetlight data provides a 

summary of average travel 

patterns from data collected 

between April 2016 and March 

2017, the most recent months 

available. The data was filtered 

to personal (not commercial) 

vehicle trips occurring on a 

Tuesday, Wednesday, or 

Thursday between 3:00 and 6:00 

PM. Only vehicle trips which 

travelled on TIB within the study 

corridor were recorded and 

analyzed. 

The Streetlight OD data was 

used to characterize the origin 

and destination location of 

travelers on TIB as well as to 

estimate the percentage of 

pass-through trips during the 
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PM peak period. The analysis zones were aggregated by approximate distance from the study ,corridor to 

calculate how far away driver's origins and destinations are. The results are shown in Table 2. 

Table 2: Origin and Destination Distance from TIB 

Distance from Study Corridor Trip Origins Trip Destinations 

< 1 mile 33% 25% 

<Smiles 26% 31% 

< 10 miles 17% 16% 

< 20 miles 10% 16% 

> 20 miles 13% 13% 

Source: Fehr & Peers. 

According to the Streetlight data only 60% of the driver's origins or destinations are within 5 miles of the 

study corridor. For 40% of drivers on TIB, their origin or destination is more than 5 miles from the study 

corridor and for almost 15% of drivers, their trip starts or ends more than 20 miles away. This pattern of 

travel behavior is more consistent with a regional roadway than a local arterial. 

The percentage of pass-through trips was estimated by calculating the number of trips that do not start or 

end within one mile of the study corridor. Approximately 45% of trips fall into this category, with the largest 

trip pairs occurring between SeaTac and Central Seattle. The Streetlight data and travel time data suggest 

that approximately 50% of the travel through the study corridor on TIB is pass-through and that 40% of 

trips start or end more than five miles from the study corridor. 
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Chapter 3. Microsimulation Analysis 

A microsimulation model of theTIB study corridor was developed using PTV's Vissim software (version 9.00-

06). For congested and oversaturated conditions, a microsimulation analysis is preferable to a static analysis 

(using Synchro software for example) because microsimulation better captures the interaction of closely 

spaced intersections along a corridor. The primary metrics used to evaluate the proposed rechannelization 

project are changes in travel time, vehicular queuing, and intersection LOS along the study corridor. 

The following four scenarios were evaluated using the microsimulation model: 

• 2017 Existing 

• 2030 Baseline 

• 2017 with Project 

• 2030 with Project 

When reporting results from Vissim, 10 different simulation runs with different random seeds are used. Each 

simulation run includes a 15 minute loading period and four 15-minute analysis periods. Detailed LOS and 

queuing results for each scenario are included in Appendix 8. 

3.1 Existing Scenario 

The existing conditions· PM peak hour model was calibrated and validated using the collected travel data 

described in the Existing Conditions chapter. The model also included the transit stops and scheduled 

arrivals for King County Metro Routes 124 and 128 which have 15 minute and 30 minute headways 

respectively. Intersection geometries and signal timings at each of the study intersections were confirmed 

during field observations and the vehicular and pedestrian volumes at each study location were taken 

directly from the observed counts. However, the westbound approach at S 144th Street was closed due to 

construction activity when counts were collected, so the missing turning movements were estimated from 

the available 2010 count data and increased based on the observed growth rate at adjacent intersections 

along TIB. 

The microsimulation model was calibrated to match existing travel volumes, travel times, and observed 

queues. The model is considered validated when each of these metrics are within an acceptable range of 

the observed values. 
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Table 3 shows the intersection LOS results calculated using the HCM 2010 methodology and the percent 

demand sel\led at each of the study intersections. For signalized intersections, the LOS grade is determined 

using the average control delay for the entire intersection while at side-street stop-controlled locations the 

average control delay for the worst movement is used. The percent demand served is calculated using the 

observed hourly demand at each location and the number of vehicles that were served in the 

microsimulation model. Acceptable values are greater than 95%. As shown in the table, the model is serving 

100% of the demand at each study intersection. 

Table 3: 2017 .Existing - Intersection LOS and Demand served 

Study Intersection 
Intersection LOS/ Average Percent Served / 

Control Control Delay (sec) Demand (veh) 

1. TIS/ S 144th St Signal D/40 100% / 2,282 

L. I I~/~ 146th ~t Side-street stop CI 2·1 100%/ 1,846 

3. TIB / S 148th St Side-street stop CI 17 100% / 1,709 

4. TIB / S 150th St Side-street stop C/17 100% I 1,762 

5. TIB / S 152nd St Signal C/ 30 100% I 2,030 

Source: Fehr & Peers. 

Table 4 shows a comparison of corridor travel time and average speed calculated from the microsimulation 

model with observed data. The model's estimate are within an acceptable rahge of 15% of the observed 

values. The average travel speed through the corridor is less than 20 mph. 

Direction 

Northbound 

Southbound 

Source: Fehr & Peers. 

Table 4: 2017 Existing - Corridor Travel Time 

Observed (minutes) / 
Average Speed (mph) 

1:45 / 18 mph 

1:45 / 18 mph 

Modeled (minutes) / 
Average Speed (mph) 

01 :55 / 18 mph 

01:50 I 19 mph 

Percent 
Difference 

9% 

5% 

Table S shows the average and maximum northbound and southbound queue lengths at the two signalized 

intersections along TIB. Theses calculated values from the microsimulation model are measured in vehicles 

and are consistent with observed conditfons. The average queue lengths during the PM peak hour at all 

four approaches is not greater than five vehicles. 
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Intersection 

1·, TIB Is 1441h St 

5. TIS/ S 152nd St 

Source; Fehr & Peers. 

Table 5: 2017 Existing - Intersection Queuing 

Northbound: Average / 
Maximum Queue Lengths (veh) 

2 vehicles / 9 vehicles 

2 vehicles / 10 vehicles 

Southbound: Average/ 
Maximum Queue Lengths (veh) 

5 vehicles/ 17 vehicles 

3 vehicles/ 14 vehicles 

Based on the comparison of results from the microsimulation model with collected data and observed 

conditions, the model is considered validated to existing conditions. 

3.2 Future Baseline 

Travel conditions along the study corridor were evaluated for future 2030 conditions using the City's travel 

demand model to forecast changes in traffic demand volumes. The land use in the City's model near the 

study corridor was updated based on adjustments provided by City staff, The updated land use forecast 

includes approximately 800 new housing units and 700 new jobs by 2030. Compared with the 2010 

estimates in the model, these represent a 40% increase in residential land use and a 55% increase an 

employment along the study corridor. 

The resulting 2030 intersection forecasts are between 20% and 25% higher than the 2017 existing counts. 

The northbound and southbound volumes on TIB through the corridor increase by approximately 200 

vehicles per hour in each direction. The study corridor geometry and signal timing data in the 2030 Baseline 

scenario are consistent with the existing conditions model. 

Table 6 summarizes the intersection LOS and demand served for the 2030 Baseline scenario. As shown in 

the table, all intersections operate at LOS D or better and 100% of the vehicular demand is served at the 

signalized intersections. Compared with existing conditions, average intersection delay increased by 

approximately five seconds per vehicle at the two signalized intersections. 

Table 7 shows the corridor travel time and average speed estimates calculated from the microsimulation 

model. Compared With the existing conditions model, travel times increase by approximately five seconds 

in each direction with no significant change in average travel speed. 

Table 8 shows the average and maximum northbound and southbound queue lengths at the two signalized 

intersections along TIB. Compared with existing conditions, the average queue lengths increased by one to 

two vehicles while the maximum queue increased by at most five vehicles. 
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Table 6: 2030 Baseline - Intersection LOS and Demand served 

Study Intersection 
Intersection LOS / Average Perc:ent Served / Demand 

1 _ TIB / S 144th St 

2. TIB / S 146th St 

3. TIB / S 148th St 

4. TIS/ S 150th St 

5. TIS / S 152nd St 

Source: Fehr & Peers. 

Direction 

Northbound 

Southbound 

Source: Fehr & Peers. 

Intersection 

1. TIS/ S 144th St 

S. TIB / S 1 52nd St 

Source: Fehr & Peers. 

Control Control Delay (sec) (veh) 

Signal D/ 44 100%/ 2,690 

Side-street stop D/ 26 99%/ 2,240 

Side-street stop C/ 24 99% I 2,140 

Side-street stop DI 26 99%/ 2,160 

Signal DI 36 100%/ 2,520 

Table 7: 2030 Baseline - Corridor Travel Time 

Travel Time (minutes) / Average Speed (mph) 

02:00 / 18 mph 

01:55 / 1B mph 

Table-S: 2030 Baseline- Intersection Queuing 

Northbound: Average/ 
Maximum Queue Lengths (veh) 

3 vehicles / 13 vehicles 

3 vehicles / 12 vehicles 

Southbound: Average / 
Maximum Queue Lengths (veh) 

6 vehicles/ 20 vehicles 

5 vehicles/ 19 vehicles 

The results for the 2030 Baseline scenario show that there is sufficient capacity along the study corridor to 

accommodate increased growth while maintaining the same operating conditions that exist current ly·. 

Vehicular delay, corridor travel time, and queue lengths are all relatively consistent with the results from the 

2017 Existing scenario. 

3.3 Project Scenarios 

The proposed rechannelization along TIB removes one travel lane in each direction and adds bicycle lanes 

and on-street parking while preserving the two-way left turn lane for accessing businesses along the 

corridor. Three additional signalized mid-block pedestrian crossings, similar to the existing crossing 
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between S 150th Street and S 152nd Street, are also proposed. This rechannelization was evaluated under 

both 2017 and 2030 demand conditions. 

Table 9 shows the resulting intersection LOS and demand served at each study 'intersection for the 

rechannelization scenario using 2017 and 2030 demand volumes. Under both scenarios, the delay 

significantly increases at S 144th Street and the demand served falls to approximately 85% with 2030 

demand. The total southbound demand at S 144th Street increases to 1,100 vehicles in the 2030 forecast 

and this demand greatly exceeds the capacity of single traffic lane, which is assumed to be approximately 

600 vehicles per hour. While only two intersections operate at LOS F in the 2017 scenario, four of the f ive 

are overcapacity and operate with LOS F conditions in the 2030 scenario. 

Table 9: 2017 and 2030 Project - Intersection LOS and Demand Served 

2017: 2017: 2030: 2030: 
Study Intersection LOS / Average Pct. Served / LOS / Average Pct. Served / 

Delay (sec) Demand (veh) Delay (sec) Demand {veh) 

1. TIB / S 144th St F / >150 90% / 2,282 F / > 150 83% I 2,690 

2. TIB / S 146th St DI 25 90% I 1,846 F / > 120 82%/ 2,240 

3. TIB / S 148th St C/23 91% / 1,709 F / >120 84% I 2,140 

4. TIB / S 150th St F / 53 92%/ 1,762 F / >120 84% I 2,160 

5. TIB / S 152nd St DI 42 95%/ 2,030 E/75 86% / 2,520 

Source: Fehr & Peers. 

Table 10 shows the travel time results on TIB between S 144th Street and S 152r)d Street for the 2017 and 

2030 demand scenarios. In the 2017 scenario, travel times only increase by 20 to 30 seconds with the 

average speed decreasing by 1 to 2 mph compared with existing conditions. These results show that once 

vehicles enter the study corridor, vehicular travel speeds are similar to existing conditions. However, the 

excessive southbound delay experienced by drivers before entering the corridor (more than 8 minutes) is 

not included in these travel times. Under the 2030 conditions, the travel time for southbound vehicles within 

the study corridor more than doubles and drivers experience more than 10 minutes of additional delay 

before even entering the corridor. 

Table 10: 2017 and 2030 Project- Corridor Travel Time 

Direction 

Northbound 

Southbound 

Source: Fehr & Peers. 

FEHR t PEERS 

2017: 
Travel Time (min.) / Speed (mph) 

02:15 / 16 mph 

02:05 / 17 mph 

2030: 
Travel Time (min.) / Speed (mph) 

04:35 I B mph 

02:50 / 12 mph 
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Table 11 shows the average and maximum queue lengths for the northbound and southbound approaches 

at the two signalized intersections. Southbound queues longer than 50 vehicles at S 144th Street extend 

past S 140th Street and northbound queues lohger than 20 vehicles at S 152nd Street will spillback into the 

intersection at Southcenter Boulevard. Consistent with the results shown in the previous tables, the 

rechannelization has a significant impact on sot.1thbound travelers on TIB. Under both 2017 and 2030 

scenarios, the average southbound queue at S 144th Street (during the entire PM peak hour) is longer than 

50 vehicles. In the 2017 scenario, the maximum northbound queue at S 152nd will spill back into the 

intersection at Southcenter Boulevard. By 2030, the average queue length would also spillback to this 

intersection. Within the study corridor on TIB, average vehicles queues are approximately 10 vehicles long 

in 2017 but are four to seven times longer by 2030. The maximum southbound queue at S 152nd Street 

extends almost the entire length of the study corridor on TIB in the 2030 scenario. 

Table 11: 2017 and 2030 Project - Intersection Queuing 

2017 NB: 2017 SB: 2030NB: 20305B: 
Intersection Avg./ Max Avg./ Max Avg. / Max Avg./ Max 

Queue Lengths Queue Lengths Queue Lengths Queue Lengths 

1. TIS/ S 144th St 5 veh / 24 veh >SO yeh / >SO veh 38 veh / 60 veh >50 veh / >SO veh 

5. TIB / S 152nd St 6veh I >20 veh 12 veh / 36 veh >20 veh / >20 veh 79 veh / 104 veh 

Source: Fehr & Peers. 

3.4 Demand Sensitivity Tests 

Fehr & Peers performed additional sensitivity tests to determine the volume of traffic that would need to 

shift to an alternative route for the performance on TIB in the 2030 Project scenario to be similar to 

performance in the 2017 Existing scenario. 

If approximately 450 southbound vehicles and 350 northbound vehicles per hour were to shift to alternate 

routes, the intersection LOS, travel time and queuing along TIB would be similar to existing conditions. This 

volt-1me is approximately 50% of the demand travelling through the study corridor today, and represents 

the estimated pass-through volume: non-local traffic that does not have an origin or destination near the 

study corridor. 
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Chapter 4 . Diversion Analysis 

The results from the microsimulation analysis show that under both 2017 and 2030 demand scenarios, TIB 

will be overcapacity with the rechannelization, especially in the southbound direction during the PM peak 

hour. The high traffic volumes coupled with the single lane will result in significant delays, even under 

existing conditions, and as a result, drivers will likely divert to alternate routes including 42nd Avenue S, 

Military Road S, and Interstate 5 (1· 5). Of particular concern to the City is the potential for parallel residential 

streets (42nd Avenue S and 5151 Avenue S) to see significant .increases in tr.affic due to the rechannelization. 

Based on the available 2010 counts, the daily volumes on these nearby residential streets are 75 to 85% 

lower than the daily volumes on TIB. 

4.1 Traffic Diversion 

The City's travel demand model was used to assess what facilities traffic is likely to divert to in response to 

the increased congestion along TIB after the rechannelization. The results were estimated from the 2030 

model scenario since regional facilities are likely to be more congested in the future and this would result 

in more drivers choosing to divert from TIB to local streets, rather than choose the congested 1-5 rou~e, for 

example. Figure 3 shows which parallel facilities drivers chose as alternatives to TIB. 

The results from the model show that a majority of trips avoiding congestion on TIB (approximately 65%) 

c:hoose to divert to streets within the City of Tukwila. Specifically, the results indicate the following 

distribution to the main north~south streets •in the area: 

• Military Road S (25%) 

• 42nd Avenue S (35%} 

• Macadam Road/Sl't Avenue S (5%) 

Approximately 10% of diverted trips used Des Moines Memorial Drive S via S 133rd Street and 15% of 

diverted trips used 1-5 via State Route 599. The remaining 10% of diverted trips use a combinat ion of SR 

509, 1st Avenue S, 8th Avenue S, or 24th Avenue S. 

If approximately 800 vehicle trips are diverted during the PM peak hour, this would result in an lincrease of 

280 vehicles on 42nd Avenue S and 200 vehicles on Military Road $. Based on the forecasted intersection 

volumes from the City's Comprehensive Plan, this would increase the traffic on 42nd Avenue S by 40% and 

on Militafy Road S by 30% in 2030. 
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One common strategy to combat diversion of regional traffic onto local streets is to employ traffic calming. 

The Urban Street Design Guide from the National Association of City Transportation Engineers (NACTO) 

provides a blueprint for designing streets that are safer, more livable, and economically vibrant. The gu ide 

provides strategies for how cities can reduce vehicular travel speeds/volumes through physical changes to 

a roadway or psychological changes to how drivers perceive a roadway. The six images in Figure 4 from 

NACTO's guide show some of the commonly used strategies for calming t raffic on urban streets. These 

approaches work by introducing vertical or horizontal deflections into the roadway, narrowing a vehicle's 

travel way, or increasing the likelihood of vehicles yielding to pedestrians and bicyclists on the street. The 

effectiveness of these strategies in reducing vehicle speeds range from approximately 5-15%. The 

percentage reduction in traffic volumes due to the implementation of these traffic calming measures would 

be less than the percent reduction in travel speeds. 

The diversion of traffic from the rechannelization of TIB onto parallel roadways could be partially mitigated 

using any of these traffic calming strategies to decrease the travel speeds on the nearby roadways. However, 

since drivers would be saving over 5 minutes of travel time compared with travelling through the TIB 

corridor, the traffic calming measures would need to decrease the average travel speed by over 50% on 

FEHR -f P EE RS 15 



42nd Avenue S and Military Road S to remove the travel time advantages of these facilities. The current 

speed limits of the roads are 30mph and 35mph, respectively. The combinations of measures that would be 

required to reduce the travel speed to 15mph for 8 blocks would likely be impractical on a minor 

arterial/collector street. In general, the common traffic calming measures shown in Figure 4 are designed 

to encourage vehicles to travel at the posted speed limit rather than to dramatically reduce speeds to a 

level less than is typically seen on a residential street. 
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To significantly discourage traffic diverting from TIB, more significant countermeasures would be required, 

likely in addition to some of the traffic calming strategies documented above. Strategies cities use to 
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explicitly deter cut through traffic involve the prohibition of certain traffic movements at key locations along 

the corridor. Two different approaches that would prohibit northbound and southbound through trips 

would be intersection diverters or short one-way travel segments. The implementation of these mitigations 

could be less expensive than other traffic calming treatments since the installations would be limited to key 

intersections or segments of Military Road or 42nd Avenue S near the vicinity of S 144th Street. Special 

consideration would need to be provided for transit vehicles to ensure that existing or planned traffic routes 

could still be accommodated. Some cities have had limited success with signage that restricts movements 

for all vehicles except bicycles and buses, but regular enforcement is required for this strategy to be 

successful. 

Fig 5. 
Ti• of Day Tum lestrfdiaa 

Restl:lctions do 11.ot ilPPIY to trlliJit or bicyclists. J 
I I J I 
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An example of a current pilot study in Bellevue is shown 

in Figure 5 where there are time of day restrictions in 

place on 108th Avenue SE, a collector arterial street (not 

dissimilar to 42"J Avenue S) to deter traffic from 

Downtown Bellevue traveling through a residential area 

and encouraging traffic to stay on regional routes like 

Bellevue Way or 112th Avenue SE. Like in Tukwila, the 

degree of diversion is partially dependent on traffic 

congestion on the adjacent freeway (l-405 in this case). 

In discussions with Bellevue staff, this approach has 

been successful in reducing traffic on 108th Avenue SE, 

but there still tends to be a substantial violation rate of 

people making the prohibited movements. This 

violation has frustrated area residents who view the 

treatment as unsuccessful even though overall volumes 

have decreased. 
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Chapter 5 . Alternative Design Options 

Based on the results of the traffic operations and diversion analysis, rt is clear that reducing the number of 

travel lanes on TIB without addressing the .southbound PM peak hour congestion or potential diversion to 

other streets would result in an unacceptable outcome. Working with Tukwila staff, our team ideritified three 

potential options to reduce the width of TIB while mitigating or redirecting the traffic congestion and 

diversion impacts. The options are listed below: 

1) Road diet between 144th Street and 152nd Street with traffic calming mitigation on 42nd Avenue S 

2) Road diet between 116th Street (SR 599) and 152nd Street 

3) Hybrid road diet between 144th Street and 152nd Street with two southbound and one rnorthbound 

lane 

Characteristics of each option are des,cribed below. 

Road Diet with Traffic Calming on 42"0 Avenue S 

This option would maintain the general road diet design described in Chapter 1 (one travel lane in each 

direction with turn lanes at intersections) between 144th and 152nd Street. To address the likely traffic 

diversion onto 42nd Avenue S, traffic calming measures are recommended to ensure vehicles travel at a 

reasonable speed. Given the resident,ial nature of the street and the proximity to Foster High School, we 

recommend a targeted speed of 25mph on 42nd Avenue S. There are a number of traffic calming devices 

that can encourage lower speeds, including chokers, and chicanes as shown in the previous section. Below 

is a picture of a low-cost chicane in Bellevue that is used to manage speed (note that only one car at a time 

can comfortably pass through the chicane, which is also coupled with a speed cushion. In addition to traffic 

calming on 42nd Avenue S, traffic calming on Military Road may also be prudent however, this traffic calming 

would need to be coordinated with the City of SeaTac. 

[insert picture] 

After talking with Tukwila staff, more restrictive t raffic calming measures that would prohibit certain 

movements through physical barriers (half street closures, diagonal diverters) were not selected due their 

impacts to all users throughout the day. There is the potential for t ime-of-day movement restrictions, but 
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as noted in the previous chapter, these require occasional enforcement to be successful, which is a draw of 

police resources.1 

Benefits: 

• Implements the rechannelization as 

originally designed 

• Provides opportunities for mid-block 

crossings 

• Slows down vehicles on 42nd Avenue S (and 

potentially Military Road), may slightly 

reduce diversion 

Drawbacks: 

• Does not reduce the substantial 

southbound delays at 144th Street 

• Diversion to 42nd Avenue and Military Road 

will still be an option for people who wish 

to save time and avoid the southbound 

delay at 144!h Street 

Extended Road Diet between 11(5f" Street and 7 52"d Street 

As noted earlier, as much as half of the traffic on TIB during the PM peak hour is regional traffic that does 

not have an origin or destination in the City of Tukwila. The largest share of this traffic is travel between 

Seattle and the Sea-Tac Airport area. The idea behind this option is to discourage regional traffic from using 

TIB by beginning the road diet at 116th Street, which is also the southbound onramp to SR 599. By 

constraining capacity at SR 599, southbound regional trips will be encouraged to use SR 599 and 1-5 rather 

than TIB. Any bottleneck associated with the reduced southbound capacity would be concentrated at this 

intersection, where there is much more capacity to divert traffic (and reduce overall delays for travelers 

along TIB) to SR 599. 

While this option has advantages for Tukwila, it presents a less-desirable option for the regional travelers 

who would need to eventually merge on the congested 1-5 south corridor. Travelers who are on TIS to 

access areas in SeaTac or Burien will be inconvenienced with a potentially longer and less direct path, unless 

they are willing to sit through congestion at the 116th Street intersection. This option also shifts the 

diversion/congestion problem from Tukwila to WSDOT. In discussions with City staff, there was some 

concern that regional partners might be less willing to support funding/grant applications for this and other 

Tukwila projects if they are negatively impacted from the rechannelization. 

1 Some cities have investigated whether traffic safety enforcement cameras can be used to issue citations for people 
violating movement restrictions. However, current Washing ton Law clearly limits the use of such cameras to t he 
following conditions:(i) Intersections of two arterials with traffic control ; ignafs that have yellow change interval 
durations in accordance with RCW 47,36.022, which interval durat ions rnay not be reduced after placement of the 
camera; (ii) railroad crossings; and (:ii) school speed zones. Using the cameras for other purposes would require a 
change to the law, 
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One other downside to this option is that it would require a substantial area of rechannelization, along 

which there are large stretches without any adjacent land uses or developable parcels to capitalize on the 

improved streetscape. The costs of fully implementing this rechannelization are likely to be higher than 

other options due to the length of the corridor. 

Benefits: Drawbacks: 

• More likely to reduce diversion issues • May be substantially more costly to 

within Tukwila implement due to the length of the corridor 

• Better location to divert traffic that would • Sections of TIB would likely not benefit 

likely result in less delay than the lane drop from the rechannelization because there 

at 144th Street are no adjacent land uses 

• May allow for some additional • Other cities and regional partners may not 

redevelopment potential north of l441h be as supportive of funding city projects if 

Street they feel they are negatively impacted by 

this project 

• Shifts traffic to the congested 1-5 corridor 

Hybrid Road Diet between 744th Street and 152nd Street 

This option focuses on preserving the southbound capacity while still achieving the general goals of the 

rechannelization of TIB. In general, this design would feature two southbound lanes and a single 

northbound lane, with a turn lane a:t key intersections like 1441h and 152nd Street. The benefit of this 

configuration is that it avoids the PM peak hour congestion and_ diversion issues since two southbound 

lanes are preserved. Given that the AM peak hour is of substantially lower magnitude and duration, an 

additional northbound lane is not needed to maintain adequate operations. 

Some downsides of this design option include greater difficulty in accommodating mid-block crossings 

since a median island is not feasible without eliminating on-street parking or other amenities. The additional 

southbound lane may also result in higher off-peak speeds, making the road somewhat less desirable to 

walk or bicycle along. In addition, to accommodate the turn lanes at the intersections, the crossing distances 

would be larger under this option than the other two options, although still less than today's condition. 
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Chapter 6. Conclus,ion 

The rechannelization of Tukwila International Boulevard between S 144th Street and S 152nd Street to remove 

one northbound and southbound travel lane and to install bicycle lanes and on-street parking would result 

in significant congestion for southbound vehicles entering the corridor under both 2017 and 2030 demand 

scenarios. The existing demand for vehicles travelling through the entire study corridor on TIS exceeds 700 

vehicles in both directions during the PM peak hour. This demand is forecasted to increase by over 20% by 

2030 due to new residential and commercial development near the study corridor. Removing a travel lane 

in each direction results in overcapacity conditions, especially for southbound drivers at S 144th Street. Delay, 

travel times, and vehicular queuing increase substantially in both 2017 and 2030 scenarios and would likely 

result in drivers choosing parallel routes as alternatives to T!B. 

The travel time data and Streetlight OD data provide information on travel behavior for drivers currently 

using Tll3. An analysis of the data suggests that at least 50% of existing travel on the roadway is pass

through trips. These trips represent non-local travel: trips that pass through the corridor without stopping 

or those not related to nearby residential or commercial land uses. Popular origins and destinations are 

SeaTac and Central Seattle. Since 2010, the traffic volumes on TIS have increased by 10% to 15% despite 

limited land use development near the study corridor. The increases in traffic volumes are li~ely due to 

spillover from congested regional routes as drivers seek fess congested alternatives. If the existing volume 

of pass-through travel, approximately 800 vehicle trips during the PM peak hour, were to shift to alternative 

routes, the TIS corridor could accommodate the growth in traffic from planned development with the 

rechannelization and operate with a similar quality of service to that experienced today, 

The traffic calming measures that would need to be implemented to prevent traffic from diverting onto 42nd 

Avenue S and Military Road S after the rechannelization of Tukwila International Boulevard would need to 

reduce vehicle speeds by at least 50%, compared with posted speed limits. This is beyond tl'le range of 

effectiveness of most common traffic calming treatments and would require average travel speeds of 

15mph on these facilities which would significantly impact local residents who live along these streets. 

Alternatives to traffic calming measures are physical barriers or turn restrictions that prevent vehicles from 

using these parallel routes as alternatives to TIB: intersection diverters or short one-way segments. The most 

effective locations for ,installation of these preventative measures would likely be in the vicinity of S 144th 

Street. While these barriers occupy a small area, they are still an inconvenience for residents who are 

accustomed to traversing the area on Military Road or 42nd Avenue S. 

If the proposed rechannelization is pursued, the City could further investigate the optimal design and 

placement of these devices which would prevent cut-through traffic while maintaining as much connectivity 
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as possible for local residents as well as students travelling to Foster High School or Thorndyke Elementary 

School. As part of a larger outreach program to promote this project, the City could also consider a 

temporary installation of the lane conversion on TIS to bicycle lanes and traffic calming devices on nearby 

streets to demonstrate to the local community how the project would be implemented and its potential 

benefits to all users. This "tactical urbanism'' approach would also allow the City to quickly assess traffic 

operations conditions before and after implementation of the project. 

The proposed rechannelization of TIS would necessitate a change in usage and perception for this facility. 

While the route today serves a high percentage of regional pass-through traffic, the reduction in vehicular 

capacity would likely limit the facifity's usage to local residents and employees. Even with the existing travel 

demand, a significant volume of trips would shift to alternate parallel routes to avoid the increased 

congestion along TIB. However, the removal of two travel lanes would allow for the installation of bicycle 

lanes and on-street parking which would contribute to a more amenable environment for all users. 
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Appendix A: 
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September 27, 2018 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environmental and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

Re: Scope of Seattle-Tacoma Airport Sustainable Airport Master Plan proposed 
environmental assessment 

Alaska Airlines submits these comments in response to the Port of Seattle's ("the Port") 

request for public comment during the scoping process for the proposed actions contained in the 

Sustainable Airport Master Plan ("SAMP"). 

Alaska Airlines appreciates this opportunity to participate in the scoping phase of the 

Seattle-Tacoma ("Sea-Tac") Airport's proposed implementation of the SAMP. Our comments 

fall into three categories: how the Port should proceed with the environmental analysis of the 

SAMP; wha.t that environmental review should include with respect to alternatives; and, whether 

some of the action items are needed so urgently they should be approved while the 

environmental review of the SAMP is underway. 

Alaska Airlines is headquartered at Sea-Tac, and the airline along with its wholly-owned 

subsidiary Horizon Airlines has more operations at Sea-Tac than any other carrier. Alaska 

Airlines is firmly rooted in this community and fully committed to the success of Sea-Tac. We 

are also committed to staying engaged in this process to its conclusion. As the Puget Sound 

region continues to expand, and projections for airline traffic continue to grow, a smoothly 

functioning, properly equipped, operationally efficient and environmentally sustainable Sea-Tac 

Airport is critical for our community, area residents, and the regional economy. 
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First, Alaska Airlines asks the Port to reconsider how these proposals should be examined 

in order to ensure compliance with all applicable environmental statutes. We believe the scoping 

phase of the SAMP is a step in the right direction in preparing Sea-Tac for the implementation of 

this ambitious program. At the same time, we are concerned that the Port and the Federal 

Aviation Administration ("FAA") may be jeopardizing the SAMP' s implementation by 

proposing to meet the rigorous requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act 

("NEPA") with an environmental assessment ("EA") rather than an environmental impact 

statement ("EIS"). Alaska Airlines be1ieves this is a mistake and strongly encourages the Port to 

--1 reconsider. Instead, we believe it is in the best interest of the SAMP, the community, the 
I 

~ environment, and all stakeholders concerned about the future of this airport for the Port to meet 
~ 

its legal requirements under NEPA with an EIS, rather than an EA. Anticipating the heightened 

scrutiny this project will likely face, we believe that the Port should take the time and effort to 

develop a full EIS. Making this decision now will help ensure the most rigorous standard of 

environmental review, and be more cost-effective and efficient over the long term. 

While preparing an EIS may require more upfront time and effort than if the Port were to 

develop an EA, Alaska Airlines believes this additional time would ultimately be an effort well 

spent. Preparing an EIS eliminates the need to make a finding of no significant impact (FONS I) 

which in a project of this magnitude could be more difficult than demonstrating procedural 

compliance with the EIS process. In addition, preparing an EIS could produce more substantive 

stakeholder feedback and fully effectuate the stated goals of the SAMP projects. As a result, an 

EIS may ultimately be more cost~eff ective than generating an EA, as any major litigation delay 

will almost certainly drive up the total cost of the project as construction deadlines are impacted. 
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What is more, if the Port decides to proceed with an EA, there may be a strong likelihood 

that the Port may only be able to justify a finding of no significant impact if it straps a host of 

massive mitigation projects to the FONS!. Such mitigation proposals could have the potential to 

saddle the Port and Sea-Tac operations with numerous, potentially onerous obligations that may 

never have been contemplated within the SAMP. These obligations may not end with approval 

of the proposed actions. If project opponents conclude at some point in the future that there has 

been a failure to continue to honor ongoing mitigation commitments, they could initiate 

additional litigation risk assailing the effectiveness of mitigation measures adopted in the 

FONSI. This uncertainty could continue years after project approval, for as long as mitigation 

measures remain in place. As a result, an EA/FONSI that requires extreme mitigation may well 

be more difficult to implement than taking the time to prepare an EIS, which would not require 

such mitigation proposals. 

Second, Alaska Airlines urges the Port to expand what the forthcoming environmental 

analysis should consider. At present, the range of alternatives slated for detailed consideration is 

inadequate. In NEPA analysis, if an alternative satisfies the project's Purpose and Need and is 

feasible, that alternative warrants close scrutiny in the EIS or EA. Here, the Port has stated that 

the Purpose and Need for the projects identified in the SAMP is to address concerns that are 

~ applicable to the entire airport. As a result, the Port's decision to address future airport-wide 
-<t' 
q demands by considering only North Tenninal alternatives is both ill-advised and legally 

inadequate, especially when another feasible alternative is available. 
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Alaska Airlines has demonstrated that an alternative involving extensions and/or 

modifications to existing concourses in the Main Terminal is a viable, feasible alternative that 

can satisfy the SAMP's Purpose and Need when paired with certain roadway and other 

improvements considered in the SAMP - and others in the main terminal and transportation 

access that would be ancillary to this work. The alternative proposed by Alaska Airlines would 

address inefficiencies in the existing tenninal, inadequacies which would be unaffected by the 

proposals in the SAMP. Alaska Airlines' alternative merits detailed consideration in the NEPA 

process. 

There are at least several benefits that could result if the alternative proposed by Alaska 

Airlines is given detailed consideration in the NEPA process. Alaska Airlines has shown that the 

proposal advanced in the SAMP poses a substantial risk of overbuilding. The SAMP ignores 

already approved construction projects, including the North Satellite Modernization Project, the 

International Arrival Facility, and Concourse D Annex project. These projects will add 

approximately 25% more aircraft parking positions by 2022 than existed in 2017. Even with 

conservative utilization of these additional facilities, this added capacity will accommodate the 

2027 demand forecast. 

Also, detailed consideration of a more modest alternative would provide the Port and 

stakeholders with beneficial flexibility in seJecting an alternative that meets the SAMP's Purpose 

and Need without overbuilding. If the concerns of Alaska Airlines are validated and the Port 

concludes at the conclusion of the NEPA process that the actions proposed by the SAMP are not 
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needed, failure to consider a more modest alternative now would require beginning the NEPA 

process anew, which would be an unfortunate waste of time and resources. 

Additionally, and separate from the SAMP environmental assessment, the Port plans to 

conduct an in depth study of the most significant factor contributing to delay at the airport: the 

limitations on current airspace capacity. Clearly, the overall impact of significant improvement 

in the region's airspace can play a role in addressing airport delay. The failure to make adequate 

airspace revisions could compromise the expected benefits of the SAMP. Therefore, it is wiclear 

how the proposed environmental analysis could objectively evaluate the SAMP without 

incorporating the findings of an airspace study or why the two are not part of the same work 

stream. 

Notably, the timing for conducting the airspace study will preclude its consideration in 

the SAMP environmental review. This makes no sense. Authorizing the SAMP without linkage 

to and coordination with the FAA upcoming redesign of the region's airspace is akin to 

substantially expanding a railroad station without addressing the need for additional train tracks. 

The Port should not commit to building the proposed terminal facilities for projected growth 

without some credible plan to make room in the sky for those additional aircraft. 

Respectfully, Alaska Airlines suggests that when confronted with projections of future 

growth at Sea-Tac, the Port and the many stakeholders should not be tempted to pursue an overly 

ambitious response when that response is likely to impose severe operational, customer 

experience, and financial constraints upon the Port, air carriers, and passengers. It would be 

especially unfortunate if the burdens of implementing these audacious projects had the effect of 

5 



September27,2018 

precluding needed improvements to the Main Terminal where 80% of the airport's passengers 

will continue to transit, even with a fully-operational new North Tenninal. Indeed, using the 

Port's own data from Leigh Fisher on forecast delay, it is possible that implementation of the 

SAMP actions could adversely affect the airport's ability to compete with other airports in 

attracting new carriers and new service. 

Finally, Alaska Airlines requests that the Port examine whether some of the proposed 

actions in the SAMP could be implemented in the immediate future rather than waiting for the 

completion of the NEPA analysis. The FAA has adopted procedures in FAA Order 1050.lF that 

allow for documented categorical exclusions. 1 Alaska Airlines believes that certain proposed 

-::\-- actions, such as the high-speed taxiway for Runway 34L as identified as an airport improvement 
I 

<t-
-=t:° in the SAMP, has independent utility and could be reviewed through the mechanism of a 

documented categorical exclusion. Importantly, swift approval of these measures could provide 

important environmental, customer, and operation benefits, and may not need to be subject to 

detailed environmental scrutiny. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 

Shane Jones 

Vice President - Aitport Real Estate and Development 

1 FAA, Order 1050.lF, at 1-6 (July 16, 2015), 
https://www .faa.gov/documentLibrary/media/Order/F AA_ Order_ 1050 _ l F .pelf. 
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September 27, 2018 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Port of Seattle 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

Re: City of Des Moines, WA Comments on Scoping for the Near Term Projects for Sea-Tac International 
Airport 

Dear Mr. Rybolt, 

On behalf of the Des Moines City Council I am forwarding the following comments on the scoping process for 
the proposed environmental review. These comments are derived from the City of Des Moines Aviation 
Advisory Committee, the City Council, our Community, City staff and from the City's SEPA official. Our first 
and primary concern is that the process being utilized by the Airport in regards to the Sustainable Airport 
Master Plan (SAMP) does not appropriately consider the context of development that has occurred and is 
occurring at the Airport. This specifically relates to growth and the operational utilization of the Third 
Runway and generally to the overall growth trajectory the Airport has experienced in the past 7 years. 
Secondly, the process appears to contradict State Environmental Policy Act requirements. Third, that actions 
to provide appropriate environmental review of the SAMP have taken place outside the bounds of the State 
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA). Finally, we express concerns about specific impacts on our City from aircraft 
operations that need to be included in the scoping process. 

The City believes that the appropriate timeframe to establish the baseline for environmental review is the 
time frame from 2012- 2018. A summary of Airport growth through this time frame (see below) reveals 
significant and consistent year over year growth. 

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 

Passengers 33.2 34.8 37.5 42.3 45.7 46.9 

million million million million million million 

Aircraft Operations 309,597 317,186 340,478 381,408 412,170 416,124 

Air Cargo (metric tons) 283,600 292,700 327,239 332,636 366,431 425,856 

Source - Sea-Tac Airport Passenger, Cargo and Operations Summary [2012 - 2017] 
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The extensive growth above should be a precursor and require environmental review prior to any 
additional capacity building activities. Correspondence between the City and Airport management 
underscores our ongoing concern with facilities built outside the environmental review process of the 
SAMP. [1 Testimony of Mayor Pina at Port of Seattle Commission April 25, 2017] [2 Letter from Mr. 
lance Lyttle, July 26, 2017] (3 Letter from Mayor Pina, July 27, 2017]. 

The approach of the Airport to identify near-term capital improvements- an incremental approach to 
developing the SAMP -provides faulty context, ignoring the fact that capital investments going forward 
will, in fact, define future development patterns. Therefore, the environmental review proposed is 
inadequate in the context of the SAMP as a whole. Let it be clear that the Airport is not currently 
reviewing the SAMP, only certain near-term projects. This approach is inconsistent with current 
Washington State law and Washington Administrative Code requirements - a point that will be 
extensively made in the comments prepared by our SEPA officials (Burien, SeaTac, Normandy Park, Des 
Moines and consultants). 

The most recent Part 150 was completed in 2013, preceding this growth pattern. The SAMP planning 
was begun in 2012. Our concern is that environmental review of projected growth does not consider 
impacts of growth to date. 

The operational utilization of the Third Runway (16R), a highly controversial chapter in the Airport's 
history, has seen a trail of agreements that expand the use of the Third Runway. Agreements that 
originally governed use of the runway were modified over time to increase capacity on the Third Runway. 
The concern is that these modifications, in providing expansion of operational capacity, were done 
outside any environmental review. Developing a plan for growth that continues to utilize the Third 
Runway in an expanded operational role needs to be part of the Scope to understand the increased 
environmental impacts. (4 reference to FAA Letter of Agreement December 6, 2010 and FAA letter of 
Agreement July 26, 2016]. These issues need to be addressed in the scoping process. 

Additionally, seeking review of aircraft operations and FAA procedures, the City requested the following 
information from the FAA on August 17, 2018 via the Airport StART committee in order to evaluate these 
procedures ln regard to these comments on the scoping process: 

Statement: The City of Des Moines would like to better understand the Seattle ATC operation. 
1. Would you please provide a copy of the Tower Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) and 

TRACON SOP? 
2. Would you please provide a copy of any Letters of Agreement (LOA) between the Tower and 

the TRACON and any LOA between Seattle Tower and Boeing Field Tower? 
3. Are you aware of any new Instrument Flight Procedures that are proposed or being developed 

for the Seattle Airport? 
a. Follow on questions -What is the status of the .41A Process (Dot forty-one Alpha 

Process) that was underway last year but suspended due to budget concerns? 
b. When do you anticipate the .41A process resuming? 
c. We have hired Performance Based Navigation experts. We would like for them to 

represent us on the .41A Full Working Group, when the process resumes, with 
Stakeholder Status. 
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To date, none of these documents have been provided to the City (this is information we believe is 
A critical to providing timely and informed comments on scoping for the operational impacts associated 

with the Airport's proposed growth) . .,,..-

Significant concerns to be fully included in the environmental scoping: 

Noise and Health impacts: Scoping needs to review noise and health impacts from Airport/aircraft 
operations. It also must include the intrusive assessment of nighttime flights and the growth in 
overflights, operations and frequency of flights on City residents and businesses. Furthermore, the 
baseline environmental assessment of these impacts must be for the period 2012-2018. 

Fuel dumping: the City has concerns that fuel dumping has occurred in the airspace over our City, or in 
areas where wind and meteorological dynamics could result in fuel dumping over our City [5 see FAA 
checklist protocol]. 

Fuel emissions: What are impacts of aircraft fuel emissions on the communities surrounding the Airport 
with proposed growth and within the current baseline (as discussed above) from 2012-2018? The 
scoping needs to include the health and epidemiological impacts of ultra-fine particles resulting from 
aircraft emissions. 

Transportation impacts.: Scoping needs to include an analysis of increased traffic impacts and potential 
multi-modal solutions that will increase congestion and pollution from vehicular traffic including truck 
transport. 

Siting 2nd Regional airport: Scoping needs to include a review of options to growth at Sea-Tac Airport 
including options for siting a second regional airport. [6 See comment regarding potential of Moses Lake 
as an alternative airport below]. 

NextGen: Scoping needs to address the environmental (noise and health) impacts of NextGen 
implementation? 

Glide path variation: Scoping needs to include review of glide path variation across all runways, especially 
as variation relates to runway 34R and the current slope of 2. 75%. 

Concurrent studies: Scoping needs to utilize three concurrent studies occurring regarding impacts from 
the Airport: 

1. The Ultra-Fine Particle study being conducted by the University of Washington, 
2. The Puget Sound Regional Council study on regional aviation, 
3. The Budget Proviso baseline study currently underway being conducted by the Washington 

State Department of Commerce with input from the cities proximate to the Airport. 

The City Council and I appreciate your consideration and inclusion of these items into the scoping 
process. We are extremely concerned that the lack of inclusion of any of these items will not present a 
comprehensive picture as to the environmental impacts of the Airport, in the context of previous growth, 
current level of operations, and future growth. 



Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Page Four 
September 27, 2018 

Sincerely, 

Matt Pina 

Mayor 

Cc: Des Moines City Council 

Aviation Advisory Committee 

Port of Seattle Commissioners 

Port of Seattle Executive Director Steve Metruck 

SEPA Officials for the Cities of Burien, SeaTac, and Normandy Park 

SAMP Joint City Consultants 

City Manager Michael Matthias 

Chief Operations Officer Dan Brewer 

Chief Strategic Officer and City of Des Moines SEPA Official Susan Cezar 

City Attorney Tim George 



Footnote 1 

Mayor Matt Pina 

CITY OF DES MOINES TESTIMONY TO PORT OF SEATTLE COMMISSION 

APRIL 25, 2017 

The City of Des Moines appreciates the opportunity to provide 

comments to the Port and Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). 

Our city, as is also the case with Burien, Sea-Tac and Normandy Park and 

others, experiences disproportionate impacts from aircraft operations 

because of our proximity to Sea-Tac International airport. We receive 

the brunt of airport impacts as the human cost of Sea-Tac's economic 

benefit for the region. 

Des Moines residents are constantly challenged by noise impacts and 

health impact~. The United States Congress and the State of Washington 

legislature are each considering legislation to fund scientific based 

studies to assess the exact impacts and mitigation options and we 

actively support those studies and will continue to do so. We have 



advised Congress of our support and recommendation to include Sea-Tac 

airport in these studies. We have testified in the Washington State 

House and Senate on behalf of bills to assess impacts of ultra-fine 

particles emissions from aircraft overflights and the City has allocated 

$25,000 to support that study. 

As the implementation of NextGen by the FAA results in the narrowing of 

the bandwidth of aircraft overflights.:.. departures and landings - the 

disproportionate impacts suffered by some of our residents' increases. 

Those living directly unde.r the overflights suffer increased noise and 

health impacts. 

These impacts come from more focused aircraft operations and from 

increased number and frequency of aircraft operations. The NextGen 



impacts are attributable to the FAA. The increase in aircraft activity is 

the responsibility of the airport. 

The Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) is being developed to 

increase growth in operations at Sea-Tac over the next 20 years. The 

SAMP, in responding to increased demand is designed to accommodate a 

new international terminal, new gates and increased operational 

efficiencies, however there is not sufficient attention paid to noise, 

environmental and health impacts. The Plan provides for sustainable 

operations on the airfield but does little to address sustainability, in 

terms of airport operations as they impact the surrounding cities. 

The City believes that the airport has an obligation to address these 

impacts. Mitigation should include: 



G effective implementation of the home insulation program, 

expanding in scope and quality. 

• provide financial compensation to those homeowners living under 

the flight paths in any situation where the value of the home is 

negatively impacted. 

G Support ongoing studies and act upon the results ensure that the 

health and safety of Des Moines residents receives the priority 

that it deserves. 

Without due consideration of these concerns,- any plan for operational 

expansion of Sea-Tac airport is unacceptable. We look forward to the 

opportunity to continue this discussion on behalf of all of our residents. 



Footnote 2 

Port 
of Seattle· 

P.O. Box 611727 
Seattle, WA 98lfiB 

Tel: (208) 781-5388 

City of Des Moines 
21630 11th Avenue S., Suite A 
Des Moines, WA 98198 

July 26, :ZOU 

Dear Mayor Pina; 

I appreciated the City of Des Moines' work to convene last week's discussion with Normandy Partc, 
Burien, SeaTac and airport staff to review the airport's Concourse D Hardstand Hold room project and 
the Determination of Non-Significance (DNS). I understand this was a direct and open conversation 
about concerns with the project. 

We recognize that growth-related projects at Sea· Tac must be evaluated together in the sustainable 
Airport Master Plan (SAMP) to assure that cumulative environmental Impacts are addressed. The 
addendum to the DNS issued on July 21, 2017, which Port staff prepared after last week's meeting, 
provided more specifics related to the Hardstand Holdroom project tlmlng and scope, showing a net 
reduction of gates in operation until mld-2021. 

The SAMP environmental review, whith Is anticlpated to be conducted In 2018, will account for all 
e>dsting and approved gates and passenger load Ing facllltles. This Includes the North Satellite, the 
International Arrivals Facility, and the Concourse D Hardstand Holdroom. No addltlo~al gates are 
anticipated until the completion end approval of the Sustainable Airport Master Plan and associated 
environmental review. 

At the saml! time, we recoanlze the need for Increased effective and Informative communication with 
our adjacent cities. I have greatly appreciated the leadership you and your colleagues in the c!ty of 
Des Moines nave shown In working with the Airport on airport Issues and regarding the formation of 
an Aviation Advisory Committee at Sea-Tac Airport. I am currently In the process of seeking Input 

from our city partners and have scheduled a meeting with city managers in August. Input rece\ved at 
that meeting will help determine the best way to proceed In this regard. 

I appreciate your concerns and look forward to a stronger relationshlp In the future. 

lance Lvttle 
Managing Director, Aviation 
Seattle Tacoma lnterniltional Airport 

Cc; Deputy Mayor Vic Pennington 
Councllmember Melissa Musser 
Councllmember Robert Back 
Coundlmember Luisa Bangs 
CouncHmember Dave Kaplan 
Councilmember Jeremy NuttinB 
Michael Matlhlas, City Manager 
Susan Cezar, Communltv Development Director 



July 27, 2017 

Mr. Lance Lyttle, 
Managing Director, Aviation 

~, ~ 9lJ"4 ~-4 
ADMINIBTAATIOIII 

2.1 !3D 11 TH AYiNUi 1D11111, 8UITE A 
0EI MCINEI, WA!IHINO.TON H19M3H 

(208) 1171•4'H T.D.O.: j2Ga) D2•H1D24 FA., (201) !104540 

Seattle Tacoma International Airport 
PO Box 1209 
Seattle WA 98111 

Dear Mr. Lyttle, 

I am in receipt of your letter of July 26, 2017 in which you state, 

Footnote 3 

"The SAMP environmental review, which is anticipated to be conducted in 2018, will account for all 
existing and approved gates and passengers loading facilities. This includes the North Satellite, the 
International Arrivals Facility, and the Concourse D Hardstand Holdroom." 

This statement addresses our concerns with this specific capital project: the Concourse O 
Hardstand Holdroom. However, as I have previously stated in a presentation to the Port of Seattle 
Commission: 

"Our city, as is also the case with Burien, Sea-Tac and Normandy Park and 
others, experiences disproportionate impacts from aircraft operations because of 
our proximity to Sea-Tac International airport. We receive the brunt of airport 
impacts as the human cost of Sea-Tac's economic benefit for the region. Des 
Moines residents are constantly challenged by noise impacts and health 
impacts." (Testimony to Port of Seattle/FAA meeting April 25, 2017)." 

There are two principal issues I want to communicate to you. First, it is unacceptable for the Airport 
to wait until the development of the SAMP to address mitigation issues derived from the year over 
year double digit growth of operations at Sea-Tac Airport. Impacts of growth must be addressed 
now. 

The siling of a second major airport in western Washington State must begin immediately. In this 
regard, the City of Des Moines has commented on and is in contact with the Washington Aviation 
System Plan staff, at the State level, to further this process. 

I also want to comment on the lack of transparency by the Airport and the failure of the Airport to 
communicate effectively. The local cities had no knowledge orthis proposed Holdroom facility prior 
to issuance of the Determination of Non-Significance. This is inappropriate and ineffective, The 
Airport needs to be timely, transparent and proactive in communication with your surrounding 
communities. 



Mr. Lance Lyttle 
Page Two 
July 27, 2017 

It is for this reason we have encouraged you to form an Airport Advisory Committee, sponsored by 
the Airport and including representatives from the Federal Aviation Administration, the airlines, local 
community organizations and local government officials to address the impacts of the Airport on our 
local communitiH. 

We look forward to ongoing, productive discussion with you on these issues. 

Matt Pina 
Mayor and Councilmember 



Footnote 4 

Seattle Terminal Radar Approach Control (S46), Seattle Air Traffic Control Tower (SEA) and Port of 
Seattle (POS) 

LETTER 01.l AGREEM~NT 

EFFECTIVE: December 6, 2010 

1. PURPOSE: To establish the Noise Abatement Info1rnal Rw1way Use Program for the Seattle
Tacoma International AiJ1>ort (K8EA). This program has been established by the Pmt of Seattle (POS) 
and is administered by the Federal Aviation Admin1stratio1\ (FAA) l:lt Seattle Tenninal Radar 
Approach Control (S46) and Seattle Air Traffic Control Tower {SEA). The goal of this informal 
runway use program is to establish a clear understanding of the prefon-c<l way in which all of the 
runways will be used in various operating conditions. However, it is not intended that the program 
described herein would restrict operations or adversely discriminate against any user. Deviations from 
specified run way use may he necessary because of emergencies, weather, traffic volume, airport 
construction, or maintenance work. Under these circumstances, runway selection will be in 
acconlauce with FAA Orders 7110.65 and 8400.9. 

2. SCOPE: ThL: policy 0111 lin~d hl:1\::in pn>vides for the prcfort:nlial arrival ::ind dcpartl 11 c.; usage of each 
rnnw;i:v at KSEA. This voluntary program applies to ~II !urho.1c1 aircra ll weighing 12,500 pounds or 
more. The program th.al is described herein shall be utilized to the maximum extent possible whenever 
wind, weather, traffic density, controller workload, equipment, operations and field conditions and 
other tX.msiderations pem1it. 

3. RESPONSIBILITIES: POS, S46 and SEA must ensure that all appropriate personnel arc briefed 
on this vo]untary program. The FAA reserves the right to determine under what conditions flight 
operations may be conducted without causing degradation of safety. The FAA may be required to 
folluw different policit:s than detailed herein and reserves the right to determine runway usage such 
thal it is not unsafe, u~justly discriminatory nor incompatible with the efficient management of 
navigable airspace. 

4. PROCEDURES: The FAA has the responsibility for managing air traffic. At any time, the PAA 
maintains the rigbt lo change the way they use the runways to safely and efficiently manage air traffic. 
Tlw: docs not abrogate the authority and responsibil ity of the pi ln l in command to ensure the safe 
opvmtion of his airman. The following is the planned runway u~ag.t: <luring t,vpicnl operations at KSEA 
under normal conditions: 

SoutJ1 Flow Rumn,y Use Prngnun 

• Regular cn•emlght usage. During rcg~1lar overnight operations in normal weather patterns 
when uni val demaud deereas(~~, the FAA plans to rcJucc its use of the third runway (16R). 

• South flow <luring good wcathcl'. During normal weather patterns, and pc,iuds of low 
demand, 0.Jc primary south flow all'i val runway is thi..: cenlcr ninwny ( I 6C). The easternmost 
rm1way (1 6L) will be l'he prinrnry south flow departure runw<1y. Wlwn airport demirnd 
increu:.es, both I 6R and 16L will be nsed for arrh1nls and l 6C wi II be w:cd as the primary 
departure runw.1y. 

• South now in lower ,·isibility conditions. During period:; oflow clemm1d tl1e prima1'y south 
flow rtrri val runway is 16C. Runway l 6L will be the primury south tlow departure rnnway. 
When airport d~mnnd incrt~ases. in order lo have two streams of arriving traffic 1"hat ca:n 



Seattle Airport Traffic Control Tower and Seattle Terminal Radar Approach Control 

LETTER OF AGREEMENT 

EFFECTIVE: JULY 26. 2016 

SUBJECT: Appruach Control Service and Coordination Procedures. 

1. PURPOSE: To establish coordination and control procedures hetween Seattle Terminal 
Kadar Approach Control (TR.ACON) and Seattle Airport Traffic Control Tower (Tower). 

2. CANCELLATION: Seattle TRACON and Seattle ATCT Letter of Agreement dated June 
10, 2013 and all its revisions, and NOTICES S46 N7110.705/SEA N7110.121. S46 
N71 l 0.706/SEA N71 l 0.122, S46 N71 l 0.690/SEA N7110. I 07 anr.l S46 N71 l 0.698/SEA 
N7110.J09. 

J. SCOPE: The responsibilities and procedures outlined herein must apply to Tower and 
TRACON personnel for inter-facility coordination and control of air traffic. 

4. RESPONSIBILITIES: Tower and TR.ACON must be responsible to ensure that all 
applicable personnel are briefed on and comply with the procedures contained in this agreement. 

5. PROCEDURES: 

a. Pre-arranged Coordination. 

(I) A clear operational benefit may result hy establishing prearnmged coordination 
procedures in this l ,ctter of Agreement. ln the event of a malfunction or failure of the 
radar/computer system that prevents complete alphanumeric track data from being 
displayed, or in the event that prearranged coordination procedures become impractical 
due to other circumslances; i.e. weather, equip1m:nt, frequencies, etc., the FLM must 
terminate the applicable prearranged coordination procedures immediately. 

(2) Prearranged coordination may be terminated at any time by Lhe controller responsible 
for the airspace and must not be resumed until additional coordination has been effected. 

(3) When using Special lntcrfacility Procedures (i.e., Plan Alpha, Plan Bravo, Plan 
Charlie) between SEA ATCT, BFJ ATCT, and Seattle TRACON refer to that LcttL:r of 
Agreement. Due to the limited scope of this Letter of Agreement, t11c tri-facility LOA 
must provide the in-depth guidance nece.ssary for the above procedures. 

(4) Tower must Quick Look the Fl and F2, Y, and A Sectors and the sector that has 
control of the BFI final. See Altachments I, 2, 3, and 4 for descriptions and depictions of 
Tower and TRACON airspace. 

(5) TRACON may climb and descend BFI arrivals and departures through Tower 
delegated airspace along tl1e Runway (RWY) 13R/31 L centerlines, except BFI arrivals or 
departures opposite to thi.: established flow of traffic must be wordinated with Tower. 



maintain appropnme scpnraticrn dt1ring lower visibility conditions. ruuways 16R n.nd 16L will 
be used for arrivril~L !lunwuy I 6C' ,1vill be th~ primary dq1ar1urc runwi1y. 

South flow dcpnl'turc demand. Ruuwny !6R will also help with ,,irfidd emdency when there 
ii:; an i1tcre<1sed depart11rc demand. The FAA can increase use of 16R for arrivals in order lo 
allow (.il;Jrnrlurcs off of both runv.:ays J.6L mid l6C. 

North Flow RunW:.\)' Use Program 

• Regnhu ov,\roig:ht nsngc. Doring l'Cgular overnight ope-ralions in no.nnal wcnth~r patterns 
when 11rrivr1! demand decrc,ises, lhc FAA pL111s to reduce its u3e of the third runway (34L), 

North flow rluriug goo,i weather. [hll'ing nornl81 wcalf1c1· pnfJer1llJ, nnd periodi:; of low 
demand, the primary nor(h !low cirri val runw<1y i~ tht ccntc1' nu1way (34C), The caslt.:rnmost 
runwHy (}4R) will be the J1rinrnry noiih Jlow dcp::inure runway. When airport demnncl 
increase~, bo(h 3,1R rn1d J4L will bt: nsed for nnivnls and 34C wdl be used ,1s lhc primary 
departure runwny. 

• North n()w in lower visibility conditions. During periods of low demand tl1e pl'imary north 
tlow nrrival nmway i,, 3,1c. RunwiJy 34R will be the primary north flow departure ninwRy, 
Wh,;.41 airpo1i demand increases, in order to have lwn 1;treams of a1Tiving trnflk that can 
maintain apprnpriate se1n\ration during lower vi~ibili1y eonditions, nmways 34R and 34L will 
be used for an-iv<1ls, Runway ]4C will be 1he primary deparlu1·e ru11 way. 

~ NoA·lh tlow clcp:H'lurc tlcmand. Runway 34L will ,ii.so hdp with airfield cfl:icicncy when there 
i~ an incre&,ed departure d~m,rnd, 111c FAA crin i.11crca.se use of34L f<.ir arrivals in onkr to 
allovv fll~p{11iurc::; off ofbo1h runway8 14R and 34C. 

a. l~mcrgency m1d Closed Runway Conditions 
1n the event of an emergency or dused runway condition, the policy outlined in this document may not 
be followed ate: presn1hed.. With s11fe1y as the pri1nary goal, the FAA maintains tbe 1ight to determine 
the optimal runway nssignrnenl.s and usage during emergcocy and dnsed runw.iy conditions, 

h, Operational and Safot)' Cdtc'l'iiJ (per FAA Ordrr 8400.9) 
A va:iiety of weather and operational conditions may preclude the application of the nonnal runway 
use policy outlined above. These include, but are not limited to, the following: 

1. Wjnd Shear or Thunderstorms. 
2. Visibility 
3. Runway Braking Effectiveness 
4. Wind 

c. Annual Review: The parties to this agreement will review this LOA <1nnually on or around the 
:mr~i.vcr~ary of11is:signing thereof or upon request by any signatory to the LOA. 

>:\,,, .· - .,. ·:, , -•··· .. - --7,,. _,,/· - / -,z · . 
---- 1··: ,.·· .. -- --/ , .- .. _,. r• _; .,,,.,.~ l"'., 7 .~ -::,,_,• / -4•,.,,•-t:".•r:'"o'!.•• ... -- I 

-- • - --· - · ·· ✓--- • • 
I. 0 11 Fincher 'l'q~,..Yoshitani 
District Manager Chief Executive Officer 
Seattle Tenninal District Port of Seattle 



Footnote 5 

Fuel Dumping Checklist 

1. Determine route/altitude/weather conditions fuel dumping will occur. 
2. Advise adjacent sectors when fuel dumping commenced and terminated. 
3. Except for emergency, vector or assign a VFR holding pattern over water at or above 

5000.4. Separation Minima: 
a. VFR radar-identified aircraft by 5 miles. 
b. IFR aircraft by one of following: 
1. 1000 above it. 
2. 2000 below it. 
3. 5 miles radar. 
4. 5 miles laterally. 
4. Phraseology. Sectors concerned must broadcast an advisory at 3-minute intervals until the 

dumping stops. 
4/6/2016 ORDER S46 TRACON 7110.65M 
"ATTENTION ALL AIRCRAFT, FUEL DUMPING IN PROGRESS OVER (LOCATION) AT (ALTITUDE) BY 
(TYPE AIRCRAFT) (FLIGHT DIRECTION)""ATTENTION ALL AIRCRAFT. FUEL DUMPING OVER 
(LOCATION) TERMINATED." 
Reference - FAA Order 7110.65 Chapter 9, Section 4, Fuel Dumping. 



Footnote 6 

Relative to Moses Lake as a viable alternative for cargo flights, "It has capacity to 
accommodate much more given its five runways and on site FAA control tower for commercial, 
military, and general aviation use." [Moses Lake website: 
http://www. portofrnosesla ke .com/aeronautics/# 14 7795147 43 78-007 e 7354-62f 6}. 



From: 
To: 
CC: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

steve Pilcher 
SAMP Public Comments 

Rybolt. Steven: Purcell. Arlyn (Env&Sus); City Manager; City Council 
City of SeaTac SAM P Near Term Projects Environmental Scoping comments 
Friday, September 28, 2018 3:05:07 PM 
1176 001.pdf 

Attached please find comments from the City of SeaTac regarding the SAMP Near Term Projects 

Environmental Scoping. These are submitted in addition to those provided jointly by the Cities of 

Burien, Des Moines, Normandy Park·and SeaTac, sent earlier today. 

Thank you for the extended opportunity to provide comments; we look forward to seeing our 

concerns addressed as the Port prepares and issues environmental documents. 

Steve Pilcher, SEPA Responsible Official 
Director, Community & Economic Development 
City of SeaTac 
4800 S. 188th St. 
SeaTac, WA 98188-8605 
206-9 73-4832 
spilcher@sea tacwa. gov 



4800 South 188th Street 
SeaTac, WA 9816B-B605 

City Hall: 206.973.4800 
Fax: 206.973.4809 
TDD: 206 9734808 

Mayor 
Erin Sitterley 

Deputy Mayor 
Clyde Hill 

Council members 
Rick Forsch/er 
Joel Wachtel 
Peter Kwon 
Pam Fernald 

City Manager 
Joseph Scorcio 

City Attorney 
Mary Mirante Barlolo 

City Clerk 
Kristina Gregg 

September 28, 2018 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
Port of Seattle 
P.O. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98618 

Re: Sustainable Airport Master Plan Near Term Projects NEPA EA and SEPA EIS 
Scoping comments 

Mr. Rybolt: 

City of SeaTac staff has reviewed the July 30, 2018 Scoping document and supporting 
materials posted on the SAMP Environmental Review website. We also participated in the 
September 6, 2018 Agency Scoping meeting and the public Open House held at the SeaTac 
Community Center on September 19, 20 18. 

As you know, SeaTac has joined with our neighboring cities of Burien, Des Moines and 
Normandy Park to retain professional assistance to help us to respond to areas of concern for 
all four jurisdictions. The comments in this letter are intended to supplement, but not abrogate, 
any comments made in that letter. 

The Port fonnally assured a variety of commitments to the City within the new Interlocal 
Agreement (ILA) that became effective in February 2018. These provisions need to be 
acknowledged and incorporated as necessary into the environmental documents. Our 
comments reflect our understanding and affirm our commitment to the terms of the ILA. 

The City has the following comments regarding the proposed scope of the environmental 
analysis: 

l . It is clear from reading the available documents that the Port has developed concepts 
for how future expansion will occur after completion of the defined "near term 
projects." For example, there is reference to future airplane hangars being constructed 
in the South Aviation Support Area (SASA), yet that and other project(s) are not 
proposed for analysis at this time. There are other statements in the Executive 
Summary that refer to projects that will be needed to accommodate forecasted growth 
in activity through 2034, beyond the horizon of the "near term projects." 

The State SEPA Guidelines (WAC 197-11-005 (2)) clearly provide that "the lead 
agency shall prepare its threshold determination and environmental impact statement 
(EIS), if required, at the earliest possible point in the planning and decision-making 
process, when the principal features of a proposal and its environmental impacts can 
be reasonably identified." We have formally raised this same concern in past Port 
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SEPA actions (International Arrivals Facility, North Satellite Expansion, Flight 
Corridor Safety Program, Concourse D Hardstand), yet the Port continues to 
"piecemeal" its environmental analyses. We direct your attention to WAC 197-11-060 
(3) and WAC 197-11-060 (5.d.ii), the latter which specifically notes that "phased 
reviewed" is not appropriate when "it would merely divide a larger system into 
segmented fragments or avoid discussion of cumulative impacts." The statement in 
the Scoping document that although the "SAMP includes the Long Term vision, those 
projects are not ripe for environmental review because it requires more study and is 
not reasonably foreseeable" is clearly not consistent with SEPA. 

In summary, the City's position is the scope of the environmental analysis needs to be 
expanded beyond "near terni projects" to analyze the impacts of conceptual buildout 
of the airport as it is currently envisioned. If the environmental impacts of the 
components of the Long Tenn Vision are not analyzed in conjunction with the "near 
tenn projects," the City will likely consider the environmental review as incomplete. 

2. In 2015, the City raised concerns with the Determination of Nonsignificance that the 
Port issued for the proposed International Arrivals Facility (IAF). Our concerns were 
that the IAF was clearly indicated as being needed to "ensure continued growth" and 
deal with "accelerated growth in international traffic." Following our initial 
comments, there were various communications that eventually resulted in a Letter of 
Understanding dated September 15, 2015, which was signed by our respective chief 
administrative officers and Responsible SEPA Officials. In that letter, the Port 
mm milted t0 ,tddrcssin!! Lhe ·'._growth of pas!>i;:_11gcr~ .lhm_will bQ...proccsscd in the IAJ·' .. 
<1s.mi.rt of the SAMP environmental review process (Item #6). We are reminding you 
of that binding commitment and our expectation to see that full analysis in the Draft 
EIS. 

We raised similar concerns with the environmental reviews for the North Satellite 
expansion, the Concourse D Hardstand project and the Flight Corridor Safety 
Program. We respectfully insist that this analysis include the impacts and other 
growth-related effects of these projects. 

3. The September 15, 2015 letter also notes the City and Port have worked together on a 
shared transportation plan model that was to be used to inform the City's 
Transportation Improvement Plan as well as the SAMP. This approach is confirmed in 
the 2018 ILA. We remind you of your binding commitment in the SAMP process to 
"identify transportation and other improvements necessary to accommodate future 
growth and mitigate where necessary" (Item #4) . 

Finally, in the September 15, 2015 letter, the Port clearly stated its "intention to fully 
and appropriately assess the transportation and other impacts of all airport 
growth .... as part of the Sustainable Airport Master Plan" (Item #8). This commitment 
relates to the concerns raised throughout our comments, in which we insist the 
environmental analysis address all anticipated airport growth discussed in the SAMP, 
not just the "near tenn projects." 

4. In regards to Transportation, the analysis should include projected use of public transit 
(light rail and RapidRide in particular) as a mean of both workers and travelers 
accessing the airport. This data should be consistent with Sound Transit ridership 
projections. Sound Transit's light rail Airport Station provides a convenient stop for 
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transit and passenger vehicles dropping off individuals to access the skybridge across 
International Blvd, As part of the Federal Way Link Extension, the light rail station in 
the Kent/Highline area is projected to have JO-second bus headways by 2040. The 
environmental assessment needs to address the impacts and mitigation of future bus 
passengers at the Airport Station. 

Z[ 5. l~ 
c1/) 

The Transportation analysis should also evaluate the pending construction of SR 509 
and its impact on airport-related cargo truck traffic's use of city streets. 

--

6. The planned employee surface parking lot (Project L06) is proposed adjacent to 
known wetlands that have been delineated by the Port. The EIS needs to describe the 
nature of the potential wetland impacts and prescribe appropriate mitigation measures 
to ensure the integrity of these wetlands. In addition, Project L06 does not indicate 
how it is proposed to access and utilize the City's streets, the traffic volumes and 
frequency of trips to be generated and related environmental issues. 

7. The transportation analysis needs to consider the impact airport-related truck traffic 
will have on City streets from both a traffic and street integrity standpoint, due to the 
two proposed cargo facilities (Projects CO2, C03). 

8. The City's road network may not have the capacity to support the likely increases in 
traffic to be caused by projected airport growth. The City is not obligated to 

f' accommodate that growth or fund improvements to increase road capacity for privae 
~ or public projects of this nature. The transportation analysis conducted for the SAMP 
Cl) needs to address how the Port will mitigate its off-site transportation impacts. 

Thank you for providing an extended Scoping comment period and also providing numerous 
opportunities for public and agency participation in the Scoping process. We look forward to 
receiving the SEPA Draft EIS and NEPA EA upon issuance of those documents. 

St e Pi lcher, SEPA Responsible Official 
Community & Economic Development Director 

Cc: City Manager 
City Council 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Dear Mr. Rybolt: 

Jim Ferrell 
SAMP Public Comments 
Yarden Weidenfeld: ~; Mark Orthmann; Stephanie Courtney; Tyler Hemstreet 
Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) Scoping Public Comment Letter - City of Federal Way 
Thursday, September 27, 2018 6:22:37 PM 
LETTER·Port-of-Seattle-Steye-Rybolt-9-27-18 pdf 

Attached is our official Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP) scoping public comment letter for 

the City of Federal Way. 

Thank you, 

Jim Ferrell 
Marr 

~ Federal Way 
33325 8th Ave So., Federal Way, WA 98003 
Ph: 253.835.2402 I Fx: 253.835.2409 
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Re: Sea-Tac Sustainable Airport Master Plan Environmental Review 

Dear Mr. Rybolt: 

MAYOR'S OFFICE 
33325 8th Avenue South 

Federal Way, WA 98003-6325 
(253) 835-2400 

www.cityoffederalway.com 

Jim Ferrell, Mayor 

September 27, 2018 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on scoping for environmental review of 
the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP). With the unanimous approval of our City 
Council, I am writing this comment letter on behalf of the City of Federal Way. 

As you probably know, Federal Way residents have been expressing an increasing 
number of concerns about the impacts of aircraft flying to and from Sea-Tac International 
Airport ("Sea-Tac11

). The SAMP is based upon a projection of an increase in annual passengers 
handled from 46.9 million last year to 56 million in 2027 to 66 million by 2034. Just to handle 
the increased passenger demand projected through 2027, the SAMP's "short-term" proposal 
involves construction of a 19-gate new passenger terminal, new taxiway extensions, 
additional air cargo facilities, and approximately thirty other infrastructure projects. 
Meanwhile, the Port has stated that the twenty additional airport expansion and 
redevelopment improvement projects that would be necessary to meet "long-term" demand 
(i.e. through 2034) are not "ripe for review." 

Needless to say, these expansion plans have only exacerbated the concerns of our 
constituents, many of whom are already burdened by excessive aircraft noise. With this 
background in mind, I am offering the following comments on SAMP environmental review 
scoping under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the Washington State 
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA). 

I. Alternatives to massive expansion plans must be evaluated. 

As noted above, our community is already facing an unbearable level of air traffic over 
'""' our homes at all hours of the day and night. The resulting noise and aircraft emissions are 
4. greatly affecting our quality of life. According to a presentation by the Port of Seattle at a 
~ High line Forum meeting in May of 2017, the number of operations at Sea-Tac has increased 

Li: substantially in recent years. Specifically, aircraft operations have increased from 317,186 
operations in 2013 to 412,170 in 2016. This translates to approximately 260 more aircraft 
going over homes daily, which in turn means an increased noise burden to residents. 

1 



For this reason, it is imperative that the Port analyze the following alternatives: 

A. No Project 

The Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Statement (EA/EIS) for the SAMP 
must include a detailed analysis of a "No Project" alternative to the current expansion plans. 
What would that mean, and how would Sea-Tac operations be managed if expansion is not an 
option? What would be done in that case to improve efficiency? What would be changed in 
terms of how passengers are processed? In other words, this alternative must analyze the 
absolute capacity of Sea-Tac without any expansion. 

B. uconstralned" Alternatives 

The current plans are based on unconstrained demand. However, in addition to "No 
Project," the EA/EIS must analyze at least one or more scaled back alternatives that do not 
meet all projected demand. One reason this is necessary is that projections are only estimates. 
It is already apparent that SAMP projections are inaccurate because they show 398,210 
operations in 2019,1 a number that was already exceeded in 2016, when Sea-Tac reported a 

-... total of 412,170 aircraft operations. Future projections could be equally over- or under
l estimated. 

~ Secondly, demand itself can be constrained by hcv.' the Port chooses to proceed .. The 
current forecasts, as the Port stipulates, "do not include physical, regulatory, environmental or 
other impediments to aviation activity growth."2 Therefore, the Port should conduct a detailed 
analysis of lesser "constrained" alternatives, such as, for example: 

• Reduced additional air cargo facilities and/or diverting cargo to other airports in our 
region 

• Without a new passenger terminal, with a reduced increase in gates, and/or with a 
diversion of passenger growth to other existing airports in our region 

• With a voluntary curfew, as is being discussed in the Sea-Tac Airport Stakeholders 
Roundtable (StART) Aviation Noise Working Group 

• With a limit on use of the third runway to what was originaiiy promised (inciement 
weather). Again, the StART Aviation Noise Working Group is examining the possibility of 
a new runway use agreement. 

l "Forecasts of Aviation Activity" (Technical Memorandum No. 4 at Page 6-24 (Table 6-8)) 

2 SAMP "Executive Summary" at Page 2-1. 
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• With constrained facilities for a constrained number of operations. An alternative of 
constrained facilities is important because, as we have seen with the third runway, once 
facilities are built, they are available for use long into the future and can be used to an 
even greater extent than is initially planned. 

II. Scoping must include current projects. 

There are a number of current or recent construction projects that have already gone 
through environmental review with a finding of non-significance, including the North Satellite 
Modernization Project, the International Arrivals Facility (IAF) Project, and the Runway 16C/34C 
Rehabilitation Project. All current or recently completed projects should be evaluated together 
with the "short-term" projects under the SAMP, in order to analyze cumulative impacts. 
Segmenting the projects only serves to hide their overall impact. 

Ill. Scoping must include future projects. 

SAMP documents state that the Sea-Tac airfield/airspace system has "insufficient 
capacity to meet the unconstrained 20-year forecast demand."3 The documents do contain a 
Long-Term Vision that would satisfy the SAMP 2034 forecasted demand by describing an 
operationally efficient airport layout, which would be achieved by twenty specific airport 
expansion and redevelopment improvement projects (in addition to the SAM P's 30 Near-Term 
projects).

4 
However, SAMP documents go on to state that these "longer-range projects are not 

CV") ripe for conducting detailed environmental impact analysis" and that "[o]nce those projects are 
, ripe for review, the Port will be required to comply with NEPA and SEPA."5 Furthermore, SAMP 

3, documents speak of a "comprehensive study of airfield/airspace operations to commence 
1..-.( following completion of the SAMP."6 

We strongly object to this approach. As noted above, segmenting the environmental 
review of projects only serves to hide their overall impact. Cumulative impacts of all future 
projects must be analyzed now, even if the "long-term" projects cannot be analyzed in as much 
detail as the "near-term" projects. Also, the "comprehensive study of airfield/airspace 
operations" cannot be deferred. It must be conducted now, as part of SAMP environmental 
review. 

3 Id. at Page 5-12. 

4 "Facilities Implementation and Financial Feasibility" (Technical Memorandum No. 7) at Pages 6-1 - 6-4. 

5 "Environmental Overview" (Technical Memorandum No. 8) at Page 1-2. 

6 SAMP "Executive Summary" at Page 4-2. 
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IV. Scoping must incorporate the results of other relevant studies, even if this delays 
issuance of EA/EIS. 

\ Due to the many concerns raised regionally about the increasing number of aircraft over 
3, our communities, there are a number of studies that have been launched this year and last. It is 

imperative that environmental review of the SAMP include an evaluation of the results of these 
studies, even if this delays issuance of the SAMP Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). These 

studies include: 

A. State-funded University of Washington study on the levels of ultra-fine particles 
(UFPs) in areas impacted by Sea-Tac. 

This study, due to be completed on December 1, 2019 "must attempt to distinguish 
between aircraft and other sources of ultrafine particulate matter, and must compare 
concentrations of ultrafine particulate matter in areas impacted by high volumes of air traffic 
with concentrations of ultrafine particulate matter in areas that are not impacted by high 
volumes of air traffic."7 Preliminary data does appear to support Sea-Tac as a primary source of 
UFPs. Thus, the environmental impact of SAMP plans cannot be fully evaluated before the final 
results of this University of Washington study are taken into account. 

1 
Furthermore, the State of Washington budget proviso funding this study also mandates 

that in its conclusion, "the university must report study findings, including any gaps and 
uncertafntfes ln health information associated with ultrafine particulate matter, and 
recommend to the legislature whether sufficient information is available to proceed with a 
second phase of the study."8 This "second phase" will be on the health effects of UFPs. A bill to 
fund this "second phase" is expected to be introduced in the 2019 session of the State 
Legislature by State Rep. Mike Pellicciotti. The results of this "second phase" must also be 
evaluated as part of SAMP environmental review because not only the prevalence of UFPs, but 
also their toxicity must be taken into account. 

B. State of Washington Department of Commerce study on the community impacts of 
Sea-Tac operations. 

The State of Washington Department of Commerce is currently engaged in a study, 
funded by the State of Washington and by six South King County cities, on the "impacts that the 
current and ongoing airport operations have on quality of life associated with air traffic noise, 
pubiic heaith, traffic, congestion, and parking in residential areas, pedestrian access to and 
around the airport, public safety and crime within the cities, effects on residential and 
nonresidential property values, and economic development opportunities, in the cities of 

7 Budget Proviso contained in Washington State Operating Budget passed by the State Legislature in 20 l 7. 
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SeaTac, Burien, Des Moines, Tukwila, Federal Way, [and] Normandy Park."9 Since these impacts 
are at the core of our community's concerns, the results of this study must be included as part 
of SAMP environmental review. This is the first study in more than twenty years on local 
impacts of the airport. Its results must inform the SAMP analysis and be used to determine 
feasible alternatives and mitigation. The study is currently due to be completed in December 
2019. 

C. Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC} Regional Aviation Baseline Study 

Recently, the Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC), for which I serve on the executive 
board, accepted approximately $1 million in funding from the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) to conduct a regional aviation baseline study. The objective of this study "is to provide a 
clear picture of the aviation activities and needs in the central Puget Sound region (King, Kitsap, 
Pierce, and Snohomish) and set the stage for future planning."10 This study is due to be 

j--. completed in December 2019. Once again, SAMP environmental review cannot be considered 
~ I complete without an evaluation of the results of this study, as it "is expected to produce 

\ ~ I information critical for understanding the region's aviation needs and options for policy makers 
~ I to consider for meeting those needs in the future."11 

D. Washington State Legislature Joint Transportation Committee Air Cargo Study 

The Washington State Legislature Joint Transportation Committee (JTC) is currently 
engaged in a study that is evaluating "the current and future capacity of the statewide air cargo 
system."12 One objective of the study is to "[e]xplore possibilities for accommodating the 
growing air cargo market at more airports around the state."13 Since the continued projected 
increase in air cargo at Sea-Tac is a critical component of the SAMP,14 and the Port's stated goal 
is to "[t]riple air cargo volume to 750,000 metric tons,"15 it would behoove the Port to first 
examine the JTC study results as part of SAMP environmental review. This study is expected to 
be completed by the end of this year (2018). 

9 Budget Proviso contained in Washington State Operating Budget passed by the State Legislature in 2018. 

10 "Regional Aviation Baseline Study-Scope of Work Summary" 

11 Id. 

tz Washington State Air Cargo Movement Study (November 15, 2018 Power Point at Slide 3). 

14 SAMP "Executive Summary" at Page 2-3 (Table 2-1) 

15 "Port of Seattle 2018-2022 Long Range Plan" Objective 3 (slides 9 and 12). 
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V. Relevant impacts of past actions must be evaluated versus what was projected at the 
time. 

Under NEPA, environmental review of the SAMP must include an analysis of the 
relevant effects of past actions versus what was projected at the time. In particular, 
construction of the third runway was projected not to have a significant impact on South King 
County communities like Federal Way, because it was supposed to be used only in inclement 
weather. However, we all know that it is now used routinely. In fact, the Port's own data show 
that its usage has gone from 10,079 "Northflow" landings in 2011 to 57,287 such landings in 
201716, a nearty six fold increase in six years. This change puts many planes directly over homes 
in the Marine Hills and other neighborhoods of Federal Way, where there were none ten years 
ago, This experience has generated a certain amount of distrust in our community that could be 
alleviated if SAMP environmental review analyzes the true impacts of the third runway as 
compared with what was projected, how those affects would be exacerbated should the full 
SAMP plans go forward, and how we can be assured that this time, impacts are accurately 
projected, fully acknowledged, and properly considered. 

VI. Foreseeable changes relevant to Sea~Tac operations must be included in the SAMP 
environmental review. 

There are many changes taking place in aviation unrelated to the Port's SAMP. Critically, 
foreseeable changes that will take place with implementation of NextGen Required Navigation 
Perfo;mance (RNP}, Optim1zed P;ofile Descent, and decreased separation distance 
requirements from wake re-categorization must be incorporated into the SAMP. While many 
people in south King County report lower flying and more frequent aircraft and more 
streamlined flight paths (both to be expected with the implementation of NextGen Required 
Navigation Performance (RNP), Optimized Profile Descent, and decreased separation distance 
requirements from wake re-categorization), we have been told repeatedly by the Port that 
NextGen procedures have in fact not yet been implemented for final approaches at Sea-Tac. If 
so, eventual implementation of NextGen will further exacerbate what is already an 
unacceptable situation for our residents. Thus, SAMP environmental review must include the 
impact of unrelated foreseeable changes, such as full implementation of NextGen, together 
with the changes projected by the SAMP itself. 

VII. All impacts of noise must be evaluated. 

We have aii been educated as to the Day-Night Average Sound Levei (DNL) formula that 
is used by the FAA to evaluate the impacts of noise. According to the FAA: 

Day-Night Average Sound level (DNL) is a 24-hour equivalent sound level. DNL is 
expressed as an average noise level on the basis of annual aircraft operations for 

16 "Runway Use Statistics" (Port of Seattle report run on June 4, 2018 and provided to City of Federal Way Mayor's 
Office) 
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a calendar year. To calculate the DNL at a specific location, Sound Exposure 
Levels (SELs) (the total sound energy of a single sound event) for that particular 
location are determined for each aircraft operation (landing or takeoff). 
The SEL for each operation is then adjusted to reflect the duration of the 
operation to arrive at a "partial'' DNL for the operation. The partial DNLs are 
then added logarithmically - with the appropriate penalty for those operations 
occurring during the nighttime hours - to determine total noise exposure levels 
for the average day of the year.17 

However, DNL as an annoyance level is fundamentally flawed. Humans do not perceive 
a single, short, loud sound event as an average over a much longer period of time. The Yale 
University Office of Environmental Health and Safety places the decibel level of a vacuum 
cleaner at 75 dBA.18 At that amount of sound pressure, the vacuum could run for twenty 
minutes of every hour and not fall within the 65 DNL established by the FAA as the point when 
people become annoyed by noise. The very concerns raised by residents of Federal Way, which 
lies entirely outside of the FAA's 65 DNL "noise contour," show the inadequacy of this metric. 
Therefore, in addition to DNL, the following impacts of noise must be evaluated as part of 
SAMP environmental review. 

Furthermore, in the interest of transparency and as part of building trust with area 
communities, we request that the public have full access to all tools and data inputs that are 
used in determining the impact of noise so we can independently confirm the results of the 
analyses presented. 

A. Single event noise ("SEL") must be evaluated. 

As noted above, people do not experience average noise. They experience each loud 
event separately. For this reason, the Port must carefully evaluate the appropriate method of 
analysis for SEL. We request that the Port conduct a nationwide survey of recent state-of-the
art airport analyses of SEL and present the results of the survey in a public white paper, to be 
released prior to the environmental review document. The Port should consider public input 
and then select the most appropriate method of analysis for the Sea-Tac SAMP environmental 
review. 

B. Evaluation must not be limited to the "noise contour." 

The increase in overflights and corresponding increase in significant noise events point 
to the inadequacy of the FAA's 65 DNL noise contour, which excludes all of Federal Way. 

17 "Aircraft Noise & Noise Monitoring" (Published by Federal Aviation Administration) at Question 4; 
https://www.faa.gov/airports/airport development/omp/fag/Media/Noise Monitoring.pdf 

18 "Decibel Level Comparison Chart" (Yale Office of Environmental Health and Safety); 
https://ehs.yale.edu/sites/default/files/files/decibel-level-chart.pdf 
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Evaluation of the noise impacts of the SAM P must extend, at minimum to twelve miles beyond 
the paved end of any airport runway and two miles from the centerline of any runway or from 
an imaginary runway centerline extending twelve miles from the paved end of such runway, as 
would be included in the State noise abatement zone under amendments to RCW 53.54 
proposed in the 2018 legislative session by Rep. Mike Pellicciotti. 

C. Noise as "quality of life" and health issue must be considered, not just nuisance. 

For too long, aircraft noise has been evaluated merely as a "nuisance". However, it is 
increasingly clear that aircraft noise results in not just a nuisance but also in a severe erosion of 
people's quality of life. These effects must be evaluated, including an analysis of the extent to 
which people's sleep ls affected by middle-of-the night heavv freight flights, and people's ability 
to have outside activities or even open windows during the day ruined by the constant 
overhead flights preventing even casual conversation. Resulting drops in property values must 
also be evaluated. 

Furthermore, noise must be considered also as a health issue. For years, scientists have 
warned that ever-increasing environmental noise has a negative impact on people's health. 
These effects can be physical, psychological, and even intellectual. For example, one almost 

I forty-year-old study found that after the installation of rubber cushions and noise-absorbing 

1 
ceilings in clpssrooms, children's reading scores increased.19 And more recent research found a 
correlation between exposure to airplane noise and heart attacks, chest pain, hypertension, 
and strokes amongst those iiving near and around airports. 20 A study published just last year 
linked loud noises to hearing loss.21 This author asked: 

... [W]ill the outcry from citizens concerned about the deleterious effects of 
noise on health convince governments to pass policies to address noise 
pollution? Will public officials recognize that sound data already exist to justify 
passing and enforcing such policies? I will urge public officials to heed former 
Surgeon General \Nilliam H. Stewart's quote: "Must we wait unti! we prove every 
link in the chain of causation? I stand firmly with Surgeon General Burney's 
statement of 10 years ago. In protecting health absolute proof comes late. To 
wait for it is to invite disaster or to prolong suffering unnecessarily.22 

19 "The effect of a noise abatement program on reading ability" by A. L. Bronzaft. Journal of Environmental 
Psychology. I, 215-222. doi: I 0.10 I 6/S0272-4944(81 )80040-0 ( 1981) 

20 "Residential exposure to aircraft noise and hospital admissions for cardiovascular diseases: Multi-airport 
retrospective study" by A. W. Correia, I. L. Peters, J. L. Levy, S. Melly, and F. Dominici. British Medical Joumal. 
147, f556 I. doi: I 0. I I 36/bmj.f556 I (2013) 

21 "Impact of noise on health: The divide between policy and science" by A. L. Bronzaft. Open Journal of Social 
Sciences. 5, 108-120. doi: I0.4236/jss.2017.55008(2017) 
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It should also be noted that the FAA Reauthorization Bill passed by the House of 
Representatives on April 27, 2018 adds Seattle to cities being analyzed in a study of the 
health impacts of airport noise.23 

This evidence can no longer be ignored. As part of environmental review of the 
SAMP, the health implications of increased aircraft noise must be analyzed. 

VIII. All impacts of aircraft emissions must be evaluated. 

Airplane pollution has been linked to respiratory-related issues. In 2015, researchers 
collected and examined data from twelve of California's largest airports.24 Health effects from 
pollution readings around the airports were measured using the California Emergency 
Department and Ambulatory Surgery data for emergency room visits and inpatient discharge 
data for overnight hospital admissions. Daily admissions of all people with a diagnosis 
associated with respiratory illnesses were included. 

The study found a large proportion of local air pollution is caused by congestion from 
airports. In terms of the link between health and pollution, admissions for respiratory problems 
were strongly related to airplane emissions. Pollution also increased admissions for chronic 
obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD} and heart problems. Increases in pollution levels had a 
negative impact on the whole population, but greater effects were seen in children and the 
elderly. 

In particular, impacts associated with increased nitrogen oxides, fine particulate matter 
and ultra-fine particulate matter must be analyzed as part of SAMP environmental review. 

A. Nitrogen Oxides 

Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) affect the way we live and breathe and are being emitted at a 
much greater level by newer jet engines. Nitrogen Oxides (NOx) are "one of the main 
ingredients involved in the formation of ground-level ozone, which can trigger serious 
respiratory problems," including "damage to lung tissue and reduction in lung function."25 

According to the United States General Accounting Office (GAO), "our estimate of emissions 

23 
Presentation of Port of Seattle Federal & International Government Relations Senior Manager Eric Schinfeld at 

June 27, 2018 meeting of Sea-Tac Airport Stakeholders Roundtable (StART) (held at Sea-Tac Conference Center) 

24 See "Airports, air pollution, and contemporaneous health" by W. Schlenker and W.R. Walker. The Review 
ofEconomicStudies, 83(2), 768-809. doi: I0.1093/restud/rdv043 (2015) 

25 "NOx--How Nitrogen Oxides Affect the Way We Live And Breathe" (Published by the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards EPA-456/F-98-005 September 
1998) at pages 2-3; https://nepis.epa.gov/Exe/ZyPURL.cgi?Dockey=P I 00062O.TXT 
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produced by the U.S. commercial aircraft fleet in 2001 indicates that the engines used on the 
newest Boeing 737 models, which are widely used for domestic flights, average over 40 percent 
more nitrogen oxides emissions during landings and takeoffs than the engines primarily used on 
older ... model Boeing 737s."26 

B. Fine Particulate Matter 

"Fine" particles are under 2.5 microns in diameter.27 In a presentation to the Highline 
Forum, Port of Seattle Aviation Environmental Sustainability Manager Leslie Stanton stated that 
there are existing environmental standards for "fine" particles. 28 Stanton also stated that "fine" 

I 
particles are regulated and have been found to "[c]ause direct adverse health effects in 
humans.''29 

~ I Although the SAMP documents identify air quality as one of the environmental impact 
~ 1 categories to be analyzed in the draft EIS, they go on to state that Sea-Tac currently meets 

~ , I federal, state and regional air quality standards for fine particulates {PM 2.5), 30 despite aircraft 
engines currently pumping 13 tons of PM 2.5 into the air each year. The health impacts of fine 
particulate matter must be analyzed as part of SAMP environmental review, whether or not the 
legal standards are met. 

C. Ultra-fine particulate matter (UFPs) 

Ultra-fine particles iUFPs) are particles less than 100 nanometers in diameter.31 The 
relationship of UFPs to air traffic and their effects on health is an emerging field of study. The 
number of studies on UFPs and airports appears to be gradually increasing from zero to three 
per year until 2013 to an average of over six studies per year since 2014. 32 

26 Aviation and the Environmenl- Strategic Framework Needed to Address Challenges Posed by Aircraft Emissions 
(Report by United States General Accounting Office (GAO) to the House of Representatives Chairman of 
Subcommittee on Aviation, Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, GAO-03-252, February 2003) at page 
4; https://www.gao.gov/assets/240/237430.pdf 

27 "Ultrafine Particles Near Airports" by Dr. Tim Larson and Dr. Edmund Seto (Power Point Presented at November 
15, 2017 meeting ofHighline Forum in Tukwila, Washington) at Slide 5. 

is Oral Presentation of Port of Seattle Aviation Environmental Sustainability Manager Leslie Stanton at July 26, 
20 l 7 meeting of Highline Forum at Seatac City Hall. 

29 Id. (quoting "Air Quality Initiatives at Sea-Tac Airport" by Stanton (Power Point presentation) at Slide 5) 

30 "Environmental Overview" (Technical Memorandum No. 8) at Page 2- I 

~
1 "Ultrafine Particles Near Airports" by Dr. Tim Larson and Dr. Edmund Seto (Power Point Presented at November 

15, 20 l 7 meeting ofHighline Forum in Tukwila, Washington) at Slide 5. 

3z "Ultrafine Particles Near Airports" by Dr. Tim Larson and Dr. Edmund Seto (Power Point Presented at March 28, 
2018 meeting ofHighline Forum in Federal Way City Hall) at Slide 7. 

10 



As noted above, the University of Washington is currently engaged in a state-funded 
study on the levels of UFPs in areas impacted by Sea-Tac Airport. A similar study was released 
on August 4, 2016 with respect to Logan International Airport in Boston, Massachusetts.33 That 
study found that "aviation impacts on PNC [ultrafine particle number concentrations] extend 
many kilometers downwind of Logan airport," that "PNCs were positively correlated with flight 
activity," and that "when winds were from the direction of the airport, PNCs increased with 
increasing wind speed, suggesting that buoyant aircraft exhaust plumes were the likely 
source."34

. The study concluded that "PNC exposure assessment studies [need] to take aircraft 
emissions into consideration, particularly in populated areas near airports."35 

Prior studies on health effects of UFPs were "limited largely to roadway traffic studies" 
but suggested "associations with cardiovascular, respiratory, and possibly cancer health 
effects."36 For instance: 

• A California study released in 2015 found a "[p]ositive association ... between UFP and 
ischemic heart disease mortality, but not respiratory mortality (including lung 
cancer)."37 

• A Canadian study released in 2017 found a "[p]ositive association ... between UFP and 
incident Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease (COPD), but not asthma or lung 
cancer."38 The abstract for this study stated that '"[l]ittle is known about the long-term 
health effects of ambient ultrafine particles ... including their association with 
respiratory disease."'39 

33 
"Aviation Emissions Impact Ambient Ultrafine Particle Concentrations in the Greater Boston Area" by N. Hudda, 

M. C. Simon, W. Zamore, D. Brugge, and J.L. Durant (Environ. Sci. Technology., 2016, 50 (16), pp 8514-8521); 
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/full/ I 0.102L/acs.est.6b01815 

34 Abstract of Id.; https://pubs.acs.org/doi/ful I/ I 0. I 021 /acs.est.6b01815 

36 "Ultrafine Particles Near Airports" (March 28, 20 l 8) at Slide 13. 

37 "Ultrafine Particles Near Airports" (November 15, 2017) at Slide 25. 

38 Id. at Slide 26. 

39 
Id. (quoting Abstract of"Long-term exposure to ambient ultrafine particles and respiratory disease incidence in in 

[sic] Toronto, Canada: a cohort study" by Scott Weichenthal, Li Bai, Marianne Hatzopoulou, Keith Van Ryswyk, 
Jeffrey C. Kwong, Michael Jerrett, Aaron van Donkelaar, Randall V. Martin, Richard T. Burnett, Hong Lu, and 
Hong Chen (Environmental Health (2017) 16:64 )) 
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• Another Canadian study released in 2017 found a "[p]ositive association ... between 
UFP and prostate cancer."40 The abstract for this study stated as "[bJackground" that 
"epidemiological studies ha[d] yet to evaluate the relationship between UFPs and 
cancer incidence."41 

• Another Canadian study released in 2017 found a "(w]eak, non-significant association 
between UFP and breast cancer."42 

Other recent studies have "[s]uggest[ed] [a]cute [h]ealth [e]ffects in [s]usceptible 
[p]opulations."43 For instance: 

• A North Camlina study ieleased in 2014 four.d that '"[c]ontrnlred [e]xposure of 
[h]umans with [m]etabolic (s]yndrome to [c]oncentrated {u]ltrafine [a]mbient 
[p]articulate [m]atter [c]auses [c]ardiovascular [e]ffects."'44 

• A study released in 2015 found that in diabetic individuals, "[e]levated particle number 
concentrations induce immediate changes in heart rate variability."45 

I Finally, the only airport- related study on the health effects of UFPs known to the 

1 
scientists working on the University of Washington study was "conducted in Los Angeles on a 
group of asthmatic adults" and "observed an increase in inflammatory blood markers and a 
reduction in lung function with short-term exposures."46 

Despite the emerging evidence, there do not (yet) appear to be any official 
environmental standards with respect to UFPs.47 In a presentation to the Hightine Forum, Port 

40 Id. at Slide 27. 

41 Id. (quoting Abstract of"Spatial variations in ambient ultra.fine particle concentrations and the risk of incident 
prostate cancer: A case•control study" by Scott Weichenthal, Eric Lavigne, Marie-France Valois, Marianne 
Hatzopolou, Keith Van Ryswyk, Maryam Shekarrizfard, Paul J. Villeneuve, Mark S. Goldberg, and Marie-Elise 
Parent ( Environmental Research 156 (2017) 374•380)) 

42 Id. at Slide 28. 

43 Id. at Slide 30. 

44 Id. (quoting "Controlled Exposure of Humans with Metabolic Syndrome to Concentrated Ultrafine Ambient 
Particulate Matter Causes Cardiovascular Effects" by Robert B. Devlin, Candice 8. Smith, Michael T. Schmitt, Ana 
G. Rappold, Alan Hinderliter, Don Graff, and Martha Sue Carraway (Toxicological Sciences 140(1), 61·72 2014)) 

45 Id. (quoting "Elevated particle number concentrations induce immediate changes in heart rate variability: a panel 
study in individuals with impaired glucose metabolism or diabetes" by Annette Peters, Regina Hampel, JosefCyrys, 
Susanne Breitner, Uta Geruschkat, Ute Kraus, Wojciech Zareba, and Alexandra Schneider (Particle and Fiber 
Toxicology (2015) 12:7)) 

46 "Ultrafine Particles Near Airports" (March 28, 2018) at Slide 13. 
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of Seattle Aviation Environmental Sustainability Manager Leslie Stanton confirmed that "UFP 
studies from L[os] A[ngeles], Atlanta and other airports show UFPs from airports."48 While she 
claimed that there is "[n]o clear connection between exposure levels [of UFPs] and adverse 
health impacts," she mentioned that "UFPs penetrate deep into the lungs" and that the 
"[e]merging literature suggests health impacts similar to PM 2.5 [fine particulate matter]," 
which is regulated and has been found to "[c]ause direct adverse health effects in humans.''49 

Finally, she stated that the Port is using "[e]xisting studies," "[t]racking emerging science [of] 
Ultrafine particulates (UFPs)," and "[s]trongly support[ing] additional research into exposures 
and health impacts of UFPs," including the University of Washington study.50 

Given the emerging nature of this field of study and the indications that {a) aircraft are a 
primary cause of the prevalence of UFPs and (b) UFPs may have serious negative health impacts 
on people, it is all the more important for the SAM P environmental review to include an 
analysis of the results of both phases of the University of Washington study on UFPs-the first 
on the levels of Uf Ps in areas impacted by Sea-Tac Airport and the second on the health effects 
of UFPs. 

Although there do not appear to be environmental health official standards on UFPs, 
that does not necessarily preclude an examination of their prevalence, potential harm, and 
mitigation. As an example, the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit once 
upheld a requirement that heliport operations be reduced by 47 percent, even though that 
percentage "was not backed by any study reflecting the appropriate scenario or demonstrating 
that such specific percentage of noise reduction was the ideal" because "the proprietor was 
entitled to eliminate a portion of the Heliport's operations upon reaching a conclusion that a 
problem of excessive noise existed."51 

D. Air Quality Study 

A robust air quality study must be conducted, also out to at least twelve miles beyond 
the paved end of any airport runway and two miles from the centerline of any runway or from 

47 
See, ~, "EPA will consider whether to propose ultrafine particle air quality standard" by Baker & Hostetler LLP 

- Justin J. Schwab (April 27, 20l4) stating that '"'[rJecent comments by EPA officials suggest that the agency will 
consider whether it should, for the first time, set a standard for 'ultrafine' particles when it reviews its particulate 
matter national ambient air quality standard ('NAAQS') under the Clean Air Act" (emphasis added); 
https://www.Iexology.com/librarv/detail .aspx?g=90 I ed86c-2932-4852-8aa8-7 df0b5b69 l 52 

48 
Oral Presentation of Port of Seattle Aviation Environmental Sustainability Manager at July 26, 2017 meeting of 

Highline Forum at Seatac City Hall (quoting "Air Quality Initiatives at Sea-Tac Airport" by Stanton (Power Point 
presentation) at Slide 12) 

49 
Id. (quoting "Air Quality initiatives at Sea-Tac Airport" at Slides 5 and 12) 

50 Id. (quoting "Air Quality Initiatives at Sea-Tac Airport" at Slides 3 and 16) 

51 Nat'l Helicopter Corp. of Am. v. City of New York, 137 F.3d 8 l, 90 (2nd Cir. 1998) 
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an imaginary runway centerline extending twelve miles from the paved end of such runway, as 
would be included in the State noise abatement zone under amendments to RCW 53.54 
proposed in the 2018 legislative session by Rep. Mike Pellicciotti. It must include, but not be 
limited to, an analysis of metals, aerosols, and fuel venting. 

E. Risk Analysis 

A risk analysis must be conducted identifying the risks of air traffic to the residents 
below and how to protect the residents in terms of the cumulative impact of noise and 
emissions. 

F. Impact of Transition to Biofuels 

Part of SAMP environmental review should be an analysis of how transitioning to 
sustainable aviation biofuels would mitigate the impact of aircraft emissions. 

G. Transparency 

As part of building trust with our community, we request that the public have full access 
to all toots and data inputs that are used in determining the impact of emissions. 

IX. All feasible mitigation and abatement measures and alternatives to address impacts 
to the community must be considered 

SAMP environmental review must consider all feasible mitigation and abatement 
measures and all feasible alternatives that will ameliorate impacts to the community. Some 
examples include: 

A. Changing Glide Slope 

All runways on the north side (i.e. south flow approaches to Sea-Tac) use the 
international standard three-degree glide path. Three degrees is the optimum profile descent 
to minimize fuel burn and emissions. 

However, the north flow approaches to the longest runway (34R) are on a lower 2.75-
degree glide path. A shallower glide path means not only that the aircraft is lower and closer to 
the homes, schoois, and businesses beiow, but it is aiso no ionger in the optimized profiie 
descent and may be forced to increase power and emissions to stay on its shallow path. This 
has a compounding effect on residents on the ground. 

Changing the glide slope will also make the approach safer. The wake turbulence risk 
analysis by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) on Runways 34C and 34R was conducted 
using a three-degree glide slope for both runways, and the procedure is already authorized at 
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three degrees. 52 By publishing the procedures using the lower 2. 75-degree glide slope, planes 
are lower and at higher risk of hitting a crane or obstacle. Therefore, aircraft landing on Runway 
34R are lower and louder, burn more fuel, expel more pollution, and are less safe than if they 
were flying on the authorized three-degree glide path. 

Raising the glide slope beyond three degrees would further reduce the noise impact. 
Frankfurt Airport has tested to 4.5 degrees53 solely for noise mitigation prior to settling on 3.2 
degrees.54 Sea-Tac should investigate raising all glide slopes above three degrees. San Diego's 
approaches to Runway 27 are at 3.5 degrees. While this glide slope was set for obstacle 
reasons, it shows that it is possible routinely to have a steeper glide slope. 

B. Changing Flight Tracks 

South of the airport flight tracks go out of their way over the residential areas, 55 when 
flying over the Puget Sound would be more efficient with a greatly reduced noise impact. 

Using well-designed Required Navigation Performance (RNP), approach flight paths 
could take advantage of the unpopulated areas {Puget Sound) to reduce track miles, fuel 
burned, emissions, and time spent for airline carriers flying from Asia and Alaska. FAA criteria 
state that the final turn should be completed by 1000-feet above the threshold. On a standard 
three-degree glide path, that is 3.1 nautical miles (nm) from the threshold. However, 
exceptions to these criteria are granted. For example, at Reagan National Airport, the RNP path 
completes its final turn at 0.6 nm from the airport. At Sea-Tac, the ideal rollout for the fewest 
number of homes to be impacted is 2.2 nm, which is four times further than the Reagan 
National RNP to runway 19. 

RNP approaches from the south and from the east could follow 1-5 straight toward the 
airport over the South 272nd Street Park and Ride and then the uninhabited former dump north 
of it. 1-5 is ten lanes of concrete with shoulders, a median, and ditches on both sides and has 
significant ambient noise. 

52 
See FAA Order JO 71 I0.308C "Simultaneous Dependent Approaches to Closely Spaced Parallel Runways" 

(January 26, 2018) at Page Al (Appendix A, Note 3) 

51 "Tests at Frankfurt airport of steeper approach path at 4.5 degrees -details awaited" (October l l, 2013); 
http://www.airportwatch.org. uk/20 13/ I 0/tests-at-frankfurt-ai rport-o f-steeper-approach-path-at-4-5-degrees-detai Is
a waited/ 

54 "Frankfurt Airport pioneers active noise abatement" (www.intemationafairportreview.com Volume 19, Issue 4, 
20 l 5 ); hrtps:/ /ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/modes/air/ ses/ses-
award/pro j ects/doc/intematio nal airportreview 2015 g4 frankfurtgbas.pdf 

55 
"Noise Programs & N extGen Briefing" (Port of Seattle Power Point Presentation at May 24, 2017 meeting of 

Highline Forum held in Sea-Tac International Airport Conference Center) at Slide 12 
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But even using standard criteria, a 3.1nm Final Roll Out Point (FROP) would allow an 
approach to Runway 34L that avoids flying over all residents of Federal Way by flights coming 
from Alaska and Asia. Today, most approaches flying over Federal Way have a FROP of more 
than six nm. 

Aircraft departing for Alaska and Asia should also be taking advantage of the 
unpopulated areas instead of flying over the most populated. But the Sea-Tac Airport Noise 
Mitigation plan for south flow departures does the opposite by restricting departing aircraft 
from turning until they have reached five nautical miles.56 This restriction prevents them from 
turning out over the water and pushes them to fly over Federal Way. By contrast, they are 
forced to fly over the water north of the airport. 

C. Changing Flight Schedules 

Flight schedules offer another means of abatement. Reducing or minimizing flights 
between 10:00 PM and 6:00 AM would minimize unhealthy sleep interruptions to Federal Way 
residents. As noted above, the Sea-Tac Airport Stakeholders Roundtable (StART) Aviation Noise 
Working Group is looking right now at the possibility of a voluntary curfew. 

- X. Environmental Justice must be analyzed 

"Environmental Justice" is listed as a NEPA resource category. This is relevant to Federal 
Way and other communities to the south of the airport. Our community often feels as if it beais 
the brunt of the negative impacts of the airport, while communities to the north only enjoy its 
benefits. With Federal Way containing low-income housing in the community, it becomes all 
the more important under NEPA for there to be a careful evaluation of the impact of airport 
operations on communities to the south of the airport versus those to the north of the airport 
since low-income groups should not bear a disproportionate share of the negative 
environmental impacts resulting from the SAMP. 

The authors of a 1997 study on the impacts of Sea-Tac International Airport on local 
communities observed as follows: 

There is an inequity regarding the benefit of the Airport to its immediate 
neighbors. While the study acknowledges the benefit of the Airport to the region 
and the State, these benefits are not experienced locally in the 5 impacted 
communities [of Burien, Des Moines, Federal Way, Normandy Park, and 
Tukwila]. Approximately 5% of the persons utilizing the Airport live in the area 
most impacted. The remaining 95% of Airport passengers and employees come 
from elsewhere in the region. 

56 "Sea-Tac Airport Noise Abatement Procedures for Jet Aircraft" at Port of Seattle website; 
https://www.portseattle.org/projects/sea-tac-airport-noise-abatement-procedures-jet-aircraft 
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Socio-economic impacts tend to blur across neighborhood lines and impact 
entire communities. In general, communities closer to the Airport are expected 
to experience a relative "depression" of residential property values (property 
values do not rise as fast relative to other similar properties in the region}. This 
witl have a cascading affect [sic] on the population mix in these areas. Single
family homes that cannot be sold will become rental properties. Studies have 
reported that non owner-occupied residential areas have a lower average 
household income and utilize more social services than other areas. While the 
property value and tax revenues are depressed in these areas, the cost of 
providing social services increases. 

Overall, the 5 communities were projected to experience a loss of $39.9 million 
during the period 2000 through 2020 as a result of the proposed project. The 
loss of these revenues is compounded with the problem of increasing demand 
for community and social services. 

The discrepancy between these two trends contributes to the "blighting" of the 
area. This "blighting" impact has already been observed. Homes take longer to 
sell in the neighborhoods adjacent to the Airport, and the local real estate 
market already acknowledges the impact of aviation activity on neighborhoods.57 

The upcoming Department of Commerce study is likely to show similar results, 
: suggesting that while Federal Way does benefit from Sea-Tac, that benefit is substantially 
I negated by the harmful impacts of aircraft operations from the airport. Most users of Sea-Tac 

l 
enjoy its benefits while sharing few of its costs. But those living under flight paths are burdened 
with a decreased quality of life, sleep deprivation, increased exposure to health risks from 
emissions, and decreased property values. 

Also, there are more south flow departures and north flow approaches bringing an 
inordinate amount of traffic over Federal Way. And the flight paths south of the airport were 

, designed without regard to the number of people below them, causing flights to take a less 
efficient path that also impacts many more people than a modern short path. The approaches 
in the north flow (those going over Federal Way) to the longest runway are also on a lower and 
less safe glide path. The largest and heaviest aircraft typically favor the longest runway and 
therefore end up being lower over Federal Way. On the other hand, no approaches in south 

j flow (those that do not go over Federal Way} are below the standard three-degree glide path. 

l 

57 "Sea-Tac International Airport Impact Mitigation Study Initial Assessment and Recommendations" (Prepared in 
February 1997 under a grant from the State of Washington for City of Burien, City of Des Moines, City of Federal 
Way, City ofNormandy Park, City of Tukwila, Highline School District, and Highline Community Hospital by 
Hellmuth, Obata & Kassebaum, Inc. and Raytheon Infrastructure Services, Inc.) at Page ES-6; 
http://www.seatacwa.gov/Home/ShowDocument? id= I 3083 
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Thus, environmental justice must be analyzed with this context. This is also another 
reason why the SAMP environmental review must include an analysis of the results of the 
upcoming State Department of Commerce community impact study, a component of which is 
expected to be environmental justice in some form. 

XI. Consider agreeing to allow the State Department of Transportation or other 
appropriate state agency to serve as the SEPA lead agency for preparation of the 
SAMP EIS. 

Under the Washington Administrative Code, "[a]ny agency may assume lead agency 
status if all agencies with jurisdiction agree."58 While I am not questioning the ability of the Port 
of Seattle to serve as a neutral arbiter, it would, needless to say, go a long way toward restoring 
our community's faith in the Port should it voluntarily agree to relinquish control over the 
environmental review process. An agency regulating itself does, it must be said, create an 
awkward appearance. Thus, I would request that the Port consider agreeing to allow the State 
Department of Transportation or other appropriate state agency to serve as the $EPA lead 
agency for preparation of the SAMP EIS. 

Thank you again for this opportunity to comment on scoping for environmental review 
of the Sustainable Airport Master Plan (SAMP). I look forward to continued Involvement with 
this important environmental review process. 

Sincerely, 

~±:~ 
Mayor 

SB WAC 197-11-942 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Mr. Rybolt: 

Alam, Nazmul 
SAMP PubHc Comments 
aszv461@ecy.wa.gov: reylewteam@commerce.wa.acv 
WSDOT Comments on SAMP EIS Scope 
Thursday. September 27, 2018 2:20:10 PM 
WSDOT comments on SAMP EIS Scope.pdf 

Thank you for providing the Washington State Department ofTransportation (WSDOT) the 

opportunity to review and comment on the scope of the SEPA EIS/NEPA EA for the Sustainable 

Airport Master Plan Near-Term Projects. WSDOT has reviewed the scoping materials and provides 

the attached comment letter for your consideration. 

The original letter will be mailed. This electronic version is being sent to ensure we meet the 

deadline for comments. For those being copied, the email attachment is your copy and no hard 
copy will be mailed. 

Please let me know if you have any questions about this email. 

Thank you, 

Nazmul Alam 

Corridor Planning Manager 

WSDOT Management of Mobility Division 

206-464-1267 (w) 

425-272-3864 {c) 



Washington State 
Department of Transportation 

September 28, 2018 

Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Aviation Environment and Sustainability 
Port of Seattle 
P .0. Box 68727 
Seattle, WA 98168 

Dear Mr. Rybolt: 

Office of Urtian Mobillty and Access 
401 2nd Avenue South, Ste. 300 
Seattle, WA 981 04 

206-464-1220 I FAX: 206-464-1169 
TTY: 1-800-833-6388 
www.wsdot.wa.gov 

RE Comments on the SAMP environmental scoping docwnent 

WSDOT appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on the scope of the SEPA 
EIS/NEPA EA for the Sustainable Airport Master Plan Near-Tenn Projects. WSDOT 
has reviewed the scoping materials and provides the following comments for your 
consideration. As per the scoping materials our comments are focused on the scope of 
the environmental review, definition of the Proposed Action (Near-Term Projects), 
purpose and need, alternatives to be evaluated, and the environmental categories being 
assessed. 

General Comments 

• The scope of your environmental document should include detailed discussion of 
traffic impacts and proposed multimodal solutions to address those impacts. That 
discussion should be in both your NEPA and SEPA analysis. How will the airport 
facility and its on-site businesses encourage the use of multimodal trips and 
lessening of SOV demand? 

FAA and the Port of Seattle might wish to consider the value of extending an 
invitation to FHWA, FTA, WSDOT, and Sound Transit to be cooperating agencies 
to help work through traffic impacts and consider appropriate mitigation. 

Cwnulative impacts of your proposal should be identified for all disciplines 
analyzed in your impact analysis. 
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Section II: Overview of Scoping 

NEPA Resource Categories & SEPA Elements of the Environment 

• New NEPA Resource Category; Transportation 

The NEPA Resource Categories should include a category for transportation
related issues similar to those listed under the SEP A Elements of the Environment. 
Areas of study should consider the effect that the projected growth in activity 
(passengers, aircraft operations, and cargo) would have on ground transportation, 
including the state highways that serve SeaTac Airport, and analyze the ability of 
the roadway transportation network to meet projected growth. Consider analysis 
and study area to include, at a minimum, the following roadways: Interstates 5 and 
405, State Routes 99, 509, and 518, and focus on peak commute periods. 

e study should also evaluate the near-term projects' impacts and influence on 
e following WSDOT projects: 

o Puget Sound Gateway Pr0gram, specifically the SR 509 extension and the 
28th/24th and 1881h interchange operations 

o 1-405 Renton to Bellevue Widening & Express Toll Lanes Project 

lo 

o SR 518 Corridor Study. The Washington State Legislature has directed 
WSDOT to conduct this study to analyze key existing and future 
performance gaps. It will recommend Practical Solutions-based 
improvement strategies and concepts in partnership with our study partners, 
including the cities of Burien, Des Moines, SeaTac, Tukwila, and King 
County Metro, the Port of Seattle, and Sound Transit. The final report must 
be delivered to the legislature by June 30, 2019. WSDOT recommends that 
the environmental analysis include relevant findings from the completed 
report and be adopted by reference in the EA/EIS. 

' a 
(/1l 
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• Categories: Air Quality/ Climate/ Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, & 
Pollution Prevention / Environmental Health 

o What are the impacts on particulate matter and greenhouse gas emissions on air 
quality? 

o What mitigation and GHG reduction strategies are being considered in 
association with proposed solutions? 
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o We suggest consideration of items such as the following: 
• Inclusion of adequate secure long-term parking/locker facilities for bicycles 
• Installation of solar panels or other clean energy power generation sources 

in canopies over parking areas 
• Xeriscape (landscaping with low/no irrigation requirement) rooftops to 

reduce heat sink 
• Opportunities to install pervious surfaces 
• Etc. 

o We also urge consideration of equalizing the criteria for all vehicles serving the 
airport. Taxis and Transportation Network Companies have existing 
restrictions requiring electric or hybrid-sourced fuel when serving the Airport. 
Consider also applying these same requirements to all transportation service 
vehicles such as buses, shuttles, limousines, etc. and to applying similar 
standards to Port-owned or contracted runway support and other vehicles used 
within the airport itself. 

• Categories: Historical, Architectural, Archeological, and Cultural Resources 

o Land Use f Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children's 
Environmental Health and Safety Risks 

We suggest including discussion of how well land uses around the airport 
encourage mobility for people with disabilities, people oflow income, and 
other disadvantaged/marginalized populations. 

Section IV: Purpose and Need, and Proposed Action (Near-Term Projects) 

Generally speaking, WSDOT wishes to make the following comments: 

I 

• We are concerned that the Purpose & Needs are too narrowly construed. We would 
like to know how else the Airport will be integrating with the community and the 
multimodal transportation network. We recommend some focus on connections to 
other modes, possibly along the lines of a fully developed multimodal transition 
hub. How could users easily move between bus and rail? 

• SeaTac Airport is a major source of freight and vehicle traffic to local state routes 
and the interstate. Expanding terminal capacity and cargo demand is likely to 
increase traffic on the existing infrastructure. The project's purpose and need 
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l should therefore include a statement regarding congestion management of major 
multimodal nodes seIVing SeaTac. 

• Organizing the suite of Near-Term Projects by the project's purpose in meeting 
identified needs is very helpful in understanding the projects. The projects of most 
interest to WSDOT would be those that impact the local roads and state highways 
that serve SeaTac Airport. 

Comments related to specific projects are below. 

Preliminary Statement of Need 

1. Insufficient passenger terminal capacity to accommodate projected passenger 
levels efficiently. 

• T02 - Second Terminal & Parking: New parking garage and passenger 
terminalfacilitiesfor passenger check-in; passenger and baggage screening; 
airline offices, baggage conveyance and claim; concessions; and restrooms. 

We encourage the Po1t to consider whether the building of multiple parking 
garages is the best solution, and to consider least-cost solutions if possible. We 
also encourage addressing how the airport will use technology to encourage 
more efficient use of parking, including lessening of parking demand. 

Consider utilization of the following demand management strategies: 
o Real-time variable pricing for access and parking to spread out demand 
o Real-time space reservation and availability 
o HOV-incentivized pricing and preferred/proximity parking for HOV 

vehicles 

2. !nsuffi~ient f~~ilitie~ tc =~~ommodate p~~jected cargo levels efficiently 

• How do the results of the Joint Transportation Commission's Air Cargo Study, 
which examines air cargo optimization across the state, affect this statement of 
need? 
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Preliminary Statement of Purpose 

1. Meet Forecasted Passenger Demand 

• L02 - Elevated Busway & Stations: New elevated busway to provide a way for 
passengers to transfer among the Main Terminal, New Second Terminal, and 
Rental Car Facility. 

Improvements to local roads and intersections should be addressed in this 
project. 

• L03 - Second Terminal Roads & Curbside: New and modified Airport 
roadways to access the new Second Terminal. 

This project should address connectivity to the adjacent/surrounding non
airport road network. The improvements appear to change access points along 
SR 99/Intemational Blvd at S 170th Street and to remove the Cell Phone 
Waiting Area. 

• LOS - North Ground Transportation Lot: Construction of a new ground 
transportation lot on Port property north of State Route (SR) 518 to 
accommodate increased demand and replace the S 160th St. parking lot 
displaced by the L02 - Elevated Busway. 

Improvements to local roads and intersections should be addressed in this 
project. 

• L06 - Employee Parking Surface lot: A new sur:face parking lot would 
accommodate increased demand.for employee parking. The surface lot would 
be constnJcted on Port-owned property north of SR 518, and L07 - Employee 
Parking Scructure: New parking structure north of SR 518 to provide 
additional capacity to accommodate increased demand.for employee parking. 

Traffic demand for transportation from off.site employee parking to SeaTac 
Airport should be analyzed to capture the impacts to local roads north of and 
across SR 5 I 8. Improvements to local roads and intersections should also be 
addressed in this project. 

WSDOT requests that any information related to this proposal be made 
available to the SR 518 Corridor Study. 
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• T02 - Second Terminal & Parking: New parking garage and passenger 
terminal facilities for passenger check-in; passenger and baggage screening; 
airline offices, baggage conveyance and claim; concessions; and restrooms. 

We encourage the Port to consider whether the building of multiple parking 
garages is the best soiution, and to consider least-cost soiutions if possible. 

2. Meet Forecasted Cargo Demand 

• CO2 - Off-site Cargo Phase 1 & C03 - Off-site Cargo Phase 2: Two new cargo 
warehouse buildings with truck access would be constructed on the Port
owned L-Shape property. No aircraft would utilize the L-Shape property 
becaw;e it is not located on the airfield. 

How is the issue of truck parking addressed with the expansion of cargo 
facilities and development of two new cargo warehouse buildings away from 
the airfield? 

WSDOT requests that any infom1ation related to this proposal be made 
available to the SR 518 Corridor Study, and should also be coordinated with 
the WSDOT Rail, Freight. and Ports Division and related WSDOT planning 
efforts such as the WSDOT Freight.Mobility Plan, the State Air Cargo Plan, 
etc. 

We appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on the scope of the SEP A 
EIS/NEPA EA. Please let us know if you have any questions or would like to discuss 
our scoping comments further as you proceed towards your environmental 
documentation. 

Sincerely, 

Robin Mayhew 
Management of Mobility Director 

cc: Annie Szvetecz, Department of Ecology (aszv461@ecy.wa.gov) 
Commerce Review Team (reviewteam@commerce.wa.gov) 



September 28, 20 l 8 
Mr. Steve Rybolt 
Page 7 of7 

bee: N azmul Alam 
Jason Beloso 
Leah Bolotin 
John Maas 
Nhan Nguyen 
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From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Cayla, 

Mbaballye, Theogene 
cayJa morgan@faa.goy 
SAMP Pybfic comments 
EPA Scoping comments on Sea-Tac SAMP near-term projec:13 
Friday, September 28, 2018 4:44:27 PM 
18-0056-FAA Scoping for Sea-Tac Aimort sustainable Ajmort Master Plan profect.odf 

Attached please find the EPA scoping comments on the near•tenn projects identified in the Sea-Tac SAMP. A hard 
copy of the same comments is being mailed to your Office in Renton via the US Postal Service and should arrive 
soon. In the meantime, please let us know if you have questions about our comments for assistance. 

Thank you for involving us in review of your projects proposal and look forward to continued involvement as the 
NEPA process for the projects moves forward. 

I thank you. 

Theo Mbabaliye, Ph.D. 
US EPA Region I 0 
1200 6th Ave., Suite 900, OERA-202-3 
Seattle, WA 98101·3140 
Phone: (206)553-6322 
Fax: (206) 553-6984 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION 10 

1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 155 
Seattle, WA 96101-3140 

September 28, 2018 

Cayla Morgan, Environmental Protection Specialist 
Seattle Airports District Office 
Federal Aviation Administration 
1601 Lind Avenue, South West, Suite 250 
Renton, Washington 98055 

Dear Ms. Morgan: 

OFFICE OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

AND ASSESSMENT 

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has reviewed the Federal Aviation Administration's announcement 
to prepare an Environmental Assessment for the proposed Seattle-Tacoma International Airport Sustainable 
Airport Master Plan near-tenn projects in King County, WA (EPA Region 10 Project Number 18-0056-FAA). 
The EPA comments are provided pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act, Council on 
Environmental Quality regulations (40 CFR §§ 1500-1508), and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act. Thank you 
for informing us of your proposed action. 

According to the July 30, 2018 request for scoping comments, the FAA, in collaboration with the Port of 
Seattle, is analyzing the potential environmental impacts associated with approximately 30 near-term projects at 
the Seattle-Tacoma [ntemational Airport to improve efficiency, safety, access to the airport, and support 
faciJities for airlines and the airport. The activities would include construction of a second tenninal, a 
centralized maintenance campus, off-airport cargo handling facilities, realignment of airport roadways, and 
expansion of the fueling facilities. As Sea-Tac is the primary air transportation facility for the Puget Sound 
region, the airport expects increased number of passengers (56 million) and aircraft operations (477,000) 
activity each year through 2027. The proposed projects therefore would assist in accommodating that projected 
growth, which would also occur with or without the projects. As a result of such growth, the 2018 Sea-Tac 
SAMP includes Long-Tenn Vision projects, which will also be subject to NEPA analysis in the future. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide early input and support the FAA decision to include scoping as a step 
in the EA process for the proposed action. In addition to the pre1iminary list of issues and resources that will be 
addressed in the EA, we offer the attached scoping comments to highlight the issues that we believe are 
important to consider in the NEPA analysis. Because this analysis would only involve up to 30 near-term 
projects only, we anticipate that the issues and impacts for each project will be fully analyzed and that 
mitigation measures will be incorporated. If the analysis reveals that significant impacts would result from the 
proposed action, then an Environmental Impact Statement should be prepared. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide scoping comments and look forward to continued participation in the 
project NEPA process. If you have questions about our comments, please contact me at (206) 553-6322 or 
electronically at mbabaliye.theogene@epa.gov. 

Sincerely, 

z~~-'•• ~Pk.:iewer 
Environmental Review and Sediment Management Unit 



EPA Scoping Comments on the proposed 
Sea-Tac Sustainable Airport Master Plan Projects 

King County, WA 

Range and Comparison of Alternatives 
The EA should include a range of reasonable alternatives that meet the stated purpose and need for the proposed 
action and that are responsive to the issues identified during the scoping process. The Council on Environmental 
Quality (CEQ) recommends that all reasonable alternatives should be considered, even if some of them could be 
outside the capability of the applicant or the jurisdiction of the agency. The environmental impacts of the 
proposal and alternatives should also be presented in comparative fonn, thus sharply defining the issues and 
providing a clear basis for choice among options by the decision maker and the public. The potential impacts of 
each alternative should be quantified to the greatest extent possible. It would also be useful to list each 
alternative action's impacts and corresponding mitigation measures. The EPA encourages selection of 
reasonable alternatives that will minimize environmental degradation. 

Environmental Effects 
The EA document should include the environmental effects of the proposed projects on natural resources and 
any necessary mitigation measures to reduce or cancel those effects. This would involve the delineation and 
description of the affected environment or analysis area, indication of the impacted resources, the nature of the 
impacts. and proposed mitigation measures to reduce those impacts. We recommend that providing adequate 
information in the EA on the following topics would be especially helpful for decision makers and the public. 

a) Air QualitylmfHlds 
The EA should provide a detailed discussion of ambient air conditions (baseline or existing conditions), 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). and criteria pollutant non-attainment areas in the analysis 
area and vicinity, if applicable. The EA should estimate emissions of criteria pollutants for the airport area and 
discuss the timeframe for release of these emissions from construction through the lifespan of the ncar-tcnn 
projects. The NEPA document shou]d also include analysis of the potential impacts to air quality (including 
cumulative and indirect impacts) from the projects, especially during construction. The EA should specify all 
emissfon sources and quantify these emissions. Such an evaluation is necessary to assure compliance with State 
and federal air quality regulations, and to disclose the potential impacts from temporary or cwnulative 
degradation of air quality. The EA should include the following: 

• Detailed information about ambient air conditions, NAAQS, and criteria pollutant non-attainment areas 
in all areas considered for the airport and adjacent areas. 

• Data on emissions of criteria pollutants from the proposed projects and discuss the timeframe for release 
of these emissions. 

• Specific information about pollutant from mobile sources, stationary sources, and ground disturbance. 
This source specific infonnation should be used to identify appropriate mitigation measures and areas in 
need of the a;,eatest attention. 

• An Equipment Emissions Mitigation Plan that identifies actions to reduce diesel particulate, carbon 
monoxide, hydrocarbons, and NOx associated with construction activities1. 

The potential effects from air pollutants, including air toxics, to airport personnel and users, ground crews, 
nearby residents, businesses, and any sensitive receptor locations, such as, schools. medical facilities, senior 
centers and residences, daycare centers, 011tdoor recreation areas (e.g., parks) should be identified. 

1 https:trwww.epa.gov/cleandieseliconstruction-and-a&ricult4re}ko_g_sµuction 
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We know that greenhouse gas emissions can contribute to climate change. Impacts of climate change may 
include changes in hydrology, weather patterns, precipitation rates, and chemical reaction rates. The EA shou(d 
discuss how changes in climate could potentially impact the proposed projects and how the projects can impact 
the climate. The EA should quantify and disclose emissions from the projects' activities and consider mitigation 
measures to reduce the emissions. Potential mitigation measures for greenhouse gas emissions could be the use 
of energy efficient equipment and limiting idling when possible. 

b) Noise a1td dist11rhance effects 
The Sea-Tac currently experiences noise and other flight-related disturbance to communities, which variously 
affects residents, visitors, schools, businesses, recreation areas and activities, natural areas and wildlife. The EA 
should address the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects from additional noise and disturbance that would 
potentially result for both human and wildlife communities. The analysis should include but not necessarily be 
limited to the following: 

• Identification of the geographic location and area affected by projects construction and aiiport 
operations. 

• Any differences in intensity/severity of effects with respect to the updated and additional air traffic, 
including height above ground and height above sea level for all effects. 

• Any new effects on previously undisturbed areas and cumulative/increased effects (increased frequency, 
severity) on areas currently within the airport flight paths. 

• Effects on birds, including migratory birds, raptors, shorebirds, waterfowl, marine birds, ground 
dwelling birds, passerines, and overall effects on habitat quality/suitability for nesting, rearing, foraging, 
roosting, particularly within important habitat/concentration areas, such as, Wildlife Refuges, Natural 
Areas/Key Conservation Sites, and other important habitat, and on threatened, endangered, candidate, 
sensitive, and other species of concern listed by Federal or State fish and wildlife agencies. 

• Effects on other terrestrial or aquatic wildlife species, including marine mammals. For affected species 
and habitats, disclose the area, location, and accessibility of any remaining intact habitats and refugia 
currently unaffected by the airport operations, including new construction. 

• Effects on children's health and safety, including effects of noise/disturbance on school and other 
learning environments, outdoor recreation areas, and other sensitive locales. See Executive Order 
130452. 

• Effects on other vulnerable/disadvantaged populations, including minorities, low income, elderly, 
disabled, and Native Americans. 

• Effects on quality oflife, recreation activities, and quietude. Churches and other community gathering 
environments may be affected by new or increased noise and frequency of military flights. 

• Indirect and cumulative effects on sensitive human and non-human animal receptors. 

c) Public Participatio11 and E11viro11me11tal Justice 
The NEPA process should effectively engage the public in dialogue about the proposed projects and its 
potential environmental, social, historical, cultural, and economic impacts - both positive and negative. In 
compliance with NEPA and with the Executive Orderl28983 on Environmental Justice (El), actions should be 

2 https://www.epa.gov/children/executivc-order-13045-protection-children-envi[oomcmal-hc;alth-risks-an~-risks 
3 https:11www.epa.gov/la ws-resiulations/summao:-cxecµJjvc:-ordg:-12898-federal:ac:tjons-add.ress::enyjronmental•justicc 
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taken to conduct adequate public outreach and participation that ensures the public and Native American tribes 
truly understand the possible impacts to their communities and trust resources. Minority and/or low-income 
communities and tribes must be effectively informed, heard, and responded to regarding the projects impacts 
and issues affecting their communities and natural and cultural resources. The infonnation gathered from the 
public participation process and how this infonnation is factored into decision-making should be disclosed in 
the NEPA document. 

The EPA requests the following information from lead agencies, at a minimum, when reviewing NEPA 
documents to detennine the adequacy of analysis: 

• Describe the efforts that have/will be taken to infonn the communities about the impacts of the projects 
and to ensure ''meaningfuJ public participation·• by the potentially affected communities/individuals. 

• Identify low income and minority communities in the analysis area. 

• Disclose in the NEPA document what was heard from the community about the proposed action during 
the public participation sessions by listing the impacts identified by the projects proponents and the 
communities. 

• Address whether these impacts are likely to occur and to whom. a.,d evaluate all impacts for their 
potential to disproportionately impact low income and/or minority communities. 

• Describe how what was heard from the public was/will be incorporated into the decisions made about 
the projects (such as, the development or choice of alternatives). 

• Propose mitigation for the impacts that will or are likely to occur. 

Public health and safety impacts and other impacts of concern to the public should be analyzed and disclosed in 
the NEPA document. The potential for disproportionate impacts and need for special consideration should 
extend to any vulnerable population, including the elderly, disabled, and children. as well as low income and 
minorities. The EJ populations can be located using the EJSCREEN tool4. 

d) Water resources impacts 
The EA should disclose waters in the analysis area and vicinity that proposed developments could impact, 
nature of the potential impacts, and pollutants likely to affect those waters. The EA should also assess whether 
proposed facilities would affect drinking water and sources. If they would be impacted, then, the EA would 
need to include contaminants of concern and measures to take to protect drinking water and related source 
areas, consistent with the 1996 amendments to the Safe Drinking Water Act. 
The EA should address potential effects of facility discharges on surface and groundwater quality. If facilities 
would be zero discharge, the EA would need to disclose the amount of process water that would be disposed of 
onsite and explain methods of onsite containment. If evaporation ponds would be used for disposal of 
wastewater. indicate how seepage into groundwater will be prevented. Identify the stonn design containment 
capacity of ponds, explain how overflow in larger storm events will be managed, and discuss potential 
environmental impacts (drainage channels affected, water quality, biological resources) in the event of 
overflow. Disposal ufwasiewaier or other fluids into the subsurface is also subject to the requirements of the 
Underground Injection Control Program and permits may be required, depending on project specifications and 
federal and/or state requirements. 

Please note that under the Clean Water Act, any project construction that would disturb a land area of one or 
more acres also requires a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) pennit for discharges to 
waters of the United States. The EA should document the projects' consistency with applicable storm water 

~ http:!iwww.epa.gov/cjscrcen 
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permitting requirements and should discuss specific mitigation measures that may be necessary or beneficial in 
reducing adverse impacts to water quality. We would also encourage the FAA to consider Low Impact 
Development techniques5 during projects' activities due to their potential to reduce stonn water volumes, and 
mimic natural conditions. Other measures to conserve energy and resources may include those under the Energy 
Independence and Security Act of 2007 and related EPA Technical Guidance on Implementing the Storm Water 
Runoff Requirements for Federal Projects under Section 438 of this Act6• 

For water use and conservation, the EA should discuss conservation measures to implement to reduce water 
demands. Facility designs should maximize conservation measures such as appropriate use of recycled water for 
landscaping, xeric landscaping, and water conservation education. For information on those measures, you may 
consult two EPA publications, Protecting Water Resources with Smart Growth7 and Water Conservation Plan 
Guidelines8

. The EA should discuss water reliability for future development projects, factoring in the effects of 
climate change. 

Construction of facilities and access roads and runways may also compact the soi1, thus changing hydrology, 
runoff characteristics, and affecting flows and delivery of pollutants to waterbodies and ecological function of 
the area. The EA should therefore include a detailed discussion of the cumulative effects from this and other 
projects on the hydro logic conditions of the analysis area. The document should clearly depict reasonably 
foreseeable direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to groundwater and surface water resources. For 
groundwater, the potentially affected groundwater basin should be identified and any potential for subsidence 
and impacts to springs or other open waterbodies and biologic resources should be analyzed. 

e) Aq11atic resources and impacts 
The EA should describe all waters of the United States, including wetlands that could be affe<;ted by proposed 
development activities and their locations in the analysis area, preferably using maps. The document should 
include data on acreages and channel 1engths, habitat types, values, and functions of the waters and related 
wetlands. If the projects would result in impacts to aquatic resources e.g., filling of wetland, then, the FAA 
would need to work with the U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers to determine if projects would need a CWA §404 
pennit. 

Please also note that activities affecting floodplains are also regulated under the CW A §404, Executive Orders 
11988, Floodplain Management and 13690, Establishing a Federal Flood Risk Management Standard and a 
Process for Further Soliciting and Considering Stakeholder Input. The EA should include information 
explaining why activities would be located in floodplains, alternatives considered, and steps to be taken to 
reduce impacts to floodplains. 

J) Solid Waste, Hazardo11s Materials and Wastewater Ma,iagemelll 
The EA should address potential direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of use of hazardous and non
hazardous materials in the construction and operation of the projects. Because of the projects, hazardous 
materials such as compressed gas, petroleum products, and others may be used and/or stored in the community 
or at the airport site. Although their proper management is presumed to be safe, concerns remain about the 
possibility of accidents resulting in the release of hazardous materials to the environment. The EA should 
therefore describe measures that will be taken to minimize the chances of such an accident, and emergency 
response measures that would be taken should an accident occur. 

s hup:!twww.epa .. gov/polluted-nmoff-nonpoin1-source--pollu1ionlurban-runoff-low-impact•deve!opmem 
6 http://www.epa.gov/polluted-runoff-nonpoint-source•pollulion/stonnwaler-management-federal-facililies-under-section-438 
7 http:l lwww.epa.gov/sitcs/production/files/2014-04/documents/protcctina-water-rcsources,pdf 
3 www .epa.gov/waten;enseidocs/app 11508.pdf 

s 



The EA should address the applicability of state and federal hazardous materials, pollution prevention, and solid 
waste requirements, and appropriate mitigation measures to prevent and minimize the generation of solid and 
hazardous materials. Consistent with the FAA guidelines9 and EPA regulations ( 40 CFR 11210}, the FAA may 
need to prepare and implement a Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasure (SPCC). We recommend that 
information addressing such SPCC be included in the EA document, if applicable. 

If any pesticides and herbicides will be used during construction, operation, and maintenance of the projects. the 
EA should address any potential toxic hazards related to the application of the chemicals, and describe what 
actions wil1 be taken to assure that impacts by toxic substances released to the environment will be minimized. 
See Executive Order 1311211

• The EA should include a project design feature that calls for the development of 
an invasive plant management plan to monitor and control noxious weeds, and to utilize native plants for 
restoration of disturbed areas after construction. 

As the airport operations usually require the construction of support and passenger facilities, we also 
recommend that the EA discuss how wastewater and solid waste generated at Sea-Tac will be managed. 

g) Habitat, t1eget11tion, and wildllfe species impacts 
During construction of facilities, clearance of vegetation and movement of soils may be necessary. The EA 
should describe the current quality and capacity of habitat, its use by wildlife in the proposed action area, 
especially fish. The EA should: 

• Identify species, describe their critical habitat and potential impacts; 

• Discuss blasting and excavation needs, methods, and control of effects, and mitigation of impacts; 

• Indicate Best Management Practices (BMPs) to protect resources; and 

• Include a vegetation management plan lo address control of invasive plants, including prevention. early 
detection of invasion, and control procedures for the species. We recommend that the plan be consistent 
with the E.O, 13112. 

Construction of the near-term projects may also have impacts on native and rare plants. We recommend that the 
EA include information about these plants and any related impacts, as well as measures to be taken to mitigate 
the impacts. As an example, the timing of projects' activities may be planned so that there would be little to no 
impacts to plants and animals during crucial seasons in their life cycle. We recommend that the EA specify 
BMPs to protect these resources in the analysis area. 

h) Seismic and other risks 
Construction and operation of the projects may cause or be affected by increased earthquake activity in 
tectonically active zones. Therefon=. we recommend that the NEPA document discuss the potential for seismic 
risk and approaches to evaluate, monitor, and manage the risk. The document should include a seismic map or a 
reference to it. Construction of the projects should use appropriate seismic design and construction standards 
and practices to minimize impacts. One strategy would be to assess geologic faults in the analysis area because 
fault areas are vulnerable to movement. which makes them potential areas of risk for landslides and related 
impacts. 

During construction of the projects, blasting may also be required in some areas, resulting in increased noise 
and related effects to residents and wildlife, including disruption, displacement, and potential species mortality. 

9 bups::'lwww. faa.gowairports/enyjronmentaltcnvironmental desk ref/media/desk~ref.pdf 
10 https:!twww.epa.gov.lsjJes/produc1ion/files/2014-04.tdocuments/b 40cfrl 12,pdf 
II https:.'Jwww.envjronmenc.thwa.dot.gov/env topics/ecosystems/roadside use1vegmgm1 rdusJ 9.aspx: 

6 



The EA should discuss where blasting would be needed, blasting methods that will be used, and how the 
adverse effects of blasting will be controlled and mitigated. 

i) Endangered Species Act (ESA) 
The EA should identify the endangered, threatened, and candidate species m1der ESA, and other sensitive 
species within the analysis area. It should also describe their critical habitats and how the proposed projects will 
meet all requirements under ESA, including consultation with the US Fish and Wildlife Service and, if 
applicable, the National Oceanographic Atmospheric Administration. 

j) Land 11se impacts 
Land use impacts would include, but not be limited to, disturbance of ex:isting land uses within construction 
work areas during construction and creation of permanent-right- of ways for construction, operations, and 
maintenance of the airport and associated facilities. The EA should document all existing land cover and uses 
within the analysis area, anticipated impacts by the projects to the ]and cover and uses, and mitigation measures 
that would be implemented to reduce the impacts. The EA should indicate which land uses would be converted 
into airport use and acreages, and measures that would be taken to compensate landowners for loss of their 
resources because of the projects. 

k) Cum11lative and iudirect effects 
The proposed action should assess impacts over the entire area of impact and consider the effects of the 
proposed projects when added to other past, present and reasonably foreseeable future projects in and outside 
the analysis area, including those by entities not affiliated with FAA. Only by considering all actions together 
can one conclude what the impacts on environmental resources are likely to be. The EPA has issued guidance 
on how we are to provide comments on the assessment of cumulative impacts, Consideration of C11mulative 
Impacts in EPA Review of NEPA Documents I z, The guidance states that to assess the adequacy of the 
cumulative impacts assessment, there are five key areas to consider: 

• Resources, if any, that are being cumulatively impacted. 

• Appropriate geographic area and the time over which the effects have occurred and will occur. 

• All past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions that have affected, are affecting, or would 
affect resources of concern. 

• A benchmark or baseline. 

• Scientifically defensible threshold levels. 

Indirect effects, which must also be analyzed in the NEPA document, are those that are caused by the action and 
are later in time or farther removed in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable. Indirect effects may include 
additional development or other activity inducing effects and other effects related to induced changes in the 
pattern of land use, road systems and access, number and frequency of human visits/uses, and related effects on 
air and water and other natural systems, including ecosystems (40 CFR Part 1508.8). 

Climate Adaptation 
EPA recommends that the EA include a discussion of reasonably foreseeable effects that changes in the climate 
may have on the proposed projects and the analysis area, including its long term infrastructure. This could help 
inform the development of measures to improve the resilience of the proposed project. If projected changes 
could notably exacerbate the environmental impacts of the projects, EPA recommends these impacts also be 
considered as part of the NEPA analysis. 

I~ http://www.epa.govicompliance/resources/policies/nepa/cumulative,pdf 
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Coordination with Tribal Governments 
The EA should describe the process and outcome of government-to-government consultation between FAA and 
tribal govemment(s) that would be affected by the projects, issues that were raised, if any, and how those issues 
were addressed. Executive Order 1317513, Consultation and Coordination wil/1 Indian Tribal Governments 
(November 6, 2000), was issued to establish regular and meaningful consultation and collaboration with tribal 
officials in the development of federal policies that have tribal implications, and to strengthen the U.S. 
government-to-government relationships with Indian tribes. 

Monitoring and Adaptive Management 
The proposed projects have the potential to impact a variety of resources for an ex.tended period. As a result, the 
EPA recommends that the projects be designed to include an environmental inspection and mitigation 
monitoring program to ensure compliance with all mitigation measures and to assess their effectiveness. The 
EA document should describe the monitoring program and how it will be used as an effective feedback 
mechanism, such as through adaptive management, so that any needed adjustments can be made to the projects 
to meet environmental objectives during the airport operations, maintenance, and any decommissioning 
including existing facilities. We would expect lessons learned from past practices and adaptive management 
efforts at Sea-Tac. combined with the need to account for new challenges, such as climate change, would 
influence management of the proposed projects. 

IJ ht1ps:.1/www.epa.i;:ov/laws-re2ulations/summary-executive-order- l 3175-consultation•and-coordination-indian-triba.1 
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