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Seattle-Tacoma International Airport 

Part 150 Noise Compatibility Study Update 
 

Technical Review Committee 
Meeting Report 
June 11, 2013 

10:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m. 
 
Committee Members in Attendance 
Lynae Craig, Alaska Airlines 
Sheri Kaser, FAA 
Stephen Kiehl, PSRC 
Rob Kikillus, Port of Seattle 
Sharyn Parker, King County International Airport 
Steve Rybolt, Port of Seattle 
Al Torrico, City of SeaTac 
Karen Wolf, King County -- Office of Strategic Planning and Performance Management 
 
Port of Seattle Staff   
Tom Fagerstrom, Noise Programs 
Mary Ann Chamberlin, Noise Programs 
Karen Kalanick, Noise Programs 
Marco Milanese, Public Affairs 
Stan Shepherd, Part 150 Project Manager  
 
Consulting Team  
Rob Adams, Landrum & Brown, Consultant Project Manager 
Fala Frazier, Norton-Arnold & Company, Interim Committee Administrator 

Meeting Goal  
The goal of this meeting was to present the final noise abatement, land use mitigation, 
and program management recommendations for the Part 150 Study Update.   

Rob Adams Presentation 
Rob Adams, Project Manager for Landrum & Brown, provided members with an 
overview of the Public Hearing held on May 15, 2013, as well as the comments that had 
been received on the Draft Part 150 document. Rob presented the final Part 150 
recommendations. The recommendations include the continuation of some of the noise 
remedy measures currently in place, the removal of some measures that are either 
redundant or completed, and the addition of new measures.  
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Rob reiterated that the new proposed noise remedy boundary is smaller than the 
current boundary, due to both a decrease in overall airport operations and the transition 
to quieter aircraft. The meeting concluded with a discussion of the steps the Port will 
take to adopt the recommendations and begin the FAA review of the recommendations. 
 

Committee Discussion  
Committee members asked a number of clarifying questions in response to Rob’s 
presentation:   
 
Q:  The GRE – in the past weren’t we talking about a study? Not constructing? The 
way it is presented now is that a GRE is recommended. 
A: While the Part 150 was being conducted we were studying the GRE. Now the 
recommendation is to move forward with a GRE. There are still many steps before 
construction could begin, namely Port adoption of the recommendation, FAA approval 
of the recommendation, NEPA/SEPA review and approval, obtaining Federal funds, 
and the Port decision to allocate local funds. 
 
Sheri:  Why is the 2018 contour bigger than the 2013 contour? 
A: Primarily because of the greater number of operations forecasted in 2018.   
 
Q: How many homes between the old boundary and the new one asked for mitigation? 
A:  97 asked and 66 were eligible. 
 
Air conditioning continues to be important, and can now be included as an element of 
new sound insulation installation. 
 
Q: Does Measure M2a expand from owner occupied single family and now include 
apartments? 
A: Yes – but it is included as a new, separate measure now.  
 
M-14 is for owner occupied multi-family units (condominiums). It expands the program 
today to condominium units that are within the updated remedy boundary.  M15 is for 
renter-occupied multi-family units (apartments).  There will be a pilot program to see 
how this will be implemented.   
 
Q: Are there other airports that are sound insulating apartments? 
A: Yes   
Nonetheless, the funding prioritization reality is that apartments are on the lower end 
of the priority for the FAA.  Single family homes are the highest priority, then condos 
and then tenant occupied.   
 
Q: Could the Port change the priorities of what types of buildings receive sound 
insulation? 
A: It depends on funding.  If they give us funding for something that’s higher on the 
list. It’s becoming more difficult to get funding. 
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Q: Are you working with jurisdictions to make sure owners of mobile homes who 
possibly qualify for an avigation easement purchase have mobile homes that confirm 
with existing city zoning rules? 
A: Yes.   
 
Q: What if you have 100 mobile homes with an avigation easement and someone comes 
in and buys all the mobile homes and wants to build a bunch of multi-family homes.  
Would the easement prevent that from occurring?  
A: This isn’t about mobile home parks – but, instead, a single-family lot with a mobile 
home on it.  If the property owner sells the property, the easement goes with it. 
 
Q: Are you going to surrounding jurisdictions to talk about this? 
A: Yes.  We talked with the city managers in Burien, Des Moines and SeaTac. 
 
Q: Are you keeping the County Council updated? 
A: The Highline Forum has been involved from the beginning.  
We have met with Councilmember Patterson in the past and will plan to meet with her 
and Councilmember McDermott in the coming months. 
 
Q: Did the Greener Skies Initiative come up during the Part 150’s public process? 
A: A couple of people mentioned Greener Skies at the open house.  We did receive one 
or two comments via email about Greener Skies.  Most comments said Greener Skies 
had made the situation worse.   

Next Steps  
This was the final meeting of the TRC Committee.   
 
Rob thanked the group for their participation in the Part 150 process.  The Committee’s 
thoughts and specific input on how to how public information should be displayed and 
described was very helpful.  It helped improve the process.  There were good 
discussions on some of the mitigation measures, including on offering air conditioning 
and insulating apartments and condos, that helped clarify issues for us.   
 
Stan thanked the group as well.  Now we look at the initiatives and move forward with a 
number of new programs.  The GRE would be a major initiative if it can be funded.   
 


