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SOC = “Save Our Communities”
SOC = Concerned Citizens

SOC is dedicated to 
preserving our quality of 
life in our area by 
maintaining the current 
“role” of the Paine Field 
Airport as agreed to by 
Snohomish County as 
stated in the 1978/1979 
Mediated Role 
Determination agreement 
(“MRD”).
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City Council Resolutions opposing Paine 
Field expansion

Edmonds

Lynnwood

Mountlake Terrace

Mukilteo

Woodway
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What’s the issue?
Snohomish County government is 
moving towards a major expansion of 
Paine Field airport

For commercial air passenger service

Cannot rule out air cargo (UPS flights)

Repudiates the Mediated Role 
Determination (MRD)
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Reality
Expansion may include highly undesirable 
elements, out of our control

Air cargo
This will require night-time flights

Congestion, more traffic
Urban blight 

(strip clubs, etc.)
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The MRD
A unilateral Snohomish County resolution 

Established 27 years ago 

Addresses the same concerns we have today:  

it balances residential communities with a nearby general 
aviation airport.

MRD = “IMBY”—In My Back Yard.

MRD has been highly successful in:

promoting “Quality of Life” in our residential community 

promoting economic development via Boeing, BF Goodrich
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The MRD
The MRD represents:

Successful growth management
A balance between government, business 
and home-owners’ needs
Quality of life
Ethics in government.

These principles are now under attack by 
growth proponents.
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Making the case for air service
“The addition of passenger air service at Paine Field 
would add significant benefits to efforts to attract and 
retain hi-tech businesses.” *

Reality:  No linkage that high-tech jobs depend on a 
nearby airport

Why aren’t there lots of high-tech companies located near Sea-
Tac? (MSFT, ICOS, AMGN, etc…)  Because high tech 
companies locate near centers of excellence (e.g. UW) not near 
airports.  

The airport’s marketing survey fails to support their argument 

The airport’s own marketing survey says the #1 use of Paine 
Field is for leisure markets—to fly to Las Vegas.  

*Report by Snohomish Co. Citizen’s Cabinet on Economic Development, August 2004  p.23
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Air service and Noise
We will pay (financially)

Lost  property values, expected to be at least 10% based 
on Sea-Tac study

10% lost value could cost our community over $1 Billion

This will lower tax revenues by local and county government

Results in cuts to police, fire, and general services. 

Creates a “downward spiral.”

Noise Mitigation costs:  over $200 Million just for schools in 
Highline School District

Will school districts be willing to ask for such levy funds?
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Air Service and Noise:
Environmental Effects

Study of Boeing Field vs. other Seattle 
communities found that, near the airport, 
residents had:

57% higher asthma 
28% higher pneumonia/influenza
26% higher respiratory disease
83% higher pregnancy complications

Airplane landings/take-offs are source of:
Benzene
1,3 butadiene
Formaldehyde
Other carcinogens and non-carcinogenic 
particulates

Diminished Health  (Columbia University 
studies)

Increased hypertension, stress, effects on the 
elderly and on pregnant women and their unborn 
children
Source: “Take Back the Sky” and multiple studies referenced therein
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Aircraft flight paths to Paine Field & Surrounding 
Communities—everyone is affected

About 100,000 children 
attend schools “under the 
flight path” of Paine Field
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Air Service Noise
We will pay (socially)

“Schools exposed to 
high levels of aircraft 
noise are not 
healthy educational 
environments.”

Increasing school enrollment sets new records every 
year (Mukilteo school district has over 14,000 students 
and continues to grow)



12/1/2008 (c) 2005  Save Our Communities 13

Lost property taxes?  Health 
and environmental costs?

Our cost/benefit analysis of Noise 
>$1.6 Billion in estimated liabilities. 

Where’s the upside? Will taxpayers be forced to pay?

Paine Field Expansion Costs

($1,800,000,000)
($1,600,000,000)
($1,400,000,000)
($1,200,000,000)
($1,000,000,000)

($800,000,000)
($600,000,000)
($400,000,000)
($200,000,000)

$0

Noise Mitigation Light Rail Link Lost Property Value
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Summary:
The County has failed to show ANY cost/benefit 

analysis
Their marketing “study” does nothing to address this issue

Any “cost” analysis is only to determine the cost of a new terminal

No studies done or contemplated for:
Congestion, infrastructure costs

Airport security costs 

Security impacts on the Navy; 

Could this lead to closing Naval Station Everett by the BRAC Commission?
Navy payrolls pump $431 million into the local economy every year1

Impacts on the community—property devaluation, noise mitigation

Environmental impacts—effects on health, education

Economic Impacts of the Military Bases in Washington, Office of Financial Management, 2004, p.9
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Other solutions coming soon!

Sound Transit Light Rail
Coming to Sea-Tac in 2008
Solves Ground Transportation problems

Third Runway
Coming On-line in 2009
Solves Air-Transportation problems
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Even more solutions available

Van Nuys model—Flyaway bus
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More solutions available

Denver model: an airport that’s out of the way
53 square miles
5 runways
The airport is much farther from downtown Denver 
than Stapleton International Airport, the airport it 
replaced. 
The distant location was chosen to avoid noise 
impacts to developed areas, to accommodate a 
generous runway layout that would not be 
compromised by winter storms, and to allow for 
future expansion. 
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Other solutions available

PSBJ, 1/13/06, quotes PSRC planner:
“a fully capable supplemental airport would require twin 
runways of 10,000 feet each, along with associated support 
facilities and glide paths…  
“To build an airport of that magnitude, with wider spacing 
between runways, you’d want 3,000 to 5,000 acres, maybe 
more,” he said. “There’s been another 10 years worth of 
growth in the region. That open space is hard to find.” 
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FAA Reality vs Myth
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FAA Reality vs Myth
The airport receives funds from the FAA:  TRUE

The airport must remain compliant with FAA regulations

Not exactly.  The airport must remain compliant only if it wants to 
continue receiving FAA grant money.  

Reality:  the County CAN refuse flights by air carriers.  

Reality:  the penalty for failing to comply is loss of future grant 
money—about $2 million per year.  

Consider forfeiting $2 million vs. $1.6 Billion in costs 

Consider Centennial Airport:  they denied commercial airlines 
AND retained FAA funding and compliance.
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FAA Reality vs Myth
The County states that, if it remains compliant with 
FAA regulations, the airport “cannot do anything” if an 
air carrier wants to start operations at Paine Field.

FALSE

The airport must ONLY give clearance to land (day or night.)

According to the FAA, the County has no obligation to build a 
terminal, issue permits for air cargo distribution centers, or 
otherwise spend one dime towards promoting commercial 
service at Paine Field
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FAA Reality vs Myth

We must challenge misleading statements about FAA regulations

We need leadership to assert control over our own airport

If the County chooses to allow an carrier to operate here, it is 
voluntarily relinquishing such control.

The County is already violating the MRD:  

Existing aviation activities at Paine Field which would be strongly discouraged from 
expanding because of their inconsistency with the airport’s primary aviation role, as well as 
their unavoidable adverse impact on the surrounding community, include 
supplemental/charter air passenger service, large transport crew training, air cargo aviation, 
and military aviation.

The County CAN remain FAA compliant and “strongly discourage” 
commercial expansion at Paine Field at the same time. 
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Hear No Evil
The County airport created a 65 DNL noise mitigation 
line (a contour line)

It is based on a complicated 24-hour average noise modeling 
program.  

Noise energy over 65 dB is disturbing.

The 65 dB noise line stays within the airport boundaries.   What 
does this mean?

Reality:  The noise line is a “money line.”  

The FAA must pay noise mitigation costs to residents located 
inside the contour line

A tightly drawn noise line means WE pay noise mitigation costs 
outside of the line.
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The Money Line
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Noise?  What Noise?
Reality:  We don’t listen to noise averaged over a 
24-hour period (obviously)

Loud “single event” noise disturbs us, undermines the 
learning environment for our children and wakes us up 
at night.

Example:  A 747 taking off is 98 dB -106 dB 

Compare to a lawn mower at 98 dB; 
conversational speech at 60 dB

Averaged over 24 hrs, according to their noise 
model, Paine Field’s Director says aircraft noise 
should not bother you.  

Does this allow you to sleep better when loud 
planes fly overhead?
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MRD language is binding: 
Puget Sound Regional Council

PSRC adopted Resolution A-93-03 as part of their 
Comprehensive Plan.  

That resolution also indicated that a "major 
supplemental airport should be located in the four-
county area within a reasonable travel time from 
significant markets in the region.”  

The resolution also stated: "Eliminate small 
supplemental airports, including Paine Field, as 
a preferred alternative.”  
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MRD language is binding:
Snohomish County Comp. Plan

MRD’s language for a General Aviation role for 
Paine Field has been incorporated into the 
County’s Comprehensive Plan 

The County’s Comprehensive Plan’s Capital 
Facilities Goal 7 states: 

“Develop investment strategies for Paine Field to 
support and enhance its role as a general aviation 
and industrial commercial facility consistent with the 
Airport Master Plan.” 
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MRD language is binding:
Mukilteo’s Comp. Plan

Mukilteo’s Comprehensive Plan calls for a significant amount 
of residential development in areas bordering Paine Field.  

It also includes the following transportation policy: "The City 
of Mukilteo opposes physical and operational expansion 
of Paine Field General Aviation Airport to accommodate 
commercial aviation.”  TR 31.  

Also, "the City of Mukilteo shall actively participate in 
airport planning to decrease current noise levels, limit 
flight paths, limit evening and nighttime landings, and 
limit the number of incoming and outgoing aircraft at the 
Paine Field General Aviation Airport.”  TR 32.  
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Proponent’s Strategy
Get any flights started with any airline (smaller is 
better) regardless of cost analysis, the MRD and 
binding GMA language

Build out infrastracture with minimal public 
hearings and involvement

“Dual use” facilities: 

Hilton Garden Hotel

Light rail to Boeing

Build a “notional” terminal 
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Other Communities said “No”
Why can’t we?

 

 

June 14, 2005  

Pelz Blasts Proposal to Allow  
Southwest Airlines at Boeing Field 
“No way in hell”  
  

 

Scottsdale abandons plan for commercial air 
service
Lesley Wright
The Arizona Republic
Nov. 2, 2005 12:00 AM 
SCOTTSDALE - City leaders on Tuesday 
aborted a launch of commercial air service at 
Scottsdale Airport after running into massive 
resistance.
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Call for an Interlocal Agreement (ILA)
County Executive Aaron Reardon supports the mediated agreement 
that has guided the use and development of Paine Field since 1979. 1

Mr. Reardon officially opposes commercial air service at Paine Field. 
At SOC’s May 5th meeting, “Reardon said he would work with officials 
from cities near the airport and present a binding (interlocal) 
agreement to the County Council.
Some in the audience pressed County Council Chairman Gary Nelson, 
who was standing at the back of the crowd, to support such a contract.  
"It's fine with me," Nelson said.” 2

The next day, Reardon announced the formation of the MRD Review 
Panel, though this was not discussed or mentioned at the May 5 
Meeting. 

1. Discussion with SOC members on March 7, 2005
2. Everett Herald, May 6
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County Action Plan
County should enter into a binding “inter-local 
agreements” with each municipality

Formalize the commitment:  “Seal the Deal.”    

On October 10, Mukilteo Mayor Don Doran presented an ILA 
approved by Mukilteo to the County Council, asking for the 
Council to counter-sign it.  

An ILA allows us to take control of the situation

Control is NOT with the FAA

Control is NOT with air carriers

Control IS with the County to “strongly discourage” commercial 
air passenger and/or air cargo service
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Summary
Airport expansion will negatively affect our Quality of Life and cost 
us a LOT

Economically—$ Billions at risk,  funded by taxpayers

Socially—education, health, congestion, security are all at risk

We support job growth, but Economic Development means more 
than that.  

It means jobs AND a great community. 

The MRD gives us that balance now.

But now we need something stronger than the MRD
We need an ILA.

The County made a promise to the people:  A Deal’s a Deal!

With an ILA:  we can “Seal the Deal”



12/1/2008 (c) 2005  Save Our Communities 34

Thank you!
For additional information:

www.socnw.org

ghauth@socnw.org
Save Our Communities

P.O. Box 482
Mukilteo WA 98275

http://www.socnw.org/
mailto:ghauth@socnw.org
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