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General Master Plan 
 

Is the master plan an update?  
Yes, the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) recommends that the Airport Master Plans be 
updated every 5-10 years. An airport master plan is an important tool in determining an airport’s 
current and future development needs. The most recent Olympia Regional Airport (OLM) Master 
Plan Update (MPU) for the Airport was completed in 2013. 
 
Will this master plan be redlined to see what differences there are between this master plan 
and the last master plan?  
No, the 2013 airport master plan will not be redlined as this master plan is a completely new 
technical document.  
 
Is the master plan a living document? 
An airport master plan is not a living document, thus requiring updates every 5-10 years, but it is 
an important tool in determining an airport’s current and future development needs. However, 
the airport will adjust the timing of projects in the capital improvement program as necessary to 
meet development and infrastructure needs and the Exhibit A – Property Plan as needed.  
 
When will the Master Plan Update draft be issued and available to the public?  
It is anticipated that the documents will be available for review by the public in Summer 2024. 
This may be delayed based upon FAA and Port review of the last few draft chapters. 
 
How may one obtain the Commercial Aviation Feasibility Study that has been identified as a 
component of the Master Plan Update?  
The commercial Aviation Feasibility Study will become available once it is fully written and 
reviewed by the Airport. It is anticipated that the documents will be available for review by the 
public in Summer 2024. 
 
Can the airport control where planes fly and at what height?  
The airport does not control where planes fly, the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Air 
Traffic Control (ATC) Tower controls the aircraft when operating within the airspace surrounding 
the airport during ATC operating hours (8am-8pm). During non-ATC operating hours (8pm-8am) 
aircraft are operating under FAA general flight rules at uncontrolled airports.  
 
 

 



 

Where can I find information about flight patterns for the airport?  
The Pilot Information Guide available here generally describes the flight patterns. Additionally, 
information can be found on approach and departure procedures on AirNav’s website here.  
 
Do OLM flight paths go near the North Cascades or forests?  
The FAA Air Traffic Management System controls the flight paths of aircraft flying under 
instrument flight rules (IFR). Aircraft flying under visual flight rules (VFR) may choose their own 
routes within permissible airspace.  
 
What is the airport’s benefit to the community?  
Airports are classified as Essential Public Facilities. The Olympia Regional Airport is part of the 
national airport system-National Program of Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS). The NPIAS 
identifies nearly 3,310 existing and proposed airports that are included in the national airport 
system. This airport serves the state capital, and provides access from all over the state and the 
nation. Airport anchor tenants include the Washington State Patrol Aviation Section, Washington 
State Department of Transportation Aviation Division and Aviation Emergency Coordination 
Center, Washington Department of Natural Resources Helicopter Fire-Fighting Division and 
Airlift Northwest Medical Helicopter Response Aircraft. The Airport hosts multiple aircraft 
maintenance and service facilities and also provides career pilot training. Local businesses 
operate their aircraft to and from Olympia. 
 
The Olympia Airport is a key economic engine for the community and the region. The annual 
economic impact of the airport was determined to be $105.9M through a statewide study. 

(Source: https://wsdot.wa.gov/publications/fulltext/aviation/OLM-OlympiaRegional.pdf) 

 

chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https:/airport.portolympia.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/8/2021/03/Pilot-Information-Guide.pdf
https://www.airnav.com/airport/KOLM
https://wsdot.wa.gov/publications/fulltext/aviation/OLM-OlympiaRegional.pdf


 

Do electric aircraft carry cargo?  
Electric aircraft, in the future electric aircraft may be able to carry cargo and people. At this point 
the electric aircraft industry is in the early development and testing phases, and not into a full 
production and utilization of such aircraft, but it is anticipated that electric aircraft will be able to 
transport cargo in the future. 
 
Could OLM serve air cargo carriers?  
Many airports across the state receive operations from cargo air carriers. These aircraft vary in 
size and frequency of operations. OLM’s existing runway will not accommodate large cargo 
aircraft. OLM could be served by smaller single or twin-engine aircraft bringing packages to the 
area. The aviation demand forecast did not identify a significant demand for cargo operations.  
 
Can the Port provide the FAA sponsor grant obligations?  
The FAA sponsor grant assurances are available here.  
 
Do FAA sponsor grant obligations only last 20 years?  
Facilities and equipment developed/acquired utilizing federal funds usually have a twenty 20-
year obligation. There is no limit on the duration of the assurances regarding Grant Assurance 
23, Exclusive Rights and Grant Assurance 25, Airport Revenues so long as the airport is used 
as an airport. There is no limit on the duration of the terms, conditions, and assurances with 
respect to real property acquired with federal funds. Furthermore, the duration of the Grant 
Assurance 30, Civil Rights shall be specified in the assurances. 
  
What grants has the port accepted from the FAA to date?  
Historical information about grants accepted by the Port are available here.  
 
Is the Airport financially self-sustaining?  
Yes, the Olympia Regional Airport is part of Tumwater Properties which includes the New Market 
Industrial Campus (NMIC), Cleanwater Centre (CWC), and the Airport. The combination of lease 
revenues makes the Tumwater Properties an operation profit center for the Port of Olympia.  
 
Can the Port control military helicopter operations in and around the airport?  
No, the Port cannot limit operations at the airport by civil or military aircraft due to Federal Grant 
Assurances to make the available for public use, including military use. Aircraft in flight, including 
military aircraft, are governed by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). The public can reach 
out to the FAA or JBLM here.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://www.faa.gov/airports/aip/grant_assurances
https://www.faa.gov/airports/aip/grant_histories/#history
https://www.faa.gov/about/office_org/headquarters_offices/ara/northwest_mountain/noise_complaint


 

Regarding helicopters: 

• How many helicopters are based at the Olympia Airport?  
During the MPU we identified 18 based helicopters at the Airport. 
 

• How many helipads are there at the Olympia Airport?  
There are no official helipads at the Airport.  
 

• Are there any plans for additional helipads in the current MPU preferred alternative?  
There are no plans for helipads in the current MPU preferred alternative. 
 

• Do any of the helicopters based at the Olympia Airport use the private Olympia Heliport 
business (just south of the eastern portion of the airport) - or are numbers of helicopters 
that use that facility above and beyond the number of helicopters currently based at the 
airport?  
The MPU team is unaware if based helicopters at OLM use the private Olympia Heliport 
business. The helicopters at the Olympia Heliport business are not counted as based 
aircraft for the Airport. The helicopters that are based at the facility would be above and 
beyond what is based at the Olympia Regional Airport. 

 
Public Outreach 
 
How is the master plan conducting public outreach?  
While the Airport MPU process is driven by the FAA standards and grant assurances, the Project 
Team will inform and consult the public in accordance with the IAP2 Spectrum. The Project Team 
will use a variety of public engagement tools throughout the course of the study. 
 

• Study webpage with study documents, FAQs and information. 
 

• Formation of a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) comprised of Airport stakeholders to 
provide technical guidance throughout the MPU process. The TAC membership list is 
available here. The TAC will meet four times and all meetings will be open to the public. 
(May 2021, July 2021, December 2021, March 2022) 

 

• Three Public Open Houses where the public can learn about the study and ask questions 

of the Project Team. September 2021, February 2022, and Spring 2022. A fourth open 

house was held to focus on the Commercial Service Feasibility Study. 

 

• Study electronic mailing list. 
 

 

http://airport.portolympia.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/8/2021/05/Olympia-Airport-MPU-Technical-Advisory-Group-Members-5-20-2021.pdf


 

 
What is the level of public engagement in the master plan?  
The master plan update will be conducted within the “Inform” and Consult” levels of public 
participation, as per the Public Involvement Plan.  

 
 

How were members of the community notified of the study?  
All subscribers to the Port’s electronic mailing list were notified via email of the project 
commencing. The master plan information has been updated on the airport website and Port of 
Olympia social media. 
 
Where does the discussion happen about proposed flight path changes?  
There are no proposed flight path changes associated with the Master Plan Update. Airport flight 
paths in controlled airspace are determined by the FAA. Flight routing in un-controlled airspace 
are left to individual pilots. Airspace questions should be directed to the FAA. 
 
When will there be an in person open house for the master plan?  
Master plan Public Open House #1-#3 were held virtually due to the COVID-19 pandemic. The 
Commercial Service Feasibility Study Public Open House was held as a hybrid meeting to allow 
both in person and virtual participation in October 2022. The Port also held a Conversation with 
the Airport Manager as a hybrid meeting in January 2023. No further open houses are planned 
at this time. 
 
 
 

chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https:/airport.portolympia.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/8/2021/05/100322-OLM-Airport-Master-Plan-Update-PIP.pdf


 

 
What role will the public have in master plan comments?  
Comments will be accepted from the public throughout the master planning process. Per the 
Public Information plan, “ We will keep you informed, listen to and acknowledge concerns and 
aspirations, and provide feedback on how public input influenced the decision.” 
 
Why were taxpayers not included as stakeholders in the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) 
for the MPU?  
The MPU’s TAC was formed to provide technical guidance to the study team. The TAC included 
stakeholders such as pilots and tenants who can provide the technical expertise, resources, and 
skills to address the current and future needs of the airport and who are knowledgeable of the 
FAA requirements. The MPU is utilizing the IAP2 Spectrum of Inform and Consult. The public 
involvement plan included public open houses to inform the general public of the MPU.  
 
Why does this project only go to the Inform and Consult stages of the IAP2 Public Involvement 
Spectrum instead of going to the Empower stage?  
The FAA requires that the master planning process follow a standard protocol to inform the 
public. As the requirements within the master plan, and the results of the master plan, have to 
meet the FAA standards, the level of involvement provides for the Airport to Inform and Consult 
with the public. Per the Public Information plan, “ We will keep you informed, listen to and 
acknowledge concerns and aspirations, and provide feedback on how public input influenced the 
decision.” You can read the guiding FAA Advisory Circular here.  
 
Commercial Aviation Coordinating Commission (CACC) 
 
What is the CACC?  
The Commercial Aviation Coordinating Commission (CACC) was created by the Legislature to 
develop recommendations to meet Washington state critical aviation system capacity needs. The 
CACC aims to recommend a single preferred location for a new commercial service airport by 
February 15, 2023. In addition to recommending a new primary commercial aviation facility, the 
commission will recommend additional ways to accommodate capacity needs at other facilities. 
The legislation requires a single preferred site, but also asks for recommendations on 
improvements at other locations and a strategic view of future aviation facility needs. More 
information on the CACC can be found here.  
 
Who is conducting the CACC’s work?  
The Commercial Aviation Coordinating Commission was created by the Legislature and tasked 
WSDOT Aviation to provide staff support for coordinating and administering the commission and 
technical assistance as requested by commission members. A full list of the CACC members 
can be found here. 
 
 

chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https:/airport.portolympia.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/8/2021/05/100322-OLM-Airport-Master-Plan-Update-PIP.pdf
chrome-extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https:/airport.portolympia.com/wp-content/uploads/sites/8/2021/05/100322-OLM-Airport-Master-Plan-Update-PIP.pdf
https://www.faa.gov/airports/resources/advisory_circulars/index.cfm/go/document.current/documentnumber/150_5070-6
https://wsdot.wa.gov/travel/aviation/commercial-aviation-coordinating-commission
https://wsdot.wa.gov/sites/default/files/2022-01/CACC-members-1-6-2022.pdf


 

 
How is the master plan update working with the CACC?  
The master plan update is not working with the CACC. They are two separate studies being 
completed by two different entities and are not tied together. The master plan update aviation 
forecast is not considering commercial passenger air service.  
 
Note: The CACC provided their final report in 2023. No further work is being conducted by the 
CACC. 
 
Aviation Forecast  
 
Will the amount of aircraft traffic increase?  
The forecast estimates that aircraft traffic will increase over the planning period by 0.57% 
annually. For comparison, 2020 had 70,466 operations and the airport is forecasted to have 
84,665 operations by 2040. This results in a forecasted average increase of 39 operations per 
day over the planning period. An operation is one takeoff or one landing of an aircraft or a transit 
through tower controlled airspace. 
 
Can you put a cap on operations or tell certain aircraft they cannot land at OLM?  
Due to FAA grant assurances, the airport cannot tell an aircraft it cannot use the airport or limit 
the number of aircraft that utilize the airport. It is up to each pilot to determine if the airport’s 
infrastructure is sufficient for the safe operation of their aircraft. 
 
What is the definition of commercial aviation activity?  
With regard to the forecast, commercial aviation activity is generally referring to scheduled airline 
services and commuter flights. The FAA considers commercial aviation activity as operating an 
aircraft for hire to transport passengers or cargo (i.e., charter flights, medical transports), but in 
most cases it is referring to regular scheduled airline services. 
 
What is the confidence in the airport master plan update forecast?  
What are the lower and upper limits? A general aviation forecast is established from a snapshot 
in time and comparisons and justification to the FAA’s forecast. The forecast is based on the 
current inventory of based aircraft and operational activity and comparisons of population trends, 
and specific local, regional, and national aviation data along with other previous and current 
forecasts. The data establishes a baseline and forecasts for specific operations and based 
aircraft at the Airport, including itinerant and local GA aircraft operations, military operations, and 
instrument operations. Factors that affect the forecasts include future hangar development, fuel 
prices, the economy, political climate, etc. 
 
What types of aircraft are expected to visit OLM over the forecast period?  
This forecast anticipates that the aircraft that are currently utilizing the airport (small single engine 
aircraft, twin-engine aircraft, helicopters, and corporate jets) are expected to continue through 



 

the planning period. The master plan does not propose any changes that would alter the types 
of aircraft that would use the airport.  
 
Who are the primary users of the airport?  
There is no primary user of the airport. The Airport serves the southern Seattle-Tacoma 
Metropolitan Area with important aviation related services such as corporate aviation, charter 
and sightseeing flights, aeromedical flights, law enforcement, recreational aviation activity, State 
aviation activity, aerial firefighting activity and other important aviation activity that support the 
Airport and the community. Additionally, three flight schools, Glacier Aviation, Safety in Motion, 
and SpanaFlight are based at the Airport providing flight training to pilots in the local area. 
 
What percent of the operations are local residents?  
Local resident activity is not tracked by the airport. The information that is tracked provides for 
“local operations” (taking off and landing at the airport) and “itinerant operations” (leaving the 
airport or coming to the airport from somewhere else) at the airport. This measure indicates that 
56% of the operations at the airport are local operations and starting and stopping at the airport. 
As such, 44% of the operations are itinerant operations, where aircraft are arriving at the airport 
from somewhere else or departing to another airport. 
 
What is the planned throughout for the future connection flights to SeaTac or other airports?  
At this time no flights are planned for SeaTac or any other airports. Rather, this study researched 
the feasibility of the airport’s ability to handle commercial activity. The forecasts estimated that 
Olympia Regional Airport can support approximately 12,800 commercial operations by 2040. 
Flights between Olympia and SeaTac were not part of the forecasting methodology. 
 
Do these forecasts assume that OLM will take overflow activity from SeaTac?  
No, the forecast in this study was established to understand the feasibility of the airport’s ability 
to handle commercial activity in the future. SeaTac was referenced in the hub connection aspect 
of the forecasts merely as a means to estimate regional demand to the western US hub airports 
included in the analysis.  
 
Has the ratio of commodity (Cargo) flights to passenger flights been forecasted?  
Cargo flight activity was not forecasted in the commercial feasibility study. Only passenger 
activity was forecasted in this feasibility study.  
 

Discussion during the recent MPU Open House #4 indicated that the Commercial Aviation 
Feasibility Study has projected a future 35 commercial passenger flights per day. Does the 
terminology "35 flights" (per day) mean 35 takeoffs plus 35 landings per day? - or 35 operations 
per day total?  
The forecasts were recently adjusted to allow for more passengers on electric or hybrid flights, 
which increased the operational count for these quieter aircraft and reduced the number of 
regional jets. There are now approximately 55 total operations per day in the forecasts, which is 



 

a combination of takeoffs and landings. The forecasts are merely estimates, for initial planning 
purposes as a part of the Feasibility Study, based on current projected emerging aircraft and 
anticipated passenger demand in the area.  

 
 
Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) 
 
What is the habitat conservation plan (HCP)?  
Per the HCP website: “The Bush Prairie Habitat Conservation Plan is being developed to balance 
growth and the preservation of endangered species within the City of Tumwater and its urban 
growth area. The Habitat Conservation Plan will conserve these species by providing long-term 
habitat protection across a system of managed reserve areas. The City of Tumwater and the 
Port of Olympia are jointly developing the Habitat Conservation Plan through the terms of an 
Interlocal Agreement.  
 
The Habitat Conservation Plan will provide for long-term preservation and management of three 
species, protected under the federal Endangered Species Act, that occur in Tumwater: Olympia 
pocket gopher, streaked horned lark, and Oregon spotted frog. Protection of habitat for these 
species will also mitigate for the impacts of ongoing development, maintenance, and other 
activities performed by the City of Tumwater or the Port of Olympia, which have the potential to 
harm these species or their habitat. 
 
The affected species will benefit from assured, long-term habitat protection. The people of 
Tumwater and the customers of the Port of Olympia will benefit from with a federal permit 
authorizing impacts to these species, which will facilitate planned development and maintenance 
work. The Habitat Conservation Plan is expected to reduce the costs and time that would 
otherwise be needed for individual landowners to comply with the provisions of the Endangered 
Species Act.” http://www.bushprairiehcp.org/  
 
Who is completing the HCP?  
The HCP is being completed by a consulting firm who was hired by the Port of Olympia and City 
of Tumwater. The master plan study team (The Aviation Planning Group and its subconsultants) 
has followed the progress of the HCP, but is not integrating the HCP into the master plan or vice 
versa. To contact the HCP Team visit: http://www.bushprairiehcp.org/contacts.html . 
 
How will the HCP interact with the proposed alternatives?  
When will the public see how the HCP interacts with the proposed alternatives? When will the 
public get to comment on that? The HCP will be completed after the master plan and the two 
studies are not directly related. The master plan will determine a preferred alternative in the 
coming month. Any development on the airport will need to meet the mitigation standards from 
the HCP. The preferred alternative will be brought back at future public open house for public 
comment. 

http://www.bushprairiehcp.org/
http://www.bushprairiehcp.org/contacts.html


 

 
Development Alternatives 
 
Why is the study team looking at three different development alternatives?  
There are numerous ways to meet the design standards set by the FAA. The master plan team 
needs to evaluate various taxiway geometric layouts to determine which one is the best path 
forward. The master plan team is also examining where certain types of aeronautical 
development should go and where best small general aviation T-hangar areas could be 
developed versus box-type hangars.  
 
Do the three different alternatives allow for different types of aircraft to serve the airport or 
different numbers of operations?  
No. There are no differences in the three alternatives in terms of types of aircraft or number of 
operations. Each of the alternatives accommodates the same number of aircraft operations and 
type of aircraft.  
 
Will an alternative of no expansion or contraction be considered?  
The property boundaries are not being considered for expansion or contraction within this master 
plan. The alternatives are focused on the same areas of existing land that the previous master 
plan used, all which is in the current boundaries of the existing airport property. The three 
alternatives presented all represent a reduction in taxiway/runway pavement as compared to 
what was approved in the last master plan update and shown on the existing Airport Layout Plan 
(ALP). 

 

Is a runway extension planned in this master plan update?  
No, a runway extension is not planned with the current alternatives of this master plan update. 
 
What role can or will the public play in determining which of the alternatives is shown as the 
preferred?  
The public comments will be heard by the Port, but the selection of the preferred alternative is 
completed based on the alternative evaluation analysis and will be completed by the Port and 
approved by the FAA. 
 



 

 
Are there capacity enhancing projects proposed in the alternatives?  
No, the proposed alternatives shown in Alternatives 1 thru 3 are focused on meeting FAA design 
standards and creating efficient taxiway routes. None of the changes will change the capacity of 
the airport. 
 
Runway 8/26 used to be used as a noise mitigation runway. Will reducing the length of the 
runway change the noise mitigation plan?  
No. Reduction in length to align with Taxiway W will not affect utilization of the runway. 
 
Why is shrinking the airport to accommodate residential needs of the community not in the plan?  
The master plan update evaluates the aviation demand at the airport and needs of the airport. 
The master plan update is funded by the FAA and the scope is defined by the FAA process. 
 
How does any expansion of the airport benefit the community and its citizens?  
The property boundaries are not being considered for expansion in this master plan update. The 
alternatives are focused on the same areas of existing land within the current boundaries of 
existing airport property. The airport contributes to the overall economic health of the community. 
The airport supports jobs in the community. By allowing the businesses on the airport to continue 
to grow creates more jobs in the community and ensure the existing jobs stay in the community. 
According to the most recent airport economic impact study the airport supports 187 on-airport 
jobs.  
 
What are the next steps in the alternatives (After February 2022)?  
The study team will evaluate each alternative against a set of evaluation criteria and draft a 
preferred alternative. The TAC will meet in mid-March to review the draft preferred alternative. 
The draft preferred alternative will be presented to the public at the Spring public open house.  
 
Are parallel runways being proposed?  
No. The only changes considered in these alternatives to the existing runway system are with 
respect to reduced width and shortening the crosswind Runway. There is no forecasted demand 
for a parallel runway at OLM. 
 
Do parallel taxiways facilitate larger aircraft?  
No. Parallel taxiways provide for airfield geometry in which the FAA has set the standards. They 
provide for 90-degree taxiway intersections and are a safety measure that allow aircraft to exit 
the runway and taxi to their destination, rather than taxiing on the runway. Parallel taxiways would 
not increase the number of aircraft taking off and landing.  
 
With a relocation of Taxiway W will access still be provided to existing hangars and WSDOT 
Aviation?  

https://wsdot.wa.gov/publications/fulltext/aviation/OLM-OlympiaRegional.pdf


 

Yes, the Preferred Alternative shows that Taxiway W will be relocated in the future to be more 
parallel with Runway 17/35. Some of the existing taxiway pavement will be removed, but access 
to the taxiway system for existing hangars and WSDOT Aviation will be accounted for in a more 
detailed layout further in the study. 
 
Why are emerging technologies such as electric aircraft discussed within the master plan 
update?  
Advancements in electric aviation technology have been rapidly progressing over the last 
decade. As technology has developed and the ability to create lighter and more powerful battery 
sources, the knowledge has also been applied to aircraft. The FAA and the aircraft industry are 
recognizing that the progress and technical developments have outpaced some initial 
expectations, and therefore must be considered in the long-range planning for the airport over 
the planning period of this study (20 years). 
 
The airport may see these electric aircraft flying into the airport in the future, and with that comes 
the responsibility of planning for the future to ensure there are mechanisms in place to provide 
the ground work for planning for the future electricity and infrastructure requirements. 
 
Does the preferred alternative plan for stopping the sale of leaded fuels?  
At this time the FAA has a plan with the EAGLE Initiative to transition to lead-free aviation fuels 
for piston-engine aircraft by the end of 2030. The FAA’s intention is that once a lead-free fuel 
has been developed and produced it should be compatible with the existing infrastructure. More 
information on the FAA’s plan for lead-free fuels can be found here. 
 
Slide 22 of the MPU Open House #4 power point presentation depicted development plans for 
the Commercial Aviation area of the airport. The power point indicated that those plans were 
derived from the Commercial Aviation Feasibility Study. At what point would the plans depicted 
on Slide 22 (terminal, parking spaces, deicing space, etc.) become part of the MPU ALP? What 
action would trigger this?  
At this time the feasibility study only identified the ability to accommodate commercial activity 
and the feasibility of such activities and planned space requirements if such demand occurs. The 
detailed plans derived from the Feasibility Study will not likely become a part of the ALP drawing 
until demand arises.  
 

Does the preferred alternative of the MPU include construction of new hangars? If so, how many 
new hangers are planned, in what areas and for accommodation of what type / size of aircraft?  
The MPU has generally identified buildable areas around the airport to accommodate the 
demand that exists within the area. Hangars shown to be built in the preferred alternative include 
development of the east side areas where space remains (1 large box hangar, 4 multi aircraft 
hangar structures extending in line with the existing hangar structures, and 4 multi aircraft hangar 
structures in the north east corner of the currently developed areas). Additional hangar layouts 
provided to the Airport simply guide the general layout of those areas for taxilanes to meet FAA 

https://www.faa.gov/about/initiatives/avgas


 

design standards. Hangar development size and types are often driven by developers or private 
aircraft owners who desire to build a hangar. The MPU is guiding the maximum size of hangars, 
general layout to meet design standards, and maximum buildable areas in each area.  
 
Please explain the purpose of the proposed new 2000 foot long turf runway. Could that runway 
be in use simultaneously with use of the main 17/35 runway?  
As an alternate landing area the 2000 foot long turf landing area would not be used 
simultaneously with Runway 17/35. This turf landing area will provide pilots with the option of 
landing on the grass rather than the runway. Many pilots prefer grass landings as they are softer 
on the tires and reduce the wear overall. This is especially true for large oversized tires that are 
used on backcountry aircraft. 
 
Environmental 
 
How is the master plan considering endangered species?  
The Master Plan identifies the species known to occur within Thurston County. Typically, before 
any projects could be undertaken, the Airport would need to determine if these threatened or 
endangered species are located within the proposed project area  
 
The city of Tumwater and Port of Olympia are working jointly on the Brush Prairie Habitat 
Conservation Plan (Brush Prairie HCP) developed to balance growth and the preservation of 
primarily three covered species: Olympia pocket gopher, streaked horned lark and the Oregon 
spotted frog. The HCP is a detailed plan for achieving this goal and is required under Section 10 
of the Endangered Species Act, under which permits can be issued to “take” an endangered 
species by causing harm to the species or its habitat. Mitigation will be required as a part of the 
HCP. At the Airport, a “take” is expected to result from new development, from maintenance of 
City and Port facilities, and from maintenance performed at the conservation reserve sites. 
 
Will the King County Pollution Study be considered in the master plan?  
No. The Olympia Airport Master Plan will not directly consider any of the recent pollution studies. 
There are a number of air pollution studies underway for both Boeing Field and Sea-Tac Airport 
by various parties, as well as industry studies to examine the effects of pollution. Studies 
conducted in King County are not specific to the number and type of operations occurring at 
OLM; the studies are specific to individual airport conditions. Both Sea-Tac and Boeing Field 
serve commercial operations with aircraft types much different from that at OLM. However, a 
wide range of studies, such as these, provide an information base that may have use in future 
airport environmental studies locally, as well as nationally. That research data, coupled with 
research underway by the Federal Aviation Administration, the US Environmental Protection 
Agency (USEPA), and other parties such as the Transportation Research Board’s Airport 
Cooperative Research Program are developing information about the health effects of aviation. 
Specifically how those will be captured in future environmental studies will be dependent on the 



 

scientific community’s acceptance of their results, and applicability of the results relative to 
conditions at OLM. 
Will public health be considered in the decision criteria when evaluating the master plan 
alternatives?  
There is no universal set of evaluation protocol or measurement criteria for considering public 
health in an airport setting. There are a wide range of studies recently completed and underway 
that are designed to help understand the health effects of aircraft noise and air pollution. 
However, no specific methodology exists to predict changes that would occur with proposed 
infrastructure improvements which is why the FAA’s Master Plan Advisory Circular does not 
capture public health as a decision criterion. As a result, it is not possible to directly consider 
public health in this master plan. However, the environmental overview that will be prepared as 
part of the master plan will consider a number of environmental issues, such as aircraft noise, 
air quality, and climate that have an effect on public health. At this time, the environmental 
overview will not specifically quantify those environmental factors, but rather will indicate the 
potential for the alternatives to create significant impacts, as defined by the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). Any future development will need to go through the applicable NEPA or 
SEPA process prior to design and construction. When considering environmental and health 
issues, airports look to the FAA to establish guidance for the consideration of those issues in 
planning. As the research is still evolving, the FAA has not established guidance for the 
consideration of health in airport master planning. 
 
What are the health impacts of airport development?  
In general airport development itself (a physical structure) does not typically have a health effect. 
However, mobile activity that use airport facilities, such as aircraft operations and ground 
vehicles (cars and trucks), emit pollution that can have a health effect. A recent Airport 
Cooperative Research Program report (ACRP Report 221 Measuring Quality of Life in 
Communities Surrounding Airports) considered 22 factors associated with considering health in 
quality of life (ranging from mental health status to level of stress, to diet). Research, such as 
that being done by the University of Washington about pollutant emissions from aircraft at Sea-
Tac Airport or Boeing Field are aiding in the understanding of potential health effects. However, 
much more research is needed before a specific causal relationship can be established. 
 
Will the noise contours be updated for the airport with this master plan update?  
No, the traffic volume and types of aircraft has not changed, nor is it forecasted to change 
significantly from the previous study. More information on noise contours and how they are 
computed can be found here. Noise studies must follow FAA processes and methodology. 
 
When was the last environmental documentation completed for the airport?  
As part of the Port’s Comprehensive Scheme of Harbor Improvements the following 
environmental documentation included the airport: 

• Port-wide EIS: 1994-95 

• SEPA: August 2008 

• Final EIS: August 2016 

https://www.faa.gov/regulations_policies/policy_guidance/noise/basics


 

• Airport EA: 2003 (for the 17-
35 runway shift) 

• The ongoing Habitat 
Conservation Plan (HCP). 

How will the Port meet the Migratory Bird Act?  
Airport officials are charged with both protecting the migratory bird population and with protecting 
the public against physical injury from birds colliding with airplanes. Safety is the number one 
priority at any airport. In addition, the HCP also encompasses the Migratory Bird issues and 
USFW, FAA, and WDFW are all involved. The Airport’s intention is to eliminate attractants that 
would attract migratory birds to the airport to prevent migratory birds from becoming a hazard to 
aircraft operations.  
 
Has the team taken into account and studied the effects of adding regional jet aircraft noise on 
the surrounding area?  
As the study team is conducting a feasibility study only a noise study has not been conducted. 
Prior to any service commencing an entire range of studies would need to be completed to make 
a final determination of the suitability and requirements of implementation. 
 
How will the Port protect nearby conservation areas and parks from noise and pollution in the 
near future?  
Overflight of conservation areas and parks is not a Port or Airport responsibility. Such airspace 
use is subject to the FAA.  
 
How are threats to species being considered in the growth forecasts? Have species covered by 
the Endangered Species Act in the airport environs been mapped?  
The City of Tumwater and the Port of Olympia are jointly developing the Brush Prairie Habitat 
Conservation Plan (HCP). The HCP is being developed to balance growth and the preservation 
of species within the City of Tumwater and its urban growth area. The HCP will provide a long-
term preservation and management of three species, protected under the federal Endangered 
Species Act. The Master Plan Update acknowledges the HCP will be used to provide the 
mitigation that will need to be implemented as airport development occurs.  
 
What are the plans for assuring the deicing solutions do not drop off aircraft as the aircraft 
approach and depart the airport? 
The Airport will protect the groundwater at deicing locations, if ever established. Operations 
beyond those dedicated areas will adhere to industry standards.  
 
What will be the sequence and when will official SEPA and NEPA comment periods begin? For 
instance, will the SEPA Checklist responses and Determination accompany issuance of the draft 
MPU? Will the SEPA determination and comment period precede the NEPA determination and 
comment period, or will those occur simultaneously? How can one be assured of notification that 
a comment period (under both SEPA or NEPA) has begun?  
The master plan update is not part of a SEPA or NEPA process. The master plan update is a 
planning document to help guide development at the airport. The Port will conduct a SEPA 



 

checklist following the master plan's completion. NEPA is triggered when a project is funded, 
therefore the SEPA comment period will occur prior to the planning process. 


