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Development of a 3rd parallel runway requires:

a)  National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review 
(alternatives analysis) 

b)  City Council approval 

c)  Identified funding source

Updated 2010 PDX master plan would likely include the 3rd runway in 
the Airport Layout Plan (ALP), just as it is in the 2000 PDX Master 
Plan



ïALP required by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)

ïAcceptance of it by FAA does not in any way constitute a commitment 
on the part of the United States to participate in any development 
depicted therein, nor does it indicate that the proposed development is 
environmentally acceptable in accordance with appropriate public 
laws

ïDoes not mean the Port intends to construct it any time soon, if ever 

ïSimply means the Port has reserved an appropriate amount of land in 
case the need materializes

ïAt the time, it was unknown how the ALP will relate to the City s Land 
Use Plan because this was the first time Port has undertaken a 
legislative land use process with the City

ïStaff committed to studying, tracking, and reporting to the PAG 



ïShould the PAG s final report to the Port and City include policies and 
recommendations that preserve the options for a 3rd runway and both 
terminal options for future generations to decide (i.e., height overlay, 
noise overlay, road right-of-way, etc.)?  

ïIf yes, what are those recommendations (i.e. what actions and when 
would they take effect)?  This will involve an exploration of the 
associated opportunities and risks

ïIf yes, any such recommendation would not need to imply even tacit 
approval of a 3rd runway or terminal concept

ïIf yes, should we recommend actions now or defer those actions for 
later consideration as part of the Ongoing Public Involvement 
Strategy?

ïPAG approved staff and consultants going forward with the process

All members present voting 1, except Eric Meyer, abstaining to consult with Erwin



ïStaff, consultants, and the PAG have now studied and reviewed the 
forecast, facilities requirements, and alternatives

ïNoise, Height, Traffic, Natural Resources, and Economic Development 
data has emerged

ïLand Use Plan outline and ongoing public involvement concepts were 
developed and have received PAG working draft approval



ïConsultants and Staff do not believe, based on emerging data, that we 
currently need to do anything significant to preserve the option for a 3rd

runway and both terminal options for future generations to decide

ïSome housekeeping recommended 

Big Picture Result:

1) No 3rd runway/decentralized terminal allowed within plan district

2) Neither saying YES or NO to 3rd runway/decentralized terminal

3) Further study triggered by approximately 400,000 annual operations 
(265,000 operations in 2008)

4) These issues would go to OPIS

5) Would require a new Port master plan process / identified funding

6) Would require City process (i.e. Airport Futures)

7) Would require a NEPA process
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