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Questions/Discussions (facilitated by ) 
 How do you plan to compare this to previous work done at OLYM?  

o We plan to install one semi-permanent monitor in ONP, the location is yet to be 
determined. The monitor will collect acoustic data for a 365-day continuous period. This 
acoustic data will be used to evaluate aircraft noise modeling with the collection of 
military operations within the airspace as well. The Navy has no plans to compare this 
data to previous sound work done in the park; however the acoustic data could be used to 
compare with previous work, and we can provide the raw data for additional analysis, if 
interested.  

 Is there an overall objective stated somewhere for doing this? I didn't really see one in the Def. 
Auth bill. 

o In addition to the airfields, the NDAA requires additional monitoring along and in vicinity 
of flight paths used to access training areas on the Olympic Peninsula.    

 I am wondering about the difference between the DNL contours p12 and the Olympic Park map. 
One is projected flight tracks and the other actual? 

o Yes, the Olympic Park map is actual radar data from the FAA for flight activity over the 
ONP.  

 Where did that flight data come from and can we get a copy of that? Are you confident it captures 
all the flights we are interested in? (over the park in any event) 

o The flight data came from FAA. This was the same data used in the 2016 Rep. Kilmer 
brief. The data from the brief is only representative of one busy week (Monday – Friday). 
The FAA has completed a more recent study for an entire year. We will check with the 
FAA on sharing the data.   

 Does anyone know what the rationale was for not collecting weekends at first? 
o We can’t recall the exact reason. 

 NPS would definitely like to have access to the year-long study. Yes, the ONF would like to have 
the year long study also. 

o We will coordinate with FAA on sharing the data.  
 Does this graphic reflect the actual distance from the ground - as in flights over mountains? 

o The flight data is altitude above sea level. It does not calculate the above ground distance. 
 Does that include flights during periods where there is preparation for deployments?  

o CAPT Matt Arny discussed deployment operations. 
 Seems like you should only monitor data when you're flying. No data should be added in when 

jets aren't flying, as the average would bring the numbers down rather than reflect the actuals. 
o We are coordinating with NASWI personnel to plan the monitoring periods when OLF 

Coupeville will be active. 
 I have a quick question on that re DNL, would it be valuable to monitor one of the sites in the less 

than 50 dba to verify model? We would like to have actual data to help us with EW permit 
reissuance. 

o While the majority of monitor sites are preferred in the 60-75dB DNL contours, some 
could be located in areas below or above this DNL range.  

 Where are the locations? Will we have input? 
o The locations have not been finalized. Yes, we would like your input.  

 You need one over here in the San Juan Islands - Lopez, as you can see on this map, gets a great 
deal of action. 

o We have heard similar input regarding a monitor on Lopez Island. We will consider it.  
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 Could you expand on Coordinated Observer Periods? 
o Efforts will be made to schedule observations when the Olympic MOA will be active with 

military flight operations. 
 What are next steps? 

o Looked again at the Way Ahead/Next Steps slide. 

 
Wrap-Up 

  reminded everyone how to provide additional input and that the deadline for input is 19 
June 2020. 
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