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Response to Comment FA1-1 
Thank you for confirming that our assessment work related to the Waters 
of the U.S. is sufficient for planning purposes. Sound Transit expects to 
submit a formal Delineation Report, Mitigation Plan, and JARPA after the 
Sound Transit Board selects a project alternative to build and FTA issues a 
Record of Decision. 
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Response to Comment FA2-1 
Please see response to Common Comment 11 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS.  
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Response to Comment FA2-2 
The Final EIS describes and analyzes the Preferred Alternative identified 
by the Sound Transit Board of Directors after publication of the Draft EIS. 
It includes more information about the environmental impacts of and 
mitigation for all alternatives than the Draft EIS did. 

Response to Comment FA2-3 
EPA’s preference for the SR 99 Alternative has been noted. Sound Transit 
refined the design for the Preferred Alternative since the Draft EIS and 
continues to work to minimize its impacts. Please see responses to 
Common Comment 1 regarding ridership and TOD potential, and 
Common Comment 3 regarding displacement.  

Chapter 7, Environmental Justice, describes potential impacts on minority 
and low-income populations. Appendix D4.2 describes the project's 
consistency with plans and policies. Chapter 8, Alternatives Evaluation, 
includes a comparison of alternatives and shows the trade-offs between 
alternatives, including ridership, cost, and environmental impacts. A 
geotechnical investigation at the Midway Landfill completed since the 
Draft EIS indicates that the Preferred Alternative can be constructed 
without damaging the cap or stormwater collection system at the landfill. 
The Final EIS evaluates keeping Bingaman Creek in an open channel both 
north and south of S 288th Street for the Preferred Alternative. 
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Response to Comment FA2-4 
Sound Transit has coordinated with WSDOT, WDFW, and the 
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe regarding fish passage issues at Bingaman 
Creek. The project design in this area was adjusted to minimize impacts. 
As described in Sections 4.8, 4.9, and Chapter 5 of the Final EIS, the 
stream would be temporarily piped during construction and then 
restored to an open channel adjacent to and underneath the elevated 
guideway north and south of S 288th Street. Sound Transit and FTA 
continue to work with WSDOT, WDFW, and the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe 
to identify potential mitigation options. Sound Transit also conducted a 
more detailed assessment of upland habitat to determine the level of 
function provided by the habitat that would be impacted under each 
alternative (see Section 4.9 and Appendix G2, Ecosystems Technical 
Report, of the Final EIS). 

Response to Comment FA2-5 
Your support for the S 216th East Station Option has been noted. As 
described in Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, funding has not been 
identified for this station. 

Response to Comment FA2-6 
Your preference for either not selecting a S 260th Station or selecting the 
S 260th West Station Option has been noted. As described in Chapter 2, 
funding has not been identified for this station. 

Response to Comment FA2-7 
The Sound Transit Board identified the I-5 Alternative with the SR 99 East 
Station Option as the Preferred Alternative. The Kent/Des Moines Station 
location was optimized to facilitate access to Highline College and 
enhance TOD development potential in the Midway area. Impacts on 
vegetation from this station would be similar to other stations along SR 
99 and less than the Kent/Des Moines I-5 Station Option or At-Grade 
Station Option. 
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Response to Comment FA2-8 
Your support for the S 272nd Redondo Station has been noted. 

Response to Comment FA2-9 
Your support for either the Federal Way Transit Center Station or the Federal Way 
SR 99 Station Option has been noted.  

Response to Comment FA2-10 
The gas extraction system in the Preferred Alternative footprint is closed and 
disconnected from the main gas collection system. Portions of the closed system 
may be avoided or may need to be removed during construction. This would be 
determined during final design when column placement is finalized, and in 
coordination with Ecology and Seattle Public Utilities. 

Response to Comment FA2-11 
Section 4.12.4 has been modified as requested. The Executive Summary has also 
been updated. 

Response to Comment FA2-12 
This statement has been removed. 

  



EPA Region 10 
Page 4 

 

 

Response to Comment FA2-13 
Text has been revised per additional coordination that occurred with EPA 
between the Draft and the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment FA2-14 
This section has been updated in the Final EIS and the project shows a 
decrease in CO2e emissions per year when VMT and energy consumption 
are combined. Mitigation for greenhouse gas emissions is not warranted. 

Sound Transit’s Sustainability Policy and Design Criteria Manual provide 
guidance and direction on incorporating sustainability in the project 
design throughout the design process. During Preliminary Engineering, 
Sound Transit is also using Envision, a third-party sustainable 
infrastructure rating system, to explore ways to improve design, access, 
energy use, water quality, materials, and construction practices.  

Response to Comment FA2-15 
Sound Transit will employ a full array of construction mitigation methods 
as needed to reduce localized impacts and as established through the 
permitting process with local jurisdictions and appropriate agencies. 
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No Comments 
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No Comments 
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Response to Comment FA3-1 
Thank you for your letter stating that you have no comments on the Draft 
EIS at this time. 
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Response to Comment FA4-1 
After the identification of the I-5 Alternative as the Preferred Alternative 
in July 2015, Sound Transit has continued to coordinate with FHWA and 
WSDOT regarding the design of the light rail in the I-5 right-of-way, as 
well as the relationship of the light rail alignment to the SR 509 Extension 
Project. FHWA, WSDOT, and Sound Transit have addressed design 
compatibility between the two projects through letters of understanding 
for specific areas in the corridor, in lieu of a project-wide Compatibility 
Report. 

During development of the Final EIS, Sound Transit coordinated with 
WSDOT and FHWA on the appropriate traffic and safety analysis along I-5 
and at ramp terminals. This approach was included in the Final EIS 
Transportation Technical Analysis Methodology Overview and Updates 
memo that both WSDOT and FHWA reviewed. The transportation 
analysis included in the Final EIS assessed the clear zone by conducting a 
predictive safety analysis. The analysis also addressed the traffic 
operations and safety on the interchange ramps and ramp terminals 
considering the signal systems and ramp design information such as sight 
distance, deceleration lengths, effective storage lengths, and alignment.  

Section 4.3 of Appendix G1, Transportation Technical Report, presents a 
detailed queue length analysis for the No Build Alternative and Preferred 
Alternative. This analysis was completed using WSDOT-approved 
SimTraffic in conjunction with Synchro software. A detailed geometric 
assessment was completed to determine effective ramp queue storage 
lengths and was used to determine if queues on the I-5 ramps would 
extend onto the I-5 mainline in the study area. Chapter 5 of the 
Transportation Technical Report also documents a quantitative 
construction analysis that identified transportation-related impacts 
resulting from lane and/or road closures associated with FWLE 
construction. 
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Based on consultation with FHWA and WSDOT, an analysis of clear zone effects 
was completed for both operational and construction conditions, and a safety 
analysis was prepared based on the FWLE’s potential to reduce or eliminate clear 
zone. The analysis of operational impacts can be found in Section 4.4 of Appendix 
G1, Transportation Technical Report, and is summarized in Section 3.5.4 of Chapter 
3, Transportation, of the Final EIS. The analysis of construction impacts can be 
found in Section 5.5 of Appendix G1, Transportation Technical Report, and is 
summarized in Section 5.2.1 of Chapter 5, Construction, of the Final EIS. 

To help decision-makers and the public understand potential impacts of an 
alignment within the undeveloped I-5 right-of-way, Sound Transit has assumed in 
the Final EIS that the guideway will generally follow the western limit of the 
interstate right-of-way while maintaining as straight an alignment as possible. This 
is to ensure that potential impacts on neighboring properties and land uses are 
disclosed as fully as possible given the current preliminary level of design. It also 
reflects the general practice of agencies with jurisdiction over interstate highways 
(in Washington state, the FHWA and WSDOT) to locate non-highway uses as far as 
possible from an existing highway. 

Appendix J, Location of Preferred Alternative within I 5 Right-of-Way, recognizes 
that site-specific constraints along the undeveloped right-of-way exist and may 
require flexibility to adjust the location of the transit guideway to avoid or 
minimize impacts. Appendix J discusses changes in impacts that could occur from 
shifting the alignment, including impacts to the clear zone. It includes scenarios 
with and without the SR 509 Extension.   
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Response to Comment FA4-2  
Construction impacts on the transportation system were discussed in 
Chapter 5 of the Draft EIS. Sound Transit updated the Final EIS to include 
further information such as intersection level of service and roadway 
volume-to-capacity analysis for construction locations with lane and road 
closures and detour routes. This analysis included the relevant I-5 
interchange areas with potential impacts. Please see response to 
comment FA4-1. 

Response to Comment FA4-3  
Sound Transit is aware of the updated WSDOT manual and refers to it in 
the discussion of visual mitigation measures in Section 4.5, Visual and 
Aesthetic Resources, in the Final EIS. Sound Transit will coordinate with 
WSDOT landscape staff to develop appropriate site-specific measures and 
offsite mitigation as needed. Section 4.5.4 of the Final EIS describes 
impacts on vegetation within WSDOT right-of-way and summarizes the 
applicable mitigation requirements per the WSDOT Roadside Policy 
Manual. Section J.2.4 of Appendix J, Location of Preferred Alternative 
within I 5 Right-of-Way, describes potential changes in visual impacts if 
the FWLE alignment is shifted closer to I-5 south of Kent/Des Moines 
Road. 

Response to Comment FA4-4  
The traffic noise analysis was prepared in accordance with FHWA and 
WSDOT criteria, and reflected FHWA noise policy guidance related to 
transit projects and 23 CFR Section 772 as appropriate.  

Response to Comment FA4-5  
Sound Transit continues to coordinate with FHWA through the NEPA 
process. 
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Response to Comment FA4-6  
Please see response to comment FA4-1. 

Response to Comment FA4-7  
Chapter 5 of the Transportation Technical Report (Appendix G1) includes 
additional quantitative traffic analysis of these ramps and discusses 
construction access points to the temporary construction road. Please 
see response to comment FA4-1. 
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Response to Comment FA4-8  
The Final EIS provides more information regarding the project 
improvements along 26th Avenue S and at the intersection of 26th Ave S 
and S 272nd Street. In summary, the 26th Avenue S and S 272nd Street 
intersection would be improved and widened for additional turn lanes. It 
would not be shifted closer to the I-5 southbound ramp. Detailed LOS and 
delay information is provided for the reconfigured 26th Avenue S and 
S 272nd Street intersection in the Transportation Technical Report 
(Appendix G1). 

Response to Comment FA4-9  
The Final EIS updates and clarifies the mitigation descriptions. See Table 
3-11 in Chapter 3, Transportation, for mitigation measures. The 
mitigation in this location is an additional left-turn pocket from the 
northbound I-5 off-ramp to westbound S 272nd Street. This left-turn lane 
would be in addition to the existing northbound shared left/through lane 
and right-turn-only lane. 

Response to Comment FA4-10  
The estimated 10 to 15 trucks per hour would only occur during periods 
of peak construction activities. The Final EIS assesses truck traffic impacts 
in Chapter 5, Construction. Sound Transit would prepare traffic control 
plans during final design for agency approval that address maintaining all 
modes of transportation. 

Response to Comment FA4-11  
Trenching under S 272nd would further reduce capacity on this roadway 
when lane closures occur. A quantitative construction traffic analysis for 
the Final EIS assessed impacts due to lane/road closures and assumed 
roadway capacity reductions. Please see responses to comments FA4-1 
and FA4-2. 

Response to Comment FA4-12 
See response to comment FA4-6. 
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Response to Comment FA4-13 
Relative crash rates have been confirmed for the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment FA4-14  
The Star Lake Park-and-Ride is currently about half full on weekdays. As discussed 
in Chapter 5 of the Final EIS, its users would be displaced if the park-and-ride were 
completely closed for construction, and would likely use nearby lots such as the 
Redondo Park-and-Ride.  
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Response to Comment FA4-15  
See response to comment FA4-11. 

Response to Comment FA4-16  
With the S 320th Park-and-Ride Station Option, the Draft EIS incorrectly 
stated the 25th Avenue S access could be converted to allow non-bus 
traffic. The Final EIS assumes that 25th Avenue S would remain bus-only. 
Access to this park-and-ride for commuter vehicles would be from 23rd 
Avenue S. The intersection LOS analysis has been updated to account for 
the trips generated to/from the station. 

Response to Comment FA4-17  
The Star Lake and/or S 320th Park-and-Ride could be closed for 
construction. This could result in additional traffic along I-5 from the 
south to S 272nd Street or additional traffic on SR 99 between S 320th 
Street and S 272nd Street.  

As discussed in Chapter 5 of the Final EIS, if the Star Lake Park-and-Ride is 
closed, vehicles would likely use nearby lots such as the Redondo Heights 
Park-and-Ride. This shift would not be expected to cause additional 
traffic on I-5 since vehicles would take the same I-5 ramps to access the 
Redondo Heights Park-and-Ride as they would to access the Star Lake 
Park-and-Ride. The shift in park-and-ride users to the Redondo Heights 
Park-and-Ride could cause additional traffic on SR 99 from users 
originating from the south or west. 

If the S 320th Park-and-Ride were completely closed for construction, 
vehicles would likely use the Redondo Heights or Star Lake Park-and-Ride 
instead. This is not expected to significantly affect I-5 traffic since license 
plate surveys show that most of the users of the S 320th Park-and-Ride 
are from the residential areas of Federal Way to the west. 
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If both the Star Lake and S 320th park-and-rides were closed, there is sufficient 
capacity at Redondo Heights Park-and-Ride to accommodate users of both park-
and-rides.  

Response to Comment FA4-18  
Sound Transit will continue to evaluate opportunities to reduce the project 
footprint in the I-5 right-of-way and to minimize impacts on vegetation. Much of 
the area cleared for the construction road would need to be permanently cleared 
of large trees in any event, to prevent these trees from posing a hazard to the 
overhead catenary lines, although smaller trees and shrubs would be replanted. 
Appendix J, Location of Preferred Alternative in the I-5 Right-of-Way, describes 
how impacts on vegetation could be reduced somewhat if the alignment were 
shifted to the east. 

Response to Comment FA4-19  
Text has been added to the Final EIS stating that highway vertical clearances would 
be maintained on I-5 during construction. 
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Response to Comment FA4-20 
Construction would not require realignment of any I-5 ramps.  

Response to Comment FA4-21 
Sound Transit has not conducted additional design or assessment of cast-
in-place versus pre-cast construction methods for the Landfill Median 
Alignment Option. If it is selected as part of the project to build, further 
design and analysis of construction methods would be completed in 
coordination with FHWA and WSDOT.  

Response to Comment FA4-22 
Please see Chapter 3, Transportation, of the Final EIS, which includes 
traffic analysis at this location as well as information about non-
motorized and transit activity. Sections 4.4.2 and 4.6.4 of the 
Transportation Technical Report (Appendix G1) describe the safety 
analysis and pedestrian level of service analysis done for this station.  

Response to Comment FA4-23 
Sound Transit has identified sections of WSDOT right-of-way that would 
be isolated by at-grade or trench profiles of the Preferred Alternative. 
Sound Transit will coordinate with WSDOT on ownership and long-term 
maintenance of these properties. 

Response to Comment FA4-24 
Sound Transit has been regularly coordinating with both WSDOT and 
FHWA on any potential changes that could affect WSDOT’s SR 509 
Extension Project, the design of which is currently being reevaluated. The 
design for maintaining neighborhood access is not within the I-5 right-of-
way. 
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Response to Comment TR1-1 
Sound Transit met with the Muckleshoot Tribe after receiving scoping 
comments, and the Draft EIS addressed the Tribe’s concerns. For 
example, Sound Transit coordinated with WSDOT to ensure the SR 99 
Alternative crossing of McSorley Creek would not preclude WSDOT’s 
future culvert replacement for fish passage at this location. The 
conceptual design of the SR 99 Alternative was modified to address the 
Tribe’s scoping comments and was described accordingly in the Draft EIS. 
Sound Transit has continued to coordinate with WSDOT, WDFW, and the 
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe during the Final EIS preparation to identify any 
culverts that are fish passage barriers along the Preferred Alternative 
alignment. This was in response to a federal injunction ordering the State 
of Washington to repair or replace thousands of state-owned culverts 
blocking salmon runs and habitat. While Sound Transit is not certain 
which culverts are subject to the injunction, none of the FWLE 
alternatives or options would worsen culverts on fish-bearing streams or 
preclude future replacement or repair of existing barriers on fish-bearing 
streams. Sound Transit has coordinated extensively with WSDOT about 
the Preferred Alternative near Bingaman Creek and has modified the 
Preferred Alternative to not preclude WSDOT’s ability to replace any 
state-owned barrier culverts with stream-simulation-designed culverts 
for fish passage. Additional design work would occur during final design 
and project permitting.  

Response to Comment TR1-2 
Thank you for suggesting ways to improve the technical analysis and for 
working with Sound Transit, WSDOT, and WDFW on fish passage barriers 
along Bingaman Creek. As you know, WSDOT and WDFW also performed 
additional assessments of the creek and culverts during preparation of 
the Final EIS. Based on this additional coordination and field work, Sound 
Transit assumes that the culverts conveying Bingaman Creek under I-5  
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and S 288th street are fish passage barriers, and has revised the 
characterization of existing barriers along Bingaman Creek from the 
Green River to the project site for the Final EIS. All fish passage barriers in 
the project corridor have been added to Exhibits 3-1 through 3-3 and are 
listed in Table 3-4 in the Ecosystems Technical Report (Appendix G2). 

Response to Comment TR1-3 
The Final EIS includes a preliminary assessment of wetland and stream 
mitigation options, including use of King County’s In-Lieu Fee program. 
Sound Transit will coordinate with the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe during 
project permitting to finalize wetland and stream mitigation. 

Response to Comment TR1-4 
Sound Transit has refined tree removal impacts by subbasin for all 
alternatives in the Final EIS (see Appendix H of the Ecosystems Technical 
Report [Appendix G2]). 
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Response to Comment SA1-1 
Thank you for your letter conveying that you have no comments on the 
Draft EIS and Historic and Archaeological Technical Report at this time. 
FTA submitted the updated Historic and Archaeological Resources 
Technical Report in April 2016. That report reflects additional 
archaeological field work completed during 2015. No archaeological 
resources were identified. DAHP concurred with FTA’s finding of No 
Historic Properties Affected in May 2016. Sound Transit will prepare and 
implement an Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP) prior to construction. The 
draft IDP will be provided to DAHP for review.  

Response to Comment SA1-2 
All HPI forms have been submitted electronically via WISAARD. The 
Historic and Archaeological Technical Report has also been submitted to 
DAHP. 
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Response to Comment SA2-1 
Chapter 7, Environmental Justice, describes how the project would 
benefit all populations including low-income and minority populations. 
Benefits include improved access to transit and increased transit 
reliability with the Kent/Des Moines Station. Please also see the 
responses to Common Comment 3 and Common Comment 8 on Table 9-
6 in Chapter 9 of the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment SA2-2 
Your lack of preference for a specific alternative has been noted. Sound 
Transit appreciates the ongoing coordination that WSDOT has provided 
during the development of the FWLE. 

Response to Comment SA2-3 
Your focus on safety is noted. An evaluation of project safety, including 
safety related to WSDOT facilities, is provided in Section 3.5.4 of Chapter 
3 of the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment SA2-4 
Sound Transit will continue to coordinate with WSDOT on the design of 
the FWLE and how it relates to the design of the SR 509 Extension 
Project. Chapter 2 of the Final EIS acknowledges that the SR 509 
Extension Project is currently being evaluated for potential design 
changes. The preliminary engineering and Final EIS analyses reflect the 
2003 design of this project.  

Response to Comment SA2-5 
Sound Transit conducted workshops with WSDOT, local jurisdictions, and 
other stakeholders during preliminary engineering to identify potential 
non-motorized access improvements at all three Preferred Alternative 
stations and will continue to work with WSDOT and local jurisdictions 
regarding this issue during final design. 
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Response to Comment SA2-6 
Sound Transit will design all crossings of streams with culverts that are 
known fish barriers to accommodate the future replacement of the 
culverts with fish-passable structures by others (including WSDOT). 

Response to Comment SA2-7 
Section 4.9, Ecosystems, and Appendix G2, Ecosystems, have been 
updated for the Final EIS with additional information regarding the 
habitat value and functions of impacted forested areas, including an 
assessment of habitat connectivity. 

Response to Comment SA2-8 
GHG emission calculations for the No Build and build alternatives are 
disclosed in Section 4.6.4, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases. 
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No Comments 
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Response to Comment RA1-1 
Please see response to Common Comment 2 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment RA1-2 
The Preferred Alternative would limit disruption to SR 99 in Des Moines 
to the location where it crosses from the west to east side of SR 99 and to 
improvements at 236th Street and SR 99 near the Kent/Des Moines 
Station. Its stations were sited to maximize ridership while reducing 
environmental impacts. The SR 99 and SR 99 to I-5 alternatives include a 
potential additional station at S 216th. Although this additional station 
would increase the overall TOD rating for these alternatives and create 
more opportunities for pedestrians to access light rail, there is currently 
no funding available to develop this station.  
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No Comments 
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Response to Comment RA2-1 
Sound Transit will continue to work with PSRC in the planning of the 
FWLE project. Thank you for confirming that FWLE was consistent with 
long-range planning documents and agreeing with the methodologies 
used in the Draft EIS. 

Response to Comment RA2-2 
Sound Transit has worked with PSRC and other stakeholders since the 
Draft EIS to refine station locations and designs to maximize ridership, 
access, and TOD opportunities. The updated TOD assessment includes a 
more comprehensive look at development potential. A summary of this 
assessment can be found in Section 4.2, Land Use.  
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Response to Comment RA2-3 
Sound Transit’s FWLE Transit Oriented Development Study (Sound 
Transit, 2015) includes the rationale for the study area surrounding 
stations in Section 2, Methodology. 

Response to Comment RA2-4 
As noted, the TOD assessment considers measures such as access, land 
use, capital facilities, and market strength. The Draft EIS used land 
availability as a representative measure to compare TOD potential across 
the station locations. The updated TOD assessment considers 
development potential and impacts from the alignment in the station 
area. These results are summarized in Section 4.2, Land Use. The 
measure of land availability has been modified for the reasons noted in 
your comment in the FWLE Transit Oriented Development Study 
Addendum (Sound Transit, 2016). 

Response to Comment RA2-5 
The discussion in Chapter 6 of Appendix G1, Transportation Technical 
Report was revised to state that in general, door-to-door travel times 
would be shorter for residents within walking distance to stations. 
Transportation modeling in the Final EIS for travel time does not 
distinguish differences in door-to-door travel times between users 
walking to stations and those that may be transferring from an 
automobile or bus. 
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No Comments 
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Response to Comment RA3-1 
Thank you for concurring with the Draft EIS findings. Significant and 
unavoidable impacts are described in Section ES.7 of the Executive 
Summary in the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment RA3-2 
Chapter 8, Alternatives Evaluation, shows the trade-offs between 
alternatives, including ridership, cost, and environmental impacts. Please 
see responses to Common Comments 4 and 8 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. The Preferred Alternative includes a signalized crossing at 
S 236th Street and design elements to make the crossing safe and 
convenient for students as well as other Link rail users needing to cross 
there. 

Response to Comment RA3-3 
Chapter 5 discusses the construction impacts from all alternatives, 
including the Preferred Alternative. 

Response to Comment RA3-4 
Your preference for maximizing development potential and ridership has 
been noted. Please see response to Common Comment 11. Sound Transit 
appreciates your assistance and cooperation and will continue to work 
with Metro to integrate transit service with the FWLE project. 
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Response to Comment LJ1-1 
Thank you for supporting the FWLE. Please see response to Common 
Comment 2 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of the Final EIS. Chapter 1, Purpose 
and Need, discusses regional and local planning that has supported 
development of the FWLE.  

Response to Comment LJ1-2 
Please see response to Common Comment 2. The Sound Transit Board 
identified the I-5 Alternative with the Kent/Des Moines SR 99 East Station 
Option as the Preferred Alternative for the Final EIS. Stakeholder 
coordination shifted the Kent/Des Moines Station location to the west 
side of 30th Avenue S with the alignment transitioning back to I-5 behind 
Lowe’s. 
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Response to Comment LJ1-3 
The Preferred Kent/Des Moines Station is elevated. Please see response 
to Common Comment 4 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of the Final EIS.  

In addition, a collaborative multi-agency/stakeholder process was 
conducted that recommended a package of improvements at the 
Kent/Des Moines Station. These included signalizing the SR 99 and 
S 236th Street intersection and providing streetscape improvements. 
These elements are included in the conceptual drawings located in 
Appendix F of the Final EIS. Sound Transit will continue to work with the 
City of Kent and other stakeholders through final design.  

Response to Comment LJ1-4 
Sound Transit cooperated with key stakeholders to refine the Preferred 
Kent/Des Moines Station location, partly to enhance TOD potential. 
Stakeholders at workshops held in September and October 2015 reached 
consensus on the station on the west side of 30th Avenue S as their 
preferred Kent/Des Moines Station. The Final EIS reflects that consensus. 
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Response to Comment LJ14-1 
Sound Transit appreciates your cooperation and assistance and will 
continue to work with the City in development of the FWLE project. 
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Response to Comment LJ14-2 
Please see responses to comments for letter FW117. 
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Response to Comment LJ14-3 
East-west transit service would be provided with any of the Kent/Des 
Moines stations. Appendix G1, Transportation Technical Report, 
describes the transit service integration that is proposed for the FWLE 
project. 

Response to Comment LJ14-4 
Sound Transit consistently uses FTA’s Standard Cost Categories cost 
estimating methodology. It differs in level of detail for various levels of 
engineering design. The Final EIS notes that these are conceptual-level 
cost estimates and all estimates are rounded to the nearest $10 million, 
which is appropriate for the conceptual level of design. The cost 
estimates provided in the Draft and Final EIS are intended to provide an 
order of magnitude comparison between alternatives. 

Response to Comment LJ14-5 
Sound Transit identified several challenges to a station location between 
the S 272nd Street off-ramp and I-5, including pedestrian access requiring 
a bridge over the off-ramp, and WSDOT and FHWA concerns with limiting 
options for I-5 and this ramp. Sound Transit completed additional analysis 
on traffic impacts at the S 272nd Star Lake Station for the Final EIS. Please 
see Appendix G1, Transportation Technical Report, for the results of this 
analysis and proposed mitigation, including improvements at the ramp 
terminals at S 272nd Street. 
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Response to Comment LJ14-6 
Chapter 3, Transportation Environment and Consequences, of the Final 
EIS describes the transportation system, including the proposed roadway 
system and traffic analysis at both of these stations. The analysis 
described in Section 3.5.2 and Section 7.3 of Appendix G1, Transportation 
Technical Report, confirms that the area’s traffic would operate as well 
as, or better than, future no-build conditions after mitigation. None of 
the FWLE alternatives would preclude a future extension of S 240th 
Street over I-5.  
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Response to Comment LJ14-7 
Sound Transit coordinated with King County Metro to update the transit 
integration plan included in Appendix G1, Transportation Technical 
Report, for the Final EIS. Sound Transit also coordinated with cities in the 
FWLE corridor regarding station planning and design during preliminary 
design and will continue to do so through final design. Stakeholder 
workshops helped identify needs for improved non-motorized access to 
station areas and helped clarify responsibility for funding and building 
such improvements.  

Response to Comment LJ14-8 
The Preferred Alternative would be grade-separated for all road 
crossings, but at-grade, trenched, or elevated elsewhere, depending on 
topography. 

Chapter 3 of the Final EIS describes the transportation system, including 
the proposed roadway system and station access, parking, and traffic 
analysis at both of these stations. As discussed in Section 3.5.5.,limited 
potential for cut-through traffic at stations exists because there are no 
roads near stations that could be used for cut-through traffic. Please see 
response to Common Comment 4 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of the Final 
EIS regarding pedestrian and bicycle safety near the Kent/Des Moines 
Station. 
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Response to Comment LJ14-9 

Chapter 3 of the Final EIS describes the safety and traffic analysis for the 
roadway and non-motorized system at the Kent/Des Moines stations. See 
response to comment LJ14-8 regarding an overpass over SR 99. 

Response to Comment LJ14-10 
The TOD study summarized in the Draft EIS sought to identify differences 
between alternatives. In many cases, the overall ratings for the stations 
were not that different, as shown in Exhibits 4.2-4 and 4.2-5 of the Draft 
EIS.  

The Final EIS reflects additional TOD analysis completed since the Draft 
EIS. Sound Transit evaluated each station location using four measures to 
assess TOD potential:  

1. Access to each station location - How accessible is the station for 
pedestrians, bicycles, other forms of transit, and automobiles? 

2. Land use plans and policies, and utilities around each station 
location - How do existing land use policies, plans, regulations, 
and infrastructure support new development? 

3. Market support at each station location - Is the location 
competitive for multi-family housing, retail, office, and/or 
lodging? 

4. Development potential - How much net new development can be 
accommodated within 1/4 mile of each station after light rail is 
constructed, as measured by residential and commercial square 
footage? 

The TOD Report and Addendum can be found online at 
http://www.soundtransit.org/Projects-and-Plans/Federal-Way-Link-
Extension/Federal-Way-document-archive. 
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Response to Comment LJ14-11 
Section 4.4 of the Final EIS summarizes the likely economic impacts of the 
FWLE alternatives and qualitatively describes TOD’s potential indirect 
economic benefits. Transit infrastructure investment and the ability to 
assemble parcels are just two of many factors that shape the local real 
estate market for TOD development. It would be speculative to attempt 
to isolate and quantify the direct economic impacts of the FWLE on TOD. 

Response to Comment LJ14-12 
Section 4.5 of the Final EIS contains a revised analysis of visual impacts 
near some residential areas, including between S 252nd Street and S 
259th Place and near the Greenfield Park Neighborhood. More 
information on site-specific mitigation, including landscaping, has been 
added for all alternatives. The need for sound walls is determined by the 
noise analysis (please see Section 4.7, Noise and Vibration, and Appendix 
G3, Noise and Vibration Technical Report). As described in Appendix J to 
the Final EIS, in some areas there may be ways to move the alignments 
away from residences while also meeting the needs of WSDOT and FHWA 
for the I-5 right-of-way. 
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Response to Comment LJ14-13 
Section 4.8 summarizes the encroachment, hydrologic, and hydraulic 
impacts to the streams. The impacts of shading and vegetation on stream 
habitat are addressed in Section 4.9, Ecosystems. Exhibit 4.8-1 in the 
Draft EIS reflects floodplain area data from the King County Hydro 
Geodatabase (fall 2013) and shows the best available 100-year floodplain 
boundaries; it is more current than 1995 FEMA maps. All exhibits have 
been updated with corresponding fall 2015 King County data for the Final 
EIS, and the text has been revised to clarify. 

Response to Comment LJ14-14 
As described in Section 4.14, Public Services, Safety, and Security, Sound 
Transit will prepare a Safety and Security Management Plan (SSMP) for 
the project, and a Fire/Life Safety Committee will review safety 
requirements and develop solutions including access. Sound Transit has 
been coordinating with jurisdictions, stakeholders, and service providers 
during preliminary design to discuss safety and security hazards and how 
to mitigate them, and will continue to do so through final design, 
construction, and operation. 
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Response to Comment LJ14-15 
Please see response to comment LJ14-14. 

  



City of Kent 

 

Page 11 

 

 

Response to Comment LJ14-16 
Please see response to comment LJ14-14. 
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Response to Comment LJ14-17 
The FWLE Final EIS compares alternatives that include a variety of profiles 
and alignments in relation to major roadways (see Section 2.2.2.1 of the 
Final EIS). As described in Section 3.5.2.4 of Chapter 3, Transportation, of 
the Final EIS, all FWLE alternatives run beside or in the median of major 
roadways or highways so there would be no substantive differences in 
efficacy or ridership between alternatives based on their configuration 
next to roadways. 

Response to Comment LJ14-18 
Sound Transit worked with King County Metro on providing transit 
service to other regional centers from FWLE stations. The conceptual 
transit plan with the project is included in the Transportation Technical 
Report, Appendix G1 of the Final EIS. Sound Transit has been 
coordinating and will continue to coordinate with the City of Kent on the 
FWLE. Appendix D4.2 has been updated to reflect the City's current 
Comprehensive Plan. 
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Response to Comment LJ14-19 
Please see response to comment LJ14-6. 

Response to Comment LJ14-20 
Section 4.7, Noise and Vibration, describes the noise and vibration 
impacts that would occur from the light rail and traffic accessing the 
station and proposes noise and vibration mitigation. In the Greenfield 
Park area, the alignment alternatives would be in a trench whose walls 
would prevent the train noise from reaching any sensitive noise 
receivers. Sound Transit would mitigate visual impacts with landscaping 
next to the trench where land is available. Section 4.7 also describes how 
potential noise impacts with the S 272nd Star Lake Elevated Station 
Option would be mitigated. See Section 4.5, Visual and Aesthetic 
Resources, and Appendix G5, Visual Technical Report, for more detail 
about mitigation.  

Contractors will be required to meet all local construction noise 
regulations. Section 5.2.8.1 identifies likely construction noise mitigation 
measures. 

Response to Comment LJ14-21 
The FWLE EIS’s visual assessment methodology is widely used for 
transportation projects. Developed by FHWA, it focuses on how 
alternatives might lower the visual quality of areas seen by sensitive 
viewers. It does not assess the visibility of businesses and signs. Please 
see Section 4.3, Economics, for information on potential economic 
impacts to businesses. 
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Response to Comment LJ14-22 
Thank you for your comments on how pedestrian-friendly streetscapes, 
park amenities, and other factors can affect TOD. Sound Transit did not 
include these factors when developing the methodology for the TOD 
study because the factors were very similar for the eight station locations 
in the Kent/Des Moines Station area and did not provide differentiating 
outcomes. However, Sound Transit focused on them during the station 
area planning and design process that began after the Draft EIS phase. At 
station access workshops for the Kent/Des Moines, S 272nd Star Lake, 
and Federal Way Transit Center stations, stakeholders identified goals 
and priorities for safe connections, pedestrian-friendly streetscapes, and 
access-enhancing design ideas. To further develop these details, Sound 
Transit also discussed urban design and pedestrian and bicycle 
connections with City of Kent, City of Des Moines, and Highline College 
staff. The preliminary engineering station design for the Preferred 
Alternative reflects this coordination; more coordination will occur. The 
Kent Comprehensive Plan was considered in the planning for the 
Kent/Des Moines and S 272nd Star Lake stations. 
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Response to Comment LJ14-23 
Please refer to response to comment LJ14-10. 
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Response to Comment LJ5-1 
Please see the response to comment LJ1-1 of letter FW117. 

Response to Comment LJ5-2 
Please see response to Common Comment 11 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment LJ5-3 
Please see responses to Common Comments 4 and 7. 

Response to Comment LJ5-4 
The Preferred Kent/Des Moines Station is on the west side of 30th 
Avenue S. 
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Response to Comment LJ11-1 
Your support for a station on the west side of SR 99, immediately 
adjacent to the college, or a trench station under the college parking lot, 
has been noted. Please see response to Common Comment 11 in Table 9-
6 of Chapter 9 of the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment LJ11-2 
Please see response to comment LJ2-2 of letter FW134. 

Response to Comment LJ11-3 
Please see response to Common Comment 4. 
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Response to Comment LJ11-4 
Sound Transit appreciates the cooperation and assistance of Highline 
College in addressing these issues following the Draft EIS, including at the 
series of stakeholder workshops held in August and September 2015, 
where workshop participants reached consensus on design refinements 
for the Preferred Kent/Des Moines Station. Please see Section 2.1 of 
Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the Final EIS and response to 
Common Comment 4 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of the Final EIS for 
additional information about the station refinements. Chapter 7, 
Environmental Justice, describes how the project would benefit all 
populations, including low-income and minority populations. Benefits 
include improved access to transit and increased transit reliability with 
the Kent/Des Moines Station. Please see also response to Common 
Comment 8. Chapter 3, Transportation, describes changes in traffic 
patterns, circulation, and safety for vehicles and non-motorized users 
with the project. Chapter 8, Alternatives Evaluation, describes the trade-
offs in impacts and benefits among the FWLE alternatives. 

Response to Comment LJ11-5 
Please see response to comment LJ2-1 in letter FW134. The Preferred 
Kent/Des Moines Station would be on the west side of 30th Avenue S, 
within 0.25 mile of Highline College.  

Response to Comment LJ11-6 
Please see response to Common Comment 4 regarding safe access to 
Highline College and the need for a pedestrian bridge. 
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Response to Comment LJ11-7 
Your support for an elevated station on the west side of SR 99 or a trench 
has been noted. 

Response to Comment LJ11-8 
Your preference for the FWLE to continue to Federal Way on SR 99 has 
been noted. 

Response to Comment LJ11-9 
 All FWLE alternatives would provide access to Highline College with the 
Kent/Des Moines Station. Sound Transit will continue to coordinate with 
Highline College and other stakeholders on development of this station 
throughout preliminary and final design. 
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Response to Comment LJ11-10 
Please see response to Common Comment 4. Chapter 3 of the Final EIS 
describes the transportation system including the proposed roadways 
system, motorized and non-motorized station access, and parking. This 
chapter also includes the results of traffic and safety analyses in the 
station areas. 

Response to Comment LJ11-11 
Sound Transit coordinated with King County Metro to develop a 
conceptual transit plan for each of the project stations. This plan is 
included in Section 4.2.1 of the Transportation Technical Report, 
Appendix G1 of the Final EIS. This plan assumes that bus service to the 
college will remain.  
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No Comments 
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No Comments 
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No Comments 
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No Comments 
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Response to Comment LJ16-1 
Thank you for the important information about the diversity in the 
Highline College community. Please see response to comment LJ2-2 of 
letter FW134. 
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Response to Comment LJ2-1 
Your support for a Kent/Des Moines Station located on the west side of 
SR 99 has been noted. Please see response to Common Comment 4 in 
Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of the Final EIS. Please also see Section 2.1 of 
Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, of the Final EIS, which describes the 
stakeholder process for identifying the Preferred Kent/Des Moines 
Station. Highline College was a key stakeholder participant in that 
process. 
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Response to Comment LJ2-2 
Chapter 7, Environmental Justice, describes how the project would 
benefit and impact all populations, including low-income and minority 
populations. Benefits include improved access to transit and increased 
transit reliability. This chapter also describes the targeted outreach 
efforts by Sound Transit conducted throughout the EIS process. Please 
see responses to Common Comments 4 and 8. 

Response to Comment LJ2-3 
After an extensive stakeholder process requested by the Sound Transit 
Board, the preferred location of the Kent/Des Moines Station was 
identified on the west side of 30th Avenue S. Please see response to 
Common Comment 4.  
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Response to Comment LJ4-1 
Please see the response to comment LJ2-1 in letter FW134. 

Response to Comment LJ4-2 
Please see the response to comment LJ2-2 in letter FW134. 
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Response to Comment LJ6-1 
Your recommendation for the Preferred Alternative has been noted. 
Please see responses to Common Comments 4 and 11 in Table 9-6 of 
Chapter 9 of the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment LJ6-2 
As you suggest, Sound Transit typically enters into agreements with 
jurisdictions related to capital projects after the Sound Transit Board 
selects an alternative to build. Extensive coordination with the City of 
Des Moines, Highline College, and other stakeholders started several 
years ago and has been especially thorough about the design of the 
Preferred Alternative near the college. The Final EIS describes how 
impacts would be avoided or minimized and how unavoidable impacts 
would be mitigated. These commitments will be reflected in FTA’s Record 
of Decision, and may be also reflected in any future agreements between 
Sound Transit and project partners. 
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No Comments 
  



City of Des Moines 

 

Page 3 

 

 

No Comments 
  



City of Des Moines 

 

Page 4 

 

 

No Comments 
 



 

 

Letter FW543 
City of Des Moines 

Page 1 

 

 

No Comments 
  



City of Des Moines 

 

Page 2 

 

 

Response to Comment LJ13-1 
Readers will see in Chapters 2 and 8 of the Final EIS that these stations 
are not funded in the ST2 or ST3 plans. Section 8.4 discusses funding 
uncertainties and trade-offs as an area of controversy/issue to be 
resolved. It also notes that the potential stations would require additional 
evaluation to determine their consistency with Sound Transit plans.  

Response to Comment LJ13-2 
The Sound Transit Board did not identify an alternative that runs along SR 
99 as the Preferred Alternative. Regarding temporary economic impacts 
anticipated during construction, including those on local businesses and 
affected jurisdictions, please see Section 5.2.4 in Chapter 5, Construction, 
which describes how Sound Transit would work with business owners to 
mitigate construction-period impacts, and Section 4.3, Economics, which 
describes impacts from property acquisition on cities’ tax revenues. 
Section 4.3 also describes positive indirect impacts related to the 
potential for TOD and negative indirect impacts from removing 
commercial development capacity.  

Response to Comment LJ13-3 
The SR 99 Alternative was not identified as the Preferred Alternative. 
Chapter 5 of the Final EIS and Chapter 5 in Appendix G1 of the Final EIS 
describe construction traffic for all alternatives.  

Response to Comment LJ13-4 
Please see response to comment LJ6-2 of letter FW290.  
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Response to Comment LJ13-5 
This map has been corrected in the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment LJ13-6 
Please see response to comment LJ13-1 in this letter. 

Response to Comment LJ13-7 
Based on the methodology outlined in Appendix A (Section A.8.3) of the 
Transportation Technical Report (Appendix G1 of the Final EIS), potential 
impacts on this intersection would not meet the thresholds established 
to be included in the analysis. 

Response to Comment LJ13-8 
Chapter 3 has been revised in the Final EIS and the LOS standard for this 
intersection is shown for Des Moines only. 

Response to Comment LJ13-9 
Based on conversations Sound Transit had with the City of Des Moines 
and WSDOT, it seems likely that the signal would be provided regardless 
of the FWLE project. Therefore, the signal is assumed as part of the No 
Build conditions in the Final EIS. Please see response to Common 
Comment 4 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment LJ13-10 
The existing year for purposes of the EIS analysis is 2013. The mapping 
reflects the data as of 2013. 

Response to Comment LJ13-11 
The existing year for purposes of the EIS analysis is 2013. The mapping 
reflects the data as of 2013. 

Response to Comment LJ13-12 
This has been added for the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment LJ13-13 
Please see response to Common Comment 4. 

Response to Comment LJ13-14 
Refer to response to comment LJ13-9. 

Response to Comment LJ13-15 
Roadway widening necessary to build project mitigation improvements would be 
included. 

Response to Comment LJ13-16 
Sound Transit worked with King County Metro to develop a conceptual transit plan 
for the FWLE stations, which is included in the Transportation Technical Report, 
Appendix G1 of the Final EIS. It assumes bus service would remain at the college. 

Response to Comment LJ13-17 
Detailed maps of potentially affected properties are provided in Appendix D4.1. 
The additional full multi-family acquisition is the Briarwood Apartments, and the 
additional partial multi-family acquisition is the Tip-Top Mobile Home Park. 

Response to Comment LJ13-18 
While the overall number of residential parcels would not change, the actual 
parcels affected would change, resulting in a larger number of displacements. 
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Response to Comment LJ13-19 
The Final EIS updated the map and description of future land use (zoning) 
in Section 4.2, Land Use, to reflect the zoning changes. Please note that 
the section uses generalized zoning in dominant land-use categories so 
that the land use could be presented consistently across jurisdictions 
(e.g., single-family residential, multi-family residential, commercial, 
institutional, mixed-use, parks/open space, industrial, office, and vacant). 

Response to Comment LJ13-20 
The Final EIS has been updated to include the City of Des Moines' revised 
Comprehensive Plan land use designations adopted in June of 2015. 

Response to Comment LJ13-21 
To update Chapter 6, Cumulative Impacts, for the Final EIS, FWLE project 
staff and City of Des Moines staff updated the list of reasonably 
foreseeable future public and private development projects in the 
Des Moines part of the FWLE study area. These projects were added to 
the list, although the Woodmont Recovery Campus was removed after 
the permits were withdrawn for the project. The list of reasonably 
foreseeable future projects is included in Final EIS Appendix D6.  

Response to Comment LJ13-22 
The text in Section 4.2, Land Use, has been updated as requested. 

Response to Comment LJ13-23 
Please see responses to comments LJ13-1 and LJ13-2 of letter FW543. 

Response to Comment LJ13-24 
It is true that in most cases potential TOD benefits identified in the Draft 
EIS may not occur for many years, if at all, because many factors shape 
the market for TOD. The economic analysis thus focuses on quantifying 
direct impacts (both positive and negative) from construction and the  
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displacement of businesses in the FLWE corridor. There would also be sales tax 
revenue from construction to partially offset this impact. 

Response to Comment LJ13-25 
Section 4.3.4.2 of the Draft EIS notes the potential loss of B&O tax revenue to 
jurisdictions in the event that displaced businesses choose to relocate outside of 
their current jurisdiction.  

Response to Comment LJ13-26 
An elevated light rail guideway along SR 99 would not divide or create barriers 
between the neighborhood and the rest of the city any more than SR 99 does. The 
guideway would also be of a similar height as buildings allowed under current 
zoning along SR 99 in Pacific Ridge, and as some recently constructed buildings. 
While the options running parallel to SR 99 could limit development potential of 
these properties, locating the light rail in the median is not expected to affect long-
term development potential of these properties. 

Response to Comment LJ13-27 
The elevated guideway would not worsen the existing access problems caused by 
SR 99 since it would maintain access across the highway. In the Midway area, the 
Kent/Des Moines Station could provide TOD opportunities, with the station area 
becoming a meeting place and enhancing cohesion. Section 4.2, Land Use, 
provides information on TOD. The station would be consistent with the Envision 
Midway document. 

Response to Comment LJ13-28 
Text has been revised. 

Response to Comment LJ13-29 
Information on the Des Moines Police Department substation at Redondo Square 
has been added to the section.  

Response to Comment LJ13-30 
Sound Transit has coordinated with the affected jurisdictions throughout 
the project through regular briefings and meetings, as well as through the 
Interagency Working Group. While general mitigation measures can be 
identified during conceptual and preliminary design, site-specific 
measures are often not agreed to with local jurisdictions until the 
permitting and final design process. Each jurisdiction has had and will 
continue to have opportunities to provide input throughout the project 
development process. 
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Response to Comment LJ13-31 
See response to LJ13-30.  

Response to Comment LJ13-32 
Potential traffic impacts from detours for the Preferred Alternative has 
been added to the Final EIS in Chapter 5, Construction Impacts, and 
Appendix G1, Transportation Technical Report. The structural capacity of 
these routes is not in question because all proposed detour routes are 
classified as major arterials or above, and detours are only expected in 
off-peak hours when traffic volumes would be lower. 

Response to Comment LJ13-33 
Text addressing this issue has been added to Section 5.2.4 under 
Potential Negative Economic Impacts from Construction. 

Response to Comment LJ13-34 
These potential impacts were not assessed further in the Final EIS 
because the SR 99 Alternative was not identified as the Preferred 
Alternative. 

Response to Comment LJ13-35 
As described in Section 5.7, Non-motorized Facilities, of Appendix G1, 
Transportation Technical Report, protected sidewalks would be 
temporarily provided in some locations. 

Response to Comment LJ13-36 
Please see the indirect impact discussion in Section 4.2, Land Use, which 
describes potential future TOD development near station areas. Sound 
Transit would likely surplus and sell some properties after construction 
for redevelopment, as dictated by market demand. Sound Transit’s TOD 
program has successfully facilitated redevelopment of surplus properties 
along the existing light rail facility. Sound Transit has programs to help 
businesses that remain open during construction, and works to maintain  
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access as much as possible. It has successfully implemented this approach on 
similar projects. 

Response to Comment LJ13-37 
Sound Transit has not attempted to forecast and quantify the aggregate business 
losses due to construction-related impacts since each business has unique needs 
with regard to access, parking, and competition from nearby businesses. The 
analysis is detailed enough to allow the public and decision-makers to compare the 
relative extent of the impacts among the alternatives. 

Response to Comment LJ13-38 
In the Final EIS, Exhibit 6-1 shows 24th Avenue S connecting between S 208th 
Street and S 216th Street. 

Response to Comment LJ13-39 
Please see response to Common Comment 9. 

Response to Comment LJ13-40 
This facility would only be impacted by the SR 99 Kent/Des Moines HC Campus 
Station Option or the S 260th West Station Option. If one of these options were 
selected as part of the project to be built, Sound Transit would evaluate ways to 
avoid impacting it. 

Response to Comment LJ13-41 
Please see response to comment LJ13-1 in this letter. 

Response to Comment LJ13-42 
This is an error and has been corrected in the Final EIS. There is no net change in 
full parcel acquisitions in Des Moines with regard to the S 260th East Station 
Option compared to the I-5 to SR 99 Alternative or the SR 99 Alternative. 

Response to Comment LJ13-43 
The King's Arms Motel would be acquired for the Kent/Des Moines SR 99 
East Station Option associated with the I-5 Alternative in the Draft EIS. 
Note that this option is now part of the Preferred Alternative shown in 
these tables for the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment LJ13-44 
Table D4.3-3 shows that the S 216th East Station Option would acquire 
1.4 percent more commercial land than the SR 99 Alternative and SR 99 
to I-5 Alternative. See also Table D4.3-1. This additional property 
acquisition would cause more property tax impacts than the alternatives, 
as shown in Table D4.3-2.  

It should be noted that Table D4.3-3 reports acquisitions in terms of total 
commercially zoned land acres in each city. Acquiring different properties 
with different acreages would naturally have different impacts on the 
city's commercial land base. 

Response to Comment LJ13-45 
This alternative would acquire only one commercial property in Des 
Moines. This would be less than 0.5 percent of the total commercially 
zoned land in the city. A note to Table 4.3-2 explains that “0.0% means 
<0.5%.”  
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Response to Comment LJ18-1 
 Please see response to comment LJ6-1 in letter FW290. 

Response to Comment LJ18-2 
Please see responses to Common Comments 2 and 9 in Table 9-6 of 
Chapter 9 of the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment LJ18-3 
 Please see response to comment LJ13-1 in letter FW543.  
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Response to Comment LJ18-4 
Please see responses to Common Comments 6 and 10. 

Response to Comment LJ18-5 
Your comments regarding the SR 99 Alternative and business impacts and 
potential impacts on minority and low-income populations have been 
noted. Please see response to Common Comment 1. 

Response to Comment LJ18-6 
Please see response to Common Comment 5 discussing the stakeholder 
workshops for the Kent/Des Moines station area which led to the 
decision to locate the station on the west side of 30th Avenue S. 

Response to Comment LJ18-7 
Sound Transit appreciates the ongoing coordination that Des Moines has 
provided throughout the FWLE development process. 
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Response to Comment LJ3-1 
Please see response to Common Comment 4 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment LJ3-2 
Sound Transit has worked closely with all affected cities throughout 
development of the FWLE and has considered their concerns in 
identifying the Preferred Alternative. Chapter 8, Alternatives Evaluation, 
of the Final EIS describes the trade-offs between alternatives and 
options. 
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