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Response to Comment LJ7-1 
Your preference for an I-5 alignment with close proximity to Highline 
College and a S 320th Park-and-Ride Station has been noted. All FWLE 
alternatives would provide access to Highline College with the Kent/Des 
Moines Station. Please see response to Common Comment 4 in Table 9-6 
of Chapter 9 of the Final EIS. The Board considered a variety of factors 
when it identified the Preferred Alternative, including public and 
stakeholder input, projected ridership, cost, and environmental impacts. 
The Federal Way Transit Center Station is part of the Preferred 
Alternative. Chapter 8, Alternatives Evaluation, includes a comparison of 
alternatives and shows the trade-offs between alternatives.  

Response to Comment LJ7-2 
Your support for the FWLE and concern regarding impacts on Federal 
Way Public Schools facilities has been noted. The Preferred Alternative 
has been designed to minimize impacts on FWPS facilities. Details about 
proposed mitigation for unavoidable impacts from the Preferred 
Alternative are provided in Appendix H. 
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Response to Comment LJ7-3 
Sound Transit has continued to coordinate with FWPS throughout 
development of the Final EIS and preliminary engineering of the 
Preferred Alternative, including the development of the S 272nd Elevated 
Star Lake Station Option. Since the Draft EIS, the Preferred Alternative 
alignment has shifted farther east to reduce the area needed for 
construction and reduce impacts on Mark Twain Elementary School. 
However, construction is expected to last longer than estimated in the 
Draft EIS. The shift reduced the acres of playfield unavailable for school 
and public use during construction to 0.3 acre for the Preferred 
Alternative. The S 272nd Elevated Star Lake Station Option would require 
0.2 acre of the playfield during construction in addition to 0.1 acre 
permanently required for the guideway. Additional information regarding 
construction period impacts on the school is provided in Chapter 5, 
Construction Impacts, of the Final EIS. Sound Transit will continue to 
coordinate with the District during final design and construction to 
ensure the school can operate safely. 
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Response to Comment LJ7-4 
Sound Transit shifted the Preferred Alternative alignment east to reduce 
temporary and long-term impacts on this property. Although Sound 
Transit understands that there are no plans or designs for construction of 
new school facilities on the property at this time, it evaluated the 
potential to build a building over the trench if it was needed in the future. 
It assumed a two-story building based on coordination with District staff 
and recently constructed elementary schools in the district. As described 
in Section 4.14, Public Services, Safety, and Security, the lidded structure 
would support a two-story school building. Larger structures might 
require additional structural support in the trench. The S 272nd Star Lake 
Elevated Station Option would limit future development on this portion 
of the property. 

Response to Comment LJ7-5 
The new buildings for the Federal Way High School would be 
approximately 130 feet from the near track for the SR 99 Alternative. At 
this distance, vibration predictions were well below the FTA impact 
threshold for schools and would not impact operations except at the 
Federal Way High School Performing Arts Center, which is considered a 
special building with different impact criteria. Sound Transit would 
mitigate impacts at this facility. 

Response to Comment LJ7-6 
Section 4.7, Noise and Vibration, describes the noise and vibration 
impacts that would occur from the SR 99 Alternative and I-5 to SR 99 
Alternative near the FWHS, and the mitigation that would address those 
impacts. If either of these alternatives were selected to be built, Sound 
Transit would work with the District during final design to confirm the 
mitigation design measures at FWHS are warranted and would be 
effective. 
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Response to Comment LJ7-7 
The visual quality impact assessment is focused on residential and park 
viewers (sensitive viewers) per the FHWA assessment methodology. The 
potential disruptive presence of elevated guideways and passing trains 
from the SR 99 and I-5 to SR 99 alternatives would be reduced by sound 
walls at this location.  

Response to Comment LJ7-8 
Section 4.7, Noise and Vibration, describes the noise and vibration 
impacts that would occur from the light rail and traffic accessing the 
Federal Way Transit Center station. No long-term noise or vibration 
impacts on programs or uses at Truman High School were identified.  

Construction noise impacts at Truman High School would be minimal due 
to the distance from the construction site to the school. As described in 
Chapter 5, construction noise levels can be assumed to be 88 dBA Lmax 
at 50 feet, and the closest school building is approximately 435 feet away 
from the construction site. Construction noise would be about 69 dBA 
Lmax at the closest school building. The existing noise levels in the garden 
at the school were measured to be 61 dBA Leq with Lmax noise levels 
ranging from 62 to 72 dBA. Therefore, construction noise levels would be 
minimal. 

Response to Comment LJ7-9 
Sound Transit has continued to coordinate with FWPS throughout 
development of the Final EIS and preliminary engineering of the 
Preferred Alternative. Sound Transit will continue to coordinate with the 
District during final design and construction regarding potential impacts 
on all District facilities. 
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Response to Comment LJ8-1 
Please see responses to Common Comments 4 and 11 in Table 9-6 of 
Chapter 9 of the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment LJ8-2 
Sound Transit worked with King County Metro on developing a 
conceptual transit plan for each of the project stations, which is included 
in the Transportation Technical Report, Appendix G1 of the Final EIS. This 
plan assumes bus service will remain at the college. 

Response to Comment LJ8-3 
Sound Transit will continue to work with all affected cities in planning the 
FWLE project. The Final EIS describes measures to minimize impacts and 
potential mitigation for unavoidable impacts. 

Response to Comment LJ8-4 
Sound Transit will continue to work with the jurisdictions to identify 
measures that minimize impacts where feasible. This has included 
collaborative workshops held by Sound Transit and the relevant agencies 
to address many of the points raised in this comment. The Final EIS 
includes updated discussions of the potential for TOD around station 
areas in Section 4.2, Land Use; potential negative impacts from removing 
commercially zoned property from a city’s developable land base in 
Section 4.3, Economics; visual impacts in Section 4.5, Visual and Aesthetic 
Resources; and property acquisitions and the associated relocation 
benefits/process in Section 4.1, Acquisitions, Displacements, and 
Relocations. Please see response to Common Comment 4 regarding a 
pedestrian bridge. Sound Transit has coordinated with King County Metro 
to maintain bus access at Highline College. 
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Response to Comment LJ8-5 
Sound Transit continues to coordinate with the cities and Highline College 
to achieve these goals. Please see Section 2.1 of Chapter 2, Alternatives, 
of the Final EIS, which describes the stakeholder process used to optimize 
the Preferred Alternative station locations. 

 



 

 

Letter FW337 
Midway Sewer District 

Page 1 

 

 

Response to Comment LJ9-1 
A summary of planned upgrades for the water and sewer districts, 
including the upgrades in the Pacific Ridge neighborhood, has been 
added to Section 4.15, Utilities, of the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment LJ9-2 
Thank you for providing the SR 509 Impact Study. Details on these 
improvements are not included because WSDOT is revisiting the design of 
the SR 509 Extension Project, which might alter the District’s 
accommodations to it. However, a review of the impact study suggests 
that the FWLE would not preclude implementing any of the District’s 
proposed SR 509-related improvements. If the FWLE Preferred 
Alternative were built prior to the SR 509 Extension, it would relocate the 
facilities on S 211th and S 212th Street that would otherwise be relocated 
for the SR 509 project. 

Response to Comment LJ9-3 
The definitions of “major” and “minor” utilities are broad categories used 
in the EIS, and the comparison of major utility conflicts is intended to 
allow a comparison of alternatives rather than provide a complete 
inventory of every conflict. The preliminary engineering plans for the 
Preferred Alternative document all utilities and potential conflicts. No 
pump stations would be required for the proposed sewer line relocations. 
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Response to Comment LJ9-4 
Sound Transit will develop a utility relocation agreement with the District 
during final design, once the Sound Transit Board has selected an 
alternative to build. That agreement would address the concerns raised 
in this comment, such as defining which District activities may be 
compensated by Sound Transit.  

Response to Comment LJ9-5 
Sound Transit typically bears the cost of utility relocations unless 
otherwise addressed by franchise or other agreements with local 
jurisdictions, which would avoid undue burdens on taxpayers. Utility 
relocations for the FWLE would replace aging infrastructure with new 
infrastructure, extending the life of those utilities and potentially 
reducing maintenance of those specific facilities for a period of time. All 
new sewer infrastructure would have a significantly increased life span. 
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Response to Comment LJ10-1 
Please see response to Common Comment 2 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment LJ12-1 
Thank you for your acknowledgement. Sound Transit will continue to 
work with the City during development of the FWLE project. 

Response to Comment LJ12-2 
Please see responses to letter FW315, the letter submitted with other 
mayors. 

Response to Comment LJ12-3 
The design would adhere to the relevant design standards, including 
those for sight distance. 

Response to Comment LJ12-4 
Table 3-1 in Chapter 3 has a revised statement noting that there is an 
increased potential for conflicts. 

Response to Comment LJ12-5 
Please see Section 3.5.5 of the Final EIS for the parking impact analysis. 
Also see response to Common Comment 5 in Table 9-6 in Chapter 9, and 
Section 4.5.1 of the Transportation Technical Report (Appendix G1) for 
further information on the proposed parking supply at FWLE stations. 

Response to Comment LJ12-6 
The volumes shown in this table are by direction for year 2035. These are 
based on the travel demand forecasts prepared by Puget Sound Regional 
Council for the region. 

Response to Comment LJ12-7 
Please see response to Common Comment 5. The proposed parking 
supply in the project area is sufficient to meet the demand of the 
forecasted ridership. The supply includes 400 more stalls at the Federal 
Way Transit Center and up to 800 more parking spaces at the Star Lake 
Park-and-Ride adjacent to I-5. Conceptual bus service plans developed by 
King County Metro and Sound Transit incorporate service between the  
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Federal Way Transit Center and S 320th Park-and-Ride so that light rail riders could 
park at the park-and-ride. Sound Transit bus service from Pierce County would also 
continue.  
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Response to Comment LJ12-8 
Chapter 3 was revised to state that these crossings are already present. 

Response to Comment LJ12-9 
Please see the revised discussion of TOD in Section 4.2, Land Use, of the 
Final EIS. The terms “TOD potential” and “supportive of TOD” had 
different meanings related to different measures in the Draft EIS. TOD 
potential, which referred to the land availability measure, has been 
replaced with a measure of development potential. 

Response to Comment LJ12-10 
Exhibit 4.4-2 has been updated to include the Calvary Lutheran Church. 

Response to Comment LJ12-11 
Text has been added to describe Town Square Park in Section 4.4. 

Response to Comment LJ12-12 
Section 4.17 has been revised and the direct impacts discussion discusses 
impacts on planned park facilities at Town Square Park. 

Response to Comment LJ12-13 
Sound Transit agrees that information provided to the agency during 
these meetings can be public opinion and should not be qualified as fact. 
To avoid misunderstanding, this bullet has been deleted from Chapter 7, 
Environmental Justice. 

Response to Comment LJ12-14 
Sound Transit coordinated with the City of Federal Way during the Final 
EIS regarding the location of this station and re-oriented this station to be 
north-south and north of S 320th Street. Section 2.1 of Chapter 2, 
Alternatives Considered, of the Final EIS describes stakeholder workshops 
to review the FWTC station layout. A pedestrian crossing was not 
included over S 320th Street because it would need to be a fare- 
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restricted zone and would be limited to riders only. Sound Transit will continue to 
coordinate with the City regarding access improvements.  
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Response to Comment LJ15-1 
Written responses to the City’s comments are provided below and 
changes have been made to the Final EIS as appropriate. Sound Transit 
also responded to questions from the City in a letter on June 26, 2015, 
prior to the Sound Transit Board action to identify a Preferred 
Alternative. 

Response to Comment LJ15-2 
This text has been clarified in the Final EIS. As described in the Final EIS, 
the identification of the Preferred Alternative was not a final decision on 
the project; all alternatives remain under consideration until the Final EIS 
is published, after which the Sound Transit Board will select a project to 
be built and FTA will issue a Record of Decision. Sound Transit’s 
identification of the Preferred Alternative occurred approximately 2 
months after the Draft EIS public comment period had ended, the Board 
had reviewed all comments received, the Board had taken testimony at 
two public hearings, and the agency had continued post-Draft EIS 
coordination with local agencies, other stakeholders, and the public. The 
Sound Transit Board will not select the project to build until after the 
Final EIS is published and all comments on the Draft EIS have been 
responded to. It may select the Preferred Alternative, a different 
alternative, or some variation of the alternatives considered in the Final 
EIS.  
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Response to Comment LJ15-3 
This text has been deleted from Chapter 1. 

Response to Comment LJ15-4 
Chapter 1 has been revised to discuss population within 1/2 mile as well 
for larger cities to provide context. 

Response to Comment LJ15-5 
The purpose of this table is to document regional and local plans that 
have planned for light rail in the FWLE corridor. The comprehensive plans 
of each city are not included except for subarea plans for areas intended 
for high-density development supported by light rail. The City’s 
comprehensive plan is addressed in Section 4.2 and Appendix D4.2 of the 
Final EIS. These sections address relevant land use plans and policies.  

Response to Comment LJ15-6 
Parking would not be provided at the potential additional stations 
associated with the SR 99 Alternative because adequate parking supply 
would be provided at stations both north and south of each potential 
additional station. Please see Chapter 3 of the Final EIS for the parking 
assessment, traffic forecasts at the stations, and potential for 
neighborhood impacts from parking surrounding the stations. 
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Response to Comment LJ15-7 
Impacts on businesses and commercial properties for all alternatives are 
assessed in Section 4.3, Economics, of the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment LJ15-8 
As stated in Section 2.2.7, vehicles operating on the FWLE would be 
serviced out of the OMF in Seattle. Overnight storage and daily inspection 
and interior cleaning of up to four four-car trains would be provided at 
the end of the line (Federal Way Transit Center station, tail tracks, and/or 
nearby pocket track) to support the beginning of light rail service each 
morning. An additional OMF would not be needed south of the Seattle 
OMF until the light rail extends south from Federal Way.  

Response to Comment LJ15-9 
The Final EIS has been updated to include the City of SeaTac's latest 
revision to the Comprehensive Plan, which was adopted in June of 2015. 

Response to Comment LJ15-10 
Sound Transit takes these factors into consideration when determining 
whether a property would be a full or partial take. If the existing use 
would no longer be viable, then the full property would be acquired. 
Although the loss of jobs in the area would have an immediate impact, 
ridership is based on PSRC growth projections, not existing land uses. This 
loss would an impact on sales tax as well, but construction activities 
would create a new source of sales tax for several years.  

Response to Comment LJ15-11 
The goal of the assessment was to estimate the TOD potential near 
stations. The guideway could have a negative impact on development 
potential between station areas. Section 4.3, Economics of the Final EIS 
describes negative impacts on development potential.   
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Response to Comment LJ15-12 
None of the alternatives would bisect neighborhoods in SeaTac or elsewhere in the 
corridor. The alternatives identified in the Final EIS would travel along the edges of 
the neighborhoods, generally follow existing transportation corridors, and provide 
grade-separated crossings of roadways to maintain connectivity between 
properties on either side of the guideway. 
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Response to Comment LJ15-13 
The analysis in Section 4.4 addresses the direct impacts associated with 
the I-5 alternatives, which would cause fewer noise and visual impacts 
than the SR 99 alternatives. Since the Legislature funded the SR 509 
Extension Project in 2015, the Final EIS assumes that project will be built, 
and Chapter 6 therefore discusses cumulative noise and visual effects 
from both the FWLE and the SR 509 Extension. In addition, the noise 
analysis for the Preferred Alternative discusses traffic noise exposure 
both with and without the SR 509 project. Please see Section 4.7, Noise 
and Vibration, and Appendix G3, Noise and Vibration Technical Report, 
for additional information.  

Response to Comment LJ15-14 
This text was clarified in the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment LJ15-15 
Section 4.8 is revised in the Final EIS to clarify that Sound Transit met 
with a City engineer. The staff person who met with Sound Transit as 
referenced in this section is a City engineer. 

Response to Comment LJ15-16 
The paragraph has been revised to clarify that it is a WSDOT pond, with 
plans (last updated in 2003) to be relocated by the SR 509 Extension 
Project. Now that the SR 509 Extension Project has been funded, WSDOT 
is evaluating potential changes to the 2003 design. 

Response to Comment LJ15-17 
WSDOT informed Sound Transit that this pond and downstream pipelines 
have been recently maintained/repaired. The text in Section 4.8.4 has 
been revised accordingly. 
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Response to Comment LJ15-18 
Section 4.13, Electromagnetic Fields, in the Final EIS states that “utility lines are 
normally insulated and cathodic protection systems are used to prevent corrosion 
damage from stray currents.” 

Response to Comment LJ15-19 
Text in Table 4.14-1 in Section 4.14, Public Services, Safety, and Security, has been 
revised and updated based on the information in the comment. 

Response to Comment LJ15-20 
Text in Section 4.14, Public Services, Safety, and Security, provides information on 
the Safety and Security Management Plan (SSMP) that would be prepared as part 
of the FWLE. The SSMP includes the formation of a Fire/Life Safety Committee that 
would coordinate with local authorities with jurisdiction, including the cities of 
SeaTac, Des Moines, Kent, and Federal Way, and the fire and police providers for 
these cities. The Fire/Life Safety Committee would develop solutions during final 
design. Section 4.11, Geology and Soils, provides information on the potential 
seismic hazards and the mitigation measures to avoid potential adverse effects 
during operation. 

As described in Section 4.14, Public Services, Safety, and Security, Sound Transit 
held two workshops in support of the Preliminary Hazard Analysis to identify safety 
hazards and their causes, and to agree on design-based solutions. Sound Transit 
will continue to coordinate with public service providers throughout design, 
construction, and operation. 
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Response to Comment LJ15-21 
A table was not included in the Final EIS because text in Section 4.14, 
Public Services, Safety, and Security, provides adequate information on 
the Safety and Security Management Plan (SSMP) that would be 
prepared as part of the FWLE. Please also see response to comment LJ15-
20 above. 

Response to Comment LJ15-22 
No changes were made because the section only addresses hospitals and 
emergency medical facilities.  

Response to Comment LJ15-23 
Table 4.14-2 provides information by jurisdiction and Table 4.14-3 
provides information for the transit centers and park-and-rides in the 
study area. The information is used as part of the affected environment, 
and Section 4.14.4, Environmental Impacts, provides information on the 
measures that would be implemented to address crime. The information 
in Table 4.14-2 has been updated to include the most recent data. Data 
are not available for all the same years for all of the jurisdictions. 

Response to Comment LJ15-24 
The data in Table 4.14-3 provide information on the existing conditions 
for areas where stations would be located, and text in Section 4.14.4 
provides information on the potential impacts related to crime and 
measures that would be incorporated to address crime in the study area. 
Text has been added to clarify that the information in Table 4.14-3 is 
related to transit centers and park-and-ride lots associated with FWLE 
station locations. 

Response to Comment LJ15-25 
The information has been updated with the latest available information 
from the Washington Association of Sheriffs and Police Chiefs and data 
from Crimereports. Crimereports data provide consistent coverage for  
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the park-and-ride facilities in the study area and adequate information needed for 
the analysis. As part of the FWLE Threat and Vulnerability Assessment for the 
Preferred Alternative, Sound Transit held a workshop to discuss the policies and 
procedures in place to reduce the system risk from activities that would damage 
the system, its facilities, or its patrons. This included an in-depth look at the crime 
reports in the station areas and coordination with local law enforcement. Sound 
Transit will continue to coordinate with public service providers throughout design, 
construction, and operation.  

Response to Comment LJ15-26 
This text is addressing the fire and emergency medical service providers and not 
police services. Because all of the FWLE alternatives would be grade-separated at 
crossings, police vehicles should not experience any increase in response times. 
Also see response to comment LJ15-25. 

Response to Comment LJ15-27 
Sound Transit would implement these measures, and any additional staffing 
required at the Link Control Center would be addressed by Sound Transit. Sound 
Transit provides video evidence to local police for use in criminal investigations. 
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Response to Comment LJ15-28 
Security staff are not assigned to individual stations but roam between 
stations. All alternatives will have similar staffing levels.  

Response to Comment LJ15-29 
If the Preferred Alternative were built before the SR 509 Extension 
Project, access via S 208th Street would be maintained. S 208th Street 
would be realigned as part of the SR 509 Extension as described in 
Chapter 6, Cumulative Impacts. Sound Transit will continue to coordinate 
with WSDOT and the City of SeaTac regarding the design of this 
realignment. 

Response to Comment LJ15-30 
Section 4.1, Acquisitions, Displacements, and Relocations identifies the 
process for property acquisition. This property is zoned for commercial 
use, is not a park, and does not require any special mitigation. The City 
would receive fair market value for this property if it were needed for the 
project. 

Response to Comment LJ15-31 
Although this parcel has deed restrictions, it is currently fenced off, is not 
currently used as a park or open space, and is not in the City's 
Comprehensive Plan as an open space or park resource. Therefore, this 
land is not considered a park in the Final EIS. Sound Transit would 
coordinate with the City to find replacement property of equivalent size 
and function per the deed restrictions if the property is acquired. 

Response to Comment LJ15-32 
The text should have said the SR 509 Extension Project is not in any 
current "funded” transportation plans. Since publication of the Draft EIS, 
this project has received state funding and is now included as a No Build 
project. This is described in Section 2.6 of the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment LJ15-33 
Section 6.5 of the Final EIS notes that WSDOT is currently revising the extent and 
design of the Puget Sound Gateway Program. 

Response to Comment LJ15-34 
The text has been revised per this comment (please see Final EIS Section 6.5.1). 

Response to Comment LJ15-35 
The design of the Preferred Alternative accommodates the design of the SR 509 
Extension Project that was included in the 2003 Record of Decision, which includes 
widening of the I-5 mainline. This project is the only WSDOT project in the FWLE 
area that would widen I-5. The relationship of the Preferred Alternative with the 
SR 509 Extension Project, including improvements on I-5, is discussed in Section 
2.6 and in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment LJ15-36 
WSDOT is currently evaluating modifying the design of the SR 509 Extension that 
was analyzed in the 2003 Final EIS and approved in FHWA’s 2003 Record of 
Decision. Potential modifications include phasing options. FHWA will decide 
whether to approve any revisions to the 2003 design that was the subject of 
FHWA’s Record of Decision. FHWA advised Sound Transit that because the 
potential redesign is in development, the FWLE project should evaluate SR 509 as 
it was approved in 2003. 
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Response to Comment LJ15-37 
Chapter 6 describes the cumulative impacts of the FWLE when combined 
with other projects. No cumulative impacts on non-motorized users were 
identified.  

Response to Comment LJ15-38 
This chapter is for the cumulative impacts of the FWLE when combined 
with other projects. Section 4.5, Visual and Aesthetic Resources, 
discussed the impacts associated with the FWLE and proposed mitigation. 

Response to Comment LJ15-39 
Table 4.3-4 presents data for each alternative with a range of impacts 
with options in parentheses. It shows that there would be 0 full 
acquisitions for the alternative and a range of 0-1 full acquisitions with 
options, including the S 216th East Station Option. Both tables referenced 
are correct. 

Response to Comment LJ15-40 
This title has been revised. 

Response to Comment LJ15-41 
Most uses for the creeks were included in this table since per WAC 173-
201, creeks that do not appear in the WAC's Table 602 are to be 
protected for the designated uses indicated. However, it should be 
recognized some uses on the smaller creeks such as boating and 
navigation are infeasible. 

Response to Comment LJ15-42 
 A sentence has been added to clarify that stormwater would continue to 
flow into the same municipal stormwater systems. 

Response to Comment LJ15-43 
This has been updated in the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment LJ15-44 
The parking analysis assumed a 1/4-mile radius because the potential for hide-and 
ride would be greatest within the closest areas. The FWLE would include additional 
parking at multiple stations to provide transit riders options for accessing the light 
rail system; currently, riders in south King County only have the Airport Station and 
TIB Station. 

Response to Comment LJ15-45 
The East Link project was factored in the projections provided in Section 4.2.3.2. 

Response to Comment LJ15-46 
The analysis of corridor-wide parking supply for the Final EIS includes parking 
provided at the Angle Lake Station. 

Response to Comment LJ15-47 
The table referenced in the comment was specifically for the I-5 clear zone as 
defined in the WSDOT highway design manual. Any widening of roadways within 
the local jurisdictions would adhere to the relevant design standards.  

Response to Comment LJ15-48 
Design approvals for roadway revisions would be coordinated with the appropriate 
jurisdictions and would occur in final design and permitting. 

Response to Comment LJ15-49 
Sound Transit considers parking lost when determining how much of a property 
would be acquired for the project. If the amount of parking lost would make the 
existing business no longer viable, Sound Transit would relocate the business and 
might acquire the entire property. If the property remaining after construction 
could be used for another business, Sound Transit might surplus the property. 
Please see Section 3.5.5 of the Final EIS for a discussion of hide-and-ride parking. 
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Response to Comment LJ15-50 
The parking analysis methodology is provided in Appendix A of the 
Transportation Technical Report (Appendix G1 of the EIS). Section 4.5.2 
of Appendix G1 has been updated to describe the parking analysis 
methodology. 

Response to Comment LJ15-51 
Individuals who will walk to the station are generally willing to walk 
farther than those individuals who drive to a location to park and then 
walk to the station. The parking analysis focuses on this latter case, 
specifically considering "hide-and-ride" vehicles, whose drivers try to park 
relatively close to a station. 
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Response to Comment LJ17-1 
Section 4.14, Public Services, Safety, and Security, and Section 5.2.15 of 
Chapter 5, Construction, of the Final EIS describe potential impacts on 
emergency response times and Sound Transit’s coordination with local 
emergency service providers for operation and construction. Sound 
Transit has been coordinating with South King Fire and Rescue through 
the development of the EIS and preliminary engineering and will continue 
to coordinate through final design. As part of the project, Sound Transit 
will prepare a safety and security management plan (SSMP), which will 
organize the FWLE needs for integrating safety and security into the 
design, construction, and operation. One of the requirements of the 
SSMP is the formation of a Fire/Life Safety Committee, which would 
develop solutions regarding access to the light rail system, emergency 
routes, training costs, and other design features.  
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