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Response to Comment BU26-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 11 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 
of the Final EIS.  

Response to Comment BU26-2 
Please see Response to Common Comment 2.  

Response to Comment BU26-3 
Please see Response to Common Comment 2. Chapter 5 of the Final EIS 
discusses FWLE construction impacts and how Sound Transit would 
mitigate those impacts. 

Response to Comment BU26-4 
Based on conceptual and preliminary engineering, the FWLE would have 
some permanent and temporary impacts on parking at this building. 
Sound Transit will coordinate with Alaska Airlines on avoiding or 
minimizing impacts on this property. 
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No comments 
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Response to Comment BU32-1 
Chapter 7, Environmental Justice, describes potential impacts on low-
income and minority populations from displacements of businesses that 
tend to serve mostly minority populations. Section 4.3, Economics, 
evaluates the potential economic effects from displacement of local 
businesses and employees.  

Response to Comment BU32-2 
Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Final EIS states that the FWLE is a regional 
transit authority facility and is therefore considered an essential public 
facility in the Growth Management Act (GMA) (RCW 36.70A.200). The 
GMA prohibits local governments from precluding the siting of essential 
public facilities through their comprehensive plans or zoning. Once a 
FWLE alternative is selected to be built, the jurisdictions would have a 
“duty to accommodate” the project in their land use plans and 
development regulations.  

The Midway Subarea Plan included multiple potential station and 
alignment locations for light rail in the Midway subarea. Sound Transit 
received the City of Kent’s comment letter after the Draft EIS. It is 
summarized in Chapter 9 in the Final EIS and is included in this appendix.  
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Response to Comment BU32-3 
Appendix D4.1, Potentially Affected Parcels, of the Final EIS presents the 
likely property acquisitions based on the conceptual designs and existing 
conditions at the time the analysis was conducted. The information 
provided is intended to show the magnitude of potential impacts 
associated with each alternative and allow for a comparison among 
alternatives. As described in Appendix D4.1, impacts on individual 
properties could change as the design is refined. Appendix F, Conceptual 
Design Drawings, provides more detail on potential impacts on specific 
properties from each alternative.  
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Response to Comment I540-1 
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 BU29-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU30-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU31-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 

Response to Comment BU31-2 
Please see Response to Common Comment 2. 
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Response to Comment BU33-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU34-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU35-1 
All FWLE alternatives would provide access near S 242nd Street at 
Highline College with the Kent/Des Moines Station. 
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Response to Comment BU36-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU37-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU38-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS.   
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No comments 
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Response to Comment BU39-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Sea Mar Community Health Centers (Antonio Z. Sosa) 
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Response to Comment BU43-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU44-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU45-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU46-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Sea Mar Community Health Centers (Jennifer L. Kochrian) 
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Response to Comment BU47-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Sea Mar Community Health Centers (Ricardo J. del Fierro) 
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Response to Comment BU48-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Sea Mar Community Health Centers (Ron Nelson) 

Page 1 

 

 

Response to Comment BU49-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Sea Mar Community Health Centers (Patricia Alva) 
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Response to Comment BU50-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 11 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 
of the Final EIS. 
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Sea Mar Community Health Centers (Virgil Kim) 
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Response to Comment BU51-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Sea Mar Community Health Centers (Alex Narvaez) 
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Response to Comment BU52-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Sea Mar Community Health Centers (Marlene Reyes) 
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Response to Comment BU53-1 
Please see responses to Common Comments 2 and 9 in Table 9-6 of 
Chapter 9 of the Final EIS. 
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Sea Mar Community Health Centers (Daniel Belts) 
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Response to Comment BU54-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU55-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU56-1 
Please see Response to Common Comments 2 and 9 in Table 9-6 of 
Chapter 9 of the Final EIS. 
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Sea Mar Community Health Centers (Cheryl Wilkinson) 

Page 1 

 

 

Response to Comment BU57-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU58-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU59-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 



 
Letter FW611 
Sea Mar Community Health Centers (Carmen H. Nazario) 
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Response to Comment BU60-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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Response to Comment BU61-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 9 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS. 
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No comments 
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Response to Comment BU41-1 
 All FWLE alternatives and RapidRide A Line are complementary transit 
services. Since RapidRide A Line has more frequent stops than the light 
rail, it would act as a feeder service. All FWLE stations were designed to 
incorporate bus service in coordination with King County Metro. Section 
4.2, Land Use, describes the transit-oriented development (TOD) analysis 
conducted for the project. Access to each station location (including 
pedestrians, bicycles, transit, and automobiles) was one of the four 
categories used to assess which station locations would be most 
supportive of TOD. 
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No comments 
 

  



Jameson Babbitt Stites & Lombard, PLLC 

Page 2 

 

 

Response to Comment BU42-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 11 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 
of the Final EIS.   
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No comments 
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Response to Comment BU42-2 
Appendix D4.2 provides a list of land use policies and discusses the 
FWLE's consistency with these policies. Section 4.2, Land Use, describes 
consistency of the FWLE with local land use plans and policies. Section 
4.1, Acquisitions, Displacements, and Relocations, describes the property 
acquisition and relocation processes, and the relocation assistance and 
benefits that Sound Transit will provide. Appendix D4.1 also provides 
information about affected properties, including a table of potentially 
affected parcels. Section 4.3, Economics, describes business and 
employee displacements. Section 4.7, Noise and Vibration, describes 
noise and vibration impacts, while Section 4.5, Visual and Aesthetic 
Resources, describes visual impacts. 

Response to Comment BU42-3 
Appendix D4.2 describes the project's consistency with City of SeaTac 
goals and policies. Section 4.2, Land Use, of the Final EIS states that the 
FWLE is a regional transit authority facility and is therefore considered an 
essential public facility in the Growth Management Act (GMA) (RCW 
36.70A.200). The GMA prohibits local governments from precluding the 
siting of essential public facilities through their comprehensive plans or 
zoning. Once a FWLE alternative is selected to be built, the jurisdictions 
would have a “duty to accommodate” the project in their land use plans 
and development regulations. 

Response to Comment BU42-4 
Section 4.3, Economics, of the Final EIS describes estimated business and 
employee displacements. Employee displacements were based on a 
number of factors, such as the type of land use and net square footage. It 
was also assumed that affected buildings would be completely occupied 
to represent a conservative estimate of affected employment. The EIS 
displacement model assumed that construction of the 216th West 
Station Option would impact the parking lot of the Alaska Airlines office, 
but would not require demolition of the existing building. Therefore, no  



Jameson Babbitt Stites & Lombard, PLLC 

Page 4 (continued) 
 

employment displacement impacts are projected for that property. The 216th 
West Station Option would require displacement of the O'Reilly auto parts store. 
Based on the type of business and documented building square footage, the 
displacement model estimated a loss of 19 jobs at that location.  
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Response to Comment BU42-5 
Section 4.7.2.2 of the Final EIS and Section 4.0 of the Noise and Vibration 
Technical Report (Appendix G3 of the Final EIS) describe the criteria used 
to evaluate FLWE noise and vibration impacts, which are defined by the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) for transit-related noise and 
vibration. Under the FTA regulations, commercial properties are generally 
not considered noise-sensitive. Therefore, there are no noise impacts 
identified at any of these properties.  

Response to Comment BU42-6 
The assessment of aesthetic impacts for the FWLE is based on the visual 
assessment methodology developed by the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), which is described in Appendix G5, Visual and 
Aesthetic Resources Technical Report. It focuses on impacts on sensitive 
viewers and potential for change to the existing visual quality. People 
working in offices or other buildings of employment are not considered 
sensitive viewers because they are engaged in their work activity and are 
not in the buildings to enjoy views. The visual quality of the areas where 
the SR 99 Alternative would pass near the properties described in this 
letter is considered low due to the current utilitarian appearance of the 
area from extensive parking lots, undeveloped areas, and utilitarian 
buildings. The elevated guideways would be seen from some of these 
properties and would add large-scale elements to the view, but would 
not further reduce the existing low visual quality. The elevated guideway 
would not be seen by sensitive viewers or block views of Puget Sound or 
the Olympic Mountains. 
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Response to Comment BU42-7 
Section 4.1, Acquisitions, Displacements, and Relocations, describes the 
property acquisition and relocation processes, and the relocation 
assistance and benefits that Sound Transit will provide.  

Response to Comment BU42-8 
Please see Response to Common Comment 11.   
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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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No comments 
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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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No comments 
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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 BU62-1 
Please see Response to Common Comment 2 in Table 9-6 of Chapter 9 of 
the Final EIS.  

Response to Comment BU62-2 
The Sound Transit Board identified the SR 99 East Station Option as part 
of the Preferred Alternative. Through stakeholder workshops, the station 
location was refined to be on the west side of 30th Avenue S. Please see 
Response to Common Comment 4 regarding the pedestrian bridge. 

Response to Comment BU62-3 
Section 4.7, Noise and Vibration, describes the noise and vibration 
impacts that would occur from the light rail and traffic accessing the 
station. All planned and permitted buildings were analyzed for noise and 
vibration impacts as if they were constructed. The current land use in the 
northwest corner of Pacific Highway and S 236th Street is commercial, 
and therefore this property was analyzed as a commercial use, which is 
not noise-sensitive under the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) noise 
criteria. Sound walls are included in some portions of this area where 
impacts on sensitive receivers were identified.  

If new sensitive receivers are identified during final design, they will be 
analyzed during the final design noise analysis. The noise analysis will be 
updated during final design and any new buildings not included in the 
Final EIS analysis would be analyzed at that time.  
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