F-001-001

Thank you for your letter. The Executive Summary is a section of the
bound Draft EIS. Thank you for your initial review of the Ecosystems
report; several of the alternatives under consideration have wetlands
impacts, and the Final EIS includes updated information on the wetlands
in the area as well as design refinements that have been made since the
Draft EIS. Potential mitigation measures have also been defined in more
detail. A wetland delineation report and other materials will be provided
as part of the project's Joint Aquatic Resources Permit Application.
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F-002-001

Thank you for your review. Sound Transit and FTA have continued
coordination with the Department in concluding the project's Section 4(f)
analysis in the Final EIS.
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F-003-001

Thank you for your review and comment on the Draft EIS. The northern
part of the Preferred Alternative analyzed in the Final EIS is a
modification of the Alternative C3 that was discussed in the Draft

EIS. Please see the Final EIS for the description of the Preferred
Alternative and its potential effects. Sound Transit has provided
responses to your specific comments in the following pages, but to
summarize:

a. On the need for a full 404(b)(1) analysis, of the alternatives, please
see response to comment 3.

b. On added discussion of Scriber Creek Park impacts, and potential
impacts, please see our more detailed response to comment 7; however,
the impacts to the park and surrounding wetland complex area for these
alternatives were described in notable detail in the Draft EIS in sections
4.4. Social Impacts, 4.5, Visual and Aesthetics (including simulations of
alternatives), 4.7 Noise and Vibration, 4.8 Ecosystem Resources, 4.17
Parks and Recreation, and 4.18 Section 4(f). Chapter 7 of the Final EIS
describes the public comments received overall, and highlights the many
comments opposing alternatives impacting the park and wetlands.

c. The information on Scriber Creek Park has been updated in the Final
EIS in Section 4.17 to also note the funding source of the park. Similar
information on the other directly impacted park, Ridgecrest Park in
Shoreline, has also been included, along with a description of Sound
Transit's commitment to meet the requirements of the funding programs
where conversion of parkland is involved.

d. On ecological connectivity, please see response to comment 8.

e. On additional detail for the wetlands and ecological impacts of the
OMSEF facility, Sound Transit has since issued a Draft EIS on that project
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that incorporated the Lynnwood Project impact estimates, and Sound
Transit is now completing a Final EIS for the OMSF; the Preferred
Alternative for that project is a Bellevue site. The Lynnwood Link
Extension Final EIS discussion in Section 4.8 Ecosystems incorporates
the findings from the OMSF Draft EIS.

f. Please see response to comment 5.

g. Please see response to comment 13.
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F-003-002
Sound Transit appreciates EPA's comments on the alternatives by
segment, including EPA's description of impacts that are of concern.

F-003-003

The wetlands analyses in the Draft and Final EIS were based on
conceptual engineering. They estimate impacts conservatively without
attempting to judge the effectiveness of potential avoidance and
minimization measures. Because they are primarily intended to help
decision makers compare the impacts of the alternatives, they lack the
detail required to support an actual permit application. While the Final
EIS analysis is more refined than the Draft EIS, with some field
delineations performed, the level of design information and agency
coordination on potential avoidance measures that could be incorporated
would make a Sec. 404(b)(1) analysis premature. The Final EIS
acknowledges the alternatives analysis requirement and also identifies
which alternatives would have lower levels of wetlands impacts. If
appropriate for the Preferred Alternative, Sound Transit will prepare a
404(b)(1) analysis as part of project permitting, but also anticipates that
the impacts for the Preferred Alternative would be below the levels
requiring the analysis.

F-003-004

Thank you for identifying the Segment C alternative EPA finds as
environmentally preferred. Sound Transit has identified a modified
Alternative C3, with an alignment west of I-5, as part of the Preferred
Alternative.

F-003-005

The cost estimates presented in Chapter 5 for the alternatives consider
the need for environmental mitigation. The estimates apply a risk-based
contingency amount because project design is still underway and
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specifics about the extent and cost of mitigation would be affected by a
variety of factors and decisions that would be considered with more
advanced design and permitting as the project progresses. Sound
Transit understands that the cost of mitigation will vary depending on the
alternatives chosen, but believes that the cost ranges used in the Draft
EIS accurately convey the potential difference that mitigation could make
for the project alternatives.

F-003-006

Thank you for identifying the Segment B alternative EPA finds as
environmentally preferred. The Final EIS contains additional information
on refinements that Sound Transit has made to Alternative B2 to help
reduce some of the ecosystem and water resource effects noted in
EPA’s comments.

F-003-007

Chapter 7 of the Final EIS describes public comments on the
alternatives, including the comments regarding the importance of Scriber
Creek Park and the associated wetland complex.

Sound Transit notes EPA's recommendations for Alternative C3, which
identified the ability to avoid the park impacts, minimize Scriber Creek
wetlands impacts, and reduce other property impacts. The Sound Transit
Board selected a modified Alternative C3 as the Preferred Alternative for
this segment of the light rail facility, requesting further consideration of
other factors that could improve the alternative, including preserving
redevelopable lands, improving the connections to the transit center, and
minimizing stream and wetland impacts. The importance of the Scriber
Creek wetland complex was identified in Ecosystems Technical Report
as well as the Ecosystems section the Draft EIS (Section 4.8), but is also
discussed in Section 4.4 Social. The Final EIS provides updated
discussion of the park and its associated wetlands for all alternatives, as
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well as information about the Preferred Alternative with the modified
Alternative C3.

F-003-008

The Final EIS provides more detail on habitat connectivity in Section
4.8.1, Affected Environment; Section 4.8.2, Long Term

Impacts; and Section 4.8.3, Construction Impacts. Habitat connectivity
will continue to be considered as part of the mitigation process for
avoidance and minimization and included in selection of compensatory
mitigation for ecosystem resources. Please note also that the
Ecosystems Technical Report has more detailed discussions of
connectivity and continuity issues, particularly for stream habitat.

F-003-009

At the time of the publication of this project's Draft EIS, design work and
effects analysis for the Operations and Maintenance Satellite Facility
(OMSF) project was still underway and details were not available for
detailed discussion in this document. However, Sound Transit has
augmented the discussion of OMSF cumulative effects in the Final EIS,
and notes the higher level of potential effects to the Scriber Creek
wetland complex if the Lynnwood Site for the OMSF project were
developed. The OMSF Draft EIS was published on May 9, 2014.

F-003-010

Sound Transit has reviewed the funding sources used to develop directly
impacted parklands and has included in the Final EIS a commitment to
meet applicable park land or funding replacement requirements (Section
4.1 Acquisitions and Section 4.17 Parks and Recreation both have
updated text). Section 4.8.2 and the Ecosystem Resources Technical
Report of the Final EIS also have updated discussions of ecosystems
impacts to the complex.
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The large undeveloped parcel directly south of Scriber Creek Park is
publicly held, but does not appear to have other protections or
designations for those properties other than critical area ordinances and
other existing federal, state, and local regulation for streams and
wetlands. Additional reviews would be conducted for any property
Sound Transit would use for construction and operation of the project,
and Sound Transit would satisfy any applicable regulatory or legal
requirements.

F-003-011
Please see the response to comment F-003-005.

F-003-012

Sound Transit’s policy [Executive Order No. 1, Establishing a
Sustainability Initiative for Sound Transit (2007)] on ecosystem mitigation
is to avoid impacts on environmentally sensitive resources to the
maximum extent practicable and to provide adequate mitigation to
ensure no net loss of ecosystem function and acreage as a result of
agency projects. The Final EIS includes further measures to minimize
impacts and describes mitigation in more detail. For Scriber Creek,
Sound Transit's potential mitigation includes temporary work trestles,
although final design and permitting would confirm the ultimate
approach.

F-003-013

Section 3.2.7 of the Final EIS and Section 5.7 of the Transportation
Technical Report includes additional discussion of parking at the
Lynnwood station. Section 5.1 of the Transportation Technical Report
discusses how ridership estimates reflect the ways riders are expected
to access the station; many future riders are expected to take transit,
walk or bike, in addition to choosing to park. Sound Transit has

also considered options that would increase the parking supply at the
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station. However, the provision of parking for transit centers is not made
solely on estimates of unconstrained demand for parking, but must factor
in local and regional plans and policies, the cost of additional parking,
and environmental impacts. In Lynnwood, where the current park-and-
ride is already a major hub for transit transfers, Sound Transit anticipates
that transit transfers at the station as well as walking and biking will
continue to increase in popularity, in keeping with the higher-density
developments that Lynnwood anticipates near the station. Finally,
Sound Transit identifies mitigation measures to address potential
spillover parking that could occur.
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F-004-001

Thank you for the additional information on LWCF-funded resources in
the project vicinity. Sound Transit has conducted additional reviews of
the funding sources used to develop parklands and has included this
information in the Final EIS. Sound Transit has also defined measures to
avoid the potential for transit-related parking at Twin Ponds Park.
Parking for transit purposes is not proposed at the park and signage
restricting time periods would be an effective means of preventing
unauthorized parking at the park. The project's Preferred Alternative
does not include a station at NE 155th Street, which also avoids the
potential for such impacts to the park.
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F-005-001

Sound Transit and the Federal Transit Administration appreciate the
letter describing your concerns about the potential displacement of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church under the Draft EIS Alternatives
Al, 5, and 10 of Sound Transit's Lynnwood Link Extension. Since the
publication of the Draft EIS, Sound Transit performed additional
engineering that eliminates the need to displace the Latvian Evangelical
Lutheran Church. Chapter 2, Alternatives, in the Final EIS describes the
refinements, and Section 4.1 describes the acquisition impacts. In
addition, compensation would be provided to the church where minor
acquisitions of land from the church property would be needed, as
required by the federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970.
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