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Appendix D.  Scoping Comments from Tribes and Agencies 

Scoping comment letters were received from one tribal government, one federal agency, four 
state agencies, and eight regional or local agencies. Letters are included in this appendix in 
the following order: 

Tribes 

 Puyallup Tribe of Indians

Federal Agencies 

 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

State Agencies 

 Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation

 Washington State Department of Ecology

 Washington State Department of Natural Resources

 Washington State Department of Transportation

Regional and Local Agencies 

• Port of Tacoma and Northwest Seaport Alliance

• Puget Sound Regional Council

• King County, Metro Transit Division

• Pierce Transit

• City of Federal Way, Directors of Public Works and Community Development

• City of Fife, City Council and Mayor

• City of Fife, Directors of Public Works and Community Development

• City of Tacoma, City Manager



~u~allu~ T~ibe cf Indians 
May 1st, 2019 

Honorable John Marchione 
Sound Transit Board Chair 
401 South Jackson Street 
Seattle, WA 98104 

Dear Chair Marchione, 

The Puyallup Tribe of Indians would like to offer its esteemed gratitude to Mayor Woodards, 
Executive Dammeier, and Sound Transit CEO Rogoff for participating in our recent government 
to government consultation last February over the Tacoma Dome Link Extension Project. We 
recognize the importance of continuing to engage in meaningful dialogue to ensure the project 
addresses concerns of the Puyallup Tribe and that project delivery meets expectations. 

Our comments submitted today are for the Scoping Period Analysis and characterize the Tribe's 
positions on several of the station locations, crossings, and alignment configurations filtered 
out of the Level 2 Analysis. The Tribe will continue to work with you and your staff to identify a 
preferred alignment that works congruous with our developments on the Puyallup Reservation. 

South Federal Way Station Alignment 

There are two primary alignments toward the City of Fife from the South Federal Way Station. 
One alignment along 1-5 and the other along SR 99. We believe an SR 99 alignment would pose 
a multitude of tribal trust property impacts to our members. We believe that there are fewer 
impacts to tribal property along 1-5 and thus prefer this alternative. While there are potential 
cultural resource impacts along this corridor near the St. George property, we believe these 
impacts can be properly addressed by working with our Historic Preservation Department. By 
working together, we believe these impacts can be minimized or outright avoided. It is the 
Tribe's understanding that both alignments are likely to be studied as part of the EIS and 
welcome the opportunity to provide input and data in identifying challenges with both 

alignments. 

Additionally, the Tribe looks forward to studying the interchange between the SR 167 project 
and the Tacoma Dome Link Extension where both projects bifurcate Hylebos Creek. It is vital 
this area is properly studied since all prospective alignments thread in the same location. It is 
important for Sound Transit and WSDOT to work collaboratively with the Tribe to ensure that 
efforts to enhance the Hylebos are not conflicted by the two projects. 
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Fife Station & Alignment 

The City of Fife and the Tribe have been actively collaborating on a station location. The Tribe 
supports Fife-3A and Fife-38 in order to capture potential riders going to and from existing 
Tribal enterprises in this area and to recognize the City of Fife's plans to catalyze the area as 
part of their City Center Plan. We believe Fife-4 may impose traffic circulation issues along SR 
99 and Fife-1 is too far away to maximize ridership of existing and potential development in the 

area. 

Regarding alignment out of the station locations, the Tribe supports the continued study of 
alignments along the south side of SR 99 and along the North 1-5 right of way. We are opposed 
to a north SR 99 alignment between 46th Ave E to Alexander Ave as this path would significantly 
impact Tribal facilities, businesses, residences, and trust lands. Additionally, we recognize both 
a SR 99 and 1-5 alignment will impact the Puyallup Tribe Integrative Medicine Building property 
and Sound Transit will likely need an easement from the Tribe. 

Puyallup River Crossing 

Tribal Council is pleased that Sound Transit is exploring multiple options to span the Puyallup 
River, including the option of a clear span. The Puyallup River is a significant historical, cultural, 
and economic resource to the Puyallup Tribe. If an in-river piling option were to be pursued, 
strong mitigation measures to prevent impacts to the Tribal Fishery must be explored and part 
of the EIS process. We look forward to studying the differences between the impacts 
associated with the varying options of spanning the river. Additionally, we are pleased that the 
pre-scoping process has eliminated alignments that would impact the Tribe's Ceremonial 
Grounds on the western bank of the river. 

East Tacoma Station & Alignment 

Regarding the East Tacoma Station locations, the Tribe is supportive of ET-3a/ET-3b with ET-6 
being an important alternative to study in the EIS. ET-1 and ET-2 are not supportive of ridership 
and connectivity to East Tacoma. ET-5 would have individual member trust land impacts. In 
any station design the Tribe is concerned with traffic circulation in and out of this station. 
Consideration of existing road conditions and street realignment should be an essential part of 
this station's study to maximize ridership and reduce congestion on Portland Avenue. 

Additionally, we are interested in future consideration for Sound Transit parking facilities for 
the station in this area. The Tribe will have to carefully evaluate usage of the Tribe's parking 
facilities in conjunction with these stations so that system demand is not impacting Tribal 

enterprises. 
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Tacoma Dome Station 

In this station area the Tribe prefers alternatives TD-2 and TD-3 for continued study. We 
believe these stations are the strongest suited for supporting ridership and connecting riders to 
other transit connections. 

In our review of the remaining stations, TD-4 East Off-Street Is the most impactful to our off­
reservation trust lands and this station should be removed from further study. We also find TD-
4 East In-Street to be undesirable in its current location. However, we believe the station 
warrants further study in a nearby location that doesn't directly impact the frontage of the 
Tribe's property. TD-4 West & TD-1 we believe are poor location choices due to congestion 
impacts on East D Street and connecting other transit options. 

Finally, there has been some recent discussion of the possibility of undergrounding a station 
within the Tacoma Dome station location area. The Puyallup Tribe is deeply concerned with 
tunneling in the Tacoma Dome station because of the high probability of cultural and human 
remains in the area. As the high ground near the original mouth of the Puyallup River, the Tribe 
knows this area to be a large traditional village site. In 2015, as part of the Tacoma Trestle 
Project, Sound Transit unearthed a cultural finding within this area. We continue to work with 
Sound Transit in mitigating the impacts of cultural and historic resources of the Tacoma Trestle 
project to this day. An above ground station will have challenges mitigating for cultural and 
historic resources. An underground station would expose the project to potential catastrophic 
risks that could end up being immitigable and prevent the completion of the project. If this 
proposal continues forward In the EIS, the Tribe will actively work with Sound Transit's Cultural 
Resource Consultant to properly characterize the impact of a below grade station. 

We thank Sound Transit for this opportunity to provide comment for the Scoping Period 
Analysis. The Puyallup Tribe is excited at the opportunities regional light rail will provide to our 
membership. We look forward to continuing to work with you and your staff on making sure 
this project is successful. 

Sincerely, 

~{/)!]/1:JtlJ 
BIii Sterud, Chairman 
Puyallup Tribal Council 
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From: Sterner, Matthew (DAHP) <Matthew.Sterner@DAHP.WA.GOV> 
Sent: Tuesday, May 7, 2019 12:10:20 PM 
To: Borbe, Elma 
Cc: Borth, Holly (DAHP) 
Subject: Comments Requested on Tacoma Dome Link Extension Project: EIS Scoping, due May 1, 2019  
  
 
Good Afternoon Elma, 
  
And thank you so much for your patience . . . it’s been a very busy time here at the DAHP!! 
  
If it’s alright, I’m going to synthesize Holly and my comments in this email, rather than creating a formal 
letter. If you would like a formal letter on DAHP letterhead, let me know and I can transfer the 
information an resubmit. 
  
Archaeologically: There really are no super “hot button” issues when it comes to the archaeology. The 
areas that would be identified as “high probability areas” would be the Hylebos Creek drainage and the 
Puyallup River Crossing areas. Other than that, there aren’t any archaeological districts or large known 
sites associated with any of the proposed alignments. Be aware however, that if the track is elevated, 
there will be a concern for deeply buried sites once you extend down into the Tacoma area and our 
expectation will be that trestle locations will have to be deeply investigated. So a program of geotech 
boring is presumed.  
  
From a built environment perspective, I am attaching Holly’s comments for you:  
  
I just have one general comment:  
  
Due to the history of the Old Pacific Highway/Pacific Highway E, DAHP believes several historic 
properties (primarily commercial and residential buildings) will be identified along the alternatives that 
cover that road alignment; at this time, none appear in WISAARD, but a few are known informally 
among DAHP staff and the potential for more is high. The project poses potential indirect effects to the 
setting of these potential properties, at the very least. These effects may be avoided or minimized 
depending upon how the project would be incorporated into the existing transportation network; they 
may also be avoided or minimized by selecting the alternative that does not extend along Pacific 
Highway. 
  
So Elma, do let me know if you’d like this information in a different formal. Otherwise, thanks for your 
patience and let me know if you have any questions. 
  
Cheers. 
  
Matthew Sterner| Transportation Archaeologist 
360.586.3082 (o) | matthew.sterner@dahp.wa.gov 
  
Department of Archaeology & Historic Preservation | www.dahp.wa.gov  
1110 Capitol Way S, Suite 30 | Olympia WA 98501 
PO Box 48343 | Olympia WA 98504-8343 
 

mailto:Matthew.Sterner@DAHP.WA.GOV
mailto:matthew.sterner@dahp.wa.gov
https://nam04.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dahp.wa.gov%2F&data=02%7C01%7Cjczarnecki%40parametrix.com%7Ca68db86778e648fefaac08d6d335d814%7C6f5a442c050147b0bfeb3125385910a3%7C0%7C0%7C636928625561554046&sdata=O23Z%2Bas1ntzQQQqRioEKZnMMam0vDthQkUm6oaAV7Oc%3D&reserved=0


 
STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY 
PO Box 47775  Olympia, Washington 98504-7775  (360) 407-6300 

711 for Washington Relay Service  Persons with a speech disability can call 877-833-6341 

 
 
May 1, 2019 
 
 
 
Elma Borbe, Senior Environmental Planner 
Environmental Affairs and Sustainability 
Sound Transit 
401 South Jackson Street 
Seattle, WA  98104 
 
Re: Sound Transit Tacoma Dome Link Extension (TDLE) Project 

 Ecology SEPA #201901691 

 
Dear Elma Borbe: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Determination of Significance and Scoping 
Notice (DS/Scoping) for the TDLE Project as proposed by Sound Transit (Central Puget Sound 
Regional Transit Authority) located from Federal Way to the Tacoma Dome, in King County and 
Pierce County.   
 
The Department of Ecology (Ecology) has reviewed the information provided by Sound Transit 
and Ecology’s previous comments submitted May 3, 2018 on the early scoping notice, still apply 
to the project described (see enclosure).  After further review, Ecology has the following 
additional comment(s): 

 
AIR QUALITY PROGRAM, CLIMATE POLICY SECTION:  

Gail Sandlin (360) 407-6860 

 
Request for Comments on Scope of EIS.  The lead agency identified areas for discussion in 
the EIS.  This did not include "construction" and "operation" phase greenhouse gas emissions 
nor did it include a discussion of climate adaptation concerns such as risk of severe weather 
events, flooding, landside risks etc.  
 
The "Level 2 Alternatives Evaluation Report" only briefly mentions on page ES-5 and 1-7, 
reduction of VMT as a strategy to mitigate greenhouse gas emissions.  While this is true, the 
Scope of the EIS should address the greenhouse gas emissions of the project itself, including 
management of climate resilience strategies. 
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WATER QUALITY/WATERSHED RESOURCES UNIT: 

Chris Montague-Breakwell, Unit Supervisor (360) 407-6364 
 
The following comments from Ecology’s Water Quality Program and are in reference to the 
construction activities for the proposed TDLE Project: 
 
Erosion control measures must be in place prior to any clearing, grading, or construction.  
These control measures must be effective to prevent stormwater runoff from carrying soil 
and other pollutants into surface water or stormdrains that lead to waters of the state.  Sand, 
silt, clay particles, and soil will damage aquatic habitat and are considered to be pollutants. 
 
Any discharge of sediment-laden runoff or other pollutants to waters of the state is in 
violation of Chapter 90.48 RCW, Water Pollution Control, and WAC 173-201A, Water 
Quality Standards for Surface Waters of the State of Washington, and is subject to 
enforcement action. 
 
Construction Stormwater General Permit: 
The following construction activities require coverage under the Construction Stormwater 
General Permit: 
 

1. Clearing, grading and/or excavation that results in the disturbance of one or more 
acres and discharges stormwater to surface waters of the State; and  

2. Clearing, grading and/or excavation on sites smaller than one acre that are part of a 
larger common plan of development or sale, if the common plan of development or 
sale will ultimately disturb one acre or more and discharge stormwater to surface 
waters of the State. 
a) This includes forest practices (including, but not limited to, class IV conversions) 

that are part of a construction activity that will result in the disturbance of one or 
more acres, and discharge to surface waters of the State; and 

3. Any size construction activity discharging stormwater to waters of the State that 
Ecology: 
a) Determines to be a significant contributor of pollutants to waters of the State of 

Washington. 
b) Reasonably expects to cause a violation of any water quality standard. 

 
If there are known soil/ground water contaminants present on-site, additional information 
(including, but not limited to: temporary erosion and sediment control plans; stormwater 
pollution prevention plan; list of known contaminants with concentrations and depths found; 
a site map depicting the sample location(s); and additional studies/reports regarding 
contaminant(s)) will be required to be submitted.    
 
You may apply online or obtain an application from Ecology's website at: 
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/wq/stormwater/construction/ - Application.  Construction 
site operators must apply for a permit at least 60 days prior to discharging stormwater from 
construction activities and must submit it on or before the date of the first public notice. 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/wq/stormwater/construction/#Application
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Ecology’s comments are based upon information provided by the lead agency.  As such, they 
may not constitute an exhaustive list of the various authorizations that must be obtained or legal 
requirements that must be fulfilled in order to carry out the proposed action. 
 
If you have any questions or would like to respond to these comments, please contact the 
appropriate reviewing staff listed above. 
 
Department of Ecology 
Southwest Regional Office 
 
(MLD:201901691) 
Enclosure 
 
cc: Gail Sandlin, AQP/GHG 
 Chris Montague-Breakwell, WQ 
 Eva Barber, TSP/TSP 



 
STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY 
PO Box 47775  Olympia, Washington 98504-7775  (360) 407-6300 

711 for Washington Relay Service  Persons with a speech disability can call 877-833-6341 

 
 
May 3, 2018 
 
 
 
Steve Kennedy, Senior Environmental Planner 
Sound Transit 
401 South Jackson Street 
Seattle, WA  98104-2826 
 
Dear Mr. Kennedy: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the early scoping for the Tacoma Dome Link 
Extension and Operations and Maintenance Facility South Project located from Federal Way to 
Tacoma Dome in King County and Pierce County.  The Department of Ecology (Ecology) 
reviewed the environmental checklist and has the following comment(s): 

 
AIR QUALITY/GREENHOUSE GASES:  Gail Sandlin (360) 407-6800 

 
Construction and operation GHG emissions should be estimated.  Plus considerations of 
climate adaptation issues such as severe weather events for flooding or landslide risks. 
 
TOXICS CLEANUP:  Eva Barber (360) 407-7094 

 
Portions of this proposed project are located in an area that may have been contaminated with 
heavy metals due to the air emissions originating from the old Asarco smelter in north 
Tacoma (visit Ecology’s Tacoma Smelter Plume map search tool: 
https://fortress.wa.gov/ecy/smeltersearch/). 
 
Soil contamination from the former Asarco smelter poses a risk to human health and the 
environment.  Children are at especially high risk from direct exposure to contaminated soil.  
Construction workers, landscapers, gardeners, and others who work in the soils are also at risk. 
 
Ecology recommends that the lead agency include the following as conditions of approval, 
prior to the issuance of any site development permits or the initiation of grading, filling, or 
clearing: 
 

 Sample the soil and analyze for arsenic and lead following the 2012 Tacoma Smelter 
Plume Guidance.  The soil sampling results shall be sent to Ecology for review.  If the 

https://fortress.wa.gov/ecy/smeltersearch/
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/tcp/sites_brochure/tacoma_smelter/2011/techAssist.html
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/tcp/sites_brochure/tacoma_smelter/2011/techAssist.html
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project includes open space areas, contact the Technical Assistance Coordinator, Eva 
Barber, for assistance in soil sampling methodology within the open space area.  

 
 If lead or arsenic are found at concentrations above the Model Toxics Control Act 

(MTCA) cleanup levels (Chapter 173-340 WAC); the owners, potential buyers, 
construction workers, and others shall be notified of their occurrence.  The MTCA 
cleanup level for arsenic is 20 parts per million (ppm) and lead is 250 ppm. 

 
 If lead, arsenic and/or other contaminants are found at concentrations above MTCA 

cleanup levels, the applicant shall:  
 

1) Develop soil remediation plan and enter into the Voluntary Cleanup Program with 
Ecology.  For more information on the Voluntary Cleanup Program, visit 
Ecology’s website at: http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/tcp/vcp/vcpmain.htm. 
 

2) Obtain an opinion letter from Ecology stating that the proposed soil remediation 
plan will likely result in no further action under MTCA.  The applicant shall 
provide to the local land use permitting agency the opinion letter from Ecology. 
 

3) Prior to finalizing site development permits, provide to the local land use 
permitting agency “No Further Action” determination from Ecology indicating 
that the remediation plans were successfully implemented under MTCA. 

 
 If soils are found to be contaminated with arsenic, lead, or other contaminants, extra 

precautions shall be taken to avoid escaping dust, soil erosion, and water pollution 
during grading and site construction.  Site design shall include protective measures to 
isolate or remove contaminated soils from public spaces, yards, and children’s play 
areas.  Contaminated soils generated during site construction shall be managed and 
disposed of in accordance with state and local regulations, including the Solid Waste 
Handling Standards regulation (Chapter 173-350 WAC).  For information about soil 
disposal contact the local health department in the jurisdiction where soils will be 
placed. 

 
The link below provides a fact sheet that explains more how the arsenic and lead clean-up 
levels were set and why Ecology sees that they are protective for human health:  
https://fortress.wa.gov/ecy/publications/SummaryPages/1109095.html. 
 
For assistance and information about Tacoma Smelter Plume and soils contamination, the 
applicant shall contact, Eva Barber with the Toxics Cleanup Program at (360) 407-7094 or 
via email at Eva.Barber@ecy.wa.gov. 
 

Ecology’s comments are based upon information provided by the lead agency.  As such, they 
may not constitute an exhaustive list of the various authorizations that must be obtained or legal 
requirements that must be fulfilled in order to carry out the proposed action. 

http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/tcp/vcp/vcpmain.htm
https://fortress.wa.gov/ecy/publications/SummaryPages/1109095.html
mailto:Eva.Barber@ecy.wa.gov
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If you have any questions or would like to respond to these comments, please contact the 
appropriate reviewing staff listed above. 
 
Department of Ecology 
Southwest Regional Office 
 
(MLD:201801574) 
 
cc: Gail Sandlin, AQ/GHG 
 Eva Barber, TCP 
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April 30, 2018 

Ms. Elma Borbe 

Tacoma Dome Link Extension 

Sound Transit 

401 S. Jackson Street Seattle, WA 98104 

VIA EMAIL: TDLEScoping@soundtransit.org 

Re: Tacoma Dome Link Extension EIS Scoping Comments 

Dear Ms. Borbe, 

THE NORTHWEST 
SEAPORT ALLIANC€ 

On behalf the Port of Tacoma (Port) and Northwest Seaport Alliance (NWSA), thank you for the 

opportunity to provide scoping comments for the NEPA/SEPA environmental review. 

In 1918, the Port of Tacoma was authorized by the citizens of Pierce County to serve as a public port 
authority, charged with serving as an economic engine for Pierce County. In 2015, the ports of Seattle 

and Tacoma formed a marine cargo operating partnership, the NWSA. Today, the Alliance is the fourth• 
largest container gateway in North America. 

The Port and Alliance operate and maintain maritime and industrial facilities to fulfill their mission of 
generating economic growth. They protect, and grow, the 58,400 of family-wage jobs and $12.4 billion 
in economic impact that depend on these facilities. The Port and NWSA are essential public facilities of 
statewide significance, serving as critical export and import gateways for agricultural producers and 

manufacturers across Washington. They cannot be replicated elsewhere and serve a crucial role in the 
economies of Pierce County and the state. 

We fully support high capacity transit as a means to reduce congestion along the 1-5 corridor. An 
integrated, multimodal transportation system is essential to maintaining Puget Sound's economic 
competitiveness and quality of life. This includes making sure that the future TOLE line avoids negative 

effects on, and allows for future improvements to, truck and rail access to the Port of Tacoma 
Manufacturing Industrial Center. 

Our interests are encapsulated in a single objective for the Tacoma Dome Link Extension project: 

• Improve regional transportation for personal mobility, while protecting maritime and
industrial land uses and freight mobility.

This affects the station locations in Fife and East Tacoma, and the river crossing. 
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We appreciate Sound Transit's broad stakeholder engagement in the development of alternatives for 
the Tacoma Dome Link Extension, and the direct engagement with our staff, who look forward to 

continuing exchange and cooperation. 

The accompanying document, prepared by our staff, outlines the areas where a thorough review of 

proposed alignments is necessary to determine potential negative impacts on the public benefit the Port 
and the NWSA are charged with providing. 

Sincerely, 

Jenn wo1re 
Chief Executive Officer 

Northwest Seaport Alliance 

Cc: Sound Transit CEO Peter Rogoff 

Port of Seattle Commission 

Port of Tacoma Commission 
NWSA Managing Members 

Stephen P. Metruck 
Executive Director 

Port of Seattle 



T.Portof� 
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ATTACHMENT A 

THE NORTHWEST 
SEAPORT ALLIANCE 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these scoping comments, and for our inclusion in the EIS 
process as participating agency. We have been involved throughout the ST3 Sound Transit planning 
process since the 2016 ST3 Long Range Plan Update. We support Sound Transit's investment in the 
regional transit system, and appreciate the potential for improved personal mobility to Port facilities. 
However, we remain concerned about the potential for unintended negative effects on freight traffic at 
the Fife and East Tacoma stations, and potentially, the river crossing. The Port and NWSA are 
encouraged by the project's potential to protect maritime and industrial land uses and freight mobility 
by improving the efficiency of the people transportation system in Tacoma, Fife, and the region. 
Potential benefits include: (1) avoiding negative effects on critical freight transportation routes, (2) 
providing improved personal mobility access to port cargo facilities, and (3) anticipated improvements in 
the vehicle flows on truck freight routes supporting our facilities, and freight mobility in region in 
general. 

Our comments parallel those in our SEPA Early Scoping letter from 3/S/18, as well as comments from 
our Level 2 Alternatives Development letter to members of the Elected Leadership Group from 
10/10/18. We request that the DEIS comprehensively analyze the issues raised in this, as well as these 
previous letters. It should identify potential effects, along with opportunities to modify the project plans 
to avoid or minimize negative effects on freight mobility. Our comments cover the following items listed 
in the Scoping Information Report: 

1. Purpose & Need
2. Potential Alternative Alignments - issues, concerns, areas of agreement, options

Comments relative to all three alternatives
2.1 Fife Station 
2.2 Puyallup River Crossing 
2.3 East Tacoma Station 

3. Elements of the Environment

1. PURPOSE & NEED

We generally support the Purpose and Need statement. We expect that in the EIS document, Sound 
Transit will recognize the Port's mission, and communicate how it can deliver and operate the light 
rail extension in a manner that is compatible with existing public purposes for which the Port and 
the NWSA are responsible. 

Under state legislation, Pierce County citizens voted in 1918 to create the public Port ofTacoma - a 
special purpose municipal corporation, to ensure that facilities in the Tacoma harbor were managed 
for the benefit of alt citizens. Our mission is to create good jobs across the state by advancing trade 
and commerce, promoting manufacturing and maritime growth, and stimulating economic 
development. The GMA recognized the importance of our facilities by designating them as essential 
public facilities. 

The critical economic role of the facilities comprising the NSWA was reinforced by the 2009 inclusion 
of the requirement for a Container Port Element, RCW 36.70A.08S, for the Cities of Seattle and 
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Tacoma. This amendment to the GMA showed legislative support for the continued economic 

development generated by Washington's major ports by declaring that: 

Page2 

"It is the intent of the legislature to ensure that local land use decisions are made in consideration of 

the long-term and widespread economic contribution of our international container ports and 

related industrial lands and transportation systems, and to ensure that container ports continue to 

function effectively alongside vibrant city waterfronts."1 

Tacoma's Container Port Element was finalized by the City of Tacoma in 2014. See in particular Goal 

CP-6, which calls for the protection and preservation of infrastructure and services needed for the 

efficient movement of goods between the Port and the regional transportation system, and Policy 

CP-1.6, which calls for protecting land near the Port with zoning compatible with port-related 

activities. 

As these GMA elements illustrate, to be successful in our mission, it is critical for other jurisdictions 

and government agencies like Sound Transit to recognize the complicated nature of our operations, 

and to collaborate closely when major projects could impact our assets. As the project includes 

stations on or near freeway access routes for one of the region's largest and most productive 

industrial zones (Manufacturing/Industrial Centers [MICs]). Therefore, it is Sound Transit's interest 

to ensure that no harm will come to facilities and operations essential to delivery of the Port's and 

NWSA's mission. 

Pursuant to the authority and mission referenced above, the Port of Tacoma has engaged in 

extensive local planning efforts to develop the Port's Strategic Plan to articulate how the Port will 

deliver its mission. The Plan lays out a vision that is built on existing strengths, including proximity 

to the Pacific Rim and Alaska, naturally deep waterways, a superior intermodal rail network, existing 

terminal infrastructure and adjacent undeveloped land for expansion. 

Similarly, the NWSA operates under a Strategic Business Plan outlining how we'll address the 

competitive challenges to grow cargo volumes, create jobs and improve financial performance. 

As the link extension passes the Port of Tacoma MIC, planning, design and construction must 

respect the vitality and economic contributions of the maritime and industrial economic sectors. The 

transportation system in our region must move both passengers and freight efficiently and safely. As 

the Puget Sound region invests in improving passenger mobility through link extensions, we must 

not impede existing industrial capacity and capability and should not foreclose future industrial 

facilities and operations. In this context, it is essential to note that: 

• Port and NWSA facilities cannot be moved or replicated elsewhere, due to their very nature.
• Existing freight mobility (across all modes: road, rail, marine) must be maintained, and the

project designed to not pre-empt future improvements to freight infrastructure.
• MIC employment densities are lower than those in other regionally- and locally-designated

Centers, and do not support traditional transit-oriented-development densities.
• Traditional transit-oriented development (TOD) approaches, which typically include housing, are

not appropriate in dose proximity to a MlC since new residential development would be

exposed to noise, ftlmes. air and light pollution.

1 RCW 36.70A.85, (Findings-lntent-2009 c 514.)
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Several Purpose bullets reference adopted regional and local plans and consistency with local land 

use plans and policies, and under those references it is important to acknowledge the unique 

policies and zoning intended to protect and grow industrial and maritime centers. 

The current Purpose includes eight bullet points, which are all important. In keeping with our 

comments above, we propose amending the eighth bullet, and adding a ninth: 

• "Preserve and promote a healthy environment and economy by minimizing adverse effects on

the natural, built, and social environments through complementary design and sustainable

practices.
• Recognize other critical public institutions and purposes by partnering effectively to plan,

deliver. and operate the project in a manner that is compatible with existing and planned

economic development uses within the Port of Tacoma Manufacturing Industrial Center, and

the freight infrastructure that supports them.

These additions to the Purpose statement would help ensure that the potential freight mobility and 
land use effects of the East Tacoma Station, which is located in an industrial area alongside a major 

freight corridor are adequately addressed in the final station location and design. 

2. Potential Alternative Alternatives

The Port and the Alliance support the extension of a truly regional high capacity transit system to

the Tacoma Dome. We appreciate the planning efforts to date, including the time ST staff

committed to listening to, and addressing our issues and concerns. Based on our assessment of the

materials provided to date, here are our immediate concerns for the EIS related to the two station

areas, and the crossing of the Puyallup River, that were also the focus of past comments:

2.1 Fife Station

We appreciate prior analytical work that led to the elimination of station locations that could 

have had significant effects on traffic circulation at the 54th St/1-5 Interchange. However, we 

remain concerned that traffic related to the remaining station locations (1, 3 and 4) still has 
the potential to affect overall traffic congestion and freight mobility in the area. The EIS should 

evaluate freight effects at a corridor, not just a single intersection level, and include other 

relevant intersections in the analysis. 

2.2 Puyallup River Crossing 

The location of the East Tacoma Station determines the location of the Puyallup River 
Crossing. The EIS should evaluate the potential impact of the different crossing locations on 
both existing and future freight rail infrastructure. 

2.3 East Tacoma Station 

Criterion L2.6 calls for: Consistency with civic and community planning and land use, 

evaluating elements such as" local and tribal development goals, current and planned 
development, current and anticipated zoning, and/or comprehensive plans." The evaluation of 

the remaining locations for the East Tacoma Station correctly states: "This station is located in 

an industrial-zoned area, which is inconsistent with transit-oriented development." For station 

locations 1, 2 and 5, it further notes that: "the location ... creates a dependency on the 
connection along Portland Avenue, which is highly congested and has high truck volumes. The 
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Port of Tacoma has economic development plans to preserve truck access and mobility along 
Portland Avenue, which is inconsistent with the siting of a station here." 

The EIS must assess the effect of the remaining station locations on freight mobility in the 

corridor, and the potential for increased pressure for development that is not compatible with 

heavy industrial land uses on the north side of Puyallup Avenue. PSRC's 2015 �ndustrial Lands 
Study states: In some subareas (industrial lands), capacity appears adequate, but demand is 
strong enough to merit management strategies. These include the ... Tacoma-Puyallup 

subareas.2 The Level 2 analysis also notes that all remaining alternatives have freight impacts,
with Alternatives 1 ,2 and 6 performing worse than 3 and 5. The EIS must address both issues 
and carry out more detailed analysis to more thoroughly determine the effects of the 
remaining alternatives. 

3. Elements of the Environment

In the environmental review, we ask that Sound Transit address issues that arise in any of the
following categories.

Transportation: Analyze and evaluate the effects of station location and design for the Fife and East

Tacoma stations on freight and worker transportation access to port properties and facilities. In
evaluating the crossing of the Puyallup River, please include potential impacts on freight rail
transportation, including rail yards. This study must be a comprehensive traffic analysis, including

travel time and other quantitative measures, and access to and from port facilities.

Land Use: Analysis and evaluation must include the effects of potential changes to zoning and land

use that are incompatible with existing heavy industrial uses in the proximity of the East Tacoma
Station. Our goal is to avoid incompatibilities with industrial development that could arise from
siting stations in or near industrial land, as they could result in pressure for high density non­
industrial uses, or any type of residential use at the boundary of the MIC.

We note that there have been past cases of stations opened at the edge of, or in industrial areas
that were initially intended to serve the nearby industrial employment, but once established, they

lead to perennial requests for rezoning to residential uses. The SODO Link Light Rail station is one

example.

Economy: The Port of Tacoma is an economic development authority, and the NWSA provides

critical economic support to the region and the state. The project must not interfere with our ability
to accomplish our public sector mission. The EIS should evaluate the cost of increased congestion

due to construction activities in the public right of way.

Public Services, Safety and Security: The Level 2 analysis indicates that the Fife and East Tacoma
Stations will increase congestion on two of the three most critical corridors serving the Port of

Tacoma MIC. Lack of reliable access and egress routes is already one of the most pressing issues for
freight and people in the Tideflats, as well as for emergency service providers. It will be critical to

identify the potential effects on an already unreliable system.

Cumulative Impacts: Please evaluate all elements of the environment for cumulative impacts from
direct and indirect development, over time. The Port of Tacoma and the NWSA make long-term

2 Puget Sound Regional Council, Industrial Lands Study, Executive Summary, p. E-10, March 2015.
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investments for public purpose and will provide to you our planned capital improvement projects 

from our long-range planning documents. 

Conclusion 

The Port and NWSA are pleased with the ongoing collaboration with Sound Transit and other key 

agencies and stakeholders to consider the regional transit improvement alternatives that uphold the 

importance of the Port's economic development mission, and its ability to continue producing family 

wage jobs and improve the quality of life in the region. We will continue to be staunch advocates to 

support an integrated and robust transportation system that is essential to maintaining Puget Sound's 

economic competitiveness and sustainability. 



1011 WESTERN AVENUE, SUITE 500 \\\ SEATTLE, WA 98104· 1035 \\\ psrc.org \\\ 206·464-7090 

Elma Barbe 

Senior Environmental Planner 

Sound Transit 

401 South Jackson Street 

Seattle, WA 98104 

Subject: Tacoma Dome Link Extension Scoping Information Report 

Dear Ms. Barbe, 

April 30, 2019 

The Puget Sound Regional Council appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Tacoma 

Dome Link Extension Scoping Information Reportdocument. Implementation of high capacity 

transit to support growing communities and provide options for regional mobility is 

fundamental to the success of VISION 2040, the region's integrated long-range strategy for 

growth management, transportation and economic development. The Regional Transportation 

Plan, the region's metropolitan transportation plan, includes extension of high capacity transit 

in this corridor as a vital component of enhancing mobility and providing travel choice in the 

region. Accordingly, PSRC has an ongoing interest in high capacity transit system planning for 

the extension of light rail from Federal Way to Tacoma and has been designated as a 

Participating Agency in this project. 

The region's future transportation system will support and help implement VISION 2040, which 

identifies the long-range Regional Growth Strategy for sustainably accommodating population 

and employment growth in the central Puget Sound region. A central element of the region's 

vision is to focus growth in centers and near transit. PSRC is currently updating the region's 

long-range plan to extend to the year 2050. As part of this plan update, the Regional Growth 

Strategy is undergoing environmental review. The three alternatives analyzed in the Draft 

Supplemental EIS continue the guidance set forth in VISION 2040 to focus growth in centers 

and in transit station areas, and in some instances focus the majority of growth in proximity to 

high capacity transit. VISION 2050 is anticipated to be adopted in 2020. We encourage Sound 



Ms. Barbe 

Sound Transit, TOLE 

Page 2 

Transit to review both the adopted plan and the emerging VISION 2050 update to ensure 

continued consistency with regional planning efforts and the Link system expansion. 

We commend Sound Transit for their work on the Tacoma Dome Link Extension to date and 

specifically the scoping effort. In particular, we appreciate being included in the lnteragency 

Working Group discussions associated with this project. The topics included in the Scoping 

Information Report span the many growth management, transportation, and economic 

development arenas for which PSRC oversees long-range regional planning. The Scoping 

Information Report has therefore been reviewed by transportation and growth management 

department staff. 

Comments on Scoping Information Report 

Draft Purpose and Need 

The Draft Purpose and Need Statement references VISION 2040 in two places, but only 

references the 2018 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) in one. The Tacoma Dome Link 

Extension project is specifically called out in the 2018 Regional Transportation Plan in the 

regional capacity project list (project #5685). The RTP should be mentioned in conjunction 

with VISION 2040 given the role of the RTP in identifying specific long-range transportation 

investments in the central Puget Sound region. 

Including Displacement Risk in the EIS 

We commend Sound Transit for including displacement risk and potential impacts to different 

populations and communities as part of the alternatives analysis for the Tacoma Dome Link 

Extension. Many transit communities are home to existing low- and moderate-income 

households at potential risk of displacement due to increased market strength and 

gentrification that may accompany transit system development. We encourage Sound Transit 

to continue to analyze displacement risk and include mitigation measures in the EIS to ensure 

all people can continue to live in and have access to thriving transit communities. Additionally, 

PSRC recently developed a regional displacement risk analysis that may provide additional 

information and data for future study in the EIS. 

Including TOD Potential in the EIS 

We greatly appreciate Sound Transit's inclusion of TOD potential as part of the alternatives 

analysis. However, we noted that TOD potential is not specifically called out in the list of "Topics 

to Be Addressed in the EIS." We recommend explicitly calling out TOD as a topic for further 

review to ensure this important aspect of high capacity transit planning continues to be 

featured in planning work. 
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Promotion of TOD, characterized by compact, walkable, mixed-use development, is key to 

implementing the objectives of VISION 2040, the 2018 Regional Transportation Plan, and the 

Growing Transit Communities Strategy that point the way toward a more sustainable, healthy, 

and equitable region. Not only does TOD pay significant dividends over the long term in 

expanded ridership, but incorporating TOD in the environmental review is an important step 

toward Sound Transit aligning its high capacity transit investments with current and future land 

use and creating a transit system that supports community building. We encourage Sound 

Transit to continue to include robust TOD analysis as a component of the TOLE EIS, such as 

parcel level analysis and market readiness studies, similar to the work completed as part of the 

Federal Way Link Extension. 

Finally, a note on TOD potential and travel time: PSRC recognizes the importance of 

comparing alignment and station alternatives in terms of the resulting light rail travel time. 

However, there is another dimension of travel time-door-to-door travel time for transit 

patrons-that would enrich the discussion on TOD potential in the EIS. Residents and workers 

traveling to and from locations within walking distance of light rail stations in the corridor are 

likely to experience shorter door-to-door travel times than are travelers to and from more 

distant locations that require travel by automobile and particularly feeder bus transit. This is a 

benefit of TOD that should be made clearer and incorporated into the TOD analysis in the EIS. 

The Tacoma Dome Link Extension is an important long-range investment for our region and we 

appreciate the opportunity to comment and participate. If you have any questions regarding 

our comments, please contact me at (206) 464-6360 or EHarris@psrc.org. 

Sincerely, 

Erika Harris 

SEPA Responsible Official 

Puget Sound Regional Council 

CC: Gil Cerise, Principal Planner 

Laura Benjamin, Senior Planner 
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Elma Borbe 

Sound Transit 

401 S Jackson Street 

Seattle, WA 98104 

Subject: Tacoma Dome Link Extension Scoping 

Dear Ms. Borbe: 

Pierce Transit received your March 29, 2019 letter inviting Pierce Transit to participate in the Sound 
Transit (ST) Tacoma Dome Link Extension (TDLE) Project Environmental Review Process and to 
provide comment by May 1, 2019. We appreciate you reaching out to Pierce Transit for this 
opportunity to comment. Pierce Transit has a long-standing relationship with Sound Transit and 
looks forward to continued coordination between agencies as we move forward with the extension of 
light rail into Pierce County. 

Pierce Transit has participated in the TDLE Inter-Agency Group (IAG) meetings and other related 
project activities to date and has also reviewed various project documents and other materials. Based 
on our current knowledge about this project, Pierce Transit offers the following comments for your 
and ST's consideration. 

Pierce Transit requests that sufficient layover space is incorporated into the final design of each station 
regardless of the site selected. Sufficient layover space is vital in the support of Pierce Transit and 
other transit agencies' buses for safe and efficient operations. Additionally, PT strongly suggests that 
ST consider the propensity for Transit Oriented Development (TOD) as one of the primary factors 
when deciding on the final location for each station. TOD leads to the reduction of vehicle 
dependency and associated congestion and the development of more localized communities centered 
around stations. 

In addition to these comments that are relevant to all stations, below are PT's station-specific 
comments. 

Tacoma Dome Station Location: 

From the perspective of optimal transit integration using existing facilities, our rank of Tacoma Dome 
station location alternatives is (from highest to lowest): 

3701 96th St SW Lakewood WA 98499-4431 253.581.8000 PierceTransit.or 



1. TD 2: 25th Street West
2. TD 3: 25th Street East (provided there was an infill or relocation of streetcar platform to facilitate
transfers)
3. TD 1: Puyallup Avenue
4. TD 4 West: E 26th Street to E 27th Street, TD 4 East: E 26th Street

- Serving both TD 4 locations would require substantial mid-route deviations on four ( 4) Pierce
Transit routes, and possibly create a need for a new layover facility for routes terminating there.

East Tacoma Station Locations: 

As current ST plans do not include adding a parking structure to the East Tacoma Station location 
area, Pierce Transit would like ST to put significant effort into designing safe and efficient non-SOV 
accessibility to the station area. Station access via Pierce Transit buses, pedestrians, bicyclists, and 
other non-motorized users needs to be carefully planned and designed to maximize ridership 
opportunities. 

From the perspective of optimal transit integration by ffi1n1ffilzmg fixed route deviation and 
maximizing non-motorized access, our rank of East Tacoma station location alternatives is (from 
highest to lowest): 

1. ET 3A: E 26th Street to E 25th Street, ET 3B: 26th Street East
2. ET 5: E 27th Street
3. ET 2: E 25th Street
4. ET 1: Puyallup Avenue, ET 6: 26th Street West

Fife Station Locations: 

From the perspective of optimal transit integration by ffi1n1ffilzmg fixed route deviation and 
maximizing ·non-motorized access, our rank of Fife station location alternatives is (from highest to 
lowest): 

1. Fife 4A: South of 15th Street E, Fife 4B: South of 15th Street E
2. Fife 3A: North of 15th Street E, Fife 3B: North of 15th Street E
3. Fife 1: 12th Street E

South Federal Way Station Locations: 

From the perspective of optimal transit integration by ffi1n1ffi1Zmg fixed route deviation and 
maximizing non-motorized access, our rank of South Federal Way station location alternatives is (from 
highest to lowest): 

1. SF 4: 99 North
2. SF 2 East/West: Enchanted/S 353nd Street, SF 3: Enchanted/S 356th Street
3. SF 8: I-5/S 356th Street, SF 9: I-5/Jet Chevrolet

3701 96th St SW Lakewood WA 98499-4431 I 253.581.8000 PierceTransit.org 



Pierce Transit appreciates the opportunity to comment on the TDLE project and look forward to 
working together with Sound Transit as a participating agency in the environmental review process. 

ZlJ� 
Sue Dreier 
Chief Executive Officer 

cc: Ryan Wheaton, Executive Director Planning and Community Development 
Tina Lee, Planning Manager 
Max Henkle, Senior Planner 
Jason Kennedy, Planner Analyst 
Alexander Mather, Government and Community Relations Officer 

3701 96th St SW Lakewood WA 98499-4431 253.581.8000 PierceTransit.or 



April 30, 2019 

Mr. Curvie Hawkins 

Ms. Elma Borbe 

Sound Transit 

401 S Jackson Street 

Seattle, WA 98104 

Re: Tacoma Dome Link Extension Project EIS Scoping Comments 

Dear Mr. Hawkins and Ms. Borbe: 

CITY HALL 
33325 8th Avenue South 

Federal Way, WA 98003-6325 

(253) 835-7000
www.cityoffederalway.com 

Jim Ferrell, Mayor 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scoping effort for the Tacoma Dome Link Extension 

(TOLE) Project. The Mayor and City Council have not provided formal comment at this time. The 

comments below are of a technical nature and are intended to reflect the opportunities and constraints 

of the alternative alignments and station locations. 

General Comments 

1. Streets in the vicinity of any of the station alternative locations tend to be heavily impacted by

traffic congestion created by daily commuters, retail shoppers, diversion from Interstate 5

congestion and destinations like Wild Waves. Mitigation may be necessary to address the

impacts of a new station and any location. Specific areas of concern include:

• S 348
th 

St between 1st 
Ave S and Interstate 5

• S 352
nd 

St between Pacific Highway S and the proposed 18th 
Ave S

• S 356th 
St between 1st Ave S and SR 161

• Pacific Highway S between S 336
th 

St and S 356
th 

St

• SR 161 between SR 18 and Milton Road S

2. New roadway connections may be necessary to help divert traffic from congested arterials and

improve non-motorized access to the station, such as 18
th Ave S between S 352nd 

St and S 356th 

St, and connection 9
th 

Ave S to S 352
nd 

St between Pacific Highway S and S 348
th 

St. Widening of

the existing corridor could be required, such as S 356
th St between 1

st 
Ave S and Pacific Highway

S, or SR 161 between S 352
nd 

St and Milton Rd S.

3. Similarly, pedestrian and bicycle access may be limited by incomplete networks to serve the

station locations. Particular gaps include S 356
th 

St between 1st Ave S and Pacific Highway S and

a planned multi-use path connecting 9
th 

Ave S and S 352
nd 

St between S 348
th 

St and Pacific

Highway S. This would also improve non-motorized access between the proposed station and

the existing South Federal Way Park and Ride Lot.
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4. All of the proposed station locations could involve access points to the street system that would

be difficult to accommodate full access to bus transit due to access management standards and

queuing at intersections. The access could involve routing busses on S 352nd 
St or other

roadways, the pavement for which was not designed to accommodate transit vehicles. As such,

the structural impacts of bus routing to serve the station on existing pavement structures should

be evaluated.

5. Existing and planned bus transit service to the station locations is relatively minimal. However,

the proximity of the station to SR 18 and SR 161 is likely to attract trips from southeast King

County and northeast Pierce County as well as northeast Tacoma, areas which have minimal to

no bus transit service. The resulting mode split for trips to and from the station is likely to be

heavily oriented towards single occupant vehicles and increase parking demand. Currently,

there are no City streets with on-street parking within a quarter of a mile in any of the station

sites that could absorb overflow for parking and surrounding retail parking lots may be illegally

used instead. Mode split assumptions and parking demand needs to be carefully evaluated to

consider this issue.

6. WSDOT plans to construct the next phase of the 1-5 / SR 18 / SR 161 Triangle project in the 2025-

27 biennium. This includes the addition of a southbound off-ramp from 1-5 to SR 161 and S 356th 

Street. The project would also replace the traffic signals at the SR 161 / 16th 
Avenue S / S 356

th

Street intersection with a two-lane roundabout. The additional traffic generated by the station

may necessitate increasing the size of the roundabout to three lanes. Close coordination with

WSDOT and the City will be necessary to avoid reconstructing newly-constructed facilities.

7. Any of the station alignments need to continue close coordination with the City regarding the

City Center Access project and S 324
th 

St extension. Sound Transit has been a partner to-date in

the planning effort and the selected TDLE alignment and South Federal Way Station must not

preclude the City Center Access or S 324th St Extension projects.

8. As part of the Federal Way Link Extension project, substantial input was gathered resulting in

the Interstate 5 alignment for that project. Within City limits, the City wants to ensure that

previous, current and planned City capital and outside agency capital projects are not adversely

impacted by the proposed TDLE track alignment and station.

9. The owners of the Belmor Mobile Home Park have had multiple discussions with the City

regarding significant redevelopment at the Mobile Home Park and submitted a comprehensive

plan amendment for consideration in 2019. The TLDE Project team will need to coordinate

closely with the proposed development.

10. The Federal Way Police Department expects an increase in emergency calls, traffic collisions and

traffic related delays to respond to incidents. The impact to police operations will be a major

consideration in the EIS process and a joint security substation between Federal Way Police and

Sound Transit Security may be warranted in the vicinity of the South Federal Way Station.

11. The EIS scope needs to include a financial analysis of the business and property tax revenue

impacts associated with property acquisitions for each alternative. Property impacts and

resulting reduction of local tax revenue are important to the City Council and Mayor as they

impact the City's general fund and level of service delivery to citizens.
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Interstate 5 to Enchanted Parkway Alignment: Station SF 2 West 

1. Station SF 2 West has less impact to existing businesses and infrastructure improvements of the

than station SF 2 East and has one less larger roadway barrier for patrons west of Enchanted

Parkway to access the station.

2. The proposed SF 2 station location on the north side of the recently completed S 352
nd St

improvements has many benefits including multi-modal station access, reduced congestion

approaching the station compared to access off Pacific Highway S, S 348
th 

St or Enchanted

Parkway South, and high transit oriented development potential.

3. The EIS scope needs to include evaluation of soil contamination and potential remediation

measures from industrial activity at this location and adjacent sites.

4. Enchanted Parkway is a Principal Arterial within the City and approved Link Light Rail

construction related street closures will be limited.

5. The EIS scope will need to evaluate wetland and stream impacts to the East Fork of Hylebos

Creek, part of the City's primary salmon watershed. Any mitigation required must be completed

within City limits in the Hylebos Watershed.

Interstate 5 to Enchanted Parkway Alignment: Station SF 2 East 

1. Business and property impacts at SF 2 East are greater than SF 2 West.

2. Note that Costco has permit applications in with the City for fueling station upgrades.

3. Non-motorized patron access from west of the SF 2 East location requires crossing both Pacific

Highway S and Enchanted Parkway South, likely reducing the distance of the station walkshed.

The EIS scope will need to evaluate wetland and stream impacts to the East Fork of Hylebos

Creek, part of the City's primary salmon watershed. Any mitigation required must be completed

within City limits in the Hylebos Watershed.

Interstate 5 to Enchanted Parkway Alignment: Station SF 3 

1. Station SF 3 is essentially a west facing station alternative iteration of Station SF 8 or SF 9,

however the track guideway alignment to access Station SF 3 has more impact to businesses and

is likely more expensive.

Pacific Highway 5 Alignments: Station SF 4 {Options A. 8
1 

C, and D) 

1. The Pacific Highway S alignment shown north of Station SF 4 remains unpopular with City staff

and elected officials. The City spent several million dollars over the better part of ten years

improving Pacific Highway S with HOV lanes, landscaped medians, signal and driveway

improvements. Further right-of-way acquisition required by the TOLE project in this alignment

could turn many of the remaining business frontages into remnant parcels that cannot be

developed.

2. The Pacific Highway S alignment shown south of Station SF 4 on the west side of Pacific Highway

S has substantial critical areas impact to several parcels, including parcels owned by the City and

acquired with King County Conservation Futures Funding. The EIS scope will need to evaluate

wetland and stream impacts to the West Fork of Hylebos Creek, part of the City's primary

salmon watershed. Any mitigation required must be completed within City limits in the Hylebos

Watershed.
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3. Station SF 4 is within a six-month, one-year and five-year critical aquifer recharge area and the
EIS scope needs to include wellhead monitoring and mitigation. The alignment is also within the
six-month and one-year wellhead capture zone and foreseeable environmental impacts must be
evaluated in the EIS scope.

4. Station SF 4 is closer to residential, office and medical land uses west of Pacific Highway S and
served better by existing bus services. However, it is bisected by S 34gth St and the intersection
of Pacific Highway S and S 348th St will be congested and difficult to serve by bus.

Interstate 5 Alignment - Stations 8 and 9

1. The EIS scope for a station at SF 8 or SF 9 must evaluate the need for a pedestrian bridge over
Interstate 5.

2. The transit oriented development potential of a station at SF 8 or SF 9 is lower than that of SF 2
West or SF 4.

3. The next phase of the 1-5 / SR 18 / SR 161 Triangle project that includes the addition of a
southbound off-ramp from 1-5 to SR 161 and S 356th Street and replaces the traffic signals at the
SR 161 / 16th Avenue S / S 356th Street intersection with a two-lane roundabout. Station
alternative SF 8 and SF 9 straddle this WSDOT project.

Sincerely, 

EJ Walsh, P.E. 
Public Works Director 

cc: Jim Ferrell, Mayor 

City Council 

Tony Doucette, City Staff Liaison 

Dayfile 

Brian Davis 
Community Development Director 
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