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1.0 Purpose and Findings of this Addendum

The East Link Extension will construct and operate an approximately 18-mile light rail line connecting
Sound Transit’s existing system in downtown Seattle east across Lake Washington via Interstate 90 to
Mercer Island, Bellevue, and Redmond. Sound Transit, Washington State Department of Transportation
(WSDOT), and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) issued the East Link Project Final Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act and the State Environmental
Policy Act (SEPA) in July 2011. The Sound Transit Board selected the East Link project to build in July
2011, and FTA and the Federal Highway Administration each issued a Record of Decision in November
2011. Construction for East Link began in April 2016. The East Link Extension from Seattle to the
Redmond Technology Station will open for service in 2023.

1.1 Purpose

This SEPA Addendum to the East Link Light Rail Transit Project Final Environmental Impact Statement
(Final EIS; Sound Transit et al., 2011) analyzes different potential impacts compared to the Final EIS
associated with construction of a new 50-foot-wide pedestrian/bicycle bridge across State Route

(SR) 520 in the vicinity of NE 36th Street in Redmond, Washington. This evaluation applies to a portion of
the Selected Alternative (Preferred Alternative: D2A Alternative) of the East Link Light Rail Transit
Extension (East Link Extension?) in the Overlake neighborhood of Redmond. This bridge has been
designed and will be funded by Microsoft Corporation. For the purposes of this Addendum, the bridge is
called the Redmond Technology (RT) Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge.

The 2011 Final EIS noted that a pedestrian bridge crossing SR 520 would be considered to connect the
RT Station with the Microsoft campus west of SR 520. In 2013, Sound Transit issued an addendum that
included a conceptual design of a 12-foot-wide bridge, which affected five new parcels. Since then, the
design has been changed to a 50-foot-wide pedestrian/bicycle bridge across the freeway, extending to
and landing at a different location on 156th Avenue NE than the 2013 design. The pedestrian bridge is an
access enhancement project being funded by the Microsoft Corporation. Because of its proximity and
relationship to the East Link project, Sound Transit’s East Link contractor will construct the bridge
concurrent with construction of the East Link project and RT Station. Pursuant to an agreement between
Sound Transit, the City of Redmond, Microsoft, and WSDOT, Sound Transit is preparing the
environmental review of the bridge design to support WSDOT design and airspace lease approvals, and
to support City of Redmond permitting for the project.

This Addendum provides a description of the proposed pedestrian/bicycle bridge and potential impacts,
and compares it to the impact analyses contained in the Final EIS and subsequent addenda. The impact
discussion focuses on the following environmental resources: transportation, acquisitions,
visual/aesthetic, ecosystems, and historic/archaeological. The transportation impact discussion is limited
to construction, except for nonmotorized transportation, which is discussed for operational impacts as
well.

1 “East Link Extension” is the new name for this project; in the East Link Final EIS (Sound Transit et al., 2011) and other past
environmental documents, the project was called “East Link Project."

East Link Extension 1-1 SEPA Addendum
June 2018



1.0 PURPOSE AND FINDINGS OF THIS ADDENDUM

1.2 Findings

Changes in impacts of the proposed RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge from those in the 2011 Final EIS
and subsequent addenda would primarily occur during the construction period and are of similar
magnitude to the impacts identified for the Selected Alternative. The RT Station pedestrian/bicycle
bridge would not increase any permanent adverse impacts from the East Link Extension Project, and its
impacts are within the range of impacts for the full-length project from Seattle to Redmond as shown in
the Final EIS and subsequent addenda. During operation, the bridge would improve access across SR 520
for pedestrians and bicyclists and create more access points for this crossing as well as to the RT Station.
Temporary impacts would be limited to transportation changes and vegetation removal. Temporary
construction impacts to roadways near the bridge would include short-term and nighttime partial and
full lane closures with detours provided. The vegetation removed would not be high-quality habitat, and
impacts on “significant trees,” as defined by the City of Redmond, would be mitigated per Redmond
Zoning Code. The pedestrian/bicycle bridge would not alter the analysis or conclusions of significant
impacts evaluated in the 2011 Final EIS and subsequent addenda. No new probable significant adverse
environmental impacts would arise, and a supplemental EIS is not warranted.
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2.0 Description of Redmond Technology Station
Pedestrian/Bicycle Bridge

Previous analysis of impacts related to light rail construction in Redmond was completed as part of the
East Link 2011 Final EIS and subsequent addenda. For the purposes of this Addendum, the project to be
built selected in 2011 and the conceptual bridge design evaluated in the 2013 SEPA Addendum
represent the baseline future condition. Findings associated with the RT Station pedestrian/bicycle
bridge are compared to this baseline future condition along with all other alternatives evaluated in the
Final EIS and subsequent addenda. Construction of this bridge would be concurrent with light rail
construction.

2.1 Selected Alternative in the Area of the Bridge

The segment of the Selected Alternative where the RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge would be built is
identified in the Final EIS as Alternative D2A. In the area of the new pedestrian/bicycle bridge, the light
rail will parallel the east side of SR 520 in a partially retained cut in the WSDOT right-of-way, with a
station at the former Overlake Transit Center. A bridge across SR 520 connecting the Microsoft campus
and the RT Station (referred to as Overlake Transit Center in the Final EIS) was described in the Final EIS
as a project to be built by others and was shown as connecting to the same location as the current 50-
foot bridge on the west side of SR 520 but with one different pedestrian connection. On the east side of
SR 520, the bridge would connect to the station plaza at the south end of the RT Station and also
continue east over 156th Avenue NE, connecting to the pathway on the east side of 156th Avenue NE at
the edge of the Microsoft East Campus (Exhibit 2-1).

2.2 Microsoft Pedestrian/Bicycle Bridge

The proposed pedestrian/bicycle bridge would also connect Microsoft’s campus on the west side of SR
520 with its campus on the east side (Exhibit 2-1). The bridge would be about 1,700 feet long between
ramp ends and either 50 feet or 30 feet wide and would have five access points:

A plaza on the west side of SR 520 (via a ramp from the Microsoft West Campus and from the SR 520
Multiuse Regional Trail in WSDOT right-of-way to the north)

The SR 520 Multiuse Regional Trail from WSDOT right-of-way on the west side of SR 520 (via
walkway to an access stair)

The SR 520 NE 40th Street off-ramp flyer stop (via a ramp)

The south end of the Sound Transit RT Link Station on the east side of SR 520 (via elevator, escalator,
and stairs)

The sidewalk on the east side of 156th Avenue NE (east of SR 520), south of NE 36th Street (via a
ramp and a stair)
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF REDMOND TECHNOLOGY STATION PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE BRIDGE
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF REDMOND TECHNOLOGY STATION PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE BRIDGE

The span over SR 520, NE 36th Street, and 156th Avenue NE would be approximately 1,225 feet long
with nine columns. Three columns would be in WSDOT right-of-way (including one in the SR 520
median), one would be on Sound Transit property on the south end of the RT Station, four would be on
Microsoft property, and one would be on City of Redmond right-of-way in the median of 156th Avenue
NE. Both bridge landings would be on Microsoft property (see Appendix A). The bridge would be located
over either paved or vegetated areas and would not require removal of any buildings. The bridge would
include landscaping and a partial roof, and all ramp access points would be accessible in accordance with
the Americans with Disabilities Act.

Overall, construction is expected to take 14 to 18 months, and would occur before light rail track and
traction power substation construction begins in this area. Truck volumes and haul routes in this vicinity
would generally be the same as described in the Final EIS, including SR 520, 148th Avenue NE, NE 24th
Street, 156th Avenue NE, Microsoft Road, and NE 40th Street.

The general construction sequence for the pedestrian/bicycle bridge would be as follows:

1. Demolition and removal: This phase would involve utility relocations and protecting in place the
utilities that will remain. All bridge piers have been located to avoid major utilities,
communication duct banks, and Puget Sound Energy electrical facilities. A City of Redmond water
meter vault and water line connections located on the east side of 156th Avenue NE would be
relocated to the north to avoid access height restrictions due to being under the pedestrian
bridge deck. Landscaping and natural vegetation, including approximately 5,000 square feet of
mature trees at the southwest corner of NE 36th Street and 156th Avenue NE, would be cleared.

2. Bridge construction: The bridge would be built in phases, with the sections over SR 520 being
completed first, the connection to the Microsoft campus west of SR 520 second, and the
connection to the Microsoft campus east of SR 520 last.

3. Landscaping: Following completion of the bridge, all disturbed areas of vegetation would be
revegetated, and landscaping on the bridge and surface plazas would be installed per
landscaping plans.
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3.0 Changes in Environmental Effects

The RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge would not change the characteristics of the East Link project as
evaluated in the Final EIS and subsequent addenda. Most environmental impacts from this bridge are
expected to be temporary and would occur during construction. The permanent long-term changes are
expected to be beneficial for nonmotorized users. Compared to the bridge design evaluated in the 2013
SEPA Addendum, the changes to the RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge are minor and within the
range of impacts evaluated in the Final EIS and 2013 addendum. Table 3-1 summarizes changes in
impacts from those discussed in the Final EIS.

Table 3-1. Summary of Changes in Potential Impacts from Microsoft Pedestrian Bridge

Element of the
Environment Changes in Effects

Transportation During operation, the bridge would improve access across SR 520 for pedestrians and
bicyclists and create more access points between the two Microsoft campuses located on
either side of SR 520, including the RT Station. Temporary construction impacts to roadways
near the bridge would include short-term and nighttime partial and full lane closures with
detours provided.

Acquisitions Additional properties would be affected, but all properties are owned by Microsoft and would
not require any new property acquisition by Sound Transit. No displacements would occur.

Visual and Aesthetic  Activities related to building and operating the bridge would be similar to nearby bridges that
Resources span SR 520 and would not have an impact on visual quality.

Ecosystems There would be no impacts to wetlands, water bodies, or high-quality habitat. Approximately
0.2 acre of mature vegetation would be removed and all significant trees would be replaced
per Redmond Zoning Code. There is low potential for construction impacts to wildlife because
of the urbanized nature of the project area.

Historic and The bridge would not affect any historic properties and would be located in an area of low
Archaeological probability for archaeological resources. All areas that would be disturbed have been
Resources previously disturbed by construction of SR 520, local roads, utilities, or private development.

The following resources do not require additional discussion in this Addendum because there would be
no changes in effects during project construction or operation:

Land Use

Economics

Social, Community Facilities, and Neighborhoods
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases
Noise and Vibration

Water Resources

Energy

Geology and Soils

Hazardous Materials
Electromagnetic Fields

Public Services, Safety, and Security
Utilities
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3.0 CHANGES IN ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

3.1 Transportation

This section provides a description of operational impacts to nonmotorized transportation, and
construction-period impacts related to vehicle traffic on highways, arterials, and local streets, and
nonmotorized transportation. No operational period impacts would occur for other transportation
modes. Transit and freight would be affected during construction as described for highways and arterials
below.

3.1.1 Operations

The RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge could reduce the number of pedestrians using at-grade
crosswalks at the intersection of 156th Avenue NE and NE 36th Street, as the bridge would provide
access between the east side of 156th Avenue NE and the RT Station. The bridge would also shorten
pedestrian and bicycle trips across SR 520 that currently use the NE 40th Street or NE 31st Street
overpasses, and could potentially replace some vehicle trips due to the shorter distance between
buildings. The bridge would also increase the number of access points compared to the previous design
described in the Final EIS by connecting to the SR 520 Multiuse Regional Trail and the east side of 156th
Avenue NE.

3.1.2 Construction
Maintenance of Traffic plans are included in Appendix A and a description of construction phasing is
provided in Appendix B.

3.1.2.1  Highway Operations and Safety

Construction of the RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge would require short-term closures of SR 520
shoulders and lanes, similar to closures of SR 520 farther east near West Lake Sammamish Parkway for
elevated light rail crossings as described in the Final EIS. Full nighttime closures for construction over
SR 520 were also assumed in the Final EIS.

The narrowing of lanes and shoulder width on the SR 520 mainline for construction in the median would
cause an approximately 2 percent decrease in speed (calculated based on Highway Capacity Manual
[Transportation Research Board, 2010] methodology), but the duration would be limited to a few
months and would be shorter than the overall East Link construction described in the Final EIS. Lane
closures for work over westbound SR 520 would create a new merge condition between the NE 40th
Street westbound off-ramp and the westbound on-ramp. During this time, the right-side high-occupancy
vehicle (HOV) lane may need to be re-striped to allow general-purpose merging traffic to change lanes
into the two left-side general-purpose lanes, similar to other merge conditions on SR 520 where the
right-side HOV lane occurs.

Construction over the on- and off-ramps at NE 40th Street would require short-term nightly closures of
the SR 520 mainline and some ramps at the SR 520/NE 40th Street interchange. Detour routes would
use NE 40th Street and 148th Avenue NE. The detours are not expected to substantially impact regional
traffic since the detours and closures will occur at night when traffic volumes are lower. For work over
the SR 520 westbound on-ramp at NE 40th Street, the HOV bypass lane and right shoulder could be
closed for up to 6 months. The westbound on-ramp would still maintain two lanes of traffic and ramp
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3.0 CHANGES IN ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

meters would remain operational. Minor delays to HOV and transit vehicles could be experienced during
this phase while the HOV bypass lane is closed; however, WSDOT could change ramp meter rates to
minimize delays.

3.1.2.2 Arterials and Local Streets

Construction of the RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge would require short-term closures during
nighttime hours, and detours would be provided similar to road closures described for light rail
construction in the Final EIS. Work over the Microsoft Service Road that runs parallel to and west of SR
520 would experience partial lane closures and short-term full closures during nights and weekends;
however, at least one lane would be permanently open on the Microsoft Service Road. A full closure of
the NE 36th Street and Augusta Drive intersection would be required when work occurs over this
intersection, although a temporary bus loop there would remain accessible and operational for public
transit and the Microsoft Connector bus. Augusta Drive would also be accessible from NE 31st Street.
156th Avenue NE would be partially closed and the roadway reconfigured during the construction of the
median pier. The south leg of NE 36th Street and 156th Avenue NE would be fully closed during
construction over 156th Avenue NE, and the detour would use 157th Avenue NE and NE 31st Street. The
detour is not expected to substantially affect intersection operations because the detours would occur
on the weekends or at night when traffic volumes are lower.

Section 6.4.2.4 of the Final EIS Appendix H1, Transportation Technical Report, noted that the potential
for detoured traffic and construction vehicles in neighborhood areas would be low because there is little
residential development in the area, and the construction would occur on or near designated truck
routes. The detour routes proposed in the Maintenance of Traffic plans in Appendix A were assumed for
other road closures in the Final EIS, except for Microsoft Way/157th Avenue NE between NE 31st Street
and NE 36th Street, which is proposed as a detour for 156th Avenue NE when a full closure is needed.
This detour would only be needed on nights and weekends when traffic volumes on Microsoft
Way/157th Avenue NE are low.

3.1.2.3  Nonmotorized Transportation

Construction of the RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge would require short-term closure of the SR 520
Multiuse Regional Trail, as described in the Final EIS, as well as sidewalks along Microsoft Access Road
and 156th Avenue NE. The SR 520 Multiuse Regional Trail between NE 40th Street and NE 36th Street
would be fully closed and detoured through the Microsoft campus to 150th Ave NE and NE 36th St,
resulting in approximately a 0.25-mile increase in length. A temporary pedestrian path would also be
constructed on the east side of 156th Ave NE near NE 36th Street to the east of the existing path while
the bridge connection to the path is constructed.

3.2 Acquisitions

The proposed RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge would not require acquisition of any additional
property by Sound Transit. The bridge would use property on four additional properties that are owned
by Microsoft (see Appendix C). These properties would continue to be owned by Microsoft and would
not require any displacements.
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3.0 CHANGES IN ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

3.3 Visual and Aesthetic Resources

The East Link Project Final EIS concluded that the Preferred Alternative, which parallels the east side of
SR 520 from the Overlake Transit Center to the Sammamish River, would be compatible with the
transportation-infrastructure character of this part of the SR 520 corridor.

To evaluate how the project refinements to the pedestrian/bicycle bridge would impact visual character
and quality, a 2-mile section of the SR 520 corridor and adjacent areas (approximately one mile north
and south of the proposed bridge) was selected as the assessment area. The southern end of the
assessment area is the 148th Avenue NE overpass and the northern end is the NE 60th Street overpass.
Within this assessment area, SR 520 passes next to a series of multi-story office complexes, the Overlake
Transit Center, and a residential area (north of NE 51st Street).

This area includes five overpasses (148th Avenue NE bridge, NE 36th Street bridge, NE 40th Street
bridge, NE 51st Street bridge, and NE 60th Street bridge) over SR 520. The distance between the
overpasses ranges between approximately 0.4 and 0.6 mile. The overpasses are strong visual elements
when viewed from SR 520. Appendix D contains images of the five overpasses in the assessment area as
seen from SR 520. The appendix includes northbound views of the overpasses from SR 520 at viewing
distances of approximately 200 feet (Exhibits D-1 to D-5) and southbound views at distances of
approximately 400 feet (Exhibits D-6 to D-10). It should be noted that some of the vegetation along the
sides of SR 520 that can be seen in the Appendix D images has been removed by East Link construction.

The views toward SR 520 by people traveling on adjacent streets and sidewalks are somewhat limited
due to the low elevation of the surface of SR 520 and vegetative screening. Overpasses are more visible
than the surface of SR 520 to nearby viewers, although vegetation screens views in many locations.
Workers in the upper stories of adjacent office buildings, and pedestrians and bicyclists on the SR 520
Multiuse Regional Trail on the west side of the freeway have clearer views of SR 520 and the overpasses
than the street and sidewalk viewers, where trees do not block their views.

With the exception of the heavily landscaped NE 36th Street overpass, the general appearance of the
other four overpasses from SR 520, and towards SR 520 from adjacent areas, is similar. They all have a
utilitarian, transportation infrastructure character. Although the supporting structure of the NE 36th
Street bridge is similar in appearance to the structures of the other overpasses, the surface of the
overpass has shrubs, trees, and trails, making it a more distinctive and memorable visual element than
the other overpasses.

For travelers on SR 520 in this area, views are blocked for short periods of time by the overpasses. Short-
duration views of Mt. Rainier from southbound SR 520 are possible between the NE 51st Street and NE
40th Street overpasses. However, as motorists approach the NE 40th Street overpass, views are blocked.
Where vegetation within and next to the right-of-way has not been removed, it may block views from

SR 520 of adjacent properties. Because the existing overpasses are similar in elevation to adjacent
streets and sidewalks, they do not block views towards SR 520 from these areas. The overpasses are far
enough apart that they generally do not block views along the SR 520 corridor by motorists or
pedestrians driving or walking across the overpasses.
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3.0 CHANGES IN ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

The project refinements to the RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge would widen the bridge from 12
feet to 50 feet, but the bridge would continue to link areas of the Microsoft campus on both sides of
SR 520. The west edge of the pedestrian/bicycle bridge would be approximately 0.1 mile south of the
NE 40th Street overpass and approximately 0.2 mile north of the NE 36th Street overpass. A roof
structure over the pedestrian path would provide shelter during inclement weather and would lend
architectural interest to the top of the overpass (see Exhibits 3-1 and 3-2).

A paved bike path would follow the southern edge of the overpass and be separated from the northern
pedestrian path and roof structure by a linear landscaped area. The landscaped area would contain
vegetation that would be seen from both directions of SR 520. The support structure of the overpass
would be very similar in appearance and character to the support structures of the existing overpasses.

Several types of viewers would see the changes associated with the bridge. They include motorists and
passengers traveling on SR 520 and nearby surface streets, people using the SR 520 Multiuse Regional
Trail, workers in nearby office buildings, and people using sidewalks. As described in the Final EIS,
viewers can be categorized as having low, average, or high sensitivity to changes in the viewed
environment. Viewer sensitivity is strongly influenced by a viewer’s activity, awareness of his or her
surroundings, and amount of time spent looking at a view. Travelers in this area are assumed to have
low to medium viewer sensitivity because they would be viewing it for a short period of time (generally
a few seconds) and drivers would be focused on driving. Recreationists, such as those who use the

SR 520 Multiuse Regional Trail (cyclists and pedestrians), are assumed to have high viewer sensitivity.
People bicycling on the trail as commuters who would view the bridge are assumed to have low to
medium viewer sensitivity.

Below is an assessment of potential impacts on the visual environment using the same factors as
evaluated in the Final EIS:

Consistency with existing visual character: The RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge would add a
sixth structure crossing this 2-mile section of SR 520. The bridge would be consistent with the
character of this part of SR 520 corridor when viewed from SR 520 and when viewed from adjacent
areas. Its appearance, although including a partial roof, would be similar to the landscaped NE 36th
Street overpass.

Changes in visual quality: The pedestrian/bicycle bridge design would create a visual element seen
by motorists on SR 520 that would have more architectural interest and distinctiveness than the
nearby roadway overpasses. From adjacent areas, the bridge would have the appearance of a
landscaped pedestrian walkway with an interesting roof structure over the pedestrian path along its
north side. It would visually connect both sides of the Microsoft campus and nearby areas. When
viewed from nearby offices, the overpass would have a park-like appearance.
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3.0 CHANGES IN ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS
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3.0 CHANGES IN ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

Exhibit 3-2a. Existing Conditions from East Side of SR 520 (Looking South)
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3.0 CHANGES IN ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

Likely impact on viewers with high viewer sensitivity: The only viewers with potentially high viewing
sensitivity who would see the overpass would be recreationists using the SR 520 Multiuse Regional
Trail. They would see another (unique appearing) overpass structure from the trail.

Blockage of sensitive views with an emphasis placed on views that are identified by local
jurisdictions as requiring protection: Neither the City of Redmond nor WSDOT has identified the
views of Mt. Rainier from SR 520 as requiring protection. Views of Mt. Rainier that are currently
possible from the southbound section of SR 520 between the NE 40th Street overpass and the NE
36th Street overpass might be blocked along a short section of the highway by the bridge.

Creation of shadows: The proposed bridge would cast shadows onto SR 520 that would be similar to
those cast by the roadway overpasses in the assessment area.

Light and glare: Pedestrian-scale safety lights would be located along the bridge, but would not
create glare to people driving on SR 520 or to viewers in nearby buildings. If appropriate and/or
required by reviewing agencies, light fixtures that only cast light in a downward direction to the
bridge deck walking surface would be used.

Construction Impacts: As described in the Final EIS, removal of natural vegetation and landscaping
would change the existing conditions of the visual environment. Activities related to building the
pedestrian/bicycle bridge would also have similarly temporary impacts on the visual environment
and would include movement of construction equipment and materials; earthwork and exposed
soils; glare and lights associated with nighttime construction; stored construction materials; and
general visual changes to the viewed landscape during the construction period.

3.4 Ecosystems

Approximately 5,000 square feet of large, mature trees would be cleared at the southwest corner of NE
36th Street and 156th Avenue NE. All other areas of vegetation disturbance would be landscaped areas.
Trees greater than 6 inches in diameter at 4.5 feet above the ground (also known as diameter at breast
height, or DBH) are considered significant under Redmond Zoning Code. All significant trees removed
during construction would be replaced as required under Redmond Zoning Code 21.72.080. Landscaped
areas disturbed by construction would be re-landscaped once construction is completed.

No species listed or proposed for listing under the Endangered Species Act, or areas that provide
suitable habitat for listed species or other species of concern, are known to occur in areas anticipated to
be disturbed by construction.

The risk of disturbing wildlife during construction is considered low due to existing background noise and
generally degraded habitat conditions in the project area. Clearing of vegetation for project construction
could potentially impact bird nesting sites and could result in the “take” of migratory bird nests and/or
their eggs protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act if the clearing were conducted during the
breeding and nesting season. This project will use the same East Link Extension Project construction
documents to build the project, which includes measures to comply with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.
These measures include establishing a clearing schedule that occurs outside the active bird nesting
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3.0 CHANGES IN ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

period, to the extent possible. Additional measures also include actions to take if avoidance scheduling is
infeasible and if nesting migratory birds are present.

3.5 Historic and Archaeological Resources

Sound Transit evaluated the construction footprint of the RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge for
historic and archaeological resources. The areas within WSDOT right-of-way and the RT Station vicinity
were previously evaluated in the East Link Final EIS and no resources were identified. For this
Addendum, Sound Transit queried the Washington State Department of Archaeological and Historic
Preservation database and found no historic properties within or adjacent to the footprint for the
pedestrian/bicycle bridge. For archaeological resources, Sound Transit reviewed the Department of
Archaeological and Historic Preservation’s predictive model for the area within the construction
footprint for the new bridge and found it would be within a low-risk area (see map in Appendix E), the
same as adjacent areas along SR 520 evaluated in the Final EIS. All areas that would be disturbed have
been previously disturbed by construction of SR 520, local roadways, utilities, or private development.
An Inadvertent Discovery Plan is in place, which establishes protocols to follow if archaeological
resources are encountered during ground-disturbing activities.
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4.0 Conclusion

Potential impacts resulting from the RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge have been identified and
compared with the impacts identified in the Final EIS and subsequent addenda for this segment of East
Link. Based on this evaluation, the impacts of the refined RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge are of
similar magnitude to the impacts identified for the Final EIS and subsequent addenda. The impacts are
also within the range of impacts identified for all alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS and addenda.
None of the refinements to the bridge would result in new significant impacts not previously identified
and evaluated in the Final EIS and subsequent addenda or substantially different conclusions with regard
to the significant of the impacts.

Visual and aesthetic resources, ecosystems, and historic and archaeological resources and construction
impacts related to transportation, would be different from the Selected Alternative but would be similar
to those discussed in the Final EIS and subsequent addenda. The RT Station pedestrian/bicycle bridge
would not substantially change the analysis of significant impacts evaluated in the Final EIS and
subsequent addenda, and no new probable significant adverse environmental impacts would result from
proposed changes to the bridge design. Accordingly, no supplemental EIS is required.
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Appendix B
Construction Phasing

The new pedestrian/bicycle bridge would be built in phases, with the sections over SR 520 being
completed first, the connection to the Microsoft campus west of SR 520 second, and the connection to
the Microsoft campus east of SR 520 last. The phasing described below assumes precast girders over
SR 520 and cast-in-place box girder construction for the western bridge span over Microsoft and for the
eastern bridge spans from the south side of NE 36th Street and over 156th Avenue NE. The precast
construction over SR 520 would reduce the duration of closures and detours. The phasing described
here is based on July 2017 Maintenance of Traffic plans and was used for determining potential traffic
impacts.

Phases 1A and 1B: Construction would begin across SR 520 in Phase 1. A column in the median of SR 520
would require a temporary 500-foot-long barrier pocket installed in the median. Phase 1A would require
nightly short-term closure and detours for re-striping of the SR 520 mainline. Within the construction
zone on SR 520 (approximately 0.5 mile in length at the SR 520/NE 40th Street interchange), the
mainline lanes would be narrowed from 12 to 11 feet and the shoulders on both sides of the road would
be narrowed to 2 feet. In Phase 1B, the westbound collector-distributor (CD) lane at the SR 520/NE 40th
Street interchange would be closed for construction of falsework support for the bridge. During the
westbound CD lane closure, a temporary opening in the barrier that separates the westbound CD lane
and mainline lane would be created to allow a merge condition for vehicles entering SR 520 westbound
from the NE 51st Street on-ramp. Construction of the column between the eastbound off-ramp and the
mainline is assumed to occur from a Sound Transit East Link staging area east of SR 520. During
nighttime short-term closures of the SR 520 westbound mainline and CD lanes, a detour would be in
place along NE 40th Street and 148th Avenue NE. During nighttime short-term closure of the SR 520
eastbound mainline lanes, a detour would be in place at the SR 520/NE 40th Street interchange
eastbound off-ramp and on-ramp.

Phases 2A, 2B, 2C, and 2D: The bridge sections over the eastbound off-ramp and westbound on-ramp at
SR 520/NE 40th Street interchange would be constructed in Phase 2, including the columns between
these ramps and the mainline. Nightly short-term closures and detours of both ramps for erecting and
removing falsework would be needed. Phase 2A involves nightly short-term closures of the westbound
off-ramp, with two weekend closures for bridge column drilling operations. Turn lanes on NE 40th Street
at the ramps would also be closed. Phase 2B involves closing the middle lane, high-occupancy vehicle
(HOV) lane (outer lane), and right shoulder of the westbound NE 40th Street on-ramp for foundation
construction. Two lanes would remain open on the westbound on-ramp during this phase. Phase 2C
involves closing the westbound on-ramp HOV bypass lane and right shoulder for up to 6 months for
building the column between the mainline and the westbound on-ramp in front of a soil nail wall. Phase
2D would require short-term night closures of the eastbound NE 40th Street off-ramp for erecting and
removing falsework.

East Link Extension B-1 SEPA Addendum
June 2018



APPENDIX B CONSTRUCTION PHASING

Phases 3A, 3B, and 3C: The bridge section over the Microsoft service road and SR 520 Multiuse Regional
Trail on the west side of SR 520 would be constructed in Phase 3, including the two columns on
Microsoft property west of SR 520. Full closure of the road and path would be required on several nights
for erecting and removing falsework, with a full closure of up to 2 weeks for drilled shafts and drilling
operations for the column west of the westbound on-ramp. The east lane of the service road and SR 520
Multiuse Regional Trail could be closed for up to 6 months for other work over these facilities. The
service road west lane would remain open, and the ramp and loading dock for the adjacent Microsoft
buildings would not be affected.

Phase 4: The bridge section over the NE 36th Street and Augusta Drive intersection on the east side of
SR 520 would be constructed in Phase 4, including the three columns east of SR 520. Full closures of the
intersection would be required, although a temporary bus loop there would remain accessible and
operational for public transit and the Microsoft Connector bus. Augusta Drive would also be accessible
from NE 31st Street. Full closures at night would also be required for erecting and removing falsework
over NE 36th Street. Augusta Drive would be closed for up to 2 weeks during construction of columns to
the south.

Phases 5A, 5B, 5C, and 5D: The bridge section over 156th Avenue NE would be constructed last. Various
lane closures would be required on the north, south, and east legs of the NE 36th Street and 156th
Avenue NE intersection. Full closures of the south leg on nights and/or weekends would be required for
erecting and removing falsework over 156th Avenue NE. Closure of the southbound lanes on 156th
Avenue NE would be required twice for up to 4 days for drilled shaft construction. A 200-foot narrowed
roadway section on 156th Avenue NE would be required under the falsework. The existing lane
configuration would be preserved and traffic would operate under the falsework. The sidewalk on the
east side of 156th Avenue NE would be closed during construction of the connecting ramp, with
alternative access provided via a temporary pedestrian path. Pedestrian access on one side of 156th
Avenue NE would be maintained at all times.
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140TH AVE NE

Map ID PIN (King Co.) Property Name Site Address

D5042 5503500030 Microsoft Corporation 15201 NE 40th Street
D5042 5503500050 Microsoft Corporation 15030 NE 36th Street
D5050 2325059120 Microsoft Corporation 15591 NE 36th Street
D5078 5503000040 Microsoft Corporation 3401 157th Ave NE

Note: MapID D5042 was subdivided following the Final EIS and therefore
2 King County PINs are shown here.

NOTES:

1) This map does not indicate whether affected properties

are a full or partial property acquisition.

2) Conceptual right-of-way includes existing public right-of-way,
project right-of-way and other areas planned for the project
such as stations and park-and-rides. Area does not include
staging areas.
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Exhibit D-1. Northbound View from SR 520 of the 148th Avenue NE Overpass (Approximately 200 Feet Away)
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Exhibit D-2. Northbound View from SR 520 of the NE 36th Street Overpass (Approximately 200 Feet Away)
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Google Earth

Exhibit D-3. Northbound View from SR 520 of the NE 40th Street Overpass (Approximately 200 Feet Away)
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Exhibit D-4. Northbound View from SR 520 of the NE 51st Street Overpass (Approximately 200 Feet Away)
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Exhibit D-5. Northbound View from SR 520 of the NE 60th Overpass (Approximately 200 Feet Away)
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Exhibit D-6. Southbound View from SR 520 of the NE 60th Overpass (Approximately 400 Feet Away)
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Exhibit D-7. Southbound View from SR 520 of the NE 51st Street Overpass (Approximately 400 Feet Away)
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Google Earth
Exhibit D-8. Southbound View from SR 520 of the NE 40th Street Overpass (Approximately 400 Feet Away)
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Exhibit D-9. Southbound View from SR 520 of the NE 36th Street Overpass (Approximately 400 Feet Away)

East Link Extension D-9 SEPA Addendum
June 2018



APPENDIX D
IMAGES OF OVERPASSES WITHIN THE ASSESSMENT AREA

Google Earth
Exhibit D-10. Southbound View from SR 520 of the 148th Avenue NE Overpass (Approximately 400 Feet Away)
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