Tacoma Dome Link Extension
Draft EIS Publication update

System Expansion Committee
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Why we're here today

 Provide an overview of the Tacoma Dome Link Extension alternatives
evaluated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

 Review Draft EIS key findings.

 Discuss public engagement occurring during the comment period,
December 13, 2024 — February 10, 2025.

No action today
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Tacoma Dome Link Extension

v

v

<

C € € < X

Included in Sound Transit 3 (ST3) plan.

Completes “light rail spine”, connecting Pierce County & the
region’s 2"d largest city (Tacoma) to light rail network.

Connects the region to employment, services and educational
opportunities in Pierce County and vice versa.

First light rail line to cross a Tribal Reservation in the U.S.
24,000 to 36,000 daily transit riders.

Tacoma Dome Station to Sea-Tac Airport in 35 minutes.
Federal Way to Tacoma Dome Station in 20 minutes.

Fife to Tacoma Dome Station in 6 minutes.
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Project timeline
W e v (Y

PLANNING A CONSTRUCTION
% 2017 to 2027 JE. 2029-2035

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

2018: Early scoping

2019: Scoping

July 2019: Board identified Preferred Alternative (PA) and other alternatives to study in Draft EIS
March 2023: Board action adds additional route & station options to Draft EIS and removed PA
designation in South Federal Way

v December 4, 2024: Draft EIS posted to ST website

o December 12, 2024: SEC briefing on Draft EIS findings

o December 13, 2024 — February 10, 2025: 60-day comment period

o Q2 2025: Anticipated Board action to confirm or modify the PA

5  These dates are subject to change. S SOUNDTRANSIT
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Y%s PLANNING

2019-2027

Environmental review

Late 2024: Publish Draft EIS
Public comment period

Board confirms or modifies
preferred alternatives (2025)

Publish Final EIS (2027)

Board selects project
to be built (2027)

Federal Record of Decision
(2027)

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT = SOUNDTRANSIT




What is studied in an Environmental Impact
Statement?

il ™= Transportation ﬁ-ﬁ Built environment
* Regional transportation » Acquisitions, displacements and relocations
* Transit services * Noise and vibration
 Arterial and local street systems « Economic effect
« Parking  Visual resources
* Non-motorized facilities « Parks and recreation
« Navigation * Land use
* Freight * Energy
« Hazardous materials
‘p Natural environment + Public services

» Historic and archaeological resources

» Social resources, community facilities and
neighborhoods

» Electromagnetic fields

 Utilities

Air quality and greenhouse
gas emissions
Ecosystems

Water resources

Geology and soils
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TDLE Draft EIS



Tacoma Dome Link Extension (TDLE)

Five notable considerations

Link light rail

Tacoma Dome Link Extension

mm Preferred Alternative

- _
B Other Draft EIS alternatives
|

5. Improved multimodal

Design options connectivity; cqnstructlon
— Segment boundaries* and transportation system

Route profiles

100l Elevated O Station alternatives

= Syrface Puyallup Tribe of Indians
Reservation Boundary

Other train service

Link 1 Line: Angle Lake—Federal Way (future)
Link T Line: Tacoma Dome-St Joseph (in service)
Sounder S Line: Lakewood-Seattle (in service)
Existing station

*Light rail guideway in Federal Way Segment to
be built by OMF South project.

impacts

RKenn A Huny JPun BN

2>

£ 15th St

$ 320th St

Federal Way
Segment
0 Federal Way
9,
S 336th St

Federal Way

Segment
0
2. SF 99 East or West e &x\““‘i Wau;ggsg'%r:tl
. . . & N
alignment with varying swadse £

impacts

S 360th St

4. Puyallup River Bridge:
Tribal fishing rights,
environmental, and

construction challenges

N 5 £
c %/% g Fife Fife o
;s Tacoma K % - SO, S # sensitive cultural
% Dome RRLLLLLLLTITT ((ﬂ""ffH,'"H"l'l'u'u'"h'h'fﬂh'k‘{ss\ Fif South Fed 2 1
g gﬁe.;;‘u.'! TSl T N Fifem"'""""""""'"" et Seg'm% nt V\?a:‘y Segm%rr?t' resources south
O Do rtland Tacoma. Se9Ment  onss to Tacoma Dome
Ave 3. Three alignment [EEF—m.
5 - | alternatives with  RUCECELEIELS

varying impacts



Federal Way Segment



Federal'Way..

Federal Way Segment Dopfownjggistion
. June 2024: South 336th Street S324thst

Alternative selected as the OMF
South project to be built

«  OMF South will construct ~1.4 mile h R
Federal Way Segment -
« Segment was included in OMF South —
Record Of Decision (ROD) S 336th St__/ e
 Segment remains in TDLE Draft EIS OM : s

3 JdEth St




South Federal Way Segment



I-5 & Enchanted & gLt | SOUth
ot altomates | 2% - Federal
0 Way
Segment
Overview

S 356th St _

Porter\Way
‘. ¢
.

/S 373rd St

I
| Segment Alternatives Vi L r . ] &
B ® m m SF Enchanted Parkway Alternative L S . w & == [70th Av ?.\\_
H B m B SF99-West Alternative y ¢ 5 ]

I
.
M m m m SF99-East Alternative (_D\

mEEE SFI5 SR 99 East & West Z — :
M = m m SF Porter Way Design Option Parkway Allgnments & \Z‘Lﬂ\ [7[7[; | .,.
/H [ %

Profiles

B mm W Elevated Profile station alternatives

I At-Grade Profile

,,‘ "\
h_J. |
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SF Enchanted Parkway & SF I-5 Alternative

Draft EIS Key Findings SF Enchanted Pkwy & SF I-5 (notable consideration 1)

7

-~ oY SF I-5 Alternative
Most stream impacts

o . i1 SF Enchanted Parkway & SF I-5 Alternatives |= l
~ = | Known highly sensitive cultural resources et
IIE along alignment

Qutet™>

St TR
SF I-5 Alternative
Least business displacements (7)

xS
02>

/

e

SF Enchanted Parkway
Alternative

Potentially displaces future
King Co. Emergency Shelter

ln.

o\
|

|

III ‘

q

\

9

SF Enchanted Parkway
Alternative

| Most residential
displacements (40)

Segment Alternatives

m = =m m SF Enchanted Parkway Alternative
B = m m SF 99-West Alternative
W = =W = SF 99-East Alternative
| m mm m SFI-5

M m m = SF Porter Way Design Option
Profiles

m m m m Elevated Profile
m At-Grade Profile

-
| ]

Siha | ST S
SF Enchanted Parkway & SF I-5 Alternatives

Substantial slope and I-5 proximity
construction challenges

14 Information above is for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detalil.
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15 Information for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail.
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Periodic SR 99 construction
| road closures & lane reductions

h Ave

Left turn restrictions on SR 99 2
at 70th Ave E ‘

S 373rd St

Substantial wetland

m|t|gat|on requwed TL Second most reS|dent|aI

| displacements, including | L5

| mobile homes |

;; R i
. ¥ - ~ .
s AL / ,' w2 et ]
T8 ’ '

B 1 bav

LT "o IO |

17

portatia Left-turn
restrictions at Pac
Hwy and 70th Ave
E (Minimal access

impacts)
| &=
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SF 99-East Alternative / (Porter Way Design Option)

Draft EIS Key Findings SF Enchanted Pkwy & SF I-5 (notable consideration 2)

\ ' 2 AVe ST DO [ TR oo
SN . Residential
_ 2
displacements

- r

[ \

Fewest residential :
periodic construction road

8

closures & lane reductions Business 25
; displacements (24)
wy; s A s S Historic & cultural
w :’ '-::.“_95...0 S BRe Y < Alignment transitions from esovicelimpacts
.::; @ | east side SR 99 to median SECBENE WEEITERS, 7/15%
, 5 | | 4 impacts (7.75) ac
{"_‘}I ‘ th of S 33rdt : Long-term Streams: 600 (700) ft
| Most wetland impacts : Y Transportation Left-turn restrictions
' impacts on Pac Hwy south of

& substantial wetland
. mitigation required

S 373 (Left-turn
restrictions on Pac

<3 — : e Y LU g LIt Ave B ; Hwy S 373 to Birch
& ' : , N RN S ST e T R g o AR YL '
W = = Zi : immmeat 4 | B Performance rating key

O

’ Alignmént Profile

wem wm mm  Flevated F
i — At Gradel'
At LR

< - Higher performing
]

Lower performing

= Most left turn restrictions

16 Information for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail. 'S SOUNDTRANSIT



South Federal Way Alternative Comparison

Performance rating key SE Enchanted SF 99-West SF 99-East

. . rehante SF I-5 (Porter Way Design (Porter Way Design
ower Higher Parkway . .

performing -- performing Option) Opt|0n)

Business displacements ==
p (23) (24)

Historic & cultural resource impacts (known highly (known highly

sensitive) sensitive)
Ecosystems impacts Wetlands: 2.65 ac | Wetlands: 3.76ac Wet(lgtét;)sa.f.m Wetlands;;l.33 150,
Long-term Streams: 150 ft Streams: 950 ft ;

Streams: 600 (750) ft Streams: 600 (700) ft

Left-turn restrictions
on Pac Hwy south of
S 373rd (Left-turn
restrictions on Pac
Hwy S 373 to Birch St)

Minimal changes
to traffic

Minimal changes | Left-turn restrictions

to traffic at Pac Hwy and 70th
circulation and Ave E (Minimal
access access impacts)

Transportation impacts

circulation and
access

Comparative costs* $$

17  *Comparative costs serve as a basis for comparing design alternatives and options; they are not

intended as a method for establishing the project budget. o SOUNDTRANSIT



South Federal Way Segment
Station Comparison



SF Enchanted Pkwy Station SF I-5 Station

& SF 352nd SJ)an Option |
3 ok =1 E@ = em— SN |

Minimal construction

impacts on Enchanted

Transit driveways create
potential for traffic
conflicts

7| Least TOD
| potential

R li
Y s SF 352ND'SPA H- s2nd st

/ﬁ STATIO | , i | \

7 ey el R More challenging
' bus access to

station

|-5 adjacency
limits non-
motorized access

SF Enchanted Parkway
& SF I-5 Alts

Construction Impacts to

Enchanted Pkwy at S
352nd St and lane closures Known highly sensitive cultural
resources along alignment

L .< e
{ . { _:" 5
| o F .
- | q 2 - L =
5’ ; - - - 3 4 \ e 7 b
J - ol rq ™ 2 iy 3 2 . S .
. ' §359th St S . VY £ ' ; 2 nd rq ¥ ~ - o /i
3 J = - L &/
VA FFil

19 Information for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail. -i_'SOUNDTRANsn




SF 99-Enchanted Station SF 99- 352nd Statlon

: L ot sl / .1? S 347 PL g 0 e AT T
Transit driveways create é» ‘B’"ﬁ" ‘" ‘ Most TOD potentlal i

potential for traffic
conflicts

13 business

: STATIO
displacements A5

Ky 352nd St

Construction Impacts:
&| Enchanted Pkwy at S
| 352nd road and lane

\ closures

Most opportunities for
nonmotorized access
and improved transit
access

Medium performing TOD Potential:
High traffic street crossings for nearby
residential access

20 |Information above is for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detalil. 'S SOUNDTRANSIT



South Federal Way Station Comparison

Performance rating key

Lower
performing

Nonmotorized access

Transit connections

Construction impacts
Transportation detours

Transit oriented development
potential

Higher

SF Enchanted SFI-5Station O Soenehanted - op 99 35004 Station

Parkway Station Station

Fewer street Connections to Dedicated facilities
surrounding station

Connections to
surrounding station

connections provide connections
area area
Potential for traffic Challenging for Potential for traffic : :
: : Easiest connecting
conflicts at bus bus access due  Nelolpjil[GieF= 8 o] U= [oel=11S
: : bus route access
access points to I-5 points
UST[geliElgy st Ul Temporary detours Temporary detours
and closure near the detours and
: and closures near the J and closures near the
station and on closures near the : :
: station and on SR 99 | station and on SR 99
Enchanted Pkwy S station
: Challenging
More street crossing : :
) : access from More street crossing [ Easier to access from
from residential ) . _ : ) _ : )
_ residential area; RigeluR e REIEES residential areas;
areas; fewer new o i »
(VReo] o Je s B p[IICEM some opportunities for § more opportunities for
development
for new new development new development

opportunities

development

21 Information for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail. "3 SOUNDTRANSIT




Fife Segment



Fife Segment

Draft EIS Key Findings (notable consideration 3)

| Segment Alternatives
. Em = = = File |All Alternatives]
im m m m File Pacific Highway

Fife Pacific Highway Alternative

« Pac. Highway construction
restrictions/closures

| + Most business displacements

(38-54)

Fife Median Alternative

* Most Pac. Highway construction
restrictions/closures

\ * Fewest business displacements (12-28)

HE B B B File Median

=

EEEN Filel-5
B B » = Fife 54th Ave and 5&th-5pan Design Options

12th !t'":'

Fife I-5 Alternative
« Minimizes construction roadway closures
* Visual impact to residences and

change to views of businesses from -5

| » Most consistent with Fife City
Center Plan

o - T

23 Information for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail. 'S SOUNDTRANSIT




Fife Pac:flc nghway Alternative

T
4 T - . eAMQ ,__,<l‘.:1{_, : “ ‘ Business 38*
- By A R Ry A " displacements
- i i b e b L.gt‘#"ﬁ’x‘_ e s ¢
Pacific Highway construction M 28 8 Listoric &
4 | restrictions/closures 1 | Mostbusiness SR Cultural resource 2
5. - /| displacements (38-54) : impacts

)’ y p
N T g 4
/J’ = ', s (] :Enc:ozztsstems Wetlands: 2.24 ac

BN o TR N B g e R D L A ,' P Streams: 450 ft
. 3 X ,myi PR — < T Long-term

< LW o ' N E PACIEIC HIGHWAY/ALTERNATIVE| m i) €3

s ) VE I H ST v ’ : =

- \’g&k -iQ j - __'_.------nh----- , il Construction Temp. access
SN .V _--_r- SRR IR et impacts restrictions,

. R N T eE roadway/lane closures,
- 3 AN | w1 reduced visibility, and
Fhe *3 fmf&& g parking impacts to
. e o PN p e U W T businesses along Pac

R };" | Historic Property Impacts™: e ;,f} 8 _ _
& | One additional compared to P 2o R Visual impacts Close to some
" | other alternatives in segment SUSES= residences and visual
o P, g 2R ) m:?fqg:}; changes on Pac Hwy
s ' 7 ). STl N : :
K X L.; 7 ’/ bi L fromeets, | - ) *Assumes Fife Station
N, . : 5 4 erformance rating key
?'{, { 2 "7
e : =4 .
U SR ik Lower Higher

performing performing

24 Informat/on for /llustrat/on only Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail. = SoUNDTRANSIT

*Historic properties include buildings, sites, or objects that are eligible for or listed on the National Register of Historic Places.



| Business

_ - I'i; | Construction Impacts: Road " displacements
Construction & permanent | closures at Pacific Highway =
. . . 2 istoric &
Midblock left turn restrictions
crossing ~  cultural resource

impacts

. Wetlands: 2.24 ac
impacts

Long-term

Streams: 450 ft

|}
J
'
" - Ecosystems
.
/|
q

. Construction Temp. access
impacts restrictions,
roadway/lane

closures, reduced
visibility, and parking
impacts to businesses
along Pac Hwy

Construction Impacts: More
extensive Pac. Hwy lane
closures

Visual impacts Close to some

residences and visual

— changes on Pac Hwy
5 0 | F t busi Performance rating key
¥ . 5 ewest business
1| displacements (12-28) Lower Higher
"“ 3 : s ‘ performing performing

o5 Information for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detalil. = SoUNDTRANSIT

*Assumes Fife Station



: IR RN | A .
7. ‘ R S ‘. ,‘ Business
' Construction Impacts: Jov ™ oy l' displacements
Road closures at Pacific . '/ Historic &

Highway crossing

“" cultural resource
J impacts

ﬁ:o:ztsstems Wetlands: 3.16 ac
P Streams: 350 ft
" S , Long-term
o F e 4 .
"L---,g" & Construction Fewer temp. access
____,o‘“_ TSN impacts restrictions. Reduced
N s TNeE visibility and temp.
= T‘{,‘l_ A parking impacts to
; " Pt Wiy businesses adjacent
.| Visual impact to residences and ~ R R e ol
~_':""' change to views of : "5" § ,'.,\“*‘t, cx, o Visual impacts Clqse to more
| businesses from I-5 . SRRIERIEEE £l
- __ b 1 | Greatest impact to wetlands, changes to sign
- | wetlands are low quality visibility from -5
& R N T Ry - Performance rating key
B 4 :
8 '
- e

Lower Higher
. performing performing

26 Inform stration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail.
*Assumes Fife Station
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Fife Alternative Comparison

Performance rating key

Lower - - Higher Fife Pacific Highway Fife Median Fife I-5
performing performing I
Business displacements Fife Station: 38 Fife Station: 12 Fife Station: 17
Permanent impacts Fife 54th Ave Station Option: BEICEZIGVACRSIFlo]sNO e]ile]ak Fife 54th Ave Station
50 24 Option: 34
Fife 54th Span Station Fife 54th Span Station Fife 54th Span Station
Option: 54 Option: 28 Option: 40
Historic & cultural resource impacts — —
(Historic properties include buildings, sites, or objects that are eligible 2
for or listed on the National Register of Historic Places)

Ecosystems impacts Wetlands: 2.24 ac

Wetlands: 2.24 ac Wetlands: 3.16 ac
Streams: 450 ft Streams: 350 ft

Long-term Streams: 450 ft
Construction impacts Temp. access restrictions, Temp. access restrictions, Fewer temp. access
roadway/lane closures, roadway/lane closures, restrictions. Reduced
reduced visibility, and parking reduced visibility, and parking RYEleJI[18%={ale R (=1aaTo M oX=1g {[g[s]
impacts to businesses along  impacts to businesses along impacts to businesses
Pac Hwy Pac Hwy adjacentto I-5
Visual impacts Close to some residences Close to some residences Close to more residences
and visual changes on Pac and visual changes on Pac and changes to sign
Hwy Y visibility from |-5
Comparative costs* $

27  *Comparative costs serve as a basis for comparing design alternatives and options; they are not lﬂ_' SOUNDTRANSIT
intended as a method for establishing the project budget.



Fife Station
Comparison



Fife Statlon & Flfe 54th Avenue Statlon Options

Fife 54th Ave & 54th Span Optlons i’__/ ; E ﬂStE
Greater potential for roadway and Y = o i
lane closures during construction

Fife Station
Most consistent with

[ AVENUER =it - _
STATION 0PTION - RrESTATION . City Center Plan
; / 4 I : ‘

I-5 ALTERNATIVE

gmn Fife 54th Ave Span Option

Reduces 54th Ave crossing for
accessing station

\

29 Information for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail. 'S SOUNDTRANSIT




Fife Station Comparison

Performance rating key

Lower Higher
performing performing

Nonmotorized access

Fewer street crossings to

Access from multiple streets
but from the east, would
require crossing 54th Ave E

Pedestrian access to streets

access the station from

with lower traffic volumes either side of 54th Ave E

Potential for future flood Potential for future flood risk, Potential for future flood risk,

Flood risk risk, within FEMA floodplain  outside FEMA floodplain outside FEMA floodplain
. More frequent and extensive
Construction impacts Minimal temp. roadway Fewer temp. roadway temp. roadway closures of
closures of 54th Ave E closures of 54th Ave E '
54th Ave E

Cf)nsu:;tency el Gl llelies More consistent Less consistent Less consistent
Fife City Center Plan

- - Fife Pacific Highway: 38 Fife Pacific Highway: 50 Fife Pacific Highway: 54
SEllees Clspeenens Fife Median: 12 Fife Median: 24 Fife Median: 28
Permanent impacts Fife 1-5: 17 Fife 1-5: 34 Fife 1-5: 40

30 Information for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail. & SOUNDTRANSIT




Tacoma Segment



=

_! Tacoma Dome e\ RO, Puyallup River |-
|  Station P AR Light Rail - B/ -0 -

Portland
Avenue
Station

Segment Alternatives
m m m m Preferred Tacoma 25th Street-West
H B B B Tacoma 25th Street-East

S EEEE Tacoma Close to Sounder

' | M B W N Tacoma 26th Street

| m m m m Portland Avenue Design Option

Profiles
H H B B Elevated Profile
I At-Grade Profile

| &=
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Puyallup River Light Rail Bridge
Draft EIS Key Findings (notable consideration 4)

S - SN SNESs S ' SN 5
- s R e g . D < .
Segment Alternatives : N m\ % \_\\-«\Q
U “‘“ ‘\-’. _—— ~t . -
m mm Preferred Tacoma 25th Street-West = ‘-,_? D \
—— @

B B Tacoma Close to Sounder - Es —

8 B9 Portland Avenue Design Option

BN W Tacoma 26th Street 5 . E21st St

| B B Tacoma 25th Street-East

Profile
Il B Elevated Profile
EEN At-Grade Profile —_—

—

- -
iy B>
P ( .
-

‘—_“ - - - P
7 (i ek pyETUR AN,

..

Puyallup River crossing bridge types
* Long-span: ~60’ higher with greater change to views of Mt. Rainier

 In-water piers: more impacts to water resources, ecosystems, & Tribal
_ Treay fishing activities

LA P OF SAWSTTg
- * o’ L
m : xSt

33 Information for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail. 'S SOUNDTRANSIT



Puyallup River Light Rail Bridge Trade-offs

Clear-span option: greater change to views of Mt. Rainier

In-river pier option: greater impact to ecosystems and water resources
& Tribal fishing rights

: o
il _éwmf‘l__‘ _r_";_l. 4

o S s

Existing n-river pier option Clear-span option

34 Information for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail. "3 SOUNDTRANSIT




Portland Avenue Station
Comparison



-
-
-
=
-
=
=
[

Portland Avenue Station Comparison
Construction |
rmitent

Reduces Portland Ave ~ | nighttime and

crossing for accessing station weekend road
closures

Bus bays located on

Transit access

E 26th St

Lt “ﬁ PORTLANDAVENUE o 5:\

Closer to lower traffic
= MSPAN STATION OPTION\

Nonmotorized .
undercrossing at E

A.,Y.-f

TACOMA25TiH s TReg 7w - . > " access
sy ., S e s ion Bay St
) = R | ‘ - -
— el ,s ;l‘ __:'—,'. . PORTLAND AVENUE : e D~
AR 3 ' . Passenger Side platforms: more
B - ' $P i 9 challenging station
: i . ¥ .
. . experience .S
Closer access to lower traffic | ._ Y r navigation

E. Bay St undercrossing of I-5 ﬁ‘“ : :
T R T WL == ;&'

Constrilction Fewer temp. street
Performance rating key closures on Portland

impacts
A Lower Ave
N performing

36 Information for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail.

Higher
performing

Bus bays located on
Portland Ave, a major
freight route

Fewer intersection
crossings with station
entrances on both sides
of Portland Ave

Center platform: easier
station navigation and
track operations

More frequent temp.
street closures on
Portland Ave

| &=
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Tacoma Dome Station
Comparison



Tacoma Segment
Draft EIS Key Findings (notable consideration 5)

A o \\\

\' Tacoma 25th Street-East
\ - Station located farther east from other transit services
-~ | * Construction access restrictions
« Fewest business displacements (9)
« Temporary full closure of E 25th St, L St bridge & T Line

Preferred Tacoma 25th Street-West
» Construction access restrictions
» Fewest business displacements (9)
» Temporary full closure of E 25th St, L
St brldge & T Line

Segment Alternatives
B @ Preferred Tacoma 25th Street-West

—J Tacoma Close to Sounder

BN W Tacoma Close to Sounder

[ Tacoma 26th Street » Best multimodal integration

» Located farthest from existing transit * Most business displacements (46)
services (least multimodal integration) [+ { ° Rebuild of Amtrak and Sounder

« Minimizes construction impacts to . | stations

access & existing transit :

"% B9 Portland Avenue Design Option

. Bm W Tacoma 26th Street

B ™ Tacoma 25th Street-East

Profile
Hm B Elevated Profile N

* I At-Grade Profile

38 [nformation for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail. 'S SOUNDTRANSIT




Tacoma Alternative Comparison

Performance rating key Tacoma 25th Tacoma Close to

_ Tacoma 26th Street
Lower Higher Street-East Sounder
performing performing R D e

Business displacements
. 43 13
Permanent impacts

CUIRENEY izl CiEElls CRILENEY (1EY G Moderate visual changes Altered views from Tacoma
Visual impacts tunnel effeé:: on E 25th tunnel effeé:: on E 25th rear the station N e
Y T Temp. full closure of E Temp. full closure of E [ el e EEEERe S
Construction impacts p. Tull closure ot emp. 1uT closure of Street bridge, Rebuild of | Temp. full closure of L Street
. . 25th St & potential T Line  25th St & potential T Line ’ ,
Transportation impacts closures closures Amtrak and Sounder bridge and E 26th St

stations

. . Access restrictions on E Access restrictions on E Fewer construction o
nstr ionim
Constructio L. paCts 25th St including 25th St including access impacts on E 25th Aggfhs ssizsr;tgcélozr;?[hogtE
Access restrictions Freighthouse Square Freighthouse Square St
Construction impacts IS Wiy IEeres witn - Wors Les Tl vy Fewest impacts to Fewest utilities impacts with
e . overhead impacts along overhead impacts along o g
Utility impacts E 25th St E 25th St existing utilities some on E 26th St

Comparative costs*

39 *Comparative costs serve as a basis for comparing design alternatives and options; they are not

K=
intended as a method for establishing the project budget. o SOUNDTRANSIT




Tacoma Dome station comparison

Performance rating key
Lower Higher Tacoma 25th Tacoma Close to Tacoma 26th Street
performing - - performing Street-East Station  Sounder Station Station

Connections to other | Close connections JR®{leLI=EIRCMETele]al=NBle]1g[=!
transit, parking, & to other transit, but farthest for
Tacoma Dome are parking, & Tacoma connections to other

further east Dome transit and parking

Close connections to

Pedestrian experience other transit, parking,
& Tacoma Dome

Temp. relocation/ Temp. relocation/ Requires rebuild of No impacts to other transit
Construction closure of T Line closure of T Line Amtrak & Sounder P stations
station station stations

Farther east from Potential for fully
Sounder & T Line integrated transit
stations hub

Farthest from Sounder & T
Line stations

Close to Sounder &

Multimodal integration T -

40 Information for illustration only. Please refer to Draft EIS for further detail. *F SOUNDTRANSIT




Property Owner Engagement

Property owner letters delivered week of Nov. 25

Property owner webinars

Other property owner engagement activities:
o In-person briefings as-requested
o Potential door-to-door outreach

o Real Property available at public
meetings/hearings

= SOUNDTRANSIT




Link light rail

Tacoma Dome Link Extension

mm Preferred Alternative

|| "
Other Draft EIS alternatives
[ |

Design options
=== Sagment boundaries
Route profiles
INBI Elevated
. Surface

O Station alternatives

Puyallup Tribe of Indians
Reservation Boundary

Other train service
Link 1 Line: Angle Lake—Federal Way (futura)
Link T Line: Tacoma Dome—5t Jaseph (in service)
Sounder 5 Line: Lakewood—Seattle (in service)
Existing station

Portland Ave Station

Tacoma Dome Station

{ 2 #
| il e
) . rd -
sth 5t / ._1"
{ 7
| S
{ d
' | v
I I| ! v
| by
{ | L
/
T "
| n‘..
e THTI
Tacoma

: Segment

sy
Fife

Segmen

South Federal Way Station

Fife Station

South Federal

5 ) Segment | Way Segment -

Puyallup
Tribe of Indians

Federal Way
\Segment

Federal \.I'u'a}|r

Y Segment

South Federal

& & |Way Segment

60-day comment period:
December 13, 2024 — February 10, 2025

Online open house:

- soundtransit.org/tdlink-deis

Online public meeting and hearing
- January 21, 2025: 11:30 a.m. — 1:30 p.m.
3 in-person public meetings (5:30-7:30 p.m.)

- January 23, 2025: Tacoma Convention
Center

- January 28, 2025: Federal Way
Performing Arts and Events Center

- January 30, 2025: Fife Community

Center
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http://www.soundtransit.org/tdlink-deis

Thank you.

| G
o SOUNDTRANSIT

soundtransit.org

f ¥ (©



	Tacoma Dome Link Extension�Draft EIS Publication update 
	Why we're here today
	Tacoma Dome Link Extension (TDLE)
	Tacoma Dome Link Extension
	Project timeline
	Slide Number 6
	What is studied in an Environmental Impact Statement?
	TDLE Draft EIS ��
	Tacoma Dome Link Extension (TDLE)
	Federal Way Segment
	Federal Way Segment
	South Federal Way Segment
	South Federal Way Segment�Overview
	SF Enchanted Parkway & SF I-5 Alternative�Draft EIS Key Findings SF Enchanted Pkwy & SF I-5 (notable consideration 1)�
	SF 99-West Alternative / (Porter Way Design Option) �Draft EIS Key Findings SF Enchanted Pkwy & SF I-5 (notable consideration 2)�
	SF 99-East Alternative / (Porter Way Design Option)�Draft EIS Key Findings SF Enchanted Pkwy & SF I-5 (notable consideration 2)�
	South Federal Way Alternative Comparison
	South Federal Way Segment  Station Comparison
	SF Enchanted Pkwy Station & SF 352nd Span Option 
	SF 99-Enchanted Station
	South Federal Way Station Comparison
	Fife Segment
	Fife Segment �Draft EIS Key Findings (notable consideration 3) 
	Slide Number 24
	Fife Median Alternative
	Fife I-5 Alternative
	Fife Alternative Comparison
	Fife Station �Comparison
	Fife Station & Fife 54th Avenue Station Options
	Fife Station Comparison
	Tacoma Segment
	Tacoma Segment
	Puyallup River Light Rail Bridge�Draft EIS Key Findings (notable consideration 4)
	Puyallup River Light Rail Bridge Trade-offs
	Portland Avenue Station Comparison
	Portland Avenue Station Comparison
	Tacoma Dome Station �Comparison
	Tacoma Segment �Draft EIS Key Findings (notable consideration 5)
	Tacoma Alternative Comparison
	Tacoma Dome station comparison
	Property Owner Engagement 
	Slide Number 42
	Thank you.

