C-034-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. See Section 2.5.1 for a
description of the refined Segment A alternatives that avoid displacing
the church.
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C-035-001

Thank you for your concerns about the potential displacement of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church and for highlighting its significance
to the region’s Baltic community. Following the Draft EIS, the Sound
Transit Board directed Sound Transit to develop a Preferred Alternative
that would avoid displacing the church. The Final EIS describes the
additional engineering Sound Transit undertook to realign 3rd Avenue
NE and avoid the potential displacement of the church. As a result, none
of the Segment A alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace
the church or the church hall. With the realigned street, access to the
property has been maintained, although a portion of land on the church
property would be acquired for the Preferred Alternative and other at-
grade alternatives. Elevated alternatives would also require a portion of
the church property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes: Section 2.5.1 describes the Preferred Alternative and the
refinements in other alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes
the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community
facilities and neighborhoods. In addition, Appendix F presents revised
conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment A alternatives;
Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition,
displacement, and relocation requirements for each Segment A
alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.
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C-036-001

Thank you for providing signatures regarding opposition to Alternatives
C1 and C2. Per the request of signatories, the signatures have not been
included in the Final EIS.
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C-037-001

Please note that the majority of patrons for most stations would be
arriving via transit, walking or biking, but parking is still expected as part
of a solution that attracts patrons who might otherwise make the trip on
congested highways.

The parking supply levels currently proposed reflect continued
projections showing demand for parking as one element of an effective
multimodal access plan, consistent with Sound Transit's adopted System
Access Policy. Even with potential redevelopment in station areas, the
project is being designed to serve the larger north corridor area, which is
densely developed, largely residential and constitutes a large population
that uses park and rides and transit today to reach jobs and destinations
at the regional centers in the north and south, including downtown
Seattle, Northgate and Lynnwood.

C-037-002

The plan for transit service connections to stations will be refined in
coordination with partner transit agencies and local jurisdictions as the
project approaches the start of operation; in King County, this planning
would be led by King County Metro. The project's current transit
integration plan for the project anticipates frequent local services
connecting to the stations, most of which connect to other activity
centers east or west of -5, but circulators could be considered.

C-037-003
Comment noted.
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C-038-001

There is no "party of record" designation for this project. Instead,
interested parties are encouraged to sign up to receive periodic project
updates and information disseminated by email. Sound Transit has
added Patricia Sumption's and Janet Way's email addresses to the
project update list.
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C-038-002

Sound Transit recognizes the importance of Thornton Creek and its
associated wetlands. None of the alternatives would entail in-water work
in Thornton Creek. Sound Transit also is designing the project to
minimize the potential for construction impacts and for permanent
facilities to interfere with possible future fish habitat restoration projects,
including at Thornton Creek. Please see Section 4.8.6 Mitigation
Measures in the Ecosystems section of the Final EIS. This section
discusses Sound Transit's policy on ecosystems mitigation, calls for
avoiding environmentally sensitive resources where possible, and
requires mitigation to achieve no net loss of ecosystem function and
acreage. The project's final design and permitting processes will also
provide opportunities for interested parties to review design proposals
and make comments.

C-038-003

The Draft EIS did not find a broad set of unavoidable and significant
adverse effects that cannot be mitigated. The Draft EIS included a
review of potential adverse direct, indirect, and cumulative effects in all
topic areas required under NEPA and SEPA, and the Draft EIS has been
subjected to the review of the public, including other resource agencies
and jurisdictions. The Final EIS has further detail on Sound Transit's
mitigation commitments for the Preferred Alternative and potential
mitigation for other alternatives. The Summary section S.10 discusses
areas where unavoidable adverse effects may remain after mitigation,
and these would primarily be related to the removal of mature vegetation
and trees in areas to be occupied by the guideway. The project would
not directly lead to overbuilding or over-densification, as any other
proposed plans or developments not allowed by currently adopted plans
would require additional approvals by local jurisdictions.

Sound Transit remains open to suggestions for minimizing impacts

and providing mitigation. It will also continue to explore ways to reduce
impacts through final design and permitting. In conjunction with the
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permit processes, Sound Transit will provide further opportunities to
involve the public, including interested parties such as the TCLDF.

C-038-004
Please see responses to Paramount Park Neighborhood Group's
comments C-033-001 through C-033-024.
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C-039-001

Your reasons for preferring three stations in Segment A, as featured

in Alternatives A10 and Al1l, are noted. The Preferred Alternative has
stations at NE 145th Street and NE 185th Street and considers an option
for a 130th Street station.

C-039-002

Your preference for Alternative B2A due to its two stations is noted. The
Final EIS considers an option to the Preferred Alternative for a second
station.
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C-040-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. Please see Section 2.5.1 of the
Final EIS for a description of the refined Segment A alternatives that
avoid displacing the church.
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C-041-001

Thank you for your concerns about the potential displacement of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church and for highlighting its significance
to the region’s Baltic community, including the Seattle Latvian

School. The Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit to explore a
Preferred Alternative that would avoid displacing the church. Since the
publication of the Draft EIS in June 2013, additional engineering was
undertaken to reduce adverse effects on the Latvian Evangelical
Lutheran Church property and facilities. As a result, none of the
Segment A alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the
church or the church hall (also called the cultural center). Access to the
property and its functions have been maintained. Several sections in the
environmental document have been updated to address these changes
including: Section 2.5.1 describes the refined alternatives for Segment
A; Section 4.1 describes the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4 describes
impacts to community facilities and neighborhoods; Appendix F presents
revised conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment A
alternatives; Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables
concerning acquisition, displacement, and relocation requirements for
each Segment A alternative.

The church building was evaluated as a noise and vibration-sensitive
property, as discussed in section 4.7 Noise and Vibration, and further
detailed in the noise and vibration technical report. The technical report
details noise levels at the church for existing conditions and for future
years with and without the project. Sound Transit is replacing the
existing noise wall with a higher noise wall, in part for the church but also
to mitigate the residential properties around the church. As a result,
there would be no remaining impacts to the church and the outside noise
levels are predicted to be similar to existing noise levels.

Construction of the light rail project near the Latvian Evangelical
Lutheran Church would take approximately 1 to 2 years. Access to the
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church and community center buildings would be maintained during
construction, and parking supply would be maintained as much as
possible, although, access or parking areas may temporarily shift as the
realigned access roadway is developed. During final design and
construction planning, and throughout the construction period, Sound
Transit will coordinate with the church and the school to minimize
impacts on church and cultural center buildings and their related
activities and functions.
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C-042-001

Sound Transit appreciates receiving these documents from your events.
Many of these components are discussed in the Draft EIS. During final
design, Sound Transit will work with local jurisdictions and offer
opportunities for public involvement as the detailed design of the station
continues. The Sound Transit project does not yet define commercial or
recreational space in the facilities, although Sound Transit does have a
Transit Oriented Development policy as described in Section 4.2 of the
Draft EIS, and is open to transit-oriented development partnerships.
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C-042-002

Thank you for the suggestions on transit service and access features for
the stations. As described in the EIS, Sound Transit developed
preliminary station access plans in coordination with King County Metro,
Community Transit, WSDOT and the local jurisdictions. This included a
transit integration plan addressing potential changes to transit service to
serve the stations. However, specific changes to routes and services
would be made by each of the local transit agencies in a public planning
process that would occur prior to system opening. Each of the stations
include pedestrian and bicycle access features, and where streets are
altered or reconstructed for the project, bicycle and pedestrian facilities
are included consistent with local jurisdictional plans and standards.
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C-042-003

Thank you for your comment on the need for additional housing choices
in the city of Shoreline. Although the zoning designations at the time of
the Draft EIS did not permit multi-family or mixed-use development near
any proposed light rail station, the City of Shoreline has since been
conducting subarea planning and environmental review for the NE 185th
Street Station area. The plan changes and related zoning could
accommodate higher density residential and commercial mixed-use
developments and apartments surrounding the light rail station area, and
this would help to improve access to transit for populations that may not
own automobiles. While the City's plan and any rezoning is an action of
the City of Shoreline, it is evaluated as an indirect impact of the
Lynnwood Link Extension project, which would develop a station within
the city's action area; see Section 4.2.4 for details.

C-042-004

Thank you for your suggestions regarding possible amenities and
businesses that could be associated with light rail facilities. Section
4.2.4 in the Land Use section of Chapter 4 of the Final EIS discusses
Sound Transit's transit-oriented development program, as well as the
transit-oriented development potential for each of this project's proposed
station areas.

C-042-005

The stations are well lit, are continually monitored by security cameras,
and are regularly monitored by security personnel. Sound Transit would
implement a number of measures to deter crime in the station areas.
Measures to minimize crime would include the use of equipment (e.g.,
closed-circuit TV [CCTV], sealed fare boxes, and automatically sealed
exits), the use of anti-crime programs such as anti-graffiti programs, and
the use of security personnel. See Section 4.14 - Public Services,
Safety, and Security.
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C-042-006
Your comment that a station at NE 155th Street is not favored is noted.

C-042-007

Comment noted. Sound Transit has completed a high-capacity transit
corridor study from Lynnwood to Everett as part of the Long-Range Plan
Update and ST 3 planning. See http://www.soundtransit.org/Projects-
and-Plans/Long-range-Plan-update

C-042-008

Sound Transit light rail stations will have racks and/or lockers for bikes.
The project includes bicycle and pedestrian access facilities at station
areas and reconstructed streets, but longer routes or trails to the station
area are not currently defined as part of the Lynnwood project. Sound
Transit does not operate bike rental enterprises. Parking spaces would
be provided at each of the station locations included in the Preferred
Alternative. Stations and parking structures will be ADA-compliant, so
they will accommodate people with disabilities, elders, and others.
Sound Transit will work with local transit agencies and the cities to
coordinate transit services to stations, but any changes to routes and
services would be made by King County Metro or Community Transit,
the local transit agencies.

C-042-009
Please see the response to comment C-042-003.
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C-042-010
Please see response to comment C-042-004.

C-042-011

Sound Transit designs and maintains its stations to be safe, secure and
clean. The stations are well lit, feature security cameras, and are
regularly monitored by security personnel. Crime is not expected to
increase as a result of operation of the stations. Several studies have
concluded that crime around stations mirrors crime rates in the
surrounding neighborhoods. Most areas in the project corridor have low
crime rates. Sound Transit would implement a number of measures to
deter crime in the station areas. Measures to minimize crime would
include the use of equipment (e.g., closed-circuit TV [CCTV], sealed fare
boxes, and automatically sealed exits), the use of anti-crime programs
such as anti-graffiti programs, and the use of security personnel. 2010
crime statistics related to already built Sound Transit facilities show that
the crime rate per number of riders at transit facilities and on light rail
and commuter rail trains is substantially lower compared to overall per
capita crime rates in Seattle, Tukwila, and SeaTac.

Based on a system-wide policy adopted by the Sound Transit Board,
Sound Transit stations generally do not include public restrooms, partly
for health and safety/security reasons.

C-042-012

The noise analysis for the Lynnwood Link uses the FTA and local

code impact criteria and Sound Transit mitigates noise impacts to levels
below the criteria. Potential mitigation measures for noise are described
in Section 4.7.7 of the Final EIS.

C-042-013
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Your comment stating that a station at 155th Street is not favored is
noted.

C-042-014

Thank you for the suggestions. Decisions about future land uses and
private development, such as the types of shops and restaurants around
Sound Transit stations, is not determined by Sound Transit.

Sound Transit facilities will be ADA-compliant, and will be developed in
accordance with Sound Transit's Sustainability Plan, as described in
Chapter 2 of the Final EIS, which outlines goals to protect the
environment and create a healthy community and economy.
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C-043-001

Thank you for your comments describing the importance of the Latvian
Evangelical Lutheran Church and community center to the Estonian
community. See Section 2.5.1 for a description of the refined Segment A
alternatives with reduced impacts on the church. Under all alternatives,
the project now avoids the potential displacement of the church or
community center.

During project construction, the Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church
and center would experience temporary effects from construction, but
coordination and mitigation by Sound Transit would allow normal church
and cultural center activities to continue. Construction would be ongoing
for 1-2 years in proximity to the church. Construction would occur
predominantly during weekdays between about 8 am and 6 pm,

though evening and weekend construction may occasionally be required.
In addition to truck traffic and temporary changes in access routes in the
area, other effects such as noise, dust, light, and glare are described in
Sections 3.3, 4.5.3, 4.6.4, and 4.7.4; mitigation is outlined in Sections
3.6,4.5.6,4.6.7, and 4.7.7. Longer term, mitigation with noise walls
would avoid long-term noise impacts for the Latvian Evangelical
Lutheran Church or community center, as discussed in Section 4.7.3,
with mitigation measures in Section 4.7.7.
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C-044-001
Your support for alternatives with stations at NE 145th Street and NE
185th Street is noted.

C-044-002
Thank you for your comments in support of stations at NE 145th Street
and NE 185th Street.
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C-045-001

The Final EIS and the Ecosystems Technical Report provides further
information on the impacted wetland areas and potential mitigation,
based on current conceptual designs used for the EIS and other
measures defined for the Preferred Alternative. Further details on the
mitigation, including mitigation sites, would be developed by Sound
Transit during final design and permitting stages for the project. Local
jurisdiction and resource agency permitting processes will also provide
further opportunities for public review and input by interested parties.

C-045-002

Thank you for sharing your thoughts on the potential benefits of
developing mitigation in the Jackson Park Golf Course/Thornton Creek
area. The project's design and permitting process would include
extensive coordination between Sound Transit and city agencies with
responsibility for issuing permits and approvals, but would also have
opportunities for coordination with other interested parties.

C-045-003
Thank you for your comment and the suggestion on two sites/properties
for mitigation.

C-045-004
Your comment supporting wetland and green space preservation with
these properties is noted.

C-045-005

If project-specific mitigation is developed for this project, site selection
would emphasize a watershed approach. Plans would be developed in
cooperation with resource agencies. This project will follow all applicable
federal, state, and local environmental laws and regulations, including
tree protection standards and tree replacement ratios.
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C-046-001

The study area and methodology defined for the Lynnwood Link
Extension project were reviewed by resource agencies and local
jurisdictions. Sound Transit looked further than the area of direct impact
for the Affected Environment.

C-046-002

This project will comply with all local critical area codes, including
prescribed buffer widths within each local jurisdiction. See Section 4.8 -
Ecosystem Resources in the Final EIS for current wetland impact
information.

C-046-003

None of the alternatives would entail in-water work in Thornton Creek;
therefore, Sound Transit does not have any plans to daylight the stream
or replace culverts. Sound Transit designs would also avoid conflicts with
anticipated fish habitat restoration projects, such as those on the state's
fish passage project list. For example, where I-5 culvert replacements
are anticipated, Sound Transit could design bridges or box culverts for
the guideway to accommodate future restored stream channels.

C-046-004

This project will abide by all applicable federal, state, and local
environmental laws and regulations. Minimization of impervious surfaces
is a priority for Sound Transit in consideration not only of ecological
factors, but also capital costs and long-term maintenance. As stated in
the Draft EIS Section 4.9.2, Sound Transit is evaluating measures to
control risks to water quality that include minimizing impervious
footprints, avoiding the placement of project elements in or near water
resources where possible, and installing appropriate surface water
management facilities. Sound Transit is also evaluating potential
cumulative impacts of growth in the surrounding area, considering that
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new developments would also be required to implement required
stormwater best management practices.

C-046-005

Locating mitigation within the watershed impacted is a priority for Sound
Transit. Federal, state, and local regulations may require Sound Transit
to mitigate impacts on wetlands and buffers using an approved mitigation
bank (if available in the future), King County in-lieu fee program, or
project-specific mitigation developed by Sound Transit. If project-specific
mitigation is developed for this project, site selection would emphasize a
watershed approach.

C-046-006

This project will abide by all applicable federal, state, and local
environmental laws and regulations, including tree protection standards
and tree replacement ratios. Contiguous or proximal projects will be
considered in wetland, stream, and buffer mitigation site selection.

C-046-007

Since the review of potential mitigation sites for the Draft EIS, these sites
are no longer available. Both are scheduled for construction in 2014.
The sites will be removed from Sound Transit's review of potential sites
under consideration for project-specific mitigation.

C-046-008
Thank you for the suggestion on two other sites/properties. These have
been added to list of properties considered for mitigation sites.
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C-046-009

The Ecosystem Resources Technical Report provides additional
information on fish species in the North Branch of Thornton Creek,
including observations of Chinook, coho, and sockeye salmon. The
potential impacts on fish by guideway construction and operation under
the light rail alternatives are discussed in Section 4.8.2, Long-term
Impacts. Also see the Final EIS Appendix O, the Biological Assessment
prepared in support of Endangered Species Act compliance for the
project.

C-046-010

The Ecosystem Resources Technical Report provides additional
information on the regulations pertinent to this analysis. Compliance with
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act is discussed on page 4-146 of the Draft
EIS.
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