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I-200-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the

Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. 
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I-201-001

Thank you for your personal comments describing the cultural

importance of the Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church to you and the

Latvian 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.  
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I-202-001

Sound Transit notes your general support for the Lynnwood Link

Extension project and your comments on the advantages and

disadvantages of the proposed locations for light rail stations in Segment

A.

 

Lynnwood Link Extension

2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



Page 570

I-202-002

Your comments stating your preference for the Segment B alternatives

that place the transit station east of the highway and not in the middle of

the highway median are noted.

 

I-202-003

Sound Transit acknowledges your preference for either Alternatives C1

and C2 over Alternative C3 due to proximity to the Lynnwood city center.

 

I-202-004

Sound Transit appreciates your support. Sound Transit has modified the

project design to minimize impacts as much as possible on Scriber

Creek Park and wetlands, and the Seattle Latvian Evangelical Lutheran

Church.
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I-203-001

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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I-204-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the

Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church.
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I-205-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the

Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church to you and the Latvian 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.
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I-206-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the

Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church.
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I-206-002

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 alternatives.     

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.  Construction period

mitigation is also defined for each environmental topic, and Sound

Transit anticipates that the center's activities would be able to continue

during construction.
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I-207-001

Thank you for you comments describing the importance of the Latvian

Church and community center to you and the Baltic community, as well

as providing some historical context. 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.

During project construction, the Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church

and its uses would have temporary impacts, but church and community

center functions would be maintained. See Section 4.4 in the EIS, which

discusses construction and operation impacts on social resources within

the project study area.

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.  Construction period

mitigation is also defined for each environmental topic, and Sound

Transit anticipates that the center's activities would be able to continue

during construction.
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I-208-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the

church to you and the 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

results of 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.  
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I-209-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the

Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church.  
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I-210-001

Sound Transit used several methods to advertise the Draft EIS public

open houses and hearings that included the accurate address,

including project website, postcard notice, print and web ads, email to

the project listserv, posters, community calendars and blog

advertisements. The name of the facility at which the meetings were held

was also included so that people have all the information they need to

find it.  The legal ads placed in the newspaper used the correct address.

 

I-210-002

Project costs are discussed in both the Draft EIS and Final EIS

in Section 2.7 of the Alternatives Considered chapter and in Section 5.3

of the Evaluation of Alternatives chapter. 
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I-211-001

Sound Transit noted your concerns about the neighborhood impacts of

Alternatives C1 and C2.

 

I-211-002

Thank you for stating your concerns about the C1 and C2 alternatives'

impacts on the Scriber Creek park and wetland area and your support for

Alternative C3.  The Preferred Alternative in the Final EIS is a modified

version of Alternative C3.  See Chapter 2 for further details.
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I-212-001

This concern is consistent with the Draft EIS discussion of impacts on

page 4-81, which concludes that the elevated guideway at this location

would visually intrude upon the integrity and unity of this residential area

and result in high level of change in visual quality. The Draft EIS

discussed potential mitigation measures for visual quality impacts in

Section 4.5.6. Proposed mitigation measures for visual quality impacts

are refined in the Final EIS Section 4.5.6.  The Preferred Alternative

does not follow 52nd Avenue W.

 

I-212-002

There were few locations with vibration impacts in the corridor, and all

impacts above FTA criteria will be mitigated. Attachment D, Vibration

Impacts by Build Alternative, of the Noise and Vibration Technical Report

lists the projected vibration levels, the distance to the nearest track and

the FTA threshold for vibration impact (i.e., criteria) for each vibration

sensitive receiver by alternative.  Vibration impacts are expected when

the projected vibration levels are equal to or greater than the FTA

criteria.  The table in Attachment D identifies the projected vibration

levels in bold face font (in red) wherever vibration impacts are expected.
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I-212-003

The noise analysis for the Lynnwood Link uses the FTA impact criteria

and Sound Transit mitigates noise impacts to levels below these criteria.

Sound Transit's policy is to mitigate moderate or severe impacts as per

FTA criteria. Potential mitigation measures for noise are described in

Section 4.7.7 of the Final EIS.

Sound walls are planned for all alternatives in this area, either at-grade

or elevated, as mitigation for the light rail impacts. In addition, any

existing WSDOT noise walls removed as part of the project will be

replaced.

Wheel squeal only occurs on tight radius curves, not on a straight track,

like the ones along this segment of the corridor. For areas with tight

radius curves, trackside lubrication will be used to mitigate wheel squeal.

 

I-212-004

Thank you for your comments stating your overall support for the

Lynnwood Link Extension project and your opposition to Alternatives C1

and C2 and reasons why.
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I-213-001

For construction, the local construction noise ordinance would be

applicable, and Sound Transit is committed to maintaining construction

noise levels within the criteria.  Further, construction noise for this project

is similar to construction noise for a paving project, building construction

or any other construction project and Sound Transit works with local

residences and business to minimize construction impacts.

For nighttime construction, which may occur during some periods due to

the heavy volumes of traffic on I-5 and other arterial roads, a noise

variance would be required from each of the cities where construction

would be performed. During that time, Sound Transit will work with the

local jurisdiction to arrive at construction specifications that minimize

construction impacts to nearby communities.  Whether construction

occurs during the day or at night, Sound Transit would maintain access

to adjacent properties.
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I-214-001

Your comments stating your overall support of Sound Transit's light rail

expansion program and your support of Alternative C3 are noted.

 

I-214-002

Thank you for your comment stating your support for the construction of

a light rail transit station at 220th Street SW under Alternative B2A.

 Alternative B2A would be at-grade until south of the station.  The

guideway would be elevated to go over both the southbound on-ramp to

I-5 as well as 220th Street SW and then continue with at-grade and cut-

and-fill sections depending on topography as the route continues to the

north.  The Final EIS also evaluates an option for a potential station on

the south side of 220th Street SW with the Preferred Alternative, as

described in Chapter 2.
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I-215-001

Thank you for expressing your concerns for potential impacts to

residences, businesses, and landscaping as a result of constructing one

of the Segment C alternatives for the Lynnwood Link Extension project. 

The Draft and Final EIS analyze the potential impacts of project

alternatives in Section 4.1, (acquisitions), 4.3 (economics), and 4.5

(visual impacts.  The Final EIS includes mitigation measures refined

since the Draft EIS.
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I-216-001

Your preference for Alternative C3 is noted.  Section 4.3 of the Draft and

Final EIS address potential property value impacts.
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I-217-001

Your overall support for the Lynnwood Link Extension project and your

opposition to both Alternatives C1 and C2 is noted.

 

I-217-002

Your comment stating your preference for Alternative C3 is noted.
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I-218-001

The Final EIS considered options for additional parking for both

Lynnwood and Mountlake Terrace stations, beyond the added spaces

considered in the Draft EIS.  In both locations, the additional parking

beyond the added spaces assumed for the Preferred Alternative tended

to worsen traffic impacts and did not markedly change ridership.  The

transit improvement with light rail also frees service hours for local transit

operators, who could then increase service to the station, reducing

parking demand.  Mitigation measures to address spillover parking are

described in Section 3.6.7.

 

Lynnwood Link Extension

2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



Page 605Lynnwood Link Extension

2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



Page 606

I-219-001

Your comment stating your overall support of the Lynnwood Link

Extension project and your reasons that Alternative C3 is your preferred

route for Segment C is noted.

 

I-219-002

The noise analysis for the Lynnwood Link uses the FTA impact criteria

and Sound Transit mitigates noise impacts to levels below these criteria. 

Sound Transit's policy is to mitigate moderate or severe impacts as per

FTA criteria. Potential mitigation measures for noise are described in

Section 4.7.7 of the Final EIS.

Visual impacts and mitigation are addressed in Section 4.5 which notes

that the project would remove mature vegetation, which takes years to

grow to restore screening.

 

I-219-003

The Preferred Alternative features modifications that help minimize

wetland impacts and vegetation loss in several locations.  It avoids an

alignment along 52nd Avenue or 200th or adjacent to Scriber Creek

Park. Even if other alternatives move forward, this project will abide by

all applicable federal, state, and local environmental laws and

regulations, including tree replacement requirements. Sound Transit’s

policy [Executive Order No. 1, Establishing a Sustainability Initiative for

Sound Transit (2007)] on ecosystem mitigation is to avoid impacts on

environmentally sensitive resources to the maximum extent

practicable and to provide adequate mitigation to ensure there is no net

loss of ecosystem function and acreage as a result of agency projects.

Please also see Section 4.5.6 for usual impact mitigation measures.
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I-219-004

The Section 4.18 4(f)/6(f) analysis has been updated to note that

Alternative C1 would not be implementable under its current

configuration.  Section 4.17 was updated to note the funding source for

the park.

 

I-219-005

Your comment opposing the elevated alignments C1 and C2 near the

neighborhood is noted.

 

I-219-006

Thank you for your comment stating your preference for Alternative C3.
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I-220-001

Thank you for your comments on the cultural importance of the church

and center.  Following the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board directed

Sound Transit to develop a Preferred Alternative that would avoid

displacing the church and community center.  The Final EIS describes

the results of additional engineering Sound Transit undertook to realign

3rd Avenue NE and avoid the potential displacement.  None of the

Segment A alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the

church or hall.  
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I-221-001

The public meetings that were held during the public comment period for

the Draft EIS occurred between 5:30 p.m. and 8:00 p.m.  The proposed

time was selected to generate the greatest attendance because it

coincides with a large population of commuters on their way home from

work.  Having the meeting held through 8:00 p.m. allows for attendance

from individuals outside the targeted commuter group.   In addition to the

public open house/public hearing, there were other opportunities to

comment including sending written comments and emails directly to

Sound Transit.  The Draft EIS was made available to review on Sound

Transit's website, at multiple public libraries and Sound Transit offices,

and were available for purchase.  Chapter 6 of the Final EIS includes

additional details about the project’s public involvement and agency

coordination plan.

 

I-221-002

Photo simulations of the alternatives are consistent with the tree

clearance policies of Sound Transit for operation of the light rail system. 

In general, vegetation is cleared 30 feet from the centerline of elevated

structures, which is about 15 feet from the edge of the structure.  For at-

grade sections, branches and drip line are maintained to be at least 10

feet from the overhead catenary system (the wires that provide power).

 

I-221-003

Thank you for your comments.
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I-222-001

Thank you for your comment stating your preference for Alternative C3

and the reasons why.
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I-222-002

Your comments stating your opposition to Alternatives C1 and C2, based

on your concerns for the negative impacts of these alternatives on

residential and commercial land uses, neighborhood cohesion,

parklands, wildlife habitat, and wetlands are noted.  The EIS analysis of

land use is based on the overall effect of the project on land use plans

and land use patterns in the city.  More localized concerns about

changes to neighborhoods are covered in Section 4.4.  The assessment

of the visual impacts of the elevated rail guideway through the park is

discussed in Section 4.5, as well as in Sections 4.17 and 4.18.  Table

4.5-1 identifies visual impacts at various viewpoints along the project

corridor by alternative.  In this table, the assessment of visual impacts is

designated as "High" (not "Low" or "Medium") for Alternatives C1 and C2

as they travel through Scriber Creek Park.  The analysis of visual

impacts presented in the EIS is in agreement with your own assessment

of these impacts.

 

I-222-003

Your preference for Alternative C3 is noted. You are correct that

Alternative C1 would pass through a hazardous materials site that Sound

Transit has ranked as high priority, and which is currently undergoing

long-term monitoring. You are also correct that Alternative C3 does not

pass through a hazardous materials site that has been ranked as high

priority.  See Section 4.1.2 of the Final EIS for further details.
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