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1.0 Project Planning
1.1 Background — East Link Light Rail Project

Sound Transit (ST) is a regional transit authority created pursuant to RCW 81.104 and 81.112
and authorized to implement high capacity transit systems within its boundaries in Pierce, King,
and Snohomish counties. On November 4, 2008, Central Puget Sound area voters approved the
Sound Transit 2 plan (ST2 plan), a package of transit improvements and expansions including
increased bus service, increased commuter rail service, an expansion of link light rail, and
improved access to transportation facilities. (See Attachment A)

The expansion of link light rail approved in the ST2 plan includes the East Link Project. The East
Link Project extends the light rail system approximately 14 miles between Seattle and the east
side of Lake Washington as shown on the attached system plan (see Attachment B) and includes
10 stations serving Seattle, Mercer Island, South Bellevue, downtown Bellevue, Bel-Red and
Overlake areas in Redmond. The Growth Management Act (RCW 36.70A) provides that regional
transportation facilities are essential public facilities and the City has acknowledged this fact
through recent revisions to the Bellevue Land Use Code (LUC). Sound Transit is implementing
the East Link Project pursuant to its statutory authority and the voter approved ST2 plan.

Since the approval of the ST2 plan in 2008, the City of Bellevue (City) and Sound Transit have
been committed to working together in a collaborative manner in order to achieve the shared
goals of reducing costs and delivering a quality project on schedule and in compliance with
applicable codes and regulations. Consistent with these shared goals, on November 15, 2011,
the City and Sound Transit executed two agreements: (1) an Umbrella Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU), and (2) a Transit Way Agreement. Taken together, these agreements
outline the general terms and conditions for development of the East Link Project in the City.
The MOU identified specific funding contributions, joint commitments to develop a
collaborative design process and to work together to identify cost-saving modifications, and a
commitment by the City to process land use code amendments to accommodate light rail and
consolidate the permit process.

On February 28, 2013, as provided in the MOU, the City adopted regulatory changes to the LUC
by creating the Light Rail Overlay District (new Chapter 20.25M LUC) that governs permit
decisions for “Regional Light Rail Transit Facilities (RLRT Facility).”

On April 22, 2013, the City Council passed Resolution No. 8576 endorsing modifications for
inclusion in the Project and approving the alignment location and general profile of the Project
for the purposes of LUC 20.25M. As a result of this Council action, RLRT Facilities are now
permitted land uses in all land use districts throughout the City. On April 25, 2013, the Sound
Transit Board adopted Resolution No. R2013-09 selecting the route, profiles and station
locations for the East Link Project, including those modifications identified by the City in
Resolution No. 8576.




On June 21, 2013, the City and Sound Transit executed amendments to the MOU and Transit
Way Agreement incorporating the modifications. (See Sound Transit Motion No. M2013-27 and
City Resolution No. 8596) In addition, the Collaborative Design Process (CDP) included more
than 50 technical working group meetings. A complete copy of the CDP Management Plan is
included as Attachment C.

The process of designing the East Link Project has spanned several years, and extensive
outreach to the community; a complete federal and state environmental analysis; and hundreds
of public meetings, hearings, and open houses with the cities of Seattle, Mercer Island,
Bellevue, and Redmond, neighbors and other stakeholders, as well as numerous Bellevue City
Council meetings and actions. A summary of the Community Outreach efforts completed for
the Project is provided in Attachment D and http://www.soundtransit.org/Projects-and-
Plans/East-Link-Extension/East-Link-Extension-document-archive. This site is updated
periodically throughout the Project timeline.

The East Link Project is now in the final design stage, and Sound Transit is seeking City approval
of the second of several Design and Mitigation Permits (DMPs). As provided in Chapter 20.25M
LUC, the DMP is the single, consolidated project permit issued by the City in response to an
application to develop a RLRT facility or portion thereof. The key elements of the East Link
Project that are located within the City’s boundaries include approximately 6 miles of new light
rail track, 6 stations, and 2 parking facilities, as well as other structures and facilities described
in Exhibit C-1 to the MOU. For the purposes of this DMP Application, the term “Project” refers
only to those elements of the East Link Project that are located within the City of Bellevue. As
described further, the Facilities proposed in this DMP Application generally include the portions
of the Project between the WSDOT right-of-way at approximately SE 30" Street and Bellevue
Way SE to approximately 500 feet north of SE 4" Street and 112" Avenue SE (See Figure 1). The
significant project components considered in this DMP Application include the following:

a. Approximately two (2) miles of track guideway: Includes retained cut, at-grade, retained
fill, and elevated track

b. One (1) RLRT Station: South Bellevue Station

c. One (1) Park-and-Ride Garage at South Bellevue Station with capacity for 1,500 parking
stalls

d. One (1) wetland mitigation site at Sweyolocken Blueberry Farm within the Mercer
Slough wetland complex

e. One (1) wetland/stream buffer enhancement site at the Bellefield Office Park property

f. One (1) Traction Power Substation (TPSS) Site within WSDOT limited access right of way
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g. One (1) Signal bungalow near 111" Place SE and 112th Avenue SE

1.2 Environmental Evaluation and Procedures

Sound Transit has complied with both the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) by conducting an evaluation of the potential
environmental impacts of the East Link Project. On July 15, 2011, Sound Transit issued the East
Link Project Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). The Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) issued its Record of Decision (ROD) on the East Link Project on November 11, 2011, and
the Federal Highway Administration issued its ROD on November 17, 2011. On March 26, 2013,
Sound Transit completed and published the East Link Extension 2013 SEPA Addendum. Copies
of these environmental documents have been shared with the City, and are publicly available.
As provided in the MOU, the City has agreed to use the East Link Project Environmental
Documents for its review and decisions on permit applications related to the East Link Project.
Building a Better Bellevue, an association of Bellevue homeowners, residents, businesses and
neighborhood groups, challenged Sound Transit’s compliance with federal law in a lawsuit filed
in the United States District Court for Western Washington. The Court found that Sound
Transit’s environmental evaluation and analysis was reasonable and that the decision-making
was the result of a careful and deliberative process. The Court dismissed this legal challenge on
March 7, 2013 (See Attachment E).

Sound Transit is the “lead agency” for purposes of the Project’s compliance with the State
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) RCW Chapter 43.21C. As provided in the MOU, the City agreed
that the Project has been subject to procedural and substantive SEPA compliance through
issuance of the following environmental documents, which comprise the “Project
Environmental Documents,” incorporated herein by reference:

a. East Link Project Final Environmental Impact Statement, July 15, 2011
b. East Link Records of Decision (FTA and FHWA, November 2011)
c. SEPA Addendum to the FEIS, March 26, 2013

d. The related documents referenced in the FEIS, RODS, or SEPA Addendum including but
not limited to those submitted by the City.

Pursuant to the MOU and WAC 197-11-600 (adopted by reference in BCC 22.02.020), as
supplemented by BCC 22.02.037, the parties agreed that the Project Environmental Documents
will be used by the City unchanged for its review and decisions on permit applications related to
the Project, unless otherwise indicated pursuant to WAC 197-11-600 and BCC 22.02.037.

The FTA, acting as the lead agency under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), issued
its ROD in November 2011, which includes the environmental commitments for the Project.




See Attachment F for a summary of applicable mitigation measures contained in the ROD.
Attachment G provides references from the FEIS and ROD that respond to the City’s land use
codes.

The Project Environmental Documents provide detailed information regarding the potential
environmental impacts associated with the Project and details regarding mitigation measures
to which Sound Transit has committed, including potential short term construction-related
impacts and proposed mitigation measures specifically related to this Project. These
commitments have been incorporated into the Project as proposed in this application, and
Sound Transit will implement them or provide funding for their implementation. Copies of the
applicable FEIS Technical Report sections and the entire ROD can be provided upon request.

East Link Timeline
August 2006 - Sound Transit begins the environmental scoping process for the East Link Project.
November 4, 2008 - Central Puget Sound area voters approved the Sound Transit 2 plan (ST2
plan), a package of transit improvements and expansions including increased bus service,
increased commuter rail service, an expansion of link light rail, and improved access to
transportation facilities.
July 15, 2011 - Sound Transit issued the East Link Project FEIS.
November 11, 2011 - The FTA issued its ROD on the East Link Project.
November 15, 2011 - The City and Sound Transit executed two agreements: (1) an Umbrella
MOU, and (2) a Transit Way Agreement which, taken together, outline the general terms and
conditions for development of the East Link Project in the City.
November 17, 2011 - Federal Highway Administration issued its ROD on the East Link Project.
March 2012 - The CDP and Design and Value Engineering (DAVE) meetings began.
February 28, 2013 - As provided in the MOU, the City adopted regulatory changes to the LUC by
creating the Light Rail Overlay District (new Chapter 20.25M) that governs permit decisions for

“Regional Light Rail Transit Facilities (RLRT Facility).”

March 26, 2013 - Sound Transit completed and published the East Link Extension 2013 SEPA
Addendum.




April 22, 2013 - The City Council passed Resolution No. 8576 endorsing modifications for
inclusion in the East Link Project and approving the alignment and general profile and station
locations for the East Link Project for the purposes of LUC 20.25M.

April 25, 2013 - The Sound Transit Board adopted Resolution No. R2013-09, selecting the route,
profiles and station locations for the East Link Project, including those modifications identified
by the City in Resolution No. 8576.

June 21, 2013 - The City and Sound Transit executed amendments to the MOU and Transit Way
Agreement incorporating the modifications described in Sound Transit Motion No. M2013-27
and Bellevue Resolution No. 8576.

December 6, 2013 - After a year and half and approximately 50 CDP/DAVE meetings; design for
the South Bellevue section of the East Link Project reaches the 60% design level.

1.3 Project Description — South Bellevue Design and Mitigation Permit

The City’s approval of the alignment location and profile of the Project in Resolution No. 8576
made RLRT Facilities permitted uses in all land use districts. Therefore, LUC 20.25M.030.C allows
Sound Transit to seek approval of RLRT Facilities through the DMP review process. Under this
DMP Application, Sound Transit seeks a DMP for approximately two miles of the Project.

The alignment for the portion of the Project covered by this DMP application commences at the
WSDOT Interstate 90 (I-90) right-of-way at approximately the intersection of SE 30" Street and
Bellevue Way SE, where the alignment is elevated (See Figure 1). The elevated alignment
continues north on the east side of Bellevue Way SE where it enters the South Bellevue Station.
The station includes a parking garage with capacity for approximately 1,500 cars and a surface
drop off parking lot, bus and paratransit passenger loading areas, and bus/paratransit layover.
The alignment continues north from the station on the east side of Bellevue Way SE and west
side of the Mercer Slough Nature Park in an elevated guideway that transitions to a lidded
trench near the historic Winters House. The Winters House parking lot access is revised to
accommodate access to the Blueberry Farm and a future retail Blueberry Farm building. As the
alignment proceeds north out of the trench, it follows along the east side of Bellevue Way SE
and 112th Avenue SE and the west side of the Mercer Slough Nature Park in combinations of
cut/fill and at-grade sections. At approximately SE 15th Street, the at-grade alignhment crosses
to the west side of 112th Avenue SE at the elevation of the existing street. 112th Avenue SE will
be reconstructed to cross over the light rail guideway to create a grade separation in a road-
over-rail configuration (Figure 1). The guideway proceeds north, along the west side of 112th
Avenue SE past a signal house, the Surrey Downs Park, and through an at-grade crossing of SE
4th Street. Access will be maintained for emergency vehicles only via a moveable gate system
across SE 4" Street. The guideway remains at-grade to the terminus of the contract package,
approximately 500 feet north of SE 4th Street (Figure 1). An animation of the alignment is




available on Sound Transit’s web page at the following
address: http://www.soundtransit.org/Projects-and-Plans/East-Link-Extension/East-Link-
Extension-document-archive/Video---East-Link-animation.

The major components of the Project design, such as the alighment, the location and number of
stations, and the critical areas mitigation sites have been determined through the process
outlined in Section 2.1. Sound Transit has preliminarily divided the 6-mile Project into five
separate design packages to be prepared by the final design consultants on a staggered
schedule, see Attachment H. The portion of the Project covered by this DMP Application
includes the E320 design package from the 1-90 WSDOT right-of-way, at approximately SE 30%
Street, to the vicinity of SE 4™ Street and 112" Avenue SE (Figure 2). These packages have been
designed collaboratively with the City with an eye towards submitting a complete mitigation
proposal along with each DMP application, consistent with the City’s vision for the South
Bellevue area. The design plans addressed in this DMP Application include the design-
enhancement, mitigation, and cost-saving measures identified and incorporated through the
CDP.

The South Bellevue segment includes one construction staging area at the South Bellevue Park
and Ride site, as shown in Attachment I.
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Figure 2. South Bellevue Design and Mitigation Permit Limits
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2.0 Regulatory Framework
2.1 Pre-Application Design Process and Remaining Approvals

The Facilities proposed in this DMP Application resulted from many years of collaboration and
public decision-making. Prior to the preparation of this DMP Application, Sound Transit and the
City engaged in continuous and regular discussions regarding the design of this portion of the
Project to ensure a high-quality, appropriately mitigated, cost-effective and feasible design for
all DMP Applications. Various mitigation measures have been identified and will be
incorporated into the Project design to maximize quality of design, functionality, cost-
effectiveness and efficiency. For example, a key design change from Preliminary Engineering
(PE) to 60% design is the road-over-rail configuration at SE 15" Street. The PE design identified
an at-grade crossing over 112" Avenue SE. The road-over-rail configuration provides a grade-
separated crossing that eliminates impacts to traffic that would have occurred due to at-grade
train crossings. This road-over-rail configuration will permit continuous traffic movement
through the South Bellevue area. To construct the road-over-rail configuration, the realignment
of SE 15" Street is necessary to maintain access to the Bellefield Office Park from 112" Avenue
SE. The access roadway to the Bellefield Office Park will be rebuilt to allow traffic right-in and
right-out movements. An example of the cost-effective design of the Project is the crossing at
SE 4™ Street, which will be at-grade instead of an under-crossing. The intersection of SE 4t
street and 112™ Ave SE, which currently allows right and left in and out movements will be
closed to general vehicular traffic with the selected RLRT alignment. A moveable noise gate was
selected instead of an under-crossing in order to minimize Project impacts and gain efficiencies
in the construction of the Project. A moveable noise gate was chosen as opposed to a
permanent structure so that emergency access could be maintained in an effective and efficient
manner. Locating the alignment at-grade was the most cost-effective, feasible alternative to
preserve the use of this emergency access. The noise gate will attenuate noise impacts to the
adjacent residential neighborhood from light rail operations.

Because portions of the overall Project will be located within the City’s shoreline areas, a
Shoreline Substantial Development Permit (SSDP) is required under State law and the City’s
Shoreline Master Program. See LUC 20.25M.030.D.1; Chapter 173-26, WAC. Sound Transit
submitted a separate SSDP and Shoreline Variance application to the City in December of 2013;
impacts to the shoreline and associated wetlands and/or streams will be mitigated, as proposed
in the SSDP and Shoreline Variance applications for the Project. The City is processing the SSDP
and Variance applications under permit numbers 13-135764 WG and 13-135765 LS,
respectively.

2.2 Collaborative Design Process

The Collaborative Design Process (CDP) established pursuant to the MOU provides the
fundamental approach to intergovernmental cooperation for final design of the Project.
Through the CDP, the City and Sound Transit committed to work together in a collaborative




manner throughout the Project final design process in order to achieve the goal of delivering a
quality project on schedule and in compliance with the applicable codes and regulations. The
major goals of the CDP include the following:

a. Design a project that preserves environmental quality, is sensitive to the surrounding
community and integrates quality urban design;

b. Advance long-term, multi-modal transportation system development;

c. Develop a project that meets Sound Transit operational and performance requirements
and minimizes impacts to City infrastructure and operations;

d. Meet the objectives of the project schedule, including major milestones, while allowing
adequate time for evaluation and reliable decision making; and

e. Support regional and local land use goals and objectives.

The CDP has been one of the most significant and useful processes established for
implementation of light rail within the City. The CDP provides the mechanism for the City and
Sound Transit to jointly advance the design of the Project through design phases and identify
cost savings. The CDP provides a venue where City Staff, Sound Transit, and its designers have
been able to work together in a collaborative manner to reconcile different objectives and to
ensure that the design elements proposed in this DMP Application are consistent with Chapter
20.25M LUC as well as other provisions of the LUC. The Project elements that were identified
and refined through the CDP process have been incorporated in the design plans covered by this
DMP Application. Through the collaborative work under the CDP, these goals have been met as
evidenced by the design package included in this DMP Application. Using the CDP’s iterative
process, the City and Sound Transit have accommodated the future vision for the South
Bellevue area as embodied in the City’s Code, Comprehensive Plan, and other planning
documents.

2.3 Design and Value Engineering (“DAVE”) Technical Working Group

The CDP established a number of technical working groups to help design the Project. One of
these is the Design and Value Engineering (DAVE) working group. The purpose of the DAVE
working group is to support the advancement of all aspects of design development, to ensure
adequate resources are available, and to reach agreement between Sound Transit and City
staffs on design plans that can serve as the basis for final land use approvals while providing for
mitigation measures that are appropriate and feasible for a project of this character. A copy of
the DAVE charter is included as Attachment J.

The DAVE working group has met weekly since early 2012 to discuss and resolve issues with a
focus on the following four main deliverables:
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1. Review of the Project elements for Code compliance, and suggestions for design
alternatives to ensure the same;

2. Site specific concurrence on Project scope (e.g. design of the 112th avenue SE LRT
crossing including cross section, profile, limits of construction, utility relocation,
landscaping, requirements, etc.) Meaning, that City Code and associated mitigation
were fully satisfied or alternative compliance means have been found acceptable to the
City;

3. Review of standards, design criteria, and specifications, in order to identify conflicts or
suggest modifications to the Project and determine resolutions;

4. “Over the shoulder” review to confirm all required elements are addressed.

The collaborative effort under the CDP and work of the DAVE Technical Working Group were
instrumental in reaching the level of design proposed in this DMP Application. Through the
DAVE working group, the City and Sound Transit staffs have reached concurrence on various
design elements relevant to this DMP Application, especially for Project elements that relate to
the street widths, sidewalk widths, etc., as evidenced by the DAVE Concurrence Plan Drawings.

3.0 Who May Apply

LUC 20.25M.010.C provides that Sound Transit may apply for a DMP provided that Sound
Transit can satisfy one of three conditions for each of the properties affected by the subject
permit:

1. Is the owner of a sufficient property interest affected by the permit; or
Has the written consent of the owner to apply for permits; or

3. The Sound Transit Board has authorized the property acquisition and has provided the
required advance notice to the owner and has initiated the appraisal process for the
property.

Sound Transit has satisfied this requirement for this DMP application as demonstrated in
Attachment K, which includes ST, City, and WSDOT authorization documents and a list of
properties affected by this application.

3.1 Application Process

The only discretionary permits required prior to issuance of construction permits (such as
building permits) are DMP’s and shoreline permits. See LUC 20.25M.030.A.2 and .C.1. DMP
review is the process the City established to ensure that the Project is consistent with the
requirements of the LUC, the Bellevue Comprehensive Plan, the Light Rail Best Practices, and all
applicable standards and guidelines contained in City Codes and the procedures related to
involvement of the Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC). See LUC 20.25M.030.C.2.a-c.
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DMP applications are reviewed and decided by the Director as a “Process II” land use decision,
which is appealable to the City’s Hearing Examiner. See LUC 20.25M.030.C.4.a and LUC
20.35.200-250. As part of this process, an application is reviewed by the CAC. LUC 20.25M.035
provides that the CAC review permit applications, receive and incorporate public comments,
and provide feedback regarding consistency of the Project with the policy and regulatory
guidance of LUC 20.25M.035.E, 040 and 050. The Decision Criteria set forth in LUC
20.25M.030.C.3.a through j, are analyzed in detail in Section 4.0, which addresses the
substantive standards applicable to DMP approvals.

4.0 Compliance with Substantive Standards for Design and Mitigation Permits

The design elements within the South Bellevue area package proposed in this DMP Application
have been thoroughly vetted through numerous overlapping processes, rounds of review and
comment by the public, technical working groups, the City Council, and Sound Transit. At each
stage of this process, Sound Transit worked with all of these parties in revising the Project to
incorporate suggestions for design improvements, mitigation, and cost savings consistent with
the need to design and construct this state-of-the-art light rail transit facility. Through this
process, Sound Transit has produced a design that meets all substantive standards of the LUC
and the approval criteria for this DMP Application.

The following narrative enumerates and discusses the Project’s compliance with each of the
Decision Criteria, as well as other standards incorporated into these Criteria.

4.1 Chapter 20.25M LUC - Light Rail Overlay District

The design submittal in this DMP Application is consistent with the LUC requirements for RLRT
Facilities and Systems, each of which is discussed in this section. Key LUC sections are
reproduced verbatim in bold text followed by a discussion of each item. While the Decision
Criteria incorporate other Code provisions and policy documents (such as certain
Comprehensive Plan policies and the Light Rail Best Practices), the principal requirements are
codified at LUC 20.25M.030.C.3, and provide as follows:

4.2 Decision Criteria - LUC 20.25M.030.C.3

Decision Criteria. A proposal for a RLRT System or Facility may be approved or approved with

conditions provided that such proposal satisfies the following criteria:

a. The applicant has demonstrated compliance with the CAC Review requirements of LUC
20.25M.035; and

Sound Transit Discussion: Sound Transit anticipates that it will demonstrate compliance with
the applicable requirements for the Facilities included in this DMP Application through the
established CAC review process.
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b. The proposal is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan including without limitation the
Light Rail Best Practices referenced in Comprehensive Plan Policy TR-75.2 and the policies set
forth in 20.25M.010.B.7 above; and

Sound Transit Discussion: The Project is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and Light Rail
Best Practices as described in Attachment L. The graphic attached as Figure 3 identifies the
land use districts in which the Facilities proposed in this DMP application are located.

c. The proposal complies with the applicable requirements of the Light Rail Overlay District;

Sound Transit Discussion: This DMP Application as a whole demonstrates that the RLRT
Facilities described in this DMP Application comply with the applicable requirements contained
within Chapter 20.25M LUC. Section 11 of this DMP Application provides a description of a
single administrative modification requested per LUC 20.25M.060, which authorizes such
modifications where strict application of LUC provisions is not practical or feasible.

d. The proposal addresses all applicable design guidelines and development standards of this
Light Rail Overlay District in a manner which fulfills their purpose and intent; and

Sound Transit Discussion: Chapter 20.25M LUC sets forth a number of requirements for RLRT
Facilities, and incorporates others by reference. See, e.g.,, LUC 20.25M.010.D.1.a-f
(incorporating numerous land use district and overlay-related Code sections by reference). Key
requirements and a discussion of the Project’s compliance with each one are detailed in the
narrative sections and attachments to this DMP Application. Where relevant, a discussion of
the policies and intent driving each of the LUC requirements is included as well. The design
plans attached to this DMP Application comply with these requirements, or in one instance, an
Administrative Modification is needed to accommodate a modification that has been proposed
as part of the DAVE process for the Facilities. See Section 11 for a discussion of the
Administrative Modification that is being requested for the Facilities included in this DMP
Application.

e. The proposal is compatible and responds to the existing or intended character,
appearance, quality of development and physical characteristics of the subject property and
immediate vicinity; and

Sound Transit Discussion: Sound Transit incorporated a number of design measures into the
Project design to make it compatible with and responsive to the property in the vicinity of the
RLRT Facilities. The Project design complies with the height, bulk, scale, landscaping and other
aesthetic requirements of the LUC, with the exception of a single Administrative Modification
being sought pursuant to LUC 20.25M.060. The Facilities included in this DMP Application were
also carefully designed for consistency with City Comprehensive Plan policies and Light Rail Best
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Practices, which also address the Project’s consistency with surrounding properties. See
additional discussion in Attachment L.

The City’s approval of the alighment selected by the Sound Transit Board allowed placement of
RLRT Facilities within or adjacent to existing transportation corridors and rights-of-way
throughout the South Bellevue area. The areas affected are identified in City policies as the
most appropriate to accommodate RLRT Facilities. The Project will provide a reliable, high
performance alternative to single-occupant vehicle travel. The alignment of the overall Project
was chosen to service the City's major employment centers and residential areas, while
supporting future area goals. The Project will run within its own right-of-way. Where a crossing
of an existing travel way is required, the travel way and guideway have been grade separated to
maintain the existing thoroughfare and mitigate any potential traffic impacts, with the
exception of the SE 4™ Street crossing, where the existing right-of-way will be limited to
emergency vehicle access only via a moveable gate system. The Project will enhance transit
services and ridership for the properties in the South Bellevue area consistent with the City’s
vision for this area.

The placement of the South Bellevue Station and the need to provide adequate parking within
the limits of the existing paved parking lot posed a unique challenge. Sound Transit developed
the design of the South Bellevue Station proposed in this DMP Application in close coordination
with the City and stakeholders to better understand the City’s vision for the surrounding area
and address aesthetic concerns associated with public use of the Mercer Slough Nature Park
and views from adjacent neighborhoods. As discussed further in Attachment L (addressing the
Light Rail Best Practices and related Comprehensive Plan policies) natural vegetation, including
trees, is being preserved to the extent feasible. For example, a tall row of Poplar trees are being
preserved along the east side of the park and ride to assist with screening views of the park and
ride from public users of the adjoining nature park. In addition, Evergreen trees will be planted
to provide further screening along the eastern side. Along the western side of the Station,
materials, colors, textures, and architectural features have been used to meet the context of
the neighborhood side of the station. See also Attachment L. As described in Section 1.1 and
Attachment D, the design of the station was informed by comments provided by City staff and
the public through several open houses and public comment opportunities. The most recent
public meeting regarding the South Bellevue portion was held on February 6, 2014, and 38
comments were received from the approximately 70 attendees. Sound Transit’s art program,
STart, will be implemented to enhance the aesthetics of each station when viewed from within
the station site or from the surrounding properties. In addition to the design elements
incorporated into the current design documents, the station will be designed in accordance
with the LUC and Sound Transit's Design Criteria Manual. Landscaping, buffering, and screening
will be provided as shown in Attachment M, drawings L85-LPP-108 through L85-LPP126.

At the South Bellevue Station, landscaping and aesthetically pleasing design elements have
been incorporated into the design of the station. See Attachment M, drawings L87-LPP109
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through L87-LPP111 and L87-LPP229 through L87-LPP232. The station landscaping features
include bio-retention planters under the platform that improve water quality while providing a
pleasant pedestrian experience at the station plaza level. Plantings will consist of mostly
wetland-type plants such as sedges and rushes to help emphasize the connection between the
station and the surrounding Mercer Slough wetland area. In addition, plantings are proposed
under the guideway adjacent to the station to help buffer and enhance the visual appearance
of the station. Along the east side of the station, the transition to the Mercer Slough Nature
Park begins with evergreen trees planted within the disturbed areas of the construction limits
to visually screen the parking structure. The screened buffer area transitions to ecological
restoration plantings along the edge of, and within, the Mercer Slough.

The architectural design of the South Bellevue Station provides a strong identity at each end of
the station platform with station-specific entry canopies See Attachment M, drawings EQ9-
APP201-204, E09-AED0O03 and E09-AEDOO07. The design of the entry canopies incorporates
concrete and perforated metal panels along with accents of green to tie the station into the
existing character of South Bellevue. These elements emphasize the colors of the slough and
the openness of the area. Landscaping has been used to tie the station into the surrounding
nature park, and to preserve the buffer quality of this area between the natural area, the
residential neighborhood, and the intervening arterial roadway. Trees and vegetation are being
preserved in addition to new plantings to provide screening of structures from the view of the
park patrons. South Bellevue is considered the “gateway” to the City’s downtown and provides
a transition between natural features such as the Mercer Slough Nature Park and the urban
context of downtown. Because the area adjoining the South Bellevue Station is predominantly
park space, the design and layout of the station prioritized these landscaping features in order
to make it more compatible with, and responsive to, the surrounding natural and built
environment. Orientation signage will be placed around the station and garage areas to guide
users accessing the Nature Park. The southwest corner of the parking garage will have a
stairway that connects to a public pathway at ground level into the park. In addition, the
existing stand of tall Poplar trees will be maintained, and evergreen trees will be planted along
the eastern side of the paved lot, each of which will provide screening of the parking garage for
users of the park.

The South Bellevue Station complies with the City’s low impact development (LID)
requirements for a maximum 75% impervious area by providing landscaped areas around and
throughout the station area. The landscaping design for the rail and station portions of the
Project focuses on low-maintenance and drought-tolerant plant species to meet City
requirements. Natural drainage systems and rain gardens are included in the landscaped islands
on the ground level of the station area. Native plants as well as the evergreen trees are to be
planted along the eastern side of the site to provide screening. The use of native plants
provides a connection to the context of the surrounding area. Except for the single
administrative modification requested (as set forth in Section 11, below), landscaping buffers
will be provided per the City’s general requirements. Sound Transit has designed the parking
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lot perimeter landscaping in coordination with the City of Bellevue through the DAVE process.
See Attachment M, drawings L85-LPP109 through L85-LPP111 and L85-LPP229 through L85-
LPP232.

f. The proposal will be served by adequate public facilities including streets, fire protection,
and utilities; and

Sound Transit Discussion: All necessary utility, fire protection, and other public facilities as
required for operation the light rail system will be provided. Throughout Final Design, Sound
Transit consulted and worked collaboratively with the Bellevue Fire Department to ensure
adequate fire protection systems are installed for the South Bellevue Station and parking
garage structure. In addition, a maintenance road is proposed between the Winters House and
Blueberry Farm parking lot to provide fire access and possible overflow parking.

g. The proposal complies with the applicable requirements of the Bellevue City Code,
including without limitation those referenced in LUC 20.25M.010.B.8 above; and

Sound Transit Discussion: The Facilities proposed in this Application comply with applicable City
Codes. Compliance with Chapters 9.18 (Noise) and 22.02 (Environmental Procedures) are
addressed in Sections 5 and 1.2 of this DMP Application, respectively.

h. The proposal is consistent with any Development Agreement or conditional use permit
approved pursuant to LUC 20.25M.030.B; and

Sound Transit Discussion: This criterion is not applicable.

i. The proposal provides mitigation sufficient to eliminate or minimize long-term impacts to
properties located near the RLRT Facility or System, and sufficient to comply with all
mitigation requirements of the Bellevue City Code and other applicable State and Federal
Laws;

Sound Transit Discussion: Sound Transit has complied with both the State Environmental Policy
Act (SEPA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) by conducting an evaluation of the
environmental consequences of the East Link Project. The mitigation measures incorporated
into the design of the East Link Project and required under the ROD eliminate or minimize
potential long-term environmental impacts. See Attachment L for additional discussion of the
mitigation features that were included in the design of the Facilities included in this DMP.

j- When the proposed RLRT Facility will be located, in whole or in part, in a critical area
regulated by Chapter 20.25H LUC, a separate Critical Areas Land Use Permit shall not be
required, but such facility shall satisfy the criteria:
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i. The proposal utilizes to the maximum extent possible and the best available
construction, design and development techniques which result in the least impact
on the critical area and critical area and buffer; and

ii. The proposal incorporates the performance standards of Chapter 20.25H LUC to
the maximum extent applicable; and

iii. The proposal includes a mitigation or restoration plan consistent with the
requirements of LUC 20.25H.210; except that a proposal to modify or remove
vegetation pursuant to an approved Vegetation Management Plan under LUC
20.25H.055.C.3.1 shall not require a mitigation or restoration plan.

Sound Transit Discussion: This criterion is addressed in Section 8.0, below.
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Figure 3. City of Bellevue Comprehensive Land Use Plan — WSDOT ROW to about SE 4™ Street
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5.0 Noise and Vibration; City Noise Code

All construction within the portion of the Project addressed by this DMP Application is expected
to take place between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on weekdays, and 9:00 am and 6:00
p.m. on Saturdays. The City’s Noise Control code, BCC 9.18.020.C, exempts sounds created by
construction during these hours. If Sound Transit and its contractor later determine that work
will need to take place outside these hours, Sound Transit or the contractor will request
authorization of expanded hours of operation pursuant to BCC 9.18.020.C.1 or C.2.

With regard to train operations, ATS consulting prepared the Noise Impact Assessment Using
Bellevue City Code dated May 2014 (“Noise Assessment”), that is included as Attachment T to
this application. Sound Transit is unaware of any other city or county with a noise code that
applies to the operation of light rail transit vehicles, but the exemptions in Chapter 9.18 for the
operation of vehicles do not include the operation of light rail transit vehicles during nighttime
hours in residential zones (Class A EDNAs).

Although Chapter 9.18 imposes maximum permissible sound levels on nighttime train
operations in Class A EDNAs, Chapter 9.18 does not identify key metrics that are required to
determine noise from train operations. ATS therefore used a conservative methodology to
model noise from train operations.

Section 9.18.030.B of the City Code states that the City’s maximum permissible sound levels are
measured in decibels that are weighted to approximate the sensitivity of human hearing (dBA).
Chapter 9.18 defines two metrics, Leq and Ldn, that can be used to measure dBA, but Ldn is by
definition a 24-hour sound level, and the code only limits noise from train operations during the
nighttime hours of 10 p.m. to 7 am. ATS therefore predicted train noise using the Leq metric,
and instead of using a nine-hour Leq that corresponds to the defined nighttime hours, ATS used
a one-hour Leq that better reflects train noise during the nighttime hours when the trains will
be operating.

ATS modeled the nighttime hour of operations when train noise will be greatest (6:00 to 7:00
am.) and, for comparison, ATS also modeled the nighttime hour of operations when ambient
sound will be lowest (midnight to 1:00 a.m.). ATS’s modeling assumed that the sound walls and
other mitigation required by the ROD would be in place and ATS determined that noise from
train operations would comply with the City’s noise code at all but two nearby properties,
where train noise was projected to exceed the City’s nighttime limit by 1 dBA during the 6 a.m.
to 7 a.m. hour of operations. An increase of 1 dBA is not perceptible to the human ear, but ATS
performed additional modeling to determine what changes to the height or length of the sound
walls would bring train operations into compliance with the City’s noise limits at these two
properties. Sound Transit incorporated the additional mitigation recommended by ATS into the
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Project, as reflected in this application, and nighttime train operations now are predicted to
comply with all City’s Noise Control code at all affected properties.

6.0 Applicable Land Use Code Provisions

LUC 20.25M.010.D incorporates a number of other provisions of the LUC as applicable to RLRT
System or Facilities to ensure that the System or Facility design is sensitive to the context of the
underlying land use district and that temporary and permanent impacts are appropriately
mitigated. Those provisions incorporated in LUC 20.25M.010.D that apply to this DMP
Application are Chapter 20.10 LUC (Land Use Districts), Chapter 20.25B LUC (Transition Area),
Chapter 20.25E LUC (Shoreline), and Chapter 20.25H LUC (Critical Areas), Chapter 20.30H LUC
(Variance to the Shoreline Master Program), and Chapter 20.30R LUC (Shoreline Substantial
Development Permit). Each one is addressed in this section. The applicable standards are
identified in bold text followed by a discussion of the Project’s compliance.

6.1 Land Use Districts (Chapter 20.10 LUC)

The alignment travels through and adjacent to several different land use zones within the E320
contract package, including Single-Family Residential, Multi-Family Residential, Office and
Limited Business, and Office land use designations. These zoning designations are shown in
Figures 4 through 7. Pursuant to the land use tables in Chapter 20.10, the Facilities are
permitted in each of these land use districts.

6.2 Transition Area Design District (LUC 20.25B LUC)

The Facilities proposed in this DMP application comply with each of the Transition Area Design
District standards incorporated in LUC 20.25M.010.D.c.i through D.c.vi, which include the
following:

LUC 20.25B.010 — Purpose Statement

Consistent with the ‘Purpose’ statement of the Transition Area Design District, the Facilities
were designed to provide a buffer between the nearby residential land use district and
development of higher intensity. See LUC 20.25B.010 (also discussing compatibility of
transitions).

LUC 20.25B.040A - Building Height

The Transition Area Design District development standards for maximum building height are
described in LUC 20.25B.040. The Overlay also provides at LUC 20.25M.040.B.1 that when a
RLRT Facility has been permitted outright in a City Council resolution, the heights approved by
the Council action shall be permitted and the RTA must demonstrate:
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i. The requested increase is the minimum necessary for the effective functioning of the
RLRT Facility; and

ii. Visual and aesthetic impacts associated with the RLRT Facility have been mitigated to
the greatest extent feasible.

Sound Transit Discussion: Section 1 of this Application describes the City Council’s approval of
the alignment including the South Bellevue Station. The proposed South Bellevue Station and
associated parking garage will exceed the 30 foot base height limit as stated in LUC
20.25B.040.A.2. The station platform is 35.5 feet above the existing grade, with the canopy
extending approximately another 20 feet. The associated parking garage will also extend
approximately 55 feet above the existing grade.

The station is elevated to connect with the elevated guideway as it leaves the 1-90 right-of-way.
The guideway must remain elevated until it leaves the Station in order to provide grade-
separated access for buses and cars beneath the guideway. The height increase was minimized
to the extent possible without impairing the effective functioning of the Facility or the ability of
vehicles to pass safely beneath it. Without this additional height, the overall functionality of
the Station and the surrounding access ways would be compromised by limited vehicular and
pedestrian movements.

Consistent with LUC 20.25M.040.B.1.c, the visual and aesthetic impacts associated with the
elevated guideway have been mitigated to the greatest extent feasible by architectural and
landscape screening and design refinements to lower the elevation of the guideway where
possible. Maintaining a grade-separated facility is essential as it supports safe bus and
pedestrian traffic through the site without interruption to the guideway operations and allows
the Station and parking garage to occupy the existing site without expansion into the adjoining
critical area. The parking garage has been designed so that the first two levels are located
partially below ground on the west side to reduce the overall height impact. The South
Bellevue Station has been designed to accommodate current and future parking demand within
the limits of the impervious surface of the existing Park & Ride and without further intrusion
into critical areas. In order to accomplish this, it was necessary to raise the height of the
parking garage to 55 feet above grade. Through these design measures, the visual and
aesthetic impacts of the additional heights have been mitigated to the greatest extent feasible
without compromising the safety of the park and ride operations.
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Figure 4. City of Bellevue Zoning Map — WSDOT ROW to South Bellevue Station
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Figure 6. City of Bellevue Zoning Map — 112" Avenue SE to SE 6" Street
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LUC 20.25B.040.C - Landscape, open space, and buffers

Sound Transit Discussion: The RLRT Facilities proposed in this DMP application meet the
standards provided in LUC 20.25B.040.C.2 and LUC 20.25M.040 except where the need for
modifications was identified through the DAVE process discussed in Section 2.3. An
administrative modification is needed for the station landscape buffer at the street frontage on
Bellevue Way SE under LUC 20.25M.040. The City Code would generally require a 20 foot
landscape buffer per LUC 20.25B.040, however the South Bellevue Station and garage are
located in an R-1 district, but the area is not developed with residential use per the full
definition of the RLRT Transition area. Therefore the landscape development provisions of
20.25M are applied in this area. The Administrative Modification requested for this
requirement is discussed in Section 11, below.

LUC 20.25B.040.D - Site Design Standards

Sound Transit Discussion: The RLRT Facilities proposed in this DMP application meet the
standards provided in LUC 20.25B.040.D. The surface parking areas included in the Station are
screened from street level views by landscape buffers meeting the requirements of the LUC.
Further, as discussed above, site features have been fully integrated with the architectural
design of the station, guideway, and garage structure. See, e.g., Attachment M, drawings L85-
LPP108 through L85-LPP126.

LUC 20.25B.040.E - Mechanical equipment which is located on the roof shall be incorporated
into the pitched or stepped roof form, and not appear as a separate penthouse or box.

Sound Transit Discussion: No mechanical equipment is proposed to be exposed on the roof of
the South Bellevue Station. The parking garage will be a flat top deck, with parking. Elevator
shafts and associated stair towers will extend above the top deck of the structure with the
elevator machine room at the ground level of the station. See Attachment M, drawing E09-
AAXO011.

LUC 20.25B.050.B - Design Guidelines

1. Building surfaces facing abutting residential districts should be clad with materials which
are similar to or compatible with surrounding uses, and which minimize reflected lighting.

Sound Transit Discussion: The South Bellevue Station is located within a residential district, and
the west side of the station, including the garage on the site, faces toward the residential
neighborhood across Bellevue Way SE. These faces are clad with a metal louvered screening
wall while the station itself has minimal surface features. The South Bellevue Station uses
concrete, perforated metal panels and green accents to tie the station to the surrounding area
as a gateway to downtown Bellevue. Perforated metal panels shield the station from direct
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view and function to decrease the perceived size and mass of the station. Green accents
function to integrate the station into the green surroundings of the Slough. These materials,
including the concrete selected for the Station, were chosen to minimize reflected lighting from
the station, and to ensure its compatibility with the surrounding uses. In addition, trees will be
planted or preserved along the east side of the site to provide additional natural screening for
users within the adjacent Mercer Slough Nature Park. Landscaping and natural vegetation has
been emphasized at this Station to help screen building surfaces and tie the site to the
character of the surrounding area.

2. Building facades should incorporate elements such as setbacks, offsets, angled facets,
deep roof overhangs, recesses and other architectural features which serve to break down
the scale. The larger the building, the greater the number and variety of such elements that
may be necessary to achieve the effect of diminishing scale.

Sound Transit Discussion: The South Bellevue Station has an open design; therefore, its overall
size and scale appears much smaller than its actual size. For example the parking garage and
the station have an open area between them. The bus layover area is also a large area of
relatively empty space. These areas give the space a more open and less crowded feel. The
parking garage further uses louvers and color as architectural features which function to break
down the scale of the building.

3. Pitched roof forms are preferred in order to enhance the compatibility with nearby
residential areas. However, under certain circumstances, a stepped roof form could achieve a
similar effect.

Sound Transit Discussion: The South Bellevue station will have a pitched roof with a central
skylight peak to enhance its compatibility with the nearby residential areas. See Attachment N,
Figure 4. The parking garage roof is flat, but as noted above a number of design treatments
have been included in order to enhance the structure’s compatibility with its surroundings. A
flat roof structure will allow for parking on top of the garage, which will eliminate the need for
an additional story and the associated height increase.

4. Communication dishes greater than one meter (3.28 feet) in diameter should not be visible
from adjacent residential districts.

Sound Transit Discussion: The South Bellevue Station and associated facilities do not have
communication dishes greater than one meter in diameter.

5. Materials and colors used on the building facades should be compatible with nearby
residential buildings and the surrounding natural environment; however colors and materials
used for the purpose of accent may be approved.
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Sound Transit Discussion: The South Bellevue station and garage are comprised mostly of
concrete with perforated metal and green accents. As noted above, the materials and colors
selected for the facades of the South Bellevue Station were also selected for their compatibility
with nearby residential developments and Mercer Slough.

7.0 Chapter 20.25E LUC - Shoreline District Requirements

Sound Transit submitted a Shoreline Substantial Development Permit (SSDP) and Shoreline
Variance Permit application in December 2013. Please refer to the submittals, which the City is
processing under permit numbers 13-135764 WG and 13-135765 LS, for further information
regarding shoreline requirements.

8.0 Chapter 20.25H LUC - Critical Areas Requirements

The performance standards that apply to the Project per Chapter 20.25H LUC and LUC
20.25M.030.C.3.j.i-iii provide as follows:

1. The proposal utilizes to the maximum extent possible the best available construction,
design and development techniques which result in the least impact on the critical area
and critical area and buffer;

2. The proposal incorporates the performance standards of Chapter 20.25H LUC to the
maximum extent applicable; and

3. The proposal includes a mitigation or restoration plan consistent with the requirements
of LUC 20.25H.210; except that a proposal to modify or remove vegetation pursuant to
an approved Vegetation Management Plan under LUC 20.25H.055.C.3 shall not require a
mitigation or restoration plan.

Sound Transit Discussion: The portions of the Project covered by this DMP Application comply
with LUC 20.25H.055.C.3, which applies to the Facilities because they will be partially located
within designated wetlands, streams, shorelines, geologic hazard areas, and potential habitat
for species of local importance as shown on the Critical Areas Map (Attachment O).

Three streams and five wetlands exist within the permit limits covered by this DMP Application.
Standard methods accepted by the City were used to delineate these critical areas. Temporary
and permanent impacts are anticipated to eight of these critical areas. Water resource impacts
as a result of the Project within the area covered by this application are as follows:
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Table 1 — Approximate Wetland impacts covered by this DMP Application

Permanent | Permanent
Permanent | Vegetation | Buffer
Drainage Sub- | Impact Conversion | Impact
Site basin (acres) (acres) (acres)
Mercer Slough West Mercer Slough | 0.19 0.38 3.72
Alcove Creek Mercer Slough | 0.00 0.00 0.08
Bellefield South Mercer Slough | 0.05 0.00 0.20
Bellefield North Mercer Slough | 0.01 0.00 0.19
8th Street Mercer Slough | 0.13 0.00 0.00
Total 0.38 0.38 4.19
Table 2 — Approximate Stream impacts covered by this DMP Application
Local Permanent | Permanent
Stream Impacts Buffer
Stream Rating (sf) Impacts’ (acres)
Stream A Type N 0 0.00
Wye Creek Type F 218 0.10
Alcove Creek Type O 236 0.00
Total 454 0.10

Mitigation for critical area impacts will occur within and adjacent to the Project area and within
the City of Bellevue. Mitigation is consistent with Sound Transit’s commitment to a “no net
loss” and no loss of function for these critical areas. Water resource mitigation as a result of
the Project will include wetland rehabilitation, wetland creation, wetland enhancement and
stream restoration. One of the primary stream and wetland mitigation sites is located along
the West Tributary of Kelsey Creek just south of the Kelsey Creek pond. Mitigation at this site
will include stream daylighting and wetland creation. This site will provide mitigation not only
for wetland impacts within the area covered by this DMP Application but also for impacts in
other areas of the Project. Project wide impacts and mitigation are fully summarized in the
attached East Link Light Rail Extension Critical Areas Report and Mitigation Plan, December
2013 (Attachment P).

No flood plains will be adversely impacted within the DMP Application area. The Sweyolocken
mitigation site is within the flood plain but there will be no net change to floodplain storage
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here. There are 17 geologic hazard areas (steep slopes) within this area of the Project, and
almost all of them are fully-stabilized man-made slopes. Full seismic design is proposed for all
geologic hazard areas to preserve infrastructure in the case of a seismic event. The Critical
Areas Report describes those areas in more detail and the design work to mitigate impacts to
steep slopes. See East Link Light Rail Extension Critical Areas Report and Mitigation Plan,
December 2013 (Attachment P).

There is also potential habitat for several species of local importance within the Project area.
This habitat is primarily within Mercer Slough. Impacts to this habitat from the Project will be
minor and will be fully mitigated through the stream and wetland creation planned on the West
Tributary to Kelsey Creek and wetland enhancement at Sweyolocken Blueberry Farm. See
Chapter 3, Compensatory Mitigation, in the attached East Link Light Rail Extension Critical Areas
Report and Mitigation Plan, December 2013 (Attachment P).

9.0 Chapter 20.30H — Variance to the Shoreline Master Program

Sound Transit submitted an application for a Shoreline Variance in December 2013. Please refer
to that submittal for further information.

10.0 Chapter 20.30R - Shoreline Substantial Development Permit

Sound Transit submitted an application for a Shoreline Substantial Development Permit (SSDP)
in December 2013. Please refer to that submittal, permit number 13-135764 WG, for further
information.

11.0 Request for Administrative Modifications Pursuant to LUC 20.25M.060

The LUC recognizes that strict application of all LUC provisions may not always be practical or
feasible due to the unique nature of the RLRT System and Facilities and permits the City to
approve waivers or administrative modifications to these standards if the following criteria are
met:

1. The modification or waiver is the minimum reasonably necessary in accordance with the
“Light Rail Best Practices” Report to make construction or operation of the RLRT facility
or RLRT system practicable and feasible; or

2. The modification or waiver is reasonably necessary to implement or ensure consistency
with other related actions approved by the City Council with respect to the RLRT facility
or RLRT system including development agreement modifications, cost saving
alternatives, or street design standards amendments.
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See LUC 20.25M.060.B.1-2. Through the CDP and DAVE process described in Section 2.3, the
City and Sound Transit have identified instances where strict application of the LUC will not be
practicable or feasible for the Facilities proposed in this DMP Application, and thus appropriate
for administrative modification pursuant to LUC 20.25M.060. The single administrative
modification Sound Transit is requesting for this DMP Application relates to the provisions of
LUC 20.25M.040.C.2.a.ii (Landscape Development Requirements). The RLRT Facilities proposed
in this DMP application meet the standards provided in these code sections, except the
requirement for 15 feet of landscaping screening pursuant to LUC 20.25M.040.C.2.a.ii. Due to
site and design constraints, only 4 feet of landscaping screening could be provided along the
street frontage on Bellevue Way SE at the South Bellevue Station. In addition to the reduction
in the landscape buffer at the street frontage of Bellevue Way SE, there is an isolated section of
landscaping on the north side of the station along Bellevue Way SE in the mixed use path that is
less than 15 feet wide. See Attachment S for plan drawings illustrating the modification being
requested.

This request for modification is consistent with the administrative modification approval criteria
of LUC 20.25M.060.B.1. The modification is the minimum reasonably necessary to make
construction of the RLRT facility practicable and feasible consistent with the Light Rail Best
Practices (which are further discussed in Attachment L to this application), as requiring the
buffer to meet the full extent of the code would require additional property acquisitions which
would impact Parcel’s 7000100130, 7000100120, and 7000100110 to the east which are being
avoided. The full landscape buffer width would create site layout and functionality problems
which would be impracticable and infeasible to implement. In addition to bus turning radii, the
10 foot concrete mixed use path reduces the landscape buffer to 4 feet at the street frontage
with Bellevue Way SE. If the full 15 foot buffer were required, the inclusion of the concrete
mixed use path along the east side of Bellevue Way SE would not be possible; landscaping
would continuously extend from the curb edge of Bellevue Way SE to the bus layover area.

29



| 6
;SOUNDTRANSIT South Bellevue Design and Mitigation Permit Application

ATTACHMENT A

ST2 PLAN



r wuq ' ﬂ'ww e |
) |: e e J
L \f i

B — —
-

- o

e | I o

'y

e

Sound Transit 2

A Mass Transit Guide

The Regional Transit System Plan
for Central Puget Sound

July 2008

| ™
o SOUNDTRANSIT
RIDE THE WAVE



Table of Contents

ST2 Introduction . ...... ... ... . ... 3
ST2: The Future . ... ... ... ... i 4
The ST2 Plan. . .. ... ... 6
SYSEEM @CCESS .« v v vttt et e e )
Link light rail extensions ... ....... ... ..o i 6
Sounder commuter rail improvements . .. ......... ... ..., 8
ST Express regional bus improvements ......................... 9
Eastside rail corridor partnership . . ............ ... ... .. .. ... 10
Using the system .. ... ...ttt 12
Planning for the future. . .. ......... . i 13
Putting the SysteminPlace .................. ... ... ... ... .... 14
Implementing the planinstages . ............ ... ... ... ..., 14
Managing the existing system.............. ... it 18
The Sound Transit District. .. .................................... 20
ANNEXatioNS . ..ot 20
Extending service outside Sound Transit boundaries .............. 20
BenefitsofthePlan ........... ... ... ... . .. 21
Transit fidership. . ... 21
Transit Capacity . . ..o ot 22
Travel time savings and reliability ............. ... ... ... .... 22
Transit system accessibility. . .. ... 25
Activity center drive-alone travel reductions. . ................... 25
Vehicle miles traveled, fuel use and greenhouse gas reductions. . . . . . 26
Transportation system cost and delay reductions . . ............... 26
Paying forthe System. . ....... ... ... ... ... ... . . ..., 27
Financial plan framework. . . ........ .. ... ... .. ... 27
Funding. . ... 27
Estimated €OStS . . .. ..o 29
Risk @SSESSMENt. . . . ..ot 31
Financial policies . . . ... ..o i 32
Maps
Sound Transit 2 Regional Transit System Plan map.......... Centerfold
Sound Transit District map . . .. ...oovui it 20
Figures
1. Transit reliability .......... .o 24
2. Combined regional rail access . .. ..., 25
Appendices

A. Detailed Description of Facilities and Estimated Costs
B. Financial Policies

C. Benefits, Costs, Revenues, Capacity and Reliability

D

Social, Economic and Environmental Impacts; Performance
Characteristics by Mode; and Integration with
Regional Land Use

Adopted by Sound Transit Board, 7/24/08



Link light rail « Sounder commuter rail « ST Express regional bus « Tacoma Link light rail

Easy connections to more places
for more people.

—Sound Transit vision statement

Sound Transit plans, builds, and operates
regional transit systems and services to
improve mobility for Central Puget Sound.

—Sound Transit mission statement




Another one million people are expected to call this region home
in the next 25 years. That's about a 30 percent increase in population and is
more than the current combined populations of Seattle, Bellevue, Everett and Tacoma.
Put another way, the population of Central Puget Sound
is growing by more than 40,000 per year.




Sound Move achievements:

Introduction

Sound Transit proposes to improve and expand the regional mass transit system. The agency has
been working since 1996 on the first phase of a regional mass transit system in the Central Puget
Sound region that includes Link light rail, Sounder commuter trains and ST Express buses. This
initial phase, called Sound Move, was approved by voters in 1996 in response to burgeoning
growth and traffic problems.

Sounder commuter trains currently operate in a 74-mile corridor from Everett to Tacoma, with
construction of an eight-mile extension to Lakewood underway. ST Express buses operate on
every major highway in the region. Link light rail serves Downtown Tacoma, and it will open for
service between Seattle and Sea-Tac International Airport in 2009. Together, these services carry
more than 14 million riders a year reliably around the region to jobs, shopping, school, sporting
events and other places they need to go.

Construction of the Link light rail extension between Downtown Seattle and the University District
is expected to begin in late 2008, with service to start in 2016.

Even with those investments, however, improving transportation continues to be one of the
biggest challenges facing this region.

Another one million people are expected to call this region home in the next 25 years. That's
about a 30 percent increase in population and is more than the current combined populations of
Seattle, Bellevue, Everett and Tacoma. Put another way, the population of the Central Puget Sound
region is growing by more than 40,000 people per year.

By the year 2030, growth will lead to a 35 percent increase in employment and a 30 percent
increase in vehicle travel in the region. By 2030, the typical commuter could spend nearly an
entire work week of additional time stuck in traffic. Weekday rush hour could last from breakfast
through dinner, strangling the movement of traffic and freight, jeopardizing our economy, and
hurting the environment.

With a strong mass transit foundation in place and more growth on the way, additional
investment is needed to ensure mobility for people and to help the Central Puget Sound region’s
transportation system run smoothly. An expanded mass transit system that builds on what we
have is more important than ever.

In response, Sound Transit is proposing a plan that builds on the Sound Move program called
Sound Transit 2. The Sound Transit 2 Plan (ST2) would expand the existing light rail system to
serve three major travel corridors. Link light rail would extend from North Seattle into Snohomish
County, across Lake Washington into East King County, and south of Sea-Tac International Airport
to Federal Way. ST2 would also expand Sounder commuter rail and ST Express regional bus
service significantly. A map showing ST2 Regional Transit System Plan improvements can be found
on Page 16.

The ST2 Plan was developed through an open public process over a four-year period. During

that period, Sound Transit coordinated closely with cities and counties and conducted substantial
public outreach. With more jobs and people on the way, the time is now to continue building our
transportation future.
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New light rail from Downtown Seattle to Sea-Tac
Airport opens 2009; extension to UW opens 2016

ST Express bus routes offer all-day, two-way service
around the region

Tacoma Link light rail connects Tacoma Dome Station
to Downtown Tacoma

More than $800 million invested in transit centers,
HOV direct access ramps and park-and-ride lots

PugetPass easy transfer fare system



Light rail trains carry people to

and from East King County in this
conceptual image. By 2020, nearly 40
percent of all Bellevue jobs and about
62 percent of its future population
growth is projected to be in the
downtown core. (Source: The Bellevue
Downtown Implementation Plan)

ST2 would increase ST Express bus
service by 17 percent.

ST2 would extend light rail from North Seattle
into Snohomish County, across Lake Washington
into East King County, and-south of Sea-Tac
International Airport to Federal Way.

ST2: The Future

ST2 includes a major expansion of the Link light rail system. Light rail is currently operating in
Downtown Tacoma, and a nearly 16-mile line currently under construction between Downtown
Seattle and Sea-Tac International Airport is scheduled to open in 2009. An extension from
Downtown Seattle to the University of Washington is scheduled to open in 2016.

The ST2 Plan builds on these Link light rail lines and the region’s investment in Sounder commuter
rail and ST Express bus service. ST2 proposes a future in which someone can ride a light rail train
to a job or appointment from the Overlake Transit Center area of Redmond west to Bellevue,
Downtown Seattle or the University of Washington; from Lynnwood to Northgate and on to the
University of Washington, Downtown Seattle and the airport; or from the Redondo/Star Lake area
near Federal Way to the vicinity of Highline Community College, the airport and on to Downtown
Seattle. The ST2 Plan would extend the rail system to serve nearly 50 percent of the region’s
current population and employment centers, providing a reliable transportation option for most of
the region’s citizens.

Because it runs on its own tracks separated from traffic, light rail is quick and reliable. It will

take 19 minutes to travel on a light rail train from Downtown Bellevue to the International

District Station and nearby Qwest and Safeco fields, 11 minutes from Overlake Transit Center

to Downtown Bellevue, 15 minutes from Northgate to Downtown Seattle, 28 minutes from
Downtown Seattle to Lynnwood, or 12 minutes from Redondo/Star Lake to the airport. And
because trains are not stuck in traffic, riders can count on the ride being the same every day — rain
or shine. With trains running up to 20 hours a day, and every few minutes at peak times, riders
won't need to carry a schedule or map.

Sound Transit 2: A Mass Transit Guide



When all proposed ST2 projects are completed, half of all work trips to Downtown Seattle are
expected to be on transit. The number of people taking transit to work during peak commuting
hours will increase in the other major regional centers being served by the plan’s investments.
Together these investments will enable more people to get around reliably and predictably. With
ST2 in place, Sound Transit ridership is projected to grow to over 100 million per year in 2030. The
system will also have additional capacity to absorb future growth well beyond 2030.

The new investments proposed in the ST2 Plan are estimated to cost approximately $13.4 billion
(including inflation) to construct over the next 15 years. These regional investments in new
mass transit infrastructure include regional express bus, commuter rail and light rail facilities. In
addition to these capital improvements, the plan provides funding for operating and maintaining
the system. Operations and maintenance costs are estimated at $1.9 billion (including inflation)
through 2023. The financial plan also funds reserves and debt service — for detailed information When all proposed ST2 projects are
P " . o completed, half of all work trips to
see the “Paying for the System” section later in this document.

Downtown Seattle are expected to be
on transit.

The ST2 Plan is consistent with established long-range regional transportation and land use
plans. The Puget Sound Regional Council (PSRC) created the Vision 2040 plan to be a strategy for
directing growth in an environmentally responsible way, while fostering economic development
and providing efficient transportation. In addition, the
PSRC created the Destination 2030 plan to be the region’s
comprehensive long-range transportation plan. Grounded
in Vision 2040's growth management and transportation
policies, Destination 2030 provides a multimodal plan

for investing in roads, ferries, transit and freight mobility
through the year 2030. Destination 2030 is now being
updated by the PSRC to reflect the transportation needs
of Vision 2040 and is expected to be complete in 2010.

As the Regional Transit Authority (under Chapters
81.104 and 81.112 RCW), Sound Transit is responsible
for regional high-capacity transit system planning in the
context of Destination 2030. Sound Transit updated its
Regional Transit Long-Range Plan in 2005. ST2 is the
next phase of transit improvements for the Central Puget
Sound region.

The ST2 light rail expansions have
the long-term capacity to serve
trains running every four minutes
in each direction, with each train
carrying up to 800 people.
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In the first half of 2008, ridership on
ST Express regional buses and Sounder
commuter rail grew by 14 percent and
29 percent respectively over the same
period in 2007.

The ST2 Plan

ST2 will substantially expand the regional mass transit system by extending and adding more
light rail lines and increasing commuter rail and regional express bus service. This new service
will enhance and add high-capacity transit in the region’s main travel corridors. The result will
be service that cuts through congestion and provides ridership capacity to accommodate the
region’s needs.

System access

Value from a high-capacity transit system comes from the ability of that system to transport
people reliably, rapidly and efficiently. That is only possible when people are able to access the
system. Access solutions vary by transit mode and community. In recognition of these varying
needs, Sound Transit will, in consultation with its local transit partners and host jurisdictions,
conduct access and demand studies for its passenger facilities to evaluate a full range of needs
and potential improvements to meet those needs. Improvements may include:

= Pedestrian improvements at or near transit facilities;
= Additional bus/transfer facilities for improving bus connections;
= Expanded parking at or near transit facilities;

= Off-site/satellite parking along existing transit routes that connect to the facility, including
transit priority treatments to improve the speed and reliability of those routes;

= Bicycle access and storage at or near transit facilities; and

= New/expanded drop-off areas to encourage ride sharing.

Link light rail extensions

ST2 adds approximately 36 miles of new light rail by extending north from the University of
Washington to Northgate and Lynnwood, south from Sea-Tac International Airport to the vicinity
of the Redondo/Star Lake area near Federal Way, and east from Seattle to Bellevue and the
Overlake Transit Center area of Redmond. Light rail trains will provide service to at least 19
planned new stations up to 20 hours a day and every few minutes during peak commuting
periods.

In addition, funding is established in ST2 for further planning, preliminary engineering and
environmental review for future light rail extensions. ST2 also includes a strategic right-of-way
preservation program to ensure crucial properties can be protected or acquired. This will allow
Sound Transit to secure property for future extensions to provide more certainty to affected
property owners, and to avoid the complications and additional financial expense of acquiring
property that has been recently redeveloped.

South Corridor

ST2 adds a light rail extension from Sea-Tac International Airport to the Redondo/Star Lake

area near Federal Way, with three planned new stations at South 200th Street, the vicinity of
Highline Community College (scheduled to open by 2020), and Redondo/Star Lake (scheduled
to open by 2023). Funds, in the form of a capital contribution, are also programmed to provide
for the expansion of the Tacoma Link light rail system if other public or private entities provide
matching funds. Extensions that have been studied and are under consideration are north to the
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The ST2 Plan’s light rail extension to
Tacoma General Hospital area or east to Fife. Funding is also provided to complete environmental Northgate will begin service by 2020.

documentation, preliminary engineering and partial right-of-way acquisition for light rail between
Federal Way and Tacoma.

East Corridor

ST2 expands light rail across Lake Washington via I-90 from Downtown Seattle to the Overlake
Transit Center area of Redmond, with nine planned new stations serving Rainier Avenue/I-90,
Mercer Island, South Bellevue, Downtown Bellevue, Overlake Hospital, the Bel-Red corridor,
Overlake Village and Overlake Transit Center. The line is scheduled to be open to Bellevue by
2020 and Overlake Transit Center by 2021. Funding is also provided to complete environmental
documentation and preliminary engineering for light rail between Overlake Transit Center and
Downtown Redmond.

Adding light rail to I-90's Lake
Washington crossing will dramatically
increase the people-carrying capacity of
the bridge while the existing number of
vehicle lanes is maintained. This will be
achieved by adding a new HOV lane in
New HOV lane each direction on the existing bridge, as
shown at left.

1-90 lanes today 1-90 lanes with light rail

<— Light rail both directions —»

New HOV lane
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Bringing fast, frequent and reliable light
rail to the Redondoy/Star Lake area near
Federal Way will position the system
for future southward expansion. The
plan provides funds for environmental
documentation, preliminary engineering
and partial right-of-way acquisition

for light rail between Federal Way and
Tacoma.

Kent Station is one of the region’s
numerous multimodal facilities where
trains, buses, bikes and cars connect.

North Corridor

ST2 expands light rail north from the University of Washington to Lynnwood, adding seven
planned new stations in the University District, the Roosevelt neighborhood, Northgate, 145th
Street/Jackson Park, Shoreline, Mountlake Terrace and Lynnwood. This extension is scheduled

to be open to Northgate by 2020 and to Lynnwood by 2023. If additional funding and/or cost
savings are available, preliminary engineering and environmental review for the extension of light
rail from Lynnwood Transit Center to Everett may be performed as part of the ST2 program.

ST2 also includes a new streetcar connector line between Downtown Seattle, First Hill and the
future Capitol Hill light rail station. The new connector will also provide convenient access to the
Sounder commuter rail system and regional bus services.

Sounder commuter rail improvements

The ST2 Plan builds on the investments already made for providing passenger rail service between
Everett and Lakewood along rail lines owned by Sound Transit and the Burlington Northern Santa
Fe (BNSF) Railway Company.

ST2 increases the capacity of the highly utilized Tacoma-Seattle service through additional trains
and expanded train lengths. Four round trips will be added to this service. Service capacity will be
further expanded by increasing the number of passenger cars per train from seven to eight, and
extending platforms at some stations. Additional locomotives and passenger cars will be acquired
to support this capacity and service expansion.

On the Lakewood-Tacoma-Seattle line, ST2 also includes an expanded permanent Sounder station
in Tukwila and access improvements for commuter rail and bus riders at the Kent, Auburn, Sumner,
Puyallup, Tacoma Dome, South Tacoma and Lakewood stations. The ST2 Plan also provides for
improvements on existing tracks in Tacoma, including Tacoma Rail tracks that are used by Sounder.
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On the Everett-Seattle line, potentially in conjunction with Washington State Ferries multimodal
terminal improvement projects, ST2 includes the construction of a permanent Edmonds Station
and access improvements to Mukilteo Station.

Funds are also included to construct, own and operate a commuter rail yard and shop facility to
support the level of service for Sounder trains at full operational capacity, enabling the agency to
more efficiently maintain and operate Sounder.

The ST2 Plan also includes two provisional commuter rail stations along the Everett-Seattle
corridor at Broad Street and Ballard that can be implemented subject to the availability of
additional funds.

ST Express regional bus improvements

Recognizing the recent high growth in ridership experienced

by Sound Transit and all our partner transit agencies in the
Central Puget Sound region, the ST2 Plan rapidly improves ST
Express bus service in the highest-need corridors. Specifically,
ST2 provides annual operating and fleet expansion funds to
increase service levels in the following corridors — I-5 (Everett
to Seattle and Tacoma to Seattle); 1-90 (Issaquah to Bellevue
and Seattle); 1-405 (Everett to Bellevue and Renton to Bellevue);
SR 167 (Puyallup, Sumner, Auburn, Kent, Tukwila and Renton to
Bellevue); and SR 522 (Woodinville and Bothell to Seattle) — by
improving service frequency, expanding hours of operation and
adding trips to relieve overloads. It also includes new routes in
the SR 520 corridor to further develop bus rapid transit (BRT)
connecting Redmond, Bellevue, the University of Washington
and Downtown Seattle, taking advantage of transit speed

and reliability improvements programmed as part of the
Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT)

SR 520 Bridge Replacement and HOV Project.

In conjunction with King County Metro Transit bus services { i
in the SR 520 corridor, Sound Transit will restructure ST Express The ST2 Plan will provide bus rapid
services to improve overall service reliability and frequencies to at least every 15 minutes in transit service on the SR 520 corridor.
both directions all day long on weekdays. Sound Transit will also seek to provide improved

passenger amenities such as real-time next bus arrival information at stations. High service levels,

streamlined transit facilities and congestion management will result in a fast, reliable and high-

capacity BRT system in the corridor.

Beginning in 2009, ST2 includes a sufficient number of buses and the operating funds to provide
a total of 100,000 annual platform hours above Sound Move planned levels. ST2 continues this
service hour expansion on I-5, 1-405, SR 520, SR 522, SR 167 and 1-90 through the 15-year life of
the plan. In cooperation with Community Transit in Snohomish County, ST2 provides significant
investment in expanding ST Express service levels by 30 percent in the I-5 and I-405 corridors
from Everett to Seattle and Bellevue respectively.
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Sound Transit will work with WSDOT,
Community Transit, Everett Transit,
King County Metro and Pierce Transit
to find solutions to rising congestion
on HOV facilities in an effort to
improve bus speed and reliability.

Eastside STart projects, like the

ones at Bellevue Transit Center, add
a heightened level of value to the
surrounding community and help
create a sense of place for residents,
employees and transit users.
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Throughout implementation, Sound Transit will work with WSDOT, Community Transit, Everett
Transit, King County Metro and Pierce Transit to find solutions to rising congestion on HOV
facilities in an effort to improve bus speed and reliability.

As bus maintenance capacity and fleet become available, Sound Transit will implement additional
service as quickly as possible. Total annual ST Express service hours across the region will be
increased by about 17 percent by 2020. ST2 also includes contributions from Sound Transit to help
fund new or improved transit centers in Burien and Bothell in partnership with others.

When light rail opens in the various corridors, the majority of ST Express service in those corridors
will be redeployed, resulting in a net overall increase in transit service.

While Sound Move included high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) access projects that make it easier for
buses to merge into freeway HOV lanes, no new such projects are included in ST2. Park-and-ride
expansion, HOV direct access ramps and other system access improvement projects are a high
priority in Snohomish County. Such projects at regional system access facilities in Snohomish
County may be built if sufficient additional funding and/or cost savings are identified in the ST2
program. Sound Transit continues to assume that WSDOT will fund and complete construction of
the core HOV lane system in accordance with its freeway HOV policy. Funding is in place for Sound
Transit's share of HOV projects underway on 1-90 across Lake Washington and in Renton. These
are Sound Move projects being implemented in partnership with WSDOT.

Eastside rail corridor partnership

The ST2 Plan sets aside funds that may be used in connection with rail passenger development
and associated work that may be undertaken by other local governments and public agencies for
long-term passenger rail service on an existing BNSF line. This rail line, portions of which BNSF
intends to abandon and which the Port of Seattle is purchasing through the federal rail-banking
process, stretches from the city of Snohomish to the city of Renton, east of Lake Washington. The
State of Washington has directed Sound Transit and the PSRC to complete a feasibility study of
potential passenger rail on this corridor. In addition, other parties in the region have expressed an
interest in passenger rail service on this line.
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The ST2 Plan increases ST Express

Any future passenger rail service along this corridor would be implemented and operated by other regional bus service by 17 percent.

public and/or private parties, particularly along the portion of the corridor located in Snohomish
County outside the Sound Transit District. The ST2 Plan does not include funds to operate

such passenger rail service. Sound Transit's investment in this project is limited to a maximum
contribution of $50 million dollars, which may be used for engineering and design, and for the
purchase of capital equipment and real estate that can either be sold or used on Sound Transit's
existing transportation system. Sound Transit's investment is also contingent upon the satisfaction
of the following conditions prior to December 31, 2011:

a. Completion of the Sound Transit/PSRC feasibility study and determination that passenger rail
on the Eastside BNSF corridor is feasible and would be a meaningful component of the region’s
future transportation system, as required by state law;

b. The Sound Transit Board's determination that the ridership forecasts, financing plan, and
capital and operating cost estimates and operating plan are reasonable and that the service
will provide substantial benefits to the regional transportation system in the Sound Transit
District; and

¢. Execution of an agreement with other public or private parties regarding the implementation of
a passenger rail system.

If a partnership for passenger rail on the BNSF corridor in East King County is not executed

by December 31, 2011, the $50 million included in the ST2 Plan for a partnership will be
reprogrammed to further the implementation of HOV BRT service in the |-405 corridor in East
King County. Options for alternative investments in the 1-405 corridor will be developed for Board
review and approval prior to expenditure of these funds.

Sound Transit 2: A Mass Transit Guide
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Real-time electronic messages at
Puyallup Station tell customers when
the next train will arrive.

Ticket vending machines allow
passengers to pay their fares before
getting aboard the train, speeding up
service for everyone.
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Using the system

Sound Transit has used its research and technology and fares programs to find ways of making
transit more convenient and easier to use.

For example, Sound Transit is installing vehicle location systems at its Link light rail and Sounder
commuter rail stations and at some ST Express transit centers. These real-time electronic messages
tell customers when the next train or bus will arrive. These electronic message signs will be in
place in 2009 when the Link light rail system opens.

A decade ago, transferring between transit systems in the region required customers to have
several passes or to pay a separate fare on each system. Over the last 10 years, Sound Transit
has partnered with local transit agencies to create an integrated fare system that allows riders

to transfer easily. In 1999, a new regional “PugetPass” was created for Sounder trains and ST
Express, Community Transit, Everett Transit, Pierce Transit and King County Metro buses. These
agencies are working together with the Washington State Ferries and Kitsap Transit to implement
new “smart card” technology in 2009 to make it even easier to travel around the region.

As part of ST2, Sound Transit will continue to explore and apply innovative technology and fare
initiatives. Potential initiatives include expanding the “next bus” and “next train” electronic
messaging system and installing more transit signal priority equipment to speed buses through
congested intersections. Other possibilities include providing bus schedules and real-time “next
bus” information on cell phones or personal handheld devices. Ticket vending machines at more
locations would make it easier to buy a ticket or reload a smart card. Wireless internet access
could be expanded to more Sound Transit vehicles and facilities. Electronic transit information
kiosks could be installed in more places to provide more information to customers.
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Planning for the future

ST2 includes funds to continue progress toward completing
the regional transit system envisioned in Sound Transit's
Long-Range Plan. Like Sound Move, ST2 is another
incremental investment toward completing the larger
regional high-capacity transit system. Further phases will
be necessary beyond ST2 to fully build out the system
envisioned in the Long-Range Plan, all subject to voter
approval.

In order to advance completion of further expansions of the
system beyond this ST2 Plan, funding is included for a series
of planning studies. These studies will help narrow the
range of alternatives, evaluate potential routes and station
locations, inform local comprehensive planning, prepare

for formal environmental impact review and engineering,
and position the Sound Transit Board to evaluate options and establish the next highest priorities
for implementation of the next phase of high-capacity transit investments in the region. All of
the studies will include extensive public outreach, preliminary environmental assessment and
ridership forecasting, and conceptual engineering and cost estimating.

The studies include high-capacity transit from Lynnwood to the Southwest Everett Industrial
Center and to Everett; the Overlake Transit Center area of Redmond to Downtown Redmond;
South Bellevue to Issaquah; the Redondo/Star Lake area near Federal Way to Tacoma; Redmond
to Kirkland and on to the University District; University District to Ballard and on to Downtown
Seattle; Renton to Tukwila, Sea-Tac and on to Burien; and Downtown Seattle to West Seattle
and on to Burien. These studies will inform the Sound Transit Board's consideration of potential
updates to Sound Transit's Long-Range Plan.

In the I-405 corridor, the focus will be on planning for BRT, the preferred long-term high-capacity
transit technology identified in WSDOT's I-405 Corridor Program Master Plan. This study will
review current transit service and capital improvements in the corridor being implemented by
Sound Transit and other transportation agencies, and explore opportunities to enhance BRT system
coordination and identify additional future improvements.

Sound Transit 2: A Mass Transit Guide

High-capacity transit studies will inform
the region how to expand mass transit
to areas such as Everett (top), Tacoma
(middle), and Redmond (below) in
future phases.

13



The investments contained in ST2
will create regional jobs both during
construction and after the system

is built.

14

Putting the System in Place

Implementing the plan in stages

Implementation of ST2 will begin after voters approve funding for the expanded regional transit
system. Individual projects will be brought into service after they proceed through planning,
public outreach, environmental review, preliminary engineering, property acquisition, final
design, permitting, construction and start-up/testing programs. Transit centers, parking garages
and commuter rail stations typically take five to six years from planning and site selection
through opening for service. Light rail extensions are more complex because they travel through
multiple jurisdictions, along freeway corridors or across waterways. Light rail extensions can
take approximately four to seven years for planning, public outreach, environmental review,
engineering and final design, and require another four to six years to build, depending on their
length and complexity. Sound Transit continually coordinates with local and state governments
to streamline project approval processes while ensuring environmental and community concerns
are properly addressed. While putting each component of ST2 in place, Sound Transit will use a
variety of proven analytical, project management and review techniques to make sure that the
system provides the greatest regional benefits.

Link light rail from Downtown Seattle to the University of Washington is scheduled to open

in 2016. The First Hill streetcar connector to light rail is also scheduled to open by 2016. The

ST2 Plan anticipates opening the extensions to Northgate, Bellevue and the vicinity of Highline
Community College in 2020. Construction will continue to the Overlake Transit Center area of
Redmond with service scheduled to start in 2021, and the extensions to Lynnwood and Redondo/
Star Lake are scheduled to open for service by 2023. ST2 also provides partnership funds for an
extension of Tacoma Link light rail as early as 2015.

In the south corridor, Sounder commuter rail access will be improved for stations in Tukwila,
Auburn, Sumner and Puyallup by 2015. Station platforms will be extended to accommodate
longer trains and four new round trips will be phased into service by 2015. Station access
improvements for Mukilteo, Edmonds, Kent, Tacoma, South Tacoma and Lakewood are scheduled
to be completed by 2023.
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Mass transit expansions will result in
ST Express regional bus service will be improved in high demand corridors in stages as additional reduced automobile use, higher transit

buses and maintenance facility capacity become available. Sound Transit will put new service ridership and enhanced livability,
h ikl ible: ch . . hi . walkability and sustainability in

on the street as quickly as possible; change and add service to respond to ridership demand; communities across the region.

and utilize access improvements such as HOV lanes and expanded parking and station access

improvements as they come on line. Sound Transit will work closely with its transit partners to

coordinate, integrate and maximize bus service and restructure those services in response to new

rail services.

The Sound Transit Board will consider the prioritization, sequencing and actual timing of
construction and service start-up of all ST2 projects. This will include ongoing consideration

of factors affecting project readiness. The Board may modify project timing as appropriate, in
response to the anticipated evolution of project readiness over the ST2 implementation period,
and the necessity of coordinating ST2 construction with that of regional highway projects
occurring in the same corridors. Some ST2 projects are located in close proximity to WSDOT
projects. To the extent practicable, Sound Transit will coordinate design of its projects with
WSDOT, and both parties will work to phase construction of each project to mitigate the overall
construction impacts. As ST2 light rail projects are planned and designed, consideration will be
given to possible future system expansion options to facilitate future extensions. For example,
extensions to Issaquah and Kirkland are being considered during planning and design of the East
Link project.

Throughout the implementation of the ST2 Plan, Sound Transit's Transit-Oriented Development (TOD)
program will strive to achieve pedestrian-friendly development around the high-capacity transit
stations. The purpose of the TOD program is to promote development that will result in reduced
automobile use, higher transit ridership, enhanced livability, walkability and sustainability in the
communities Sound Transit serves. A shift from the use of cars to walking and transit will result in
reductions in fuel consumption and the emission of pollutants, especially greenhouse gases.

Sound Transit 2: A Mass Transit Guide 15
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ST2 expands access to regional transit
system facilities across the region, such
as Tacoma Dome Station, above.

18

As Sound Transit plans potential locations for rail stations and other facilities, evaluations of
transit-oriented or joint development will occur at each location. Sustainable station development
results from the combined efforts of local jurisdictions and public and private partners. Sound
Transit will work with those parties and also evaluate which jurisdictions are encouraging
appropriate land uses and densities to reinforce efficient land use and transit connectivity.

Approximately midpoint in the ST2 program implementation, or when the environmental review
of all light rail extensions is substantially complete, Sound Transit will evaluate what projects
might be funded through a new voter-approved ballot measure and consider a workplan and
schedule for such a measure. Sound Transit staff will prepare an evaluation of further system
expansion and submit it for Board consideration. This evaluation will at a minimum:

= Determine whether ST2 program implementation is on course as planned;

= Analyze the results of the planning studies to draw conclusions on the appropriateness of
pursuing additional corridor development;

= Recommend corridors for additional high-capacity transit development; and

= Assess the potential tools available and/or necessary to develop financing strategies for such
corridor development (for instance, federal or state grants, additional revenue authority, use of
existing revenues or other funding partnerships), along with associated risks and opportunities.

Managing the existing system

System Access Program

Convenient and efficient access for customers using the system is critical to the effectiveness

of the regional transit system and for expanding system ridership. A System Access Program is
established to promote the development of facilities to improve connections between surrounding
communities and stations, transit centers and other customer boarding locations.

The System Access Program aims to leverage existing or planned investments at or near these
facilities. For example, in order to improve bicycle and pedestrian access, funds from this program
could be matched with funds from other parties to connect a station to the regional trail system.
Candidates for application of the program include the Tukwila/International Boulevard and Sea-Tac
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International Airport stations, where trails and bicycle lanes lie to the east and west. A new
trail extension is planned to the west, but additional facilities are needed to complete bicycle
connections to the stations. Other potential System Access Program uses may include new and/
or improved pedestrian and bicycle facilities, additional bus bays for expanding connecting bus
service, capital improvements that improve bus speed and reliability along routes connecting to
stations, and improved passenger drop-off/pick-up facilities at stations.

A portion of the program’s funds will be allocated through a competitive process where project
ideas will be regularly solicited and evaluated for funding consideration. Evaluation criteria

will be established and may include, but are not limited to, the level of matching funds from
outside sources, the ability to overcome small barriers or close small gaps that are present along
pedestrian and bicycle routes, and the potential to reduce reliance on auto use and parking for
station access.

Buses and ferries are an integral part of
the rail expansion in ST2 by extending
the reach of rail far beyond immediate

Bus/ferry-rail service integration X
station areas.

Buses and ferries are an integral part of the rail expansion in ST2. Sound Transit is working closely
with its transit partners — Everett Transit, Community Transit, King County Metro, Pierce Transit
and Washington State Ferries — to develop a coordinated bus/ferry-rail network that fully utilizes
the unique qualities and strengths of all transit modes. By coordinating bus/ferry-rail service
planning and by designing stations for efficient intermodal connections, the rail expansions
proposed in ST2 can strengthen existing bus and ferry systems and achieve region-wide mobility
benefits that extend far beyond the rail alignments.

Providing rail service in high-traffic areas allows buses to avoid congested segments of the
roadway system, improving transit's on-time performance and efficiency. Convenient bus and ferry
connections to rail stations extend the geographic reach of rail far beyond the immediate station
areas, providing additional transit connections and expanded regional and neighborhood transit
access to the high-capacity transit system. Since some bus service that operates parallel to rail will

no longer be needed, the savings in bus service hours can be reinvested to increase bus service Thousands of comments from
elsewhere. community members helped shape
the ST2 plan.

A community effort

The public played a key role in shaping Sound '
Transit's Long-Range Plan and ST2, and will play
an even greater role in ST2's implementation.

Sound Transit will continue its open public
involvement process with many opportunities
to inform and involve the community. This is
particularly important when planning, designing
and constructing specific projects so that the
unique character and needs of each community
can be reflected in the finished project.
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Regional population growth
Snohomish, King, Pierce and Kitsap
counties (in millions)

The Sound Transit District

The Sound Transit District is more than 1,000 square miles with a population of about 2.86 million

5.0 >0 people. There are currently more than 50 cities in the district, which includes most of the urban
4 areas of King, Pierce and Snohomish counties.
4.0 -
33 f Sound Transit is governed by an 18-member board of directors made up of local elected officials
3.0 including mayors, city council members, county executives and county council members from
within the Sound Transit District, and the Secretary of the Washington State Department of
2.0 Transportation.
1.0

Annexations

2000 2010 2030 2040

Source: Puget Sound Regional Council

After voters within the district boundaries have approved a ballot proposition authorizing local
taxes to support implementation of the ST2 Plan, the Sound Transit Board may approve resolutions

calling for elections to annex areas outside, but adjacent to, the Sound Transit District.

The legal requirements to annex areas into the Sound Transit District include the following:

The Sound Transit District

= Includes urbanized areas of
Snohomish, King and
Pierce counties

Everett

< Snohomish
County subarea

= 1,000 square miles Mukilteo

= 52 cities

Mill Creek
Lynnwood

Mtlk.
Terrace
Bothell

Kenmore  \oodinville

Edmonds

Woodway

Lake
Shoreline  Forest
Park
<— East King

Kirkland
County subarea

North King —— Rednd
County Bellevue
subarea Seattle Sammamish
Mercer
sland
Newcastle
Issaquah
Burien Tukwil Renton
SeaTac
Normandy .
Park <— South King
Des Moines  yent County subarea
Federal Auburn
Way
Pierce Tacoma S
County — N Pacific
b Fircrest Fif M”}E%Zewood
subarea L3
University S
Place Bonney
Steilacoom Puyallup Lake
Lakewood

DuPont
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Orting

The Sound Transit Board may call for annexation elections after
consulting with any affected transit agencies and with the approval of
the legislative authority of the city or town (if the area is incorporated)
or with the approval of the area’s county council (if it is unincorporated).

Citizens in areas to be annexed are provided an opportunity to vote on
proposed annexation and imposition of taxes at rates already imposed
within the Sound Transit District boundaries.

If approved by the voters, changes to the Sound Transit District
boundaries may require changes in the make-up of the Sound Transit
Board membership. Board membership must be “representative” of
the proportion of the population from each county that falls within the
Sound Transit District.

Extending service outside Sound Transit
boundaries

Sound Transit may extend new services beyond its boundaries to
make connections to significant regional destinations and allow areas
outside of the district to function as part of the regional system.

Such service extension would require agreements with the affected
local transit agency and/or other appropriate government agencies.

Sound Transit will enter into agreements with agencies beyond the
district boundary to integrate fares. This will allow flexible transfers
between various transit operators and prevent people who live outside
the district from being penalized financially for making regional trips by
transit instead of by automobile.
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Beneﬁts Of the Pl an Table 1: Regional transit ridership and transfer rate
Existing 2030 2030

Transportation improvements are clearly linked to the growth, in 2006 without ST2  with ST2
development, quality of life and economic vitality of a region. Daily

ST2 proposes a range of transit improvements building on
the investments Sound Transit has already made, with major
extensions of Link light rail to serve more of the Central Puget

Transit trips 329,000 482,000 544,000
Transit boardings 424,000 661,000 808,000

Sound region’s urban centers, along with improvements in Annual
Sounder commuter rail and enhancements to ST Express bus Transit trips 98 million 145 million 165 million
services and facilities. These improvements add major new Transit boardings 127 million 199 million 246 million
capacity in the region’s most congested corridors to help serve B st G 12% 40% 65%
the transportation demands of the people and businesses already

Transfer rate 1.29 1.37 1.49

here, as well as anticipated growth.

Transit investments create value within a community that goes

beyond where or how many projects are built. Personal mobility,

regional connections, the availability of transportation alternatives, ~ Table 2: Summary of projected Sound Transit ridership
and impacts on growth patterns, quality of life and the economic by mode in 2030

well-being of the region are all tangible outcomes that must be Annual riders Daily riders

considered in deciding on transit investments.

Link light rail 86.5 million 280,000
The regional transit improvements included in ST2 will have many Tacoma Link 2 million 6,000
benefits for people throughout the Puget Sound region and will Sounder commuter rail 6.5 million 24,000
further the realization of the long-term growth management -
and quality of life goals embodigd in Vigion 2040, th:eJ Sound ST Express bus 14 million Bt
Transit Long-Range Plan and local land use policies. Some of Total 109 million 358,000
those benefits are briefly described below, and in more detail in
Appendix C.

Transit ridership

By 2030, the completed projects in Sound Move and ST2, along with continued
growth in people riding local buses, means that public transit in the Sound Transit
District will be carrying an estimated 165 million trips a year, twice as many as in
1996. Over 100 million of these trips will be on Sound Transit. Most importantly,
these new transit trips will be concentrated in the region’s most congested corridors
on bus routes and rail lines serving the region’s densest downtowns and urban
centers.

The most important measure of any transit investment is whether it attracts riders
and serves them well. The most direct way to measure this factor is the number of
people riding transit. With the ST2 Plan, transit ridership in the region is projected
to grow by more than 65 percent over 2006.

Table 1 compares regional transit ridership in 2006 with ridership projections for
2030, with and without the ST2 investments.

With the ST2 Plan, transit ridership in the region is
projected to grow by more than 65 percent over 2006.

Table 2 summarizes the daily and annual boardings projected for Link light rail,
Sounder commuter rail and ST Express bus in 2030 with the ST2 Plan.
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Transit reliability — that is, on-time
performance — is ensured through
exclusive rights-of-way that are
completely free of delays from traffic
congestion.

As the region’s population grows,
Sound Transit can serve the rising
demand by increasing the frequency
and length of light rail trains. A four-
car light rail train can carry up to 800
people. At maximum capacity, running
four-car trains every four minutes offers
the ability to move 12,000 riders per
hour in each direction, or 24,000 riders
per hour in both directions.

Transit capacity

The capacity of rail transit is a combination of the size of the vehicles and how frequently they
run. As with highway capacity, the important measure for rail capacity is the maximum passenger
carrying capacity during the peak period, when service is most in demand. This is usually referred
to as “peak passengers per hour in the peak direction.” Projected ridership for Link light rail in
2030, seven years after ST2 system build-out, shows it will have capacity to meet demand well
into the future.

The per-hour and all-day passenger moving capacity of the ST2 light rail system is significant,
especially compared to a roadway of similar width with mixed traffic.

The difference between the ultimate system capacity and the ridership forecast shortly after
opening represents the excess capacity available to accommodate a large amount of future
ridership demand in the decades after the system is built. Table 3 presents the hourly passenger
capacity of the ST2 light rail system at points in the system with varying frequencies of train
service, at three different loading standards: all passengers seated, a comfortable level of
standing passengers and a “crowded” load that might only be accommodated during peak times
for short segments, such as a major event.

Table 3: Light rail system capacity (passengers per hour per direction)

Peak frequency 4-car trains Seated capacity = Comfortable capacity Crowded capacity
(minutes) per hour (74 per car) (150 per car) (200 per car)
2 30 8,880 18,000 24,000
4 15 4,440 9,000 12,000
6 10 2,960 6,000 8,000
8 1.5 2,220 4,500 6,000

Travel time savings and reliability

Within the Sound Transit District, bus travel times slow by about one percent per year, mostly due
to increased road congestion and increased pedestrian activity in centers. Without improvements
in transit, existing bus travel times would be expected to be about 22 percent slower by 2030.

Expanding the region’s network of fixed guideway transit operating in its own right-of-way
separate from roadway congestion helps protect transit riders from increasing travel times. Travel
times for drivers will improve as more people get out of their cars and use transit, providing more
room on the road.

prenenenatenendtonet arenendnerenenetener  deReneReRIeRIInER dReRERAREIATIRRE MDA
FRATITATATATITIN AT IT PLATATATATITITITITET  ATIEREIPI RN OTITET PLATATITATITITAT AT O +400
SPATHTATITITITIN AT I0 PLATAROTATATITITITI  SEIERRIRIRROROTITET PLATATITITITITAT AT 01 passengers
ETRRERATETRAARATENED SIRDERADERATAVRNARET  ATRRARATETRRADEVRNGD RERTAVAREIRDETRO4NAY
FTETRTATRTATARETATAT ATAVERATATETANANANAY  ATRTAVATRTAVANAVAVEY ATAVERATETENAVATAVNY

'< < Expandable

to 4 cars

Light rail system capacity grows with demand
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Tables 4 and 5 illustrate the expected travel time savings for the region’s
drivers and transit riders, achieved by the investments included in the ST2
Plan. Looking ahead to 2030, seven years after ST2 investments are complete,
the region’s highway drivers and transit riders are projected to save about 25
million and 19 million hours a year respectively.

Reliability means arriving at the same time every time, regardless of gridlock
or weather conditions. Reliability is a critical factor in how people plan their
travel and budget their time. Transportation system reliability has continued to
decline in the Puget Sound region for several decades, both for car drivers and
for transit riders. This is primarily related to increases in the severity of traffic
congestion, and in the greater likelihood of congestion occurring at any time of
day or on any day of the week.

When people need to arrive somewhere by a specified time, whether to be on
time for work, or to catch a plane or to watch a child’s soccer game, they know
that if the trip involves one of the region’s most congested corridors at peak
hours they should allow a great deal of extra time to get there. Increasingly,
the problem of congested peak hours has spread to all hours of the day and
even to the weekends.

Buses are caught in the same
traffic as cars and trucks. Freeway

Projected average transit travel times

Table 4: Projected travel time savings for
drivers and freight

Drivers & freight
2030 with ST2

Reduction in annual vehicle 268 million
miles traveled (switched to

transit)

Annual highway delay 25 million hours

reduced

Table 5: Projected travel time savings for
transit riders

Transit riders
2030 with ST2

Daily hours saved 60,000

Total annual hours saved 19 million

HOV facilities speed buses, but
even these ramps and lanes often
break down in the crush of peak
period traffic, bad weather and
accidents. Sounder commuter rail
and Link light rail, although they
share some grade crossings with
vehicles, operate on their own
rights-of-way free from conflicts
with other traffic.

o

Lynnwood—University of Washington

Lynnwood — Seattle

Reliability on streets and Bellevue—Airport

highways is affected by many
things including accidents, stalled
vehicles and weather conditions,
but the most important factor in
the Central Puget Sound region is
the volume of traffic and delays
caused by congestion.

Bellevue—Seattle

University of Washington—Bellevue

Redmond/Overlake—Airport

Capitol Hill-Redmond/Overlake

| m

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

28 minutes saved

17 minutes saved

10 minutes saved

14 minutes saved

minutes savec

30 minutes saved

25 minutes saved

2030 with ST2 plan
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I 0030 without ST2

Source: Appendix C, Table 6, page C-6
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WSDOT tracks reliability on the freeways for major commutes between pairs of cities, and
calculates “95 percent reliable travel times.” This is the amount of time a driver needs to plan for
to arrive on time 19 times out of 20.

WSDOT data for major corridors shows reliability on the region’s highways to be steadily declining.
Table 6 shows WSDOT's estimates of how much time a driver needs to allow for travel between
certain points in the regional system due to the unpredictability of highway travel in the region.

Transit reliability is related to a number of factors, but most significantly to the portion of the trip
that occurs in exclusive right-of-way. Figure 1 illustrates the increased access to exclusive right-of-
way that will be experienced by the region’s transit riders with ST2.

Each year, rising congestion means . . . N
drivers have to allow more and more Table 6: Regional highway travel time reliability
time to reach their destinations. This is

) ) Travel time at Average peak  Travel time for 95% On-time arrival
illustrated by the travel time allowances

> Route description posted speeds travel time on-time arrival % increase

at right that are necessary to have a

95 percent chance of arriving on time. From Seattle (in minutes) (in minutes) (in minutes)
Seattle—Everett 24 43 60 40%
Seattle—Redmond via SR 520 15 30 44 47%
Seattle—Bellevue via 1-90 1" 18 32 78%
Seattle—Bellevue via SR 520 10 21 32 52%
Seattle—Issaquah 16 23 37 61%
Seattle—SeaTac 13 19 28 47%
Seattle—Federal Way 22 37 56 52%
From Bellevue
Bellevue—Everett 23 44 62 41%
Bellevue—Seattle via I-90 11 28 46 64%
Bellevue—Seattle via SR 520 10 26 38 46%
Bellevue—Tukwila 13 33 45 36%

From other locations
Renton—Auburn via SR 167 10 20 33 65%

Source: WSDOT Gray Notebook: Measures, Markers, and Mileposts 9/30/07 p.68

Figure 1: Percentage of passenger miles in mixed traffic vs. exclusive right-of way

Pre 1996 Post Sound Move Post ST2 Transit reliability is related to
100% the portion of the trip that
90% Rail on exclusive occurs in exclusive right-of-
ROW Rail on exclusive way. As the percentage of
80% Bochnimixed rail trips increases, transit
0% ROW reliability will also increase.
(]
HOV lanes
60% Bus in mixed
50% traffic including
HOV lanes
40%
) Bus in mixed
30% traffic including
20% HOV lanes

10%
0%
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Sound Transit's Link light rail operates entirely on exclusive right-of-way. In addition, most of the
right-of-way is grade separated with no interference from traffic. Even where there is no grade
separation, Link light rail operates in exclusive right-of-way with signal preemption. This allows
the service to maintain a very high level of reliability at all times of the day.

Everett

Upon completion of the ST2 investments, the share of all transit riders in the region using
Sound Transit's services grows from 12 percent today to 65 percent in 2030. Much of the
bus service in new rail corridors can be reinvested elsewhere in the region, resulting

in an overall increase in transit service and access beyond the rail lines.

Lynnwood

Transit system accessibility

The reach of the regional transit investments made in Sound Move and in ST2
is much greater than just the immediate vicinity of rail stations and transit
centers. Figure 2 shows the access to the regional light rail and commuter
rail systems when all ST2 improvements are in service. It depicts the
geographic coverage of an average /2 mile walk access and average 24 mile
park-and-ride access to the rail stations, and the reach of existing local bus
services (including an average "a mile walk distance to the bus) that would
allow access to the rail system with one transfer. Within the Sound Transit
District, over 70 percent of residents and over 85 percent of employees would Seattle Bellevue
have convenient access to the region’s rail system in 2030.

Overlake/Redmand

Merce
Island

Activity center drive-alone travel reductions

Table 7 on the following page presents the percentage of work and college
trips made by transit riders to a selected set of regional centers. Increasing
access to regional centers by transit reduces the need for automobiles that
contribute to roadway congestion and delay, fuel consumption and air
pollution, and use of scarce land resources for parking. The existing transit
share data is from the 2000 U.S. Census Journey-to-Work survey as compiled
by PSRC. Percentages include ridership on scheduled fixed-route transit
service. Excluded are paratransit, dial-a-ride, carpools and vanpools.

[ Kent

Redondo/Star Lake

. . . . \ Auburn
Figure 2: Combined regional rail acccess {

As shown in the shaded areas, the ST2 rail investments
would be accessible to 70 percent of the region’s Tacoma
population and 85 percent of its jobs in 2030.

Note: This does not include areas served by ferries or
bus routes that are outside the Sound Transit District.

South Tacoma
Sumner

Puyallup
Legend ﬁ Lakewood

Sound Transit District
A Sounder stations

Sounder alignment
O Link stations

Link alignment
Bus route access (0.25 miles)
Rail station access (2.5 miles*)

*0.5 mile buffer for the stations without
park-and-ride lots
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Table 7: Projected activity center mode splits

Existing transit ST2 2030

share of share of
commute trips commute trips

Northgate 6% 9%
University District 20% 33%
Downtown Bellevue 8% 12%
Downtown Seattle 40% 50%

Table 8: CO, equivalents (E) of ST2 emission
reductions’

ST2 annual average emission reductions

138,943 metric tons CO,E

which is equivalent to

25,400 passenger vehicles;
323,100 barrels of oil consumed;
1,900 gasoline tanker trucks;

12,300 single-family homes;
1,000 acres of forest preserved;
700 railcars of coal; or

47,900 tons of landfill waste

1 Source: EPA Clean Energy Calculations and References,
http://www.epa.gov/cleanenergy/energy-resources/refs.html.
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Vehicle miles traveled, fuel use and greenhouse
gas reductions

New transit riders using the investments in the ST2 Plan will reduce daily
vehicle miles traveled in the region by about 870,000 miles per day, or
268 million miles per year. That equates to annual fuel savings of about
nine million gallons. Not burning that fuel would save the region about
360 metric tons of equivalent CO; emissions each day and approximately
100,000 tons per year in 2030. According to the federal Environmental
Protection Agency, this level of emission reductions is equivalent to the
emission production levels included in Table 8.

Transportation system cost and delay reductions

According to the U.S. Census Bureau, in 2003 the average family in our
region spent 18 percent of disposable income on transportation, more than
any other expenditure except housing. The average household has 2.3
people, owns 2.4 cars and spends $9,350 a year on transportation.

The most expensive costs of driving are owning and insuring a vehicle. A
family that can own one less car because of better transit service can save
thousands of dollars a year on transportation. A family that owns the same
number of cars, but drives less will save on vehicle operating costs — gas,
oil, parking, tires and maintenance. For example, based on current average
vehicle fuel economy and fuel cost of about $4.00 per gallon, ST2 transit
investments would save the region about $100,000 per day, or about $37
million per year.

For those commuting by transit to places with high parking costs, the
savings in parking are substantial. For example, a monthly PugetPass good
for unlimited $2.25 rides (the two-zone peak hour fare on King County
Metro) costs $81. According to the PSRC, the average cost of parking in the
region’s downtowns in 2006 was $138 a month. For the average transit
commuter to Downtown Seattle, savings in parking would be approximately
$700 a year, on top of the savings on gas and other vehicle operating costs.

As important as out-of-pocket expenses, the ST2 investments would also
save about 25 million hours of delay per year for drivers and freight, and
19 million hours per year for transit riders. Rather than sitting in traffic or
slower transit, residents would be able to better use their time with their
families or in productive work. Residents of the region would save over
$600 million per year in today's dollars, based on an average value of time
of about $14 per hour, about half the region’s average wage rate.?

2 Sound Transit, Draft Benefit-Cost Methodology Report, June 2008.
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Paying for the System

Financial plan framework

State law provides the basis for funding regional transit investment through authorization of
voter-approved taxes and bonding. The ST2 Plan will be funded by a combination of existing local
taxes (four-tenths of one percent sales and use tax, three-tenths of one percent motor vehicle
excise tax to be ended after 2028), new voter-approved local taxes (an additional five-tenths of
one percent sales and use tax), federal grants and fares. Sound Transit will issue bonds backed by
local tax collections within the Sound Transit District to help implement the ST2 Plan.

The agency will seek legislative authority to replace or substantially reduce its reliance on the
sales and use tax as the primary funding source for regional transit improvements, consistent
with all contractual commitments. In order to replace the revenue that would be lost by reducing
or eliminating the sales and use tax, the agency will seek legislative authority to raise an equal
amount of revenue from other sources more directly related to regional transportation such as
tolls, user-based fees, vehicle or other transportation related taxes.

Funding

The proposed plan is built on the following funding elements (all dollar values include inflation
and represent year of expenditure dollars):

Sound Move surplus: Revenue generated from Sound Transit's existing Sound Move taxes (four-
tenths of one percent sales and use tax and three-tenths of one percent motor vehicle excise

tax), will continue to be used in addition to grants, fares and other miscellaneous sources. The
revenue generated from Sound Move surplus that is available to be applied to the ST2 program is
estimated to be $2.3 billion.

ST2 sales and use tax: The plan will seek voter approval to raise the local sales and use tax an
additional five-tenths of one percent. Revenue from the five-tenths of one percent sales and use
tax increase is estimated to generate $7.8 billion through 2023.
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Because it runs on its own tracks
separated from traffic, light rail is quick
and reliable.

ST2 quickly expands ST Express bus and
Sounder commuter rail while building
out the regional light rail system.
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ST2 rail investments result in an 8.9
percent rate of return to the region,
paying for themselves in about a
decade.
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Federal support: The ST2 Plan assumes an additional $895 million in federal grants to build out
the system, supplementing local resources. These federal grants for capital programs include
Federal Transit Administration formula grants and full funding grant agreements. No state or local
grants are assumed for implementing the ST2 Plan.

Bonding: Because transit facilities provide benefits over a long span of time, it is reasonable to
finance a portion of their construction over a period that extends well beyond the construction
timeframe. Sound Transit's debt financing capacity will be calculated by evaluating all revenues
and deducting total operating expenses for net revenues available for debt service. The Sound
Transit Board recognizes that its future bondholders will hold first claim against taxes pledged
as repayment for outstanding bonds. The ST2 Plan includes an estimated $6.5 billion in bond
financing from 2009-2023.

Fares: Sound Transit currently collects fare revenues from passengers using the system. As the
ST2 system is built out, the agency will continue to collect fares and other operating revenue. The
ST2 related fares and other operating revenues are estimated to be $219 million from 2009-2023.

Interest Earnings: The ST2 related interest earnings on net cash balances are estimated to be
$143 million from 2009-2023. Financial policies attribute these revenues to fund system-wide costs.

Sources of funds Farebox & other
Sound Move surplus

Bonds

ST2 sales tax

Federal grants

Uses of funds Sounder commuter rail
Reserves  capital

Debt service ST Express bus capital
System-wide /

Maintenance

Link light rail
capital

Source: Appendix A, page A-4
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Estimated costs

The ST2 Plan will cost an estimated $17.8 billion in capital and operating investments to expand
the regional high-capacity transportation system — Link light rail, Sounder commuter rail, and

ST Express bus service. The capital and other associated costs that would be incurred from 2009
through 2023 are as follows:

Sounder commuter rail: $1.1 billion for additional track
space leases, locomotives and coach cars, maintenance
facilities, and stations and improvements.

ST Express bus: $344 million for expanded park-and-
rides, transit centers, station access improvements, bus
fleet and maintenance facilities.

Link light rail: $11.8 billion for approximately 36 miles
of light rail to extend service to Lynnwood, the Overlake
Transit Center area of Redmond, and Redondo/Star Lake.
The light rail cost estimate includes the First Hill streetcar
connector, Tacoma Link extension partnership funds and
the Eastside rail corridor partnership.

Transit operations and maintenance: $730 million
through 2023 for new light rail, commuter rail and
regional bus services. The ST2 Plan funds transit
operations indefinitely. The costs estimated here are for
the first 15 years of ST2 transit operations through 2023.

System-wide activities: $1.3 billion through 2023. ST2
- . . . - . Sounder commuter rail service led the
will fund system-wide expenditures, including the agency's research and technology and fares R . .
. o ’ ) nation in ridership growth in the first
programs, future phase planning, administration and other expenditures that are necessary to quarter of 2008. Public input supports
maintain and plan for regional transit consistent with the voter-approved system plan. expansion of this popular service.

Debt service: $1.8 billion through 2023. In order to finance the plan, the ST2 Plan anticipates the
issuance of 30-year bonds as necessary to maximize the financial capacity required to complete
the plan. The $1.8 billion in debt service reflects costs for 2009-2023 for bonds issued for ST2
projects. Debt service will continue until the final bonds
are retired.

Reserves: $708 million through 2023. The plan funds
estimated bond reserves and a two month operations
and maintenance reserve.

A, —

M=

ST Express ridership grew by 14 percent
in the first half of 2008. ST2 expands
this service in the highest need corridors
by up to 30% starting in 2009.
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Table 9: Uses of funds” Project scope and betterment control: One tool that Sound Transit has at its

m disposal to constrain unanticipated growth in the costs of projects during their

implementation is a Board-adopted Scope Control Policy. The objective of the

Capital expenditures policy is to guide staff in responding to requests for enhancements to projects that
Sounder commuter rail 1,101 increase scope, usually with a corresponding increase in costs. The policy requires:
ST Express bus 344 . . L .

= Written project scope definitions at every stage of project development;
Link light rail 11,821
System-wide activities 153 = Cost estimates and budgets that correspond directly to the project scopes;
Total capital 13,418 = Consideration of project alternatives that are within the project budgets;
0&M expenditures = Inclusion of reasonable and responsible mitigation measures based on specific,
Sounder commuter rail 206 significant adverse environmental impacts clearly identified in environmental
ST Express bus 232 documents, and which are attributable to those impacts;
Linklight _ra” o 292 = Baselining of the project scope, mitigation measures and budget following the
System-wide activities ol Board's decision at the conclusion of the environmental process;
Total 0&M 1,871

= Confirmation and re-alignment of project scope and budget at each major
Other project development milestone (e.g., completion of preliminary engineering);
Debt service 1,835 - ) ) )

_ = Addition of partner-financed enhancements to the baseline scope, provided the

Contributions to reserves 708

addition does not negatively affect Sound Transit's project scope, schedule and

Contribution to system-wide budget; and

[l oGiErs = Project budgets can be increased to incorporate enhancements above and

beyond the baseline scope only through a two-thirds majority vote of the Sound

Transit Board.
Table 10: Sources of funds”

The capital cost estimates for the ST2 Plan were developed using standard cost-
Sources of funds

estimating techniques common in the transit industry and recommended by the

Sound Move taxes 2,301 Federal Transit Administration. They also reflect Sound Transit's experience in
ST2 sales & use tax 7,752 designing and building comparable facilities in the Central Puget Sound region.
Federal grants 895 Sound Transit's cost estimating methods were reviewed by an independent Expert
Bonds 6,522 Review Panel that was appointed by the State of Washington. Table 9 summarizes
Fares & other operating revenues 219 the estimated cost of building out the ST2 system and operating and maintaining
Interest 143 all of the services contained in the ST2 Plan.
Total sources 17.832 Table 10 summarizes the revenues that are anticipated to be used to pay for the
' ST2 Plan.
* Al figures in millions of year-of-expenditure dollars For a more detailed sources and uses of funds summary — including explanatory

(2009-2023, includes inflation).

: _ notes and distribution of sources and uses by subarea — see Appendix A.
Figures may not add exactly due to rounding.
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Risk assessment

Building a complex regional transit system over an extended period involves risk. Those risks and
Sound Transit's approach to addressing them are summarized below.

Tax base growth risks: The plan requires projections of revenue collections over an extended
period. The agency relies on an independent revenue forecast that has been reviewed by the
State’s Expert Review Panel. That forecast projects sales tax revenues to grow at 4.76 percent
annually from 2009-2023, compared to a 6.4 percent annual growth from 1980-2005.

Federal funds risk: The ST2 financial plan assumes $895 million in federal funds. This assumption
is based on an overall seven percent federal share of the ST2 capital program, compared with a 31
percent share for Sound Move. However, federal funds are contingent upon future Congressional
authorization and may vary from initial ST2 projections due to federal fiscal conditions, timing of
ST2 projects and competition from other transportation projects nationwide.

Costs risks: With the exception of the light rail extension from the University of Washington

to Northgate, ST2 is based on conceptual engineering estimates. The risks for costs to grow
beyond initial estimates include: faster than anticipated growth in construction costs; faster than
anticipated growth in real estate values; the addition of new required elements or projects not
currently included in the plan; and more expensive alignments or station locations than included
in the plan. The Sound Transit Board will closely monitor and manage project scope and cost risks
to minimize cost increases. In addition, the ST2 Plan includes contingencies within the project
budgets that allow for uncertainties and unforeseen conditions that arise during the design and
construction of the projects.

The ST2 financial plan also contains additional contingency to deal with revenue shortfalls or
cost increases. The agency plans to maintain a 50 percent annual contingency (after payment of
operating expense) above the amount necessary to pay debt service (1.5x net coverage policy).
In the event that a subarea’s revenues are insufficient to cover its costs, the agency’s currently
approved policies provide the Sound Transit Board with these options:

Modify the scope of the projects;

Use excess subarea financial capacity and/or inter-subarea loans;

Extend the time to complete the system; or

Seek legislative authorization and voter approval for additional resources.
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The Puget Sound region is a dynamic
economic engine that would benefit
from reliable, safe and sustainable
transit investment to maintain its vitality
well into the future.

The ST2 Plan includes contingencies
within the project budgets that allow
for uncertainties and unforeseen
conditions that arise during the design
and construction of the projects.
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Sounder commuter rail service between
Everett and Seattle, with service to
Mukilteo and Edmonds, runs along the
shores of Puget Sound.

32

Local tax revenue generated

in each of Sound Transit's five subareas
/generally will be used on Sound Transit projects
and operations that benefit that subarea.

Financial policies

The ST2 financial plan is based on the following principles, which are documented in the agency’s
financial policies and included as Appendix B. The financial policies also reflect the framework for
completing ST2 and provide tools for the Sound Transit Board to respond to future conditions. For
more detailed revenue and expenditure information, see Appendix A.

Distributing revenues equitably: Local tax revenue generated in each of Sound Transit's five
subareas generally will be used on Sound Transit projects and operations that benefit that
subarea. Subareas may fund projects or services located outside of the geographic boundary of
the subarea when the project benefits the residents and businesses of the funding subarea.

Financial management: To effectively manage voter-approved revenues and to efficiently manage
the transit system, Sound Transit will maintain policies for debt and investment management, risk
management, capital replacement, fares and operating expenses and grants management.

Public accountability: Sound Transit will hire independent auditors and appoint a citizen
oversight committee to monitor Sound Transit performance in carrying out its public commitments.

Voter approval requirement: The Sound Transit Board recognizes that the taxes approved

by voters are intended to implement the system and to provide permanent funding for future
operations, maintenance, capital replacement and debt service for voter-approved projects,
programs and services. The Board has the authority to fund those future costs through a
continuation of the local taxes authorized by the voters. However, the Board pledges that after the
voter-approved plan is completed, subsequent phase capital programs that continue local taxes

at rates above those necessary to build, operate and maintain the system and retire outstanding
debt, will require approval by a vote of the citizens within the Sound Transit District.

Sales tax rollback: Upon completion of the capital projects in ST2 and Sound Move, the Board
will initiate steps to roll back the rate of sales tax collected by Sound Transit. Sound Transit will
initiate an accelerated pay off schedule for any outstanding bonds whose retirement will not
otherwise impair the ability to collect tax revenue and complete ST2 or Sound Move, or impair
contractual obligations and bond covenants. Sound Transit will implement a sales tax rollback to

a level necessary to pay the accelerated schedule for debt service on outstanding bonds, system
operations and maintenance, fare integration, capital replacement and ongoing system-wide costs
and reserves.
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January 12, 2012

Dear Team Members:

We are delighted to welcome you to the East Link Collaborative Design Team. The City of
Bellevue and Sound Transit have been working to advance the East Link Project for several
years, and we are entering a new phase and a new collaborative working relationship that will
serve the growing needs of the region for several generations.

East Link is a critical project for the region, Bellevue and Sound Transit, providing mobility in the
Trans-Lake Corridor and connecting the largest employment centers in the region. East Link is
the largest ST2 project and will carry 50,000 riders per day by 2030. Over the next 20 years,
Bellevue needs to accommodate 17,000 new housing units and 53,000 new jobs. Much of that
growth will be Downtown, which is forecast to add over 12,000 new residents and 28,000 new
employees.

On November 15, 2011, the City of Bellevue and Sound Transit approved an Umbrella
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) for intergovernmental cooperation for the East Link
Project. The MOU establishes the Collaborative Design Process (CDP) we are beginning today.
The adopted alignment with proposed modifications on 112" described in the MOU offers
benefits to both the City and Sound Transit by providing grade separation from Seattle to the
Bel-Red Corridor and by providing the means for affording the tunnel alignment through
downtown Bellevue. The CDP also enables us to achieve our common interests of significant
cost savings while producing a high quality product.

The CDP depends on you for its success. We expect the CDP Team to continue the spirit of
collaboration established by the MOU to successfully advance the project on schedule and
within the framework contained within the CDP Management Plan.

We give our thanks and support to you, the team members.

Best regards,

Joni Earl Steve Sarkozy
CEO, Sound Transit City Manager, City of Bellevue
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Background

The City of Bellevue and Sound Transit have committed to working together in a collaborative manner
throughout the East Link Project final design process in order to achieve the joint goals of reducing costs
and delivering a quality project on schedule and in compliance with the applicable codes and
regulations. The City and Sound Transit executed an Umbrella Memorandum of Understanding for
Intergovernmental Cooperation between the City of Bellevue and the Central Puget Sound Regional
Transit Authority for the East Link Project on November 15, 2011 (“MOU”). The MOU directs the City
and Sound Transit to endorse a Collaborative Design Process (CDP) that will guide the cooperative
efforts leading up to completion of the 60% design plans and Sound Transit baselining in the 1* quarter
of 2014. This CDP establishes a decision-making framework following the principles described herein
and related to achieving the goals of the MOU. In the event of any conflict between this CDP
Management Plan and the MOU, the MOU shall prevail.

1. Principles, Goals, and Roles

Principles for the Collaborative Design Process

The Collaborative Design Process shall:

1. Provide a process and structure for timely, reliable decision-making: The CDP process and
structure is designed to allow informed decisions, in a timely manner, with certainty around
those decisions, at the lowest appropriate level of the organization chart. The City Council,
Sound Transit Board, and executive management empower the “Collaboration Team” (the
Project Management team) to make decisions in order to advance the project consistent with
the project schedule.

2. Utilize an integrated team structure at all levels of the process to facilitate collaboration:
Integrated teams of Sound Transit and City staff, with consultant expertise as needed, facilitate
communication and free flow of information; allow all parties to participate in project design in
real time; reinforce common goals and objectives for the project and design process; and reflect
the commitment to collaboration in spirit and actions.

3. Give full and fair consideration to all cost saving, design optimization, and design change
ideas: Staff and consultants shall consider ideas for cost savings and design optimization at all
levels of the East Link Project, demonstrated by a willingness to explore all processes, methods,
designs, and materials that have potential to advance goals and policy objectives. Staff and
consultants shall also consider design changes that advance project goals and are consistent
with adopted policy guidance.

4. Utilize adopted policy and shared project goals to guide decision-making: The Sound Transit
Board and Bellevue City Council each have an adopted body of light rail policy to guide staff
decision-making. Additionally, both parties have articulated joint project goals (detailed below)
to further facilitate a common basis for decision-making. The decision-making responsibility of
both parties is further defined in the Roles and Responsibilities Section.
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5. Utilize timely, best available, and transparent information as the technical basis for decision-
making: Technical information is a critical component to facilitating timely decisions and issue
resolution. Information and analysis should be accurate, timely, understandable to decision-
makers, and at a level of detail appropriate to the magnitude of the decision.

6. Support proactive communication: Parties shall endeavor to share information about the
project, processes, related efforts, or any other items of relevance in a timely and forthright
manner.

7. Provide meaningful opportunity for public involvement by residents, neighborhood groups,
business leaders and other stakeholders: Public engagement is critical to successful project
advancement. Sound Transit and the City shall jointly develop and implement a program, which
supports the project schedule, to inform, involve, and consider the public’s input as the project
advances.

Joint Project Goals: The MOU identifies the joint goals of reducing costs and delivering a quality project
on schedule and in compliance with applicable codes and regulations. While finding costs savings is a
critical goal of the design process, it is not the only desired outcome. The parties share a common goal
of developing a project with the best outcomes at a lower cost. The following non-prioritized list of
shared goals will help evaluate trade-offs and guide decision-making in the Collaborative Design Process.

A. Advance engineering design while exploring and accepting scope reductions, modifications and
value engineering options that result in material Project cost savings of at least $60 million,
provided that such reductions and modifications continue to support the goals listed in this
section:

a. Pursue cost saving measures at all levels of the East Link Project, including contracting
structures, construction methods, and standardization of materials;

b. Ensure high quality design while reducing cost;

c. Coordinate City and Sound Transit projects to optimize cost efficiencies;
Pursue innovative design solutions that meet the purpose, function, and intent of City
code requirements and Sound Transit design criteria while reducing cost, risk, and
complexity. Modifications to City Code and/or Sound Transit design criteria may be
considered when evaluating innovative design approaches so as not to preclude
potential solutions.

e. Design a system that can be efficiently and effectively operated and maintained.

B. Design a project that preserves environmental quality, is sensitive to the surrounding

community and integrates quality urban design:

a. Minimize adverse impacts on the natural and built environment.

b. Provide benefits, including access and high-quality urban spaces, to existing and future
residents and businesses;

c. Coordinate City projects to optimize community benefit;
Pursue sustainable innovations and design solutions that minimize operational impacts
and support principles of providing a healthy environment, community, and economy
into the future;
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e. Prioritize noise and visual mitigation in residential areas;

f. Evaluate construction impacts and risk when making design decisions, including
employing construction techniques that minimize significant disruptions to businesses,
property owners, and transportation networks.

C. Advance long-term, multi-modal transportation system development:

a. Improve transit mobility in the East Link corridor with a focus on ridership, quality of
transit service, and transit accessibility;
b. Meet regional transportation needs, including facilitating regional transit connections
from non-motorized and other transportation modes;
c. Pursue opportunities to advance local transportation objectives in coordination with the
larger Project, particularly those that avoid or reduce future costs for planned projects.
Engage project stakeholders at defined points in the design process to provide input on possible
design considerations. Provide useful and transparent information to the public about the
Project status, milestones, and opportunities as the project advances.
Develop a project that meets Sound Transit operational and performance requirements and
minimizes impacts to City infrastructure and operations.
Meet the objectives of the Project schedule, including major milestones, while allowing
adequate time for evaluation and reliable decision-making.
Advance design solutions that minimize risk for all partners.
Support regional and local land use goals and objectives.

Roles and responsibilities of parties

Sound Transit

Project owner and developer: Sound Transit is the Regional Transit Authority charged with
implementing high capacity transit solutions in the Puget Sound Region. Sound Transit will
design, construct, own, and operate the East Link light rail system and be responsible for any
and all future liabilities associated with East Link.

Project manager: Sound Transit is the Project Manager responsible for managing the East Link
Project to deliver an operating light rail system by 2023. Sound Transit is responsible to develop
schedules, scopes of work, administer and manage contracts, and be accountable for the Project
budget. The Sound Transit Board is the final authority for all Project decisions.

Procurement of services: Sound Transit will procure consultant services for all aspects of Final
Design, 112" design environmental analysis, and cost reduction workshops. Sound Transit is
responsible to administer and manage all contracts procured by Sound Transit, and direction to
the consultant(s) will be by Sound Transit.

Provider of services: Sound Transit is responsible to openly share project data and analysis to
advance the project consistent with the MOU and as requested by the City and agreed to by
both parties. Sound Transit is responsible to provide adequate staffing from the appropriate
level within the organization to fulfill the intent of the MOU and to participate in
complementary City initiatives, including but not limited to station area planning.
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Public engagement: Sound Transit and the City are jointly responsible for the design and
execution of a meaningful public engagement program throughout the Collaborative Design
Process. Sound Transit has lead responsibility for public engagement related to the design of
the light rail facilities and stations. The City will have an integral role in the outreach effort for
light rail facilities and stations, and Sound Transit will work with the City to define the City’s role
and to integrate the East Link outreach effort with the station area planning outreach program.

City of Bellevue

Investment and development partner: The City is making a significant financial investment in
the East Link Project, and as such, has an active role in project design, engineering, and decision-
making. Further, the City is a “client” of the East Link Project. It is being built within City parks,
roadways, and adjacent to major civic facilities. Bellevue residents, the business community,
and visitors will live with and utilize East Link for decades to come. The City is a representative
of community values and vision in the design process.

Permitting authority: The City is responsible for administering state and local land use laws,
development regulations, and technical codes that will apply to the planning, design,
construction and operation of the East Link Project. The City will exercise its regulatory
authority in review of permits and approvals related to the Project.

Provider of services: The City is responsible to provide relevant city-owned data and analysis as
requested by Sound Transit and agreed to by both parties. The City is responsible to provide
adequate staffing from the appropriate level within the organization to fulfill the intent of the
MOU. The City may, at its own expense, utilize consultants to assist in participating in the MOU
to provide additional technical expertise or labor support.

Related independent project owner and developer: The City is the project owner and
developer of numerous projects that directly interact with the East Link project, including but
not limited to 120™ Avenue NE, 124™ Avenue NE, and 15" Street Projects. The City is
responsible for all aspects of project construction, ownership, operation, and design for these
projects, except as otherwise required in permits or other agreements. The City is responsible
to develop schedules, scopes of work, administer and manage contracts, and be accountable for
the Project budget. The City Council is the final authority for all project decisions. The City is
responsible to coordinate the advancement of these projects with the East Link Project,
particularly to share information, identify opportunities to save costs at East Link Project
interfaces and raise issues for resolution in a timely manner.

Public engagement: The City and Sound Transit are jointly responsible for the design and
execution of a meaningful public engagement program throughout the Collaborative Design
Process. The City has lead responsibility for public engagement related to the City’s station area
planning program. Sound Transit will have an integral role in the outreach effort for station area
planning, and the City will work with Sound Transit to define their role and to integrate the
outreach effort with the overall public engagement program.
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2. Cooperative Procedures/Decision-Making Process

DECISION-MAKING

Sound Transit and the City recognize that it is imperative to put in place a collaborative structure that
can facilitate decision-making in a timely and effective fashion. This management structure, outlined
below and summarized graphically in Figure 1, is intended to support coordinated decision-making and
provide multiple opportunities and resources to make decisions and to identify and resolve potential
barriers. The intention of this decision-making process is that decisions will be made at the lowest
possible level of the organization chart. If they cannot be resolved, they will be elevated to the next
level.

Leadership Group. A Leadership Group will be formed and its membership will include three members
from the Sound Transit Board of Directors, three members from the Bellevue City Council, and as ex
officio members, the Sound Transit CEO, and the Bellevue City Manager. The role of the Leadership
Group shall be to ensure the CDP goals are met by providing overall guidance, timely decision-making
and confirmation of existing policy direction. The Leadership Group will meet on an as-needed basis to
determine issues of general policy consistent with the MOU and resolve issues consistent with the MOU
that are not resolved at the Steering Committee or Collaboration Team levels. It is understood that the
Leadership Group may not make decisions that are required to be made by the legislative bodies of the
parties.

Steering Committee. The Steering Committee is comprised of the City Directors of Transportation,
Development Services, Planning and Community Development, and the Deputy City Attorney, and the
Sound Transit DECM Executive Director, Deputy Executive Director for Design and Engineering, East Link
Project Director, and Staff Legal Counsel. The role of the Deputy City Attorney and the Sound Transit
Staff Legal Counsel is to provide continuity from earlier stages of the project and the MOU and provide
guidance in the creation of future agreements which may evolve out of the CDP. The Steering
Committee is to provide high-level oversight of the Collaboration Team and meet monthly, or otherwise
as needed, to engage and resolve key decisions necessary to keep the project on track. The Steering
Committee has authority to approve any changes to the Collaboration Team membership, as needed to
respond to project decision-making needs, and to approve the creation of additional Technical Working
Groups, approve team co-leads, and to sunset Technical Working Groups. Additionally, the Steering
Committee has primary responsibility for jointly selecting and directing the Independent Facilitator.
Decisions by the Steering Committee will be agreed to by both agencies. The Steering Committee will
elevate issues, as needed, to the Leadership Group for discussion and resolution. Meetings may be
facilitated by the Independent Facilitator, and each member is responsible for attending the meetings or
sending a designee.

Collaboration Team. The Collaboration Team has primary responsibility for day-to-day project
oversight. The Collaboration Team consists of the City and Sound Transit lead staff and an independent
facilitator:
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* The City members consist of the Bellevue Assistant Directors for Transportation, Planning and
Community Development, and Development Services; and the City’s East Link Program
Manager. The Sound Transit members consist of the East Link Deputy Project Director-PEPD,
Bellevue Corridor Lead, and Bellevue Segment Managers. Collaboration Team members may
change to most appropriately provide the expertise needed for decision-making during each
phase of final design; the Steering Committee is responsible to approve changes in membership.

e The Collaboration Team meets as frequently as necessary (but at least weekly) to keep the
project on track and is responsible for providing direction to the Independent Facilitator.
Decisions will be agreed to by both partners, and the Collaboration Team will elevate to the
Steering Committee issues that cannot be resolved at this level.

Independent Facilitator. The Independent Facilitator, hired and directed by the Steering Committee,
has direct responsibility for ensuring timely decision-making. The facilitator may organize and manage
meetings, develop consensus documents as needed, act as a go-between among participants (if
necessary), and suggest compromise solutions to avoid breakdowns in communications and working
relationships. The facilitator may manage logistics, information, and communication for the Leadership
Group, Steering Committee, and Collaboration Team. The facilitator may also work with staff from both
agencies to coordinate information sharing.

Technical Working Groups. Additionally, as shown in Figure 1, the collaborative process will be
supported by Technical Working Groups. City and Sound Transit staff will co-chair each technical group.
The co-chairs will report to the Collaboration Team on a regular basis. The Steering Committee is
responsible to approve the creation of additional Technical Working Groups, approve team co-leads,
and to sunset Technical Working Groups, as needed to meet the goal of advancing the East Link Project.
Initial working groups will consist of the following:

e Design and Value Engineering: This group will review design progress, identify possible cost

savings, resolve Preliminary Engineering (PE) comments, resolve other City comments, advance
design development and mitigation associated with the 112" design modifications, discuss
possible design changes, and participate in the VE process. The primary responsibility of this
group is to ensure adequate resources are available to support all aspects of the design
development in Bellevue (e.g. transportation, parks, public utilities, land use, etc.) and to reach
agreement on 60% design plans in the fall of 2013 that can serve as the basis of cost estimating
for project baselining and final land use approvals. Other deliverables will include: cost savings
evaluation, including documentation of cost savings ideas and resolution; proposed 112% design
configuration; integration of the Sound Transit art program (STart); value engineering at points
shown in the project schedule; review and comment on the design as it progresses;
identification of code amendments that may be necessary to facilitate design decisions for the
Code Amendment and Permitting Framework technical working group to consider; and
resolution of PE comments, and other comments received.

®  MOU Accounting and Cost Estimating: This group will work cooperatively to fulfill the financial

accounting tasks outlined in the MOU, including tasks identified in Section 4.0 City Funding
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Contributions for C9T Tunnel, and prepare the documentation to demonstrate completion of
these tasks. This group is also responsible to work collaboratively to jointly review the final
design consultant’s cost estimating deliverables, resolve issues, and identify elements and
timing for independent review of the cost estimates to improve confidence in the final design
consultant’s cost estimate.

Code Amendment and Permitting Framework: This group will work cooperatively to integrate

the Code Amendment and Permitting Framework into the CDP as described in Exhibit G of the
MOU. This group will also work collaboratively to develop the Permit Processing Plan for the
East Link Project as described in Exhibit E, Task 1.5, of the MOU. Deliverables will include:
proposed land use code amendments that allow for a consolidated land use permitting process,
accommodation of light rail and related facility uses, extended vesting, and a process for
administrative modifications for code requirements that are determined to be impracticable or
infeasible; amendments to other City codes as needed to resolve identified technical code
conflicts; and a Permit Processing Plan. The code amendment deliverables are intended to be
completed by December 31, 2012. Components of the Permit Processing Plan are intended to
be informed by the proposed code amendments and will be developed as soon as is practicable.
If the City Council approves land use code amendments that allow for a negotiated
Development Agreement (DA) for the East Link Project, this group will prepare the DA that
describes details of the consolidated permit process for consideration by the legislative bodies
of Sound Transit and the City of Bellevue including the project scope, vesting process, decision-
making authority, and the final Permit Processing Plan.

Private Utility Coordination: This group will work cooperatively to require private utilities

located in the City right-of-way to relocate. Deliverables will include a coordinated plan for third
party relocation.
Public Outreach and Government Relations: This group will develop and implement a plan and

schedule for outreach activities to the public and stakeholders, including regular reports and
briefings to the City Council and the Sound Transit Board. The group will establish a framework
for sharing information between agencies, informing and engaging the public, and compiling
feedback for consideration during final design. Deliverables will include: a community outreach
plan, a timeline for public input, a protocol for property owner communications, and a timeline
for Sound Transit Board and City Council briefings.

Station Area Planning: This City-initiated group will coordinate the City’s station area planning

with the ST final design process. The group will exchange schedules of when relevant decisions
are expected so that coordination can occur. This group will review concepts and develop
recommendations to address issues raised through the SAP process. Deliverables will be
determined once the schedules are exchanged since the CDP anticipates support of the East Link
schedule.

Decision-Making Process. Decisions will be made at the lowest appropriate level of the organization

chart where both parties can reach agreement on the decision. If agreement cannot be reached at a

given level it will be elevated to the next level. It is expected that most decisions will be made by the

Collaboration Team and/or Technical Working Groups. If the Collaboration Team cannot reach
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agreement, Collaboration Team members will each be responsible for briefing their organization’s
representatives on the Steering Committee in advance of the next Steering Committee meeting. The
issue will then be taken up by the Steering Committee at the next meeting with the goal of making a
decision at that meeting. Decisions that are not agreed to by the Steering Committee members will be
elevated to the Leadership Group. A Leadership Group meeting will be scheduled within seven days of
an impasse at the Steering Committee and held as soon as is practicable. All meetings may be
facilitated.

3. Organizational Chart and Staffing

See Figure 1 for the organizational chart. The staff positions on the teams shown are subject to change
as agreed to by the Steering Committee. The Technical Working Groups shown are those that are
anticipated at the start of the process and may change over time as determined by the Steering
Committee and/or Collaboration Team.
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Figure 1: Collaborative Design Process
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4. Project Schedule and Timelines

Figure 2 describes the project schedule.

Figure 2: Project Schedule

2012

2013

2014

Q1

Q2 | a3

Q4

Q1

Q2 | a3

Q4

Q1 | Q2

Task

CDP Process

Approve CDP Management Plan
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Endorse Configuration for Production Engineering

Confirmation of MOU

Public Outreach

Engineering Design

PE Comment Resolution

Cost Savings Workshop & Process

NTP Phase 1

10

Prepare Construction Packaging

Update Final Design Schedule

Develop Engineering Concepts

VE Workshop

eoo0 o0 (o
o0

NTP Phase 2

Production Engineering

Design Review Submittals (staggered over time)

o0

Complete 60% Final Design Plans

o
o0

Update Risk Analysis/2nd VE Workshop

Further Scope Reductions (if needed)

Baselining

City Requested Modifications/112th Design
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Visual Impacts

Sound Impacts

10
YY)

112th Environmental Complete
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Figure 2 Continued

2012

2013

2014

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Q1 | Q2 | @3

Q4

Q1 | Q2

Cost Estimating

ROM Estimates: Cost Savings/PE Comments

Update Estimates to include VE/112th

Prepare/Review 60% Design Cost Estimate

Land Use/Permitting

Review Codes/Standards

Submittal Standards

Establish Review Schedule and Timing

CoB Adopt Code Amendments

Integrate Permit Processing with Dev Agrmt

Station Area Planning

Station Area Planning - Coordination with
Project

Integrate Station Area Planning with Dev
Agrmt

Utility Coordination

Noticing Procedures Coordination Plan

Private Utility Relocation Coordination - Design

5. Process to Develop a Permit Processing Plan

The Code Amendment Permitting Framework technical working group will develop an agreed upon

Permit Processing Plan, as described in Exhibit E of the MOU. The permit processing plan may be similar

to negotiated permitting agreements the City has developed in the past. Items 1-3 below can be

developed by October 2012 to inform final design advancement. Items 4-5 are intended to be informed

by code amendments proposed by the Technical Working Group, and will be developed as soon as is

practicable, but will be finalized within 120 days after any code amendments for the consolidated

permitting process are approved. The plan will at a minimum address the following items:

1. Submittal standards, i.e. defining minimum acceptable content and quality, CAD standards,

formatting, and delivery method.

2. Submittal timing to allow adequate time to process and approve permits or reach related

decisions.

3. Turn-around times for City permit and plan review and for Sound Transit to provide response to

permit/plan revision requests.
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The establishment of permitting, plan review, inspection and other-Project-related fee
estimates for use in the 60% Project baseline budget and cost reconciliation.

The parties anticipate action on final land use approvals for the Project in the first quarter of
2014.

6. Design Development, Cost Savings, and Value Engineering

The Design and Value Engineering technical working group is responsible to lead the collaborative

efforts for the development of 60% design drawings, including resolution of PE comments and other

comments offered by the City on Project design and mitigation, and incorporating results from the City

Requested Modifications activities (Section 7), the Cost Savings and Value Engineering activities (Section

8) and other information as appropriate. The other technical working groups may support the Design

and Value Engineering technical working group as needed and may lead some of the tasks listed below.

The tasks associated with this work effort include the following.

Cost Savings Workshop

Design Standard and Code Review

Concept Screening

Concept Engineering

Construction Packaging

Value Engineering Workshop

Technical Working Group participation during production engineering
60% Plan Review

60% VE study (may break out eastside project into two to three workshops)
East Link Cost Risk Assessment

Prepare for Baselining Action at ST Board

The process for advancing design, identifying cost savings, and proceeding through the value

engineering process should include, unless otherwise agreed to by the Collaboration Team, the

following elements:

City staff and/or consultants integrated with Sound Transit staff and consultants, including
availability of a work space in Sound Transit offices.

Development of a design evaluation process, based on the joint goals described in Section 1 of
the CDP Plan, to facilitate full and fair evaluation of design options and trade-offs.
Development of a clear timeline for when PE comments and other City comments will be
addressed in the design development process (e.g. cost savings workshop, value engineering,
Early Work, or design advancement to 60%).

Agreement on a review schedule providing sufficient time for each party to review materials in
advance of providing input on design, technical, and other project issues; agreement on
minimum and maximum turnaround times.
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e Agreement on the level of information needed at different decision thresholds and/or at
different points in the design development process. When additional analysis is needed the
Technical Working Group shall identify the most appropriate agency to develop additional
analysis based on the technical nature of the issue and timeframe for decision making.

7. City Requested Modifications (112t Avenue SE)

The Design and Value Engineering technical working group will evaluate the City requested
modifications described in Exhibit E of the MOU. The City-requested modifications on 112" Avenue SE
are defined as “Option B: Flyover to Trench” in the 112" Avenue SE Alternatives Technical Memorandum
(October 2011). This design is the presumed configuration for the beginning of the cost-saving process.
The 112" modifications will undergo the cost savings evaluation (based on the level of design available
as of October 2011) along with the remainder of the alignment selected by the Sound Transit Board.
Once the project configuration is selected (anticipated at the conclusion of the value engineering
process), preliminary engineering on 112" will occur. Both the cost savings evaluation and the PE and
final design for 112" will consider the following objectives as described in the MOU:

e Design flyover to allow minimum clearance over the right-of-way

®  Minimize the elevated portion of the design as practicable and feasible

® Include permanent sound walls along the west side of the elevated portion
¢ Minimize the visual impact of the elevated portion

® Avoid the use of straddle bents where practical

If any audible warning systems are required for the 112" alignment, they will be evaluated by the
Collaboration Team, who will present a recommendation to the Steering Committee.

The final design process will include specific outreach to and participation by residents adjacent to and
along 112th as determined by the outreach plan developed by the Public Outreach and Government
Relations technical working group.

8. Station Area Planning

Beginning in 2012, the City will undertake a station area planning (SAP) process.

The SAP technical working group will meet on a weekly basis or as needed to collaborate on the SAP
process. Sound Transit will participate by providing staff for the group and sharing East Link project
design info, data and analysis to inform the City’s SAP objectives. City staff will provide relevant data and
analysis to inform Sound Transit’s final design. The Technical Working Group will review concepts and
develop recommendations to address issues raised through the SAP process.

The SAP process provides the opportunity for the City and Sound Transit to jointly engage the
community in a dialogue about station area concerns and opportunities. The City has lead responsibility
for public engagement for the SAP process; Sound Transit will have an integral role in the SAP outreach
effort, which will be coordinated consistent with the structure described earlier.
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9. Project Cost Estimate and Budget

The MOU Accounting and Cost Estimating technical working group is responsible to fulfill the financial
accounting tasks outlined in the MOU, including tasks identified in Section 4.0 City Funding
Contributions for C9T Tunnel, and prepare the documentation to demonstrate completion of these
tasks. This group is also responsible to work collaboratively to jointly review the final design
consultant’s cost estimating deliverables, resolve issues, and identify elements and timing for
independent review of cost estimates to improve confidence in the final design consultant’s cost
estimate. This includes preparing documentation at each appropriate stage of the cost estimate
development to have a roadmap of how the cost estimate was advanced from the values in the MOU to
the final 60% updated project cost estimate.

Per the MOU Section 4.2 (b), Sound Transit will formally provide the City with the 60% updated project
cost estimate, triggering a 45-day period in which either party may opt to terminate the agreement with
no further obligation. The cost estimate will be prepared in accordance with Sound Transit’s project
control and phase gate procedures and based on 60% design drawings following any necessary land use
approvals from the City. This formal provision of the 60% design cost estimate will be the culmination of
the City’s participation in the integrated team structure described previously. The goal of the City’s
participation in the development of the 60% design cost estimate and the opportunity for formal review
and comment is to ensure that the City has a clear understanding of the basis of the cost estimate and
confidence in the final 60% updated project cost estimate when it is provided to the City at Project
baselining. To achieve this goal, the City will have the opportunity to participate in the development of
the baseline cost estimate in, at a minimum, the following ways:

1. On-going, day-to-day participation in the cost estimate development as part of the Design and
Value Engineering technical working group. This work will be guided by the principle of an
integrated team, including the free flow of information between parties, City participation in the
development of the cost estimate in real time, and a commitment to collaboration in spirit and
actions.

2. Joint review of cost estimate deliverables as part of the MOU Accounting and Cost Estimating
technical working group: The City and Sound Transit will jointly review cost estimate-related
deliverables from the design consultants. City and Sound Transit staff will develop comments
and collaboratively seek resolution with the consultant.

3. The City may utilize a consultant to assist in review of the cost estimating deliverables, which
may include but is not limited to consultant’s deliverables, price checks of quantities and
materials, and independent review of cost estimates. Resources shall be used for betterment
of the project, with the goal of ensuring the City has clear understanding of the basis of the cost
estimate and confidence in the final 60% updated project cost estimate when it is provided to
the City at Project baselining.
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10. Reporting Procedures and Protocols

Sound Transit and City staff will coordinate and, as appropriate, jointly participate in briefings for the
Sound Transit Board, City Council, and the community to ensure timely information sharing using the
best available information. Each party will have different reporting needs and demands. Staff commits
to coordinate briefings using the following guidelines:

1. Information will be reviewed by staff at both agencies prior to briefings or public release. Staff
should work together to ensure that the best available information is released and to coordinate
the timing of the release.

2. Sensitive information, such as items exempt from public disclosure, will be treated as
confidential by staff of both agencies. The producing agency shall determine the appropriate
timing for release of sensitive information.

3. Every effort should be made to allow the producing agency to present their information in
briefings and at public meetings.

4. A copy of materials presented at non-confidential briefings will be provided to the partner

agency in electronic format.

11. Private Utility Relocation Coordination

The City has agreements and franchises with third party utilities that describe processes and notice
requirements associated with requests for relocation of such facilities for city projects. Sound Transit
and the City will collaboratively develop procedures for ensuring that notices and required plans and
specifications are prepared and provided to third party utility providers consistent with all applicable
agreements and code provisions. It is anticipated that such procedures will be developed by the end of
the second quarter of 2012. To facilitate development of these procedures, the City will provide a
summary of applicable notice and other requirements from those franchises or other agreements with
third party utility providers potentially impacted by the East Link project.
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East Link public meetings to date (April 18, 2014)
* Open houses with mailed postcard notification and print/online advertisements

Date Event Attendees
9/2006 Environmental Scoping: Bellevue ~210
9/2006 Environmental Scoping: Seattle ~105
9/2006 Environmental Scoping: Redmond ~60
9/2006 Environmental Scoping: Mercer Island ~60
3/2007 Route & Station Workshop: Bellevue ~160
3/2007 Route & Station Workshop: Seattle ~20
4/2007 Route & Station Workshop: Bel-Red/Overlake ~60
4/2007 Route & Station Workshop: Redmond ~70
4/2007 Route & Station Workshop: Mercer Island ~30
1/2009 EIS Open House: Redmond ~80
1/2009 EIS Open House: Mercer Island ~50
1/2009 EIS Open House: Seattle ~10
1/2009 EIS Open House: Bellevue (Downtown) ~175
1/2009 EIS Open House: Bellevue (South Bellevue) ~150
10/2009 Neighborhood Workshop: South Bellevue ~375 total
10/2009 Neighborhood Workshop: Downtown Bellevue

10/2009 Neighborhood Workshop: Bel-Red

11/2009 Neighborhood Workshop: Overlake

2/2010 Downtown Bellevue Design Alternatives ~170
3/2010 Mercer Island Preliminary Engineering Open House ~90
4/2010 Bel-Red/Overlake Preliminary Engineering Open House ~60
6/2010 112th Ave. Options Workshop #1 ~100
6/2010 112th Ave. Options Workshop #2 ~100
7/2010 112th Ave. Options Workshop #3 ~100
7/2010 112th Ave. Open House ~110
7/2010 Hospital Station Open House ~30
11/2010 Supplemental DEIS Public Hearing: Bellevue ~130
4/2012 Cost Savings Open House #1 ~200
6/2012 Cost Savings Open House #2 ~160
10/2012 Cost Savings Drop-In Session #1: Bellevue Way ~40
10/2012 Cost Savings Drop-In Session #2: 112th Ave SE ~35
10/2012 Cost Savings Drop-In Session #3: Downtown Bellevue ~40
3/2013 Final Design Open House: Bel-Red ~30% design ~115
4/2013 Cost Savings Open House #3 ~100
5/2013 Final Design Open House: Downtown Bellevue ~30% design ~70
5/2013 Final Design Open House: South Bellevue ~30% design ~110
6/2013 Final Design Open House: Mercer Island ~30% design ~85
9/2013 Final Design Open House: Seattle ~30% design ~70
9/2013 Final Design Open House: Bel-Red 60% design ~95
11/2013 Pre-Final Design Open House: Overlake ~105
2/2014 Final Design Open House: South Bellevue Segment 60% design ~70
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2/2014 Final Design Open House: East Main Station Segment 60% ~100
design

3/2014 Final Design Open House: Downtown Bellevue Segment 60% ~120
design

4/2014 Overlake Master Planned Development Permit Open House ~30
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tter Bellevue et al v. U.S. Department of Transportation et al

THE HONORABLE JOHN C. COUGHENOUR

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON
AT SEATTLE

BUILDING A BETTER BELLEVUE;
and FRIENDS OF ENATAI,

Plaintiffs,

V.

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION, FEDERAL
TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION; R.F.
KROCHALIS, in his official capacity as
the Regional Administrator of the FTA,
Region X; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION, FEDERAL
HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION; and
DANIEL M. MATHIS, in his official
capacity as the Division Administrator,
Washington Division, for the Federal
Highway Administration,

Federal Defendants,
and
CENTRAL PUGET SOUND REGIONAL
TRANSIT AUTHORITY (“SOUND
TRANSIT”),

Interested Party.

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS’ MOTIONS
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
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This matter comes before the Court on the parties’ cross-motions for summary judgment
(Dkt. Nos. 24, 28-29). Having thoroughly considered the parties’ briefing and the relevant
record, the Court finds oral argument unnecessary and hereby DENIES Plaintiffs’ motion (Dkt.
No. 24) and GRANTS Defendants’ motions (Dkt. Nos. 28-29) for the reasons explained herein.
l. BACKGROUND

Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority (“Sound Transit””) plans to construct an
extension of its light rail transit system between Seattle and the east side of Lake Washington
(the “East Link™). The East Link would cross Lake Washington and Mercer Island along U.S.
Interstate 90 from Seattle to south Bellevue (“Segment A”), travel north from 1-90 to downtown
Bellevue (“Segment B”), continue through downtown Bellevue (“Segment C”), travel north to
Overlake (“Segment D), and finally connect Overlake to Redmond (“Segment E”). (AR
004527.) The stated purpose of the East Link project is “to expand the Sound Transit Link light
rail system from Seattle to Mercer Island, Bellevue, and Redmond via 1-90 in order to provide a

reliable and efficient alternative for moving people throughout the region.” (AR 004539.)

ISLAND..

In connection with the East Link project, Sound Transit and Defendant Federal Transit
Administration prepared a final environmental impact statement. The Federal Transit
Administration found that the impact statement satisfied the requirements of the National

Environmental Policy Act and that the project satisfied Section 4(f) of the Department of

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANTS’ MOTIONS
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
PAGE - 2
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Transportation Act of 1966. (AR 011415, 011419, 011426, 011432-11434.) Defendant Federal
Highway Administration then adopted the final environmental impact statement for purposes of
that agency’s required approvals. (AR 017137, 017141.)

Plaintiff Building a Better Bellevue is an association of Bellevue homeowners, residents,
businesses, and neighborhood groups. (Dkt. No. 1 at 3 § 10.) Plaintiff Friends of Enatai is an
association of residents of South Bellevue neighborhoods along Bellevue Way and 112th Avenue
SE between 1-90 and Bellevue’s Main Street, along the Mercer Slough Nature Park. (Id. at 4
113.) In this action, Building a Better Bellevue and Friends of Enatai seek a declaratory
judgment that the Federal Transit and Highway Administrations were arbitrary and capricious
and failed to comply with federal law when they found that the East Link final environmental
impact statement satisfied the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act and that
the project satisfied Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act.

1. DISCUSSION

A. National Environmental Policy Act

The National Environmental Policy Act “is a purely procedural statute.” Neighbors of
Cuddy Mountain v. Alexander (“Cuddy Mountain 11””), 303 F.3d 1059, 1070 (9th Cir. 2002). It
“does not mandate particular results, but simply provides the necessary process to ensure that
federal agencies take a ‘hard look’ at the environmental consequences of their actions.”
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe v. U.S. Forest Serv., 177 F.3d 800, 814 (9th Cir. 1999) (per curiam)
(quoting Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 350 (1989)) (quotation
marks omitted). One aspect of that process is the mandated preparation of an environmental
impact statement for “major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the human
environment.” 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C). “The goal of [the Act] is two-fold: (1) to ensure that the
agency will have detailed information on significant environmental impacts when it makes
decisions; and (2) to guarantee that this information will be available to a larger audience.”

Cuddy Mountain I1, 303 F.3d at 1063.
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Courts assess the adequacy of an environmental impact statement under “a ‘rule of
reason’ that does not materially differ from an ‘arbitrary and capricious’ review.” Id. at 1071.
The relevant inquiry is whether the impact statement contains a “reasonably thorough discussion
of the significant aspects of probable environmental consequences.” Neighbors of Cuddy
Mountain v. U.S. Forest Serv. (“Cuddy Mountain 1””), 137 F.3d 1372, 1376 (9th Cir. 1998)
(quotation marks omitted). If the court is “satisfied that an agency’s exercise of discretion is truly
informed, [the court] must defer to that informed discretion.” Greenpeace Action v. Franklin, 14
F.3d 1324, 1332 (9th Cir. 1992) (quotation marks and indications of alteration omitted).

1. Failure To Address Reasonable Alternatives

An environmental impact statement “shall inform decisionmakers and the public of the
reasonable alternatives [for a project] which would avoid or minimize adverse impacts or
enhance the quality of the human environment.” 40 C.F.R. § 1502.1. It must “[r]igorously
explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives”—i.e., “alternatives that are
‘reasonably related to the purposes of the project’”—and, “for alternatives which were
eliminated from detailed study, briefly discuss the reasons for their having been eliminated.” 40
C.F.R. 8 1502.14(a); League of Wilderness Defenders-Blue Mountains Biodiversity Project v.
U.S. Forest Serv., 689 F.3d 1060, 1069 (9th Cir. 2012) (quoting Westlands Water Dist. v. U.S.
Dep 't of Interior, 376 F.3d 853, 868 (9th Cir. 2004)). An impact statement’s consideration of
alternatives is sufficient “if it considers an appropriate range of alternatives, even if it does not
consider every available alternative.” Headwaters, Inc. v. Bureau of Land Mgmt., 914 F.2d 1174,
1181 (9th Cir. 1990); see Vt. Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v. Natural Res. Def. Council, Inc.,
435 U.S. 519, 551 (1978) (“[T]he ‘detailed statement of alternatives’ cannot be found wanting
simply because the agency failed to include every alternative device and thought conceivable by
the mind of man.”). The Court reviews “both the choice of alternatives as well as the extent to
which the . . . Impact Statement . . . discuss[es] each alternative” under a rule of reason. City of

Carmel-By-The-Sea v. U.S. Dep 't of Transp., 123 F.3d 1142, 1155 (9th Cir. 1997).
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a. Segment B Tunnel Alternative
The East Link final environmental impact statement discusses six alternatives for
Segment B: five following Bellevue Way SE north from 1-90, parallel to the western edge of the
Mercer Slough Nature Park and to the residential communities of south Bellevue, and one
continuing east parallel to 1-90 on an elevated structure across Mercer Slough before turning
north to run parallel to 1-405 (the “B7” alternative). (AR 004652, 004659-4662.) All of the

alternatives are above-ground.
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Plaintiffs contend that a tunnel for Segment B was a seventh reasonable alternative that
the environmental impact statement should have considered. Sound Transit’s determination that
such a tunnel was not a reasonable alternative was not arbitrary and capricious. Sound Transit
considered and screened out a tunnel alternative during the scoping phase® of the project because
it did not meet Sound Transit’s criteria for tunnel candidates: locations with steep slopes,
physical barriers, inadequate rights of way, building density, and high train frequencies. (AR
004646, 020705, 020227; see AR 004642 (explaining that the voter-approved funding package
provides funds for at-grade or elevated alternatives).) A tunnel alternative would also have been
more expensive, risky, and disruptive, undermining several goals of the project.” (AR 004646,
020705, 020227; see AR 004636 (discussing project’s goals of providing financially feasible
solution and reducing construction risk).) By contrast, Sound Transit is considering a tunnel for
Segment C (through downtown Bellevue) because of the density of development and limited
availability of rights of way, and because the City of Bellevue executed an agreement with
Sound Transit to find additional funding sources to pay for the tunnel. (AR 020227, 004663,
004642 (explaining that the non-tunnel alternative for Segment C “is preferred if additional
funding and scope reductions cannot be found to afford the tunnel”).)

Nor did Sound Transit “fail[] to discuss and explain the reasoning behind eliminating
consideration of a tunnel within the [impact statement] itself.” (Dkt. No. 30 at 11.) The impact

statement explicitly addresses why a tunnel was considered a reasonable alternative for some

! “The purpose of the scoping period is to notify those who may be affected by a
proposed government action, which is governed by [the Act], that the relevant entity is beginning
the [environmental impact statement] process. This notice requirement ensures that interested
parties are aware of and able to participate meaningfully in the entire [impact statement] process,
from start to finish.” Coalition for a Sustainable 520 v. U.S. Dep’t of Transp., 881 F. Supp. 2d
1243, 1248-49 (W.D. Wash. 2012); see 40 C.F.R. § 1501.7.

? Plaintiffs’ substanceless assertion that “[i]t is . . . reasonable to assume that a tunnel
may be economical” (Dkt. No. 24 at 10; Dkt. No. 30 at 9) does not call into question the impact
statement’s operating assumption that tunnels involve substantially greater expense than above-
ground builds.
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segments (like Segment C) but not others (like Segment B). (AR 004646 (explaining that “[t]he
proposed route and station alternatives vary in profile as traveling at-grade . . ., in an elevated
configuration, or in a tunnel” and that, “[b]ecause of the conditions along the corridor, the East
Link Project is largely elevated or at-grade; however, tunnel alternatives were also considered in
Downtown Bellevue (Segment C),” and going on to describe the criteria for using tunnels).)
Thus, even if the concept of a tunnel had developed into a standalone alternative that was
nevertheless subsequently eliminated from detailed study, the environmental impact statement
would have satisfied 40 C.F.R. 8 1502.14(a)’s requirement of a “brief]] discuss[ion]” of reasons
for eliminating it. But since Sound Transit eliminated the tunnel concept long before it became a
studied alternative, even that brief discussion was not necessary to comply with the Act.

Adding to the reasonableness of Sound Transit’s decision not to include a Segment B
tunnel alternative in the final environmental impact statement is the fact that it also did not
include this alternative in the draft or supplemental draft impact statements, and of the hundreds
of comments it received on Segment B, none (including Plaintiffs”) suggested that Sound Transit
reconsider a Segment B tunnel alternative.® “[T]he very purpose of a draft [environmental impact
statement] and the ensuing comment period is to elicit suggestions and criticisms to enhance the
proposed project.” Carmel-By-The-Sea, 123 F.3d at 1156; see Dep 't of Transp. v. Pub. Citizen,
541 U.S. 752, 764 (2004) (“[Parties] challenging an agency’s compliance with [the Act] must
structure their participation so that it alerts the agency to the parties’ position and contentions, in
order to allow the agency to give the issue meaningful consideration.”) (quotation marks and
indications of alteration omitted). Had Plaintiffs objected to Sound Transit’s failure to include a
Segment B tunnel alternative in the drafts, Sound Transit might have had reason to discuss that
alternative in the final impact statement. But no one objected; Sound Transit had already ruled

that alternative out; and it was therefore neither arbitrary nor capricious for Sound Transit not to

® One person advanced the distinct and infeasible concept of a tunnel for Segments B—E,
based on his view of “the destruction of what trains do to an area.” (AR 008968.)
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reintroduce it in the final impact statement.

In their reply, Plaintiffs move to supplement the record with a declaration prepared after
the commencement of this litigation, purporting to show that Segment B meets Sound Transit’s
criteria for tunnel eligibility. The Court DENIES Plaintiffs” motion. Judicial review of agency
actions is generally limited to the administrative record. Nat’'l Audubon Soc’y v. U.S. Forest
Serv., 46 F.3d 1437, 1447 (9th Cir. 1993). “[C]ertain circumstances may justify expanding
review beyond the record . . . .” Id. (quotation marks omitted). Two such circumstances include
(1) when extra-record evidence is necessary to explain technical terms or complex subject matter
and (2) when the agency has “swept stubborn problems or serious criticism under the rug.”
Animal Def. Council v. Hodel, 840 F.2d 1432, 143637 (9th Cir. 1988) (quotation marks and
indications of alteration omitted). Plaintiffs argue the declaration should be admitted because it
“addresses technical, complex subject matter that the agency ‘swept under the rug.”” (Dkt. No.
30 at 6.) Not so. Early on in the scoping process, Sound Transit eliminated a tunnel alternative
for Segment B because it determined that Segment B did not meet its (easy-to-understand)
criteria for tunneling and would be riskier and more expensive. After that, no one resuscitated the
tunnel idea, so there was no further analysis to be done—Ilet alone to be “swept under the rug.”
Plaintiffs have not established the existence of circumstances creating an exception to the general
rule that “[p]arties may not use post-decision information as a new rationalization either for
sustaining or attacking the Agency’s decision.” Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Serv., 450 F.3d 930, 943 (9th Cir. 2006) (quotation marks omitted).

b. B7R Alternative

While Sound Transit was preparing the supplemental draft environmental impact
statement—and more than a year and a half after the draft environmental impact statement was
issued—the City of Bellevue requested that Sound Transit consider a variation on the B7
alternative, called the “B7 Revised” alternative or “B7R.” (AR 004640.) The two alternatives are

similar, the chief differences being the location of a new station and parking garage. (AR
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005232.) The final environmental impact statement does not consider B7R as a standalone
alternative; instead, it compares B7 to B7R in detail (AR 0045764577, 004670, 005231-5236;
see 011365-11414) and concludes:

With mitigation, B7R would result in improved traffic operations along Bellevue

Way SE compared with B7 which does not affect or change this roadway. B7R

would have greater residential displacements, property acquisition, visual, noise,

park, and ecosystem impacts than B7 []. But, B7R would have less business and

employee displacements than B7 []. The B7R [] Station parking garage would

result in visual impacts and require residential acquisitions, while the 118th

Station for B7 requires business displacements. Like B7, the B7TR Mercer Slough

Nature Park impacts are in areas of wetlands and wetland buffer. B7R would be

on a retained fill on the east side of Sturtevant Creek, requiring relocation of the

creek. Construction of B7R may result in higher ecosystem impacts along Mercer

Slough, the wetland areas surrounding the slough and Sturtevant Creek than B7 [].

(AR 004576-4577.) The impact statement also observes that ridership within Segments B and C,
and project-wide, would be 12,500 and 50,500, respectively, with B7R, and 10,500 and 49,000,
respectively, with B7, and that “the B7R modifications increase the project cost [by]
approximately $10 to $14 million [over] . . . B7.” (AR 004576-4577.)

Plaintiffs argue that the impact statement fails to adequately consider B7R. But the
detailed discussion of B7R versus B7 is more than sufficient to satisfy 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14(a)’s
requirement of a “brief]] discuss[ion]” of reasons for not considering B7R as a standalone
alternative. As the quoted text shows, B7R was not a clear winner over B7; it was better in some
respects and worse in others. It was entirely reasonable, then, to compare only B7, and not also
B7R, to the other six Segment B alternatives in determining the preferred Segment B alignment.
See Westlands, 376 F.3d at 871-72 (9th Cir. 2004) (Act does not require agency to consider
“every conceivable permutation” of alternatives); Headwaters, 914 F.2d at 1181 (agency need
not undertake ““separate analysis of alternatives which are not significantly distinguishable from
alternatives actually considered, or which have substantially similar consequences”); N. Alaska

Envtl. Ctr. v. Kempthorne, 457 F.3d 969, 978 (9th Cir. 2006) (agency need not “discuss

alternatives similar to alternatives actually considered”); see, e.g., Laguna Greenbelt, Inc. v. U.S.
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Dep’t of Transp., 42 F.3d 517, 524 (9th Cir. 1994); 520, 881 F. Supp. 2d at 1256-57. The
alternatives set forth in the impact statement, supplemented with a detailed discussion of B7R,
“permit a reasoned choice” and an agency “hard look,” and are sufficient to satisfy the Act.
California v. Block, 690 F.2d 753, 767 (9th Cir. 1982).

C. Alternatives to Light Rail

Plaintiffs also complain that Sound Transit failed to consider any modes of high-capacity
transit other than light rail. But the stated purpose of the project is to “[e]xpand the Sound Transit
Link light rail” to the east side. (AR 004625.) Plaintiffs respond that, by confining the purpose to
expanding the light rail—as opposed to high-capacity transit generally—Sound Transit
“unreasonably avoided consideration of other transit modes, such as bus rapid transit,” that might
have had fewer environmental impacts. (Dkt. No. 24 at 13.)

This argument is a non-starter. The choice of light rail over bus service was the result of
years of analysis and deliberation. (AR 004635-4636 (describing the process leading to
“Identification of Light Rail as the Preferred Mode™), 011416-11418.) A 2004 assessment
deemed bus rapid transit, light rail transit, and monorail appropriate for the east corridor. (AR
004635.) Around the same time, in connection with updating its long-range plan, Sound Transit
analyzed potential high-capacity transit projects, implementing an “extensive public outreach
process” to consider the alternatives. (Id.) In 2005, the board adopted an updated long-range
plan, which identified light rail and rail-convertible bus rapid transit for further consideration.
(1d.) 1t then directed staff to conduct additional analyses and feasibility and traffic studies, and
based on the results, “identified light rail as the preferred [high-capacity transit] transportation

mode for the East Corridor” in July 2006:

The Sound Transit Board identified light rail because it provides the benefits of
operating in an exclusive right-of-way separated from general-purpose and HOV
traffic. . . . Light rail in the East Corridor would [also] use the same technology as
the Central Link line and build on that investment. It would provide a higher level
of system integration by interlining directly with the Central Link line and
providing a direct ride between the Eastside, Downtown Seattle, and the North
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Corridor stations . . .. Light rail provides the highest level of ridership and the

shortest travel times of all technologies evaluated in the corridor.

(AR 004635-4636.) In July 2008, Sound Transit adopted “ST2,” known as the mass transit
expansion proposal, a package of high-capacity transit investments in the regional transit system
that includes the East Link project. (1d.) Voters approved ST2 in November 2008. (Id.)

Sound Transit’s decision to confine the purpose of the East Link project to expanding the
light rail system was anything but arbitrary. To the contrary, it was the result of a long, careful,
and deliberative process, and the light rail-specific purpose responds precisely to the
transportation problems that needed to be solved. See 23 C.F.R. § 450.212(a)(1) (allowing
agency to use planning processes of state and local transportation authorities to narrow and focus
purpose and need statements);* see, e.g., Carmel-By-The-Sea, 123 F.3d at 1155-57 (rejecting
Plaintiffs’ argument that the agency “preordained . . . the preferred choice” by “unjustifiably
narrow[ing] its statement of ‘Purpose and Need,’” observing that the agency’s goal was
“legitimate” and reasonable because it directly responded to the identified needs to “significantly
alleviate traffic congestion, reduce accidents and achieve other transportation goals”; “[t]hat the
Federal Highway Administration and Caltrans viewed Level of Service C as important and as the
most plausible project goal given the severe traffic problems along this stretch of Highway 1
cannot be said to be unreasonable simply because Level of Service D would have been a
‘tolerable’ alternative”). Because confining the purpose of the East Link to expanding light rail
was reasonable, the environmental impact statement was not required to study alternatives—Ilike

bus rapid transit—that did not meet that purpose. See City of Angoon v. Hodel, 803 F.2d 1016,

* Plaintiffs argue that “the local transportation planning process relied upon to limit the
purpose of the project to light rail took place prior to the 2007 adoption of 23 C.F.R. § 450.212”
and that “[n]othing in the 2007 regulations allows for retroactive application.” (Dkt. No. 30 at
19.) That the regulations explicitly approved the use of local planning processes to narrow an
impact statement’s purpose and need statements in 2007 does not mean that, prior to 2007, such
use was impermissible. In any event, the draft impact statement was issued in December 2008,
and the final impact statement was issued and approved in 2011—well after the regulations
authorized use of local planning studies to produce purpose and need statements.
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1021 (9th Cir. 1986).

2. Failure To Consider Cumulative Impact of Extending Light Rail to
Issaquah

An environmental impact statement must consider the cumulative impact of the proposed
action: “the impact on the environment which results from the incremental impact of the action
when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions.” 40 C.F.R.

8 1508.7. “[R]easonably foreseeable actions . . . include proposed actions.” Ctr. for Envtl. Law &
Policy v. U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, 655 F.3d 1000, 1010 (9th Cir. 2011) (quotation marks and
indications of alteration omitted). For example, when an agency issues a notice of intent to
prepare an impact statement for an action, “[the] action is not too speculative to qualify as a
proposed action . . . .” Id. (quotation marks omitted). On the other hand, when an action “could
conceivably” occur but “it is at least as likely that it will never” occur, the “future activity is not
reasonably foreseeable,” and its possible cumulative effects need not be considered. Headwaters,
914 F.2d at 1182. Courts “defer to an agency’s determination of the scope of its cumulative
effects review.” Cuddy Mountain 11, 303 F.3d at 1071.

Plaintiffs argue that the environmental impact statement should have discussed the
cumulative effect of the East Link project and a possible future project extending the light rail to
Issaquah. They point out that one possible alignment for such an extension would connect the
extension to the East Link around 1-90 and Bellevue Way SE and continue east along the
southern boundary of the Mercer Slough (as B7 and B7R would do). If such an extension were
ultimately constructed, they argue, then the southern boundary of the Mercer Slough would
eventually be impacted anyway, and so the East Link environmental impact statement should
prefer B7 or B7R over the other Segment B alternatives, since B7 and B7R also run along the
southern boundary, whereas the other Segment B alternatives run parallel to the western
boundary, as well as impact the Winters House and Surrey Downs Park (discussed infra).

An Issaquah extension that runs along the southern boundary of the Mercer Slough is not
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a reasonably foreseeable proposed action, and so the environmental impact statement
appropriately did not consider it. The Issaquah extension is the subject of a preliminary study
funded by ST2 that has not yet commenced. (AR 019886.) Voters would have to approve an ST3
or ST4 funding package before Sound Transit would even start seriously considering potential
alternatives and alignments. Even assuming the Issaquah extension were ultimately planned,
approved, permitted, and funded—a big if—it may not cross the Mercer Slough at the southern
boundary—and thus may not strengthen the case for B7 or B7R. (AR 020614, 020617-20618.)
In other words, such an alignment “could conceivably” be built, but “it is at least as likely that
[that alignment] will never” be built, and that Sound Transit will choose an alternative alignment.
Headwaters, 914 F.2d at 1182. The Issaquah extension—and the particulars about how it might
connect to the preexisting light rail system—are far too speculative and uncertain to merit

consideration in the East Link impact statement’s cumulative effects analysis.

3. Failure To Adequately Identify Mitigation for Affected Wetlands and
Wetland Buffers

The Act “requires only that an [impact statement] contain ‘a reasonably complete
discussion of possible mitigation measures.”” Kempthorne, 457 F.3d at 979 (quoting Robertson,
490 U.S. at 352). It need not contain a “complete mitigation plan [that is] actually formulated
and adopted,” Robertson, 490 U.S. at 352, and the mitigation plan may be “conceptual” and
remain “flexible to adapt for future problems,” Carmel-By-The-Sea, 123 F.3d at 1154; see, e.g.,
Laguna Greenbelt, 42 F.3d at 528 (discussion of impacts and “potential” and possibly
unsuccessful mitigation measures satisfies the Act). “[1]t would be inconsistent with [the Act’s]
reliance on procedural mechanisms—as opposed to substantive, result-based standards—to
demand the presence of a fully developed plan that will mitigate environmental harm before an
agency can act.” Robertson, 490 U.S. at 353.

The East Link environmental impact statement sufficiently discusses possible mitigation

measures to ensure that the agency fairly evaluated the project’s environmental consequences.
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Sound Transit commits in the impact statement to achieving no net loss of wetland function and
area on a project-wide basis. (AR 005018, 010624.) Its plan for doing so is to apply interagency
wetland mitigation guidance to identify compensatory mitigation sites—a proven wetlands
mitigation method—within the same drainage basin as the affected areas and to compensate for
lost functions in-kind. (AR 005018.) Although there are no existing approved mitigation banks in
the Kelsey Creek subbasin—a subbasin affected by the project—"“[d]uring field work, Sound
Transit determined there are several opportunities for wetland mitigation within the study area
close to potentially impacted areas that are expected to meet required mitigation ratios,” and
Plaintiffs have pointed to no evidence showing that Sound Transit’s expectations are
unreasonable. (Id.; see also AR 010626 (discussing four potential approaches to achieving
wetlands mitigation goal).) Finally, the Federal Transit Administration has made mitigation
achieving zero net wetlands loss a condition of its approval of the project and is requiring that
Sound Transit establish a monitoring plan to ensure the effectiveness of its mitigation measures.
(AR 011424-11425, 011430, 011478.) The impact statement’s commitment to zero wetlands
loss, made credible with a plan to use already-identified opportunities for compensatory
mitigation, and by the Federal Transit Administration’s conditioning approval of the project on
achieving that commitment, is sufficient to “ensure that environmental consequences have been
fairly evaluated.” Robertson, 490 U.S. at 352. The Act requires nothing more. See, e.g.,
Okanogan Highlands Alliance v. Williams, 236 F.3d 468, 476 (9th Cir. 2000) (that impact
statement’s discussion of “procedures for ensuring compliance with applicable water-quality
standards . . . are stated in somewhat general terms” does not render them “deficient” under the
Act); Carmel-By-The-Sea, 123 F.3d at 1154 (upholding “proposed mitigation plan [that] is
intended to be ‘conceptual” only”); compare, e.g., Cuddy Mountain I, 137 F.3d at 1381 (impact
statement deficient where it “did not discuss which (or whether) mitigating measures might
decrease the increased sedimentation in the three creeks affected by the timber sale,”

“suggest[ed] that the [agency] did not even consider mitigating measures for the creeks actually
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affected by the sale,” and failed to “provide[] an estimate of how effective the mitigation
measures would be if adopted, or give[] a reasoned explanation as to why such an estimate is not
possible,” and where “it [wa]s also not clear whether any mitigating measures would in fact be
adopted”).

In reviewing Plaintiffs’ challenges to the environmental impact statement under the
National Environmental Policy Act, the Court may not “substitute [its own—or Plaintiffs’—]
judgment for that of the agency concerning the wisdom or prudence of [the] proposed action.”
Or. Envtl. Council v. Kunzman, 817 F.2d 484, 492 (9th Cir. 1987). The Court’s role is limited to
ensuring that the agency took a hard look at a reasonable range of alternatives whose impacts on
the environment were discussed in sufficient detail to render the agency’s decision informed. The
final environmental impact statement here meets that standard.

B. Department of Transportation Act Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides:

[T]he Secretary may approve a transportation program or project . . . requiring the
use of publicly owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and
waterfowl refuge of national, State, or local significance, or land of an historic site
of national, State, or local significance . . . only if—

(1) there is no prudent and feasible alternative to using that land; and

(2) the program or project includes all possible planning to minimize harm

to the park, recreation area, wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or historic site

resulting from the use.
49 U.S.C. 8 303(c). Section 4(f) thus requires a two-phase inquiry: First, the agency determines
whether there are any feasible and prudent “avoidance alternatives” to the taking of protected
property. 23 C.F.R. § 774.3(a)(1). If no avoidance alternative is available, the agency must
approve the alternative that “[c]auses the least overall harm in light of the statute’s preservation

purpose” by balancing seven factors. 23 C.F.R. § 774.3(c)(1).

Here, the Federal Transit Administration issued a record of decision, adopting the final
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environmental impact statement’s preferred alignments for Segments B and C. (AR 011415—
11854.) Those selected alignments impact the following Section 4(f) resources: (1) the Mercer
Slough, a 320-acre park characterized by wetland systems and upland habitat (AR 005134), (2)
the Winters House, a National Registry of Historic Places property located in the Mercer Slough
(AR 005117), and (3) Surrey Downs Park, which contains athletic fields, play structures, internal
trails, open space, remnant stands of heritage filbert trees, and the King County District
Courthouse (AR 005134-5135). The agency determined that “no project alignment alternative
provided a prudent and feasible alternative that avoids all [Section 4(f)] resources” and that the
environmental impact statement identified all reasonable measures to cause the least overall
harm to those resources. (AR 011433; see AR 011433-11434, 005354-5358.) The agency did
not analyze the B7R alternative in its Section 4(f) evaluation because the proposal was not
sufficiently formulated when the environmental impact statement and Section 4(f) analysis were
prepared. (AR 005374.) The City of Bellevue and the Department of the Interior reviewed the
agency’s least-harm analysis and concurred with its conclusions. (AR 011631-11632, 015071—
15072.)

Plaintiffs claim that the Federal Transit Administration’s Section 4(f) analysis was
“arbitrary and capricious.” First, Plaintiffs argue that, “[b]y failing to take a hard look at a
Segment B tunnel alternative, the Section 4(f) analysis failed to consider a feasible and prudent
alternative that would avoid use of Section 4(f) resources.” (Dkt. No. 24 at 22.) But because
Sound Transit rejected the tunnel alternative during scoping, it was not a feasible and prudent
4(f) alternative that the agency was required to consider. See 520, 881 F. Supp. 2d at 1259
(“Section 4(f) does not require that the agency ‘circle back’ to reconsider an option that it has
already ruled out as imprudent.”) (quoting Safequarding the Historic Hanscom Area’s
Irreplaceable Res., Inc. v. Fed. Aviation Admin., 651 F.3d 202, 213 (1st Cir. 2011)). In any
event, Plaintiffs’ assertion that a tunnel-based alternative would not use Section 4(f) resources is

entirely conclusory. Indeed, in their reply, they assert that “[a] tunnel alignment would eliminate
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impacts to Section 4(f) resources, including at least the Winters House and Surrey Downs
Park”—thus apparently conceding that it would not necessarily avoid the Mercer Slough. (Dkt.
No. 30 at 27; see also Dkt. No. 24 at 10 (asserting that “[a] tunnel alternative would [only] likely
avoid impacts to many Section 4(f) resources”) (emphasis added).)

Plaintiffs next argue that B7 and B7R are “avoidance alternatives” to the preferred and
adopted Segment B alignment, since B7 and B7R, unlike the adopted alignment, would
completely avoid use of the Winters House and Surrey Downs Park. The agency did not see it
this way. In its view, since all the Segment B alternatives (including B7 and B7R) impacted the
Mercer Slough in one way or another, none of the alternatives was an “avoidance alternative”—
i.e., an alternative that avoided use of 4(f) properties altogether—and so the agency proceeded to
the second phase of the inquiry and approved one of the alternatives that caused the “least overall
harm.” The agency’s decision not to treat alternatives that would use the Mercer Slough as
avoidance alternatives was neither arbitrary nor capricious. See 23 C.F.R. § 774.17 (defining
“feasible and prudent avoidance alternative” as an alternative that “avoids using Section 4(f)
property,” and describing the § 774.3(a)(1) avoidance alternative analysis as one that “search[es]
for feasible and prudent alternatives that avoid Section 4(f) properties altogether’) (emphasis
added). What is arbitrary is Plaintiffs’ proposed 4(f) analysis—which would count an alternative
as an “avoidance alternative” because it avoids some, but not all, Section 4(f) properties, thus
immunizing it from a “least overall harm” comparison with the other alternatives. See, e.g.,
Druid Hills Civic Ass’n, Inc. v. Fed. Highway Admin., 772 F.2d 700, 715 (11th Cir. 1985).

Plaintiffs next argue that, even if B7 and B7R are not “avoidance alternatives,” “the
[agency]’s conclusion that the preferred . . . alternative would result in less harm to Section 4(f)
resources than [the B7 or B7R] alternatives . . . arbitrarily failed to balance in favor of
preservation and instead skewed the balance in favor of a possible slight increase in ridership and
slight decrease in cost.” (Dkt. No. 24 at 23.) First, as discussed, the agency did not consider the

B7R alternative in its Section 4(f) analysis because the proposal was not sufficiently formulated
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when the final environmental impact statement and Section 4(f) analysis were prepared. As for
B7, areview of the agency’s analysis belies Plaintiffs’ contention that the agency arbitrarily
tipped the Section 4(f) factors against that alternative. The agency carefully considered the seven
factors: Using the seven criteria, it prepared a matrix examining all possible permutations of
Segment B and C options for a total of thirty-five alternatives. (AR 005361, 005385-5390.)
From those thirty-five options, it identified eleven that caused the least overall harm, and it chose
its preferred alignments for Segments B and C from among those eleven. (AR 005384.)

B7 was not among the eleven “least harmful” options. That is because the combinations
of B7 with the various Segment C alternatives were generally more expensive and less
accessible, and significantly reduced ridership in Segments B and C, thus scoring lower on the
factor of “degree to which each alternative meets the purpose and need for the project” and, at
best, no better on the factor of “[s]ubstantial differences in costs among the alternatives.” 23
C.F.R.8§774.3(c)(1)(v) & (vii). (AR 005375, 005378-5381, 005383.) The B7 combinations also
scored equally to or lower than other Segment B options on “[t]he ability to mitigate adverse
impacts to each Section 4(f) property (including any measures that result in benefits to the
property)” and “[t]he relative severity of the remaining harm, after mitigation, to the protected
activities, attributes, or features that qualify each Section 4(f) property for protection.” Id.

8 774.3(c)(1)(i) & (ii). That is because, while B7’s impact on the Mercer Slough could not be
mitigated to create a net benefit, other Segment B alternatives allowed for a plan to add to the
Mercer Slough up to three acres of land to replace the land permanently occupied by the project,
which is projected to yield a net benefit to the park.” (AR 005362-5365, 005367-5368.)
Similarly, post-mitigation, some non-B7 alternatives would “have a net benefit to Surrey Downs

Park” by “removing the King County District Courthouse and replacing the site with landscaped

> As discussed supra, the expected net benefit to the Mercer Slough from compensatory
mitigation is not, contrary to Plaintiffs’ contention, “unfounded,” “conclusory,” or “speculative.”
(Dkt. No. 30 at 5, 30-31.)
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park grounds”—something the B7 combinations could not offer. (AR 005366, 005368.) And
post-mitigation, non-B7 alternatives (unlike B7) are projected to yield a net benefit to the
Winters House by providing “more historically appropriate landscaping” and “new interpretive
signage.” (AR 005367-5368.)

Plaintiffs appear to believe that the only acceptable outcome of the Section 4(f) analysis
was the emergence of B7 as the winner, since B7 would permanently impact fewer acres of the
Mercer Slough and avoid any impact to the Winters House and Surrey Downs Park. But
permanent, un-mitigated impact is not a factor for consideration under 23 C.F.R. § 774.3(c).
Without exception, the 8 774.3(c) factors direct the agency to consider post-mitigation impact,
including any resulting net benefits. Id. § 774.3(c)(1)(i), (ii) & (vi). And as discussed, post-
mitigation, the B7 alternatives fared no better than the non-B7 alternatives, and in some cases
fared worse because they were not projected to yield a net benefit. Thus, even if, as Plaintiffs
contend, “the balance must always be struck in favor of preservation of the Section 4(f)

properties” and “the balance must . . . give paramount importance to preservation” (Dkt. No. 30

at 28, 30), there is no indication that the agency failed to strike the balance in favor of
preservation here.

Finally, for the same reasons the environmental impact statement was not required to
consider the cumulative impact of the possible Issaquah extension—with its possible alignment
along the southern boundary of the Mercer Slough—the agency was not required to consider that
impact in its Section 4(f) evaluation.

I1l.  CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the Court GRANTS Sound Transit’s and Defendants’ motions
for summary judgment (Dkt. Nos. 28-29) and DENIES Plaintiffs’ motion for summary judgment
(Dkt. No. 24).

I
I
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DATED this 7th day of March 2013.
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Record of Decision (ROD) Committments

ROD
Reference

No. Issue ID Project Name Commitment Type Description Current Work Item Type Path
During construction, the existing South Bellevue park-and-ride lot will either be partially or fully
closed. Measures to mitigate the loss of parking at this location will, where deemed needed and
effective to address adverse impacts, include the following: 4) Provide a temporary transit center at a
nearby off-street location. Requirement will be included in specs or
1 19482 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Transportation/Traffic other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

During construction, the existing South Bellevue park-and-ride lot will either be partially or fully
closed. Measures to mitigate the loss of parking at this location will, where deemed needed and
effective to address adverse impacts, include the following: 1) Route transit riders that use this
location to available spaces at nearby park-and-ride lots, such as the Eastgate Park-and-Ride Lot.
2) Lease parking lots and/or new parking areas within the vicinity of the closed park-and-ride lot.
The South Bellevue Park-and-Ride Lot is predicted to be either partially closed or fully closed during
construction. For this and other transit centers impacted during construction, Sound Transit will work
with King County Metro and private transit service providers to revise transit service and minimize
disruptions to bus facilities and service. Measures to minimize impacts to transit service will, where
deemed needed and effective to address adverse impacts, include the following: 3) Relocate transit
stops to adjacent streets. 5) Revise transit services by rerouting buses where appropriate. 6) Post
informative signage before construction at existing transit stops that will be affected by construction

activities. Requirement will be included in specs or

2 19483 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Transportation/Traffic other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
Sound Transit will perform any measures that may be identified by the Federal Highway

3 19484 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Transportation/Traffic Administration's Interchange Justification Report and environmental Record of Decision. Iltem sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

During East Link construction, Sound Transit will coordinate with the Washington State Department
of Transportation (WSDOT) on incident management, construction staging, and traffic control where
the light rail construction might affect freeway traffic. Sound Transit will also coordinate with WSDOT
4 19485 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Transportation/Traffic to disseminate construction closure information to the public as needed. No action taken this quarter Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
Arterial and local street mitigation will be implemented where deemed effective to address adverse
impacts at intersections where the intersection LOS with the East Link Project is predicted to
degrade to levels that do not meet the LOS standards of the jurisdiction and are predicted to operate
worse than the No Build Alternative. Final mitigation will be coordinated with each affected Requirement will be included in specs or
5 19486 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Transportation/Traffic jurisdiction through subsequent phases of this project. other documents Iltem sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

Hide-and-Ride: Mitigation for potential hide-and-ride activities near stations and the best ways to
mitigate such activities are specific to each area surrounding a station. At the South Bellevue Station
the parking analysis determined a low potential for hide-and-ride impacts. However, given the
locations of this station, Sound Transit will evaluate hide-and-ride impacts within one year of East
Link commencing operations. If impacts are determined, Sound Transit will implement appropriate
mitigation measures as discussed in this section. For the South Bellevue station, inventory of
existing on-street parking will be conducted prior to closure to the South Bellevue park-and-ride lot.
These inventories will document the current on-street parking supply within a one-quarter-mile radius
of the station. Based on the inventory results, Sound Transit and the local jurisdiction will work with
the affected stakeholders to identify and implement appropriate mitigation measures, if necessary.
Parking control measures would, when deemed needed and effective to address adverse impacts,
consist of parking meters, restricted parking signage, passenger and truck load zones, and
residential parking zone (RPZ) signage. Other parking mitigation strategies could include promotion
of alternative transportation services (e.g., encourage the use of bus transit, vanpool or carpool
services, walking, or bicycle riding). For parking controls agreed to with the local jurisdiction and
community, Sound Transit will be responsible for the cost of installing the signage or other parking
controls and any expansion of the parking controls for one year after opening the light rail system.
The local jurisdictions will be responsible for monitoring the parking controls and providing all
enforcement and maintenance of the parking controls. The local residents will be responsible for any
6 19487 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Transportation/Traffic RPZ-related costs imposed by the local jurisdiction. Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
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Reference
No. Issue ID Project Name Commitment Type ipti Current Work

Traffic Control: All mitigation measures associated with the construction of the East Link Project will

comply with local regulations governing construction traffic control and construction truck routing.

Sound Transit will finalize detailed construction mitigation plans in coordination with local jurisdictions

and WSDOT during the final design and permitting phase of the project. Options for mitigation

measures are listed below and will be implemented, as necessary, to mitigate traffic impacts due to

light rail construction: 1) Follow standard construction safety measures, such as installing advance

warning signs, installing highly visible construction barriers, and using flaggers. 2) Use lighted or

reflective signage to direct drivers to truck haul routes and enhance visibility during nighttime work

hours. 3) Use temporary reflective truck prohibition signs on streets with a high likelihood of cut-

through truck traffic. 4) In areas with high levels of traffic congestion, schedule traffic lane closures

and high volumes of construction traffic during off-peak hours to minimize delays where practical. Requirement will be included in specs or
7 19488 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Transportation/Traffic other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

Traffic Control: All mitigation measures associated with the construction of the East Link Project will
comply with local regulations governing construction traffic control and construction truck routing.
Sound Transit will finalize detailed construction mitigation plans in coordination with local jurisdictions
and WSDOT during the final design and permitting phase of the project. Options for mitigation
measures are listed below and will be implemented, as necessary, to mitigate traffic impacts due to
light rail construction: 5) Provide public information through tools such as print, radio, posted signs,
websites, and e-mail to provide information regarding street closures, hours of construction, business
access, and parking impacts. 6) Access closures will be coordinated in person with affected
businesses and residents. If access closures are required, property access to residences and
businesses will be maintained to the extent possible. If access to the property was not able to be
maintained, the specific construction activity will be reviewed to determine if it could occur during non-
business hours, or if the parking and users of this access (for example deliveries) would, when
deemed needed and effective to address adverse impacts, be provided at an alternative location. 7)
Where necessary, the contractor would, when deemed needed and effective to address adverse
impacts, be responsible for providing parking areas for construction workers and at locations that
would not contribute to the construction traffic impacts. Requirement will be included in specs or
8 19489 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Transportation/Traffic other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
Sound Transit will provide non-motorized improvements at East Link stations, as shown in the
conceptual engineering drawings in East Link Final EIS Appendix G1. Sound Transit will work with
the local agencies regarding alternatives and stations that are located within the median of roadways
so that the most appropriate treatments are provided for safe and effective pedestrian crossings and
access. These treatments could include painted crosswalks or signals, street lighting, warning lights, Requirement will be included in specs or
9 19490 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Transportation/Traffic or signage. other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
During construction, Sound Transit will minimize potential impacts on pedestrian and bicycle facilities
by providing detours or clearly delineated facilities within construction areas such as walkways and
notify the public as determined appropriate by the project. Multiuse trails affected by construction will
generally be kept open for use, but detours will be provided when trails are unless they are closed for
short durations or in areas where a detour is not feasible. Public notification efforts will be conducted Requirement will be included in specs or
10 19491 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Transportation/Traffic for trail closures during construction. other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

During East Link construction, adverse truck impacts would likely be associated with business
deliveries on arterials and local streets near surface or tunnel construction activities. To minimize
these impacts, Sound Transit will work specifically with affected businesses throughout construction
to maintain access as much as practical to each business and coordinate with businesses during
times of limited access. During construction associated with 1-90, SR 520, or 1-405, Sound Transit
will coordinate with freight stakeholder groups by providing construction information to WSDOT for
use in the state's freight notification system. Sound Transit will provide information in a format
required by WSDOT and compensate WSDOT for any direct costs associated with use of the freight
11 19492 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Transportation/Traffic notification system for East Link construction. Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
No mitigation is proposed. As part of the project, Sound Transit will compensate affected property
owners according to the provisions specified in Sound Transit's adopted Real Estate Property
Acquisition and Relocation Policy, Procedures, and Guidelines. (Resolution #R98-20-1) Sound
Transit will comply with provisions of the federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Title 49, Part 24), as amended,
and the State of Washington's relocation and property acquisition regulations (WAC 468-100 and
RCW 8.26). Benefits would vary depending on the level of impact, available relocation options, and
other factors.
12 19493 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Real Estate Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
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E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St
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Air Quality

Noise/Vibration

Noise/Vibration

Noise/Vibration

Record of Decision (ROD) Committments

Description

To minimize or limit impacts on businesses during construction, Sound Transit will dedicate staff to

work specifically with affected businesses. Construction mitigation plans will be developed to address

the needs of businesses during construction and could include, but are not limited to, the following
elements: 1) Provide a 24-hour construction telephone hotline. 2) Provide business cleaning
services on a case by case basis. 3) Provide detour, open for business, and other signage as
appropriate. 4) Establish effective communications with the public through measures such as

meetings and construction updates, alerts, and schedules. 5) Promotion and marketing measures to

help affected business districts maintain their customer base to the extent possible during
construction. 6) Maintain access as much as practical to each business and coordinate with

businesses during times of limited access. 7) Provide a community ombudsman as a contact person

for citizens to present unresolved complaints about construction impacts to agency leadership.

For construction activities, Puget Sound Clean Air Agency (PSCAA) regulates particulate emissions
(in the form of fugitive dust). To comply with the PSCAA policy of preventing air quality degradation,
mitigation options are listed below and will be implemented as necessary and in accordance with
standard practice to control particulate matter 10 microns or 2.5 microns or less in size (PM10 and
PM2.5, respectively) and emissions of carbon monoxide (CO) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx) during
construction of the project. Several of these measures would also reduce GHG emissions: 1) Spray
exposed soil with dust control agent as necessary to reduce emissions of PM10 and deposition of
particulate matter. 2) Cover all transported loads of soils and wet materials before transport, or
provide adequate freeboard (i.e. space from the top of the material to the top of the truck) to reduce
PM10 and deposition of particulate during transportation. 3) Provide wheel washes to reduce dust
and mud that would be carried off site by vehicles and to decrease particulate matter on area
roadways. 4) Remove the dust and mud that are deposited on paved, public roads to decrease
particulate matter. 5) Route and schedule high volumes of construction traffic to reduce congestion
during peak travel periods and reduce emissions of CO, NOx, and carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e)
where practical. 6) Require appropriate emission-control devices on all construction equipment
powered by gasoline or diesel fuel to reduce CO and NOx emissions in vehicular exhaust. 7) Use
well-maintained heavy equipment to reduce CO and NOx emissions, which may also reduce GHG
emissions. 8) Cover, install mulch, or plant vegetation as soon as practical after grading to reduce
windblown particulate in the area.

The following other readily available mitigation measures could potentially be used: 1) Encourage
contractors to employ emissions reduction technologies and practices for both on-road and off-road
equipment/vehicles (e.g., retrofit equipment with diesel control technology and/or use of ultra-low
sulfer diesel). 2) Implement construction truck-idling restriction (e.g., no longer than 5 minutes). 3)
Locate construction equipment and truck staging zones away from sensitive receptors as practical
and in consideration of other factors such as noise.

Traffic noise impacts will be mitigated by sound walls, where determined to be reasonable. For
locations with residual traffic noise impacts caused by the project, residential sound insulation might
also be considered by Sound Transit.

Segment B: Based on noise predictions, noise mitigation will include a sound wall running
continuously from the elevated section on 1-90 to the retained cut section south of the Winters
House along Bellevue Way SE. A second wall will be installed just north of the 112th Avenue SE
intersection, on the west side of the guideway. Openings would be required for pedestrian and
vehicle access at SE 15th Street and SE 8th Street Special trackwork will also be used for the
crossovers. Approximately ten residences along 112th Avenue SE may also be provided with sound
insulation if the sound walls are not effective at mitigating all impacts. (See Exhibits A-2-Na, A-2-Nb,
A-3-Na, and A-3-Nb in East Link Final EIS Appendix H2) Sound walls and/or, if determined that they
are not feasible, other reasonable and feasible noise mitigation measures will be employed at those
areas where noise impacts have not been anticipated but are shown evident after operations
commence.

Segment C: Based on noise predictions, noise mitigation will include a sound wall along the west
side of the alignment beginning near SE 6th Street continuing past the East Main Station to the
tunnel transition. The wall may be located on a retaining wall to the west of the tracks, with final
placement determined during final design. This sound wall, along with special trackwork at the
crossover along 112th Avenue SE, is predicted to mitigate all impacts along this section of the
corridor.

Current Work

Item
Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents Item
Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents Item
Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents Item
Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents Item

Item Type

Path

sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
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Several different jurisdictions are responsible for the regulation of construction noise. Most daytime
construction activities will be exempt from the noise control ordinances. When required, Sound
Transit or its contractor will seek the appropriate noise variance from the local jurisdiction. Sound
Transit will control nighttime construction noise levels by applying noise level limits, established
through the variance process, and use noise control measures where necessary. The contractor will
have the fiexibility of either prohibiting certain noise-generating activities during nighttime hours or Requirement will be included in specs or
18 19501 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Noise/Vibration providing additional noise control measures to meet these noise limits. other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

Noise control mitigation for nighttime or daytime work will include the following measures, as
necessary, to meet required noise limits: 1) Install construction site noise barrier wall by noise-
sensitive receivers. 2) During nighttime work, use smart back-up alarms that automatically adjusts or
lowers the alarm level or tone based on the background noise level, or switch off back-up alarms and
replace with spotters. 3) Use low-noise emission equipment. 4) Implement noise-deadening
measures for truck loading and operations. 5) Conduct monitoring and maintenance of equipment to
meet noise limits. 6) Use lined or covered storage bins, conveyors, and chutes with sound-
deadening material. 7) Use acoustic enclosures, shields, or shrouds for equipment and facilities. 8)
Install high-grade engine exhaust silencers and engine-casing sound insulation. 9) Prohibit
aboveground jack-hammering and impact pile driving during nighttime hours. 10) Minimize the use
of generators or use whisper quiet generators to power equipment. 11) Limit use of public address
systems. 12) Use movable noise barriers at the source of the construction activity. 13) Limit or
avoid certain noisy activities during nighttime hours.
While the mitigation provided herein is based on predicted impacts, noise mitigation shall be
provided if, during construction, noise impacts occur for which mitigation is deemed necessary and  Requirement will be included in specs or
19 19502 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Noise/Vibration appropriate under FTA noise standards. other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
Other than as provided herein, no additional segment-specific construction mitigation is predicted to
be necessary for Segments A, B, or D during allowable daytime construction hours. Construction in
Segment E along SR 520 near NE 51st Street could require moving existing sound walls and, if
20 19504 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Noise/Vibration practical, these will be replaced early in project construction. No action taken this quarter Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
Minimize vibration at the Winters House during construction and prevent damage or limit to minor
cosmetic damage by using the following method: 3) Photograph and inventory the building to
establish existing conditions to determine if any damage is caused by construction, and repair the
building in a manner consistent with the U.S. Department of the Interior Secretary's standards for Requirement will be included in specs or
21 19511 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Noise/Vibration treating historic properties. other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

Project impacts on high-value wildlife habitats regulated by local agencies will be mitigated with
habitat replacement or enhancement. The type of habitat to be established will depend on the
affected species. The type of habitat to be replaced and mitigation ratios will be determined through
discussions with federal, state, and local permitting agencies during final design and project
22 19512 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Ecosystem permitting. Sound Transit will adhere to local ordinances regarding tree replacement ratios. Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

Sound Transit has committed to achieving no net loss of wetland function and area on a project-wide

basis. Sound Transit will apply the interagency wetland mitigation guidance prepared by Ecology,

United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), and United States Environmental Protection

Agency (EPA) (2006). Compensatory mitigation sites will be identified within the same drainage

basin and compensate for lost functions in-kind. The specific compensatory mitigation sites for

unavoidable impacts on wetlands will be determined during final design and project permitting.

Compensatory mitigation-to-impact ratios for replacement of wetlands will comply with the

requirements of the local critical area ordinances (CAOs) and the interagency wetland mitigation

guidance (Ecology et al., 2006). During field work, Sound Transit determined there are several

opportunities for wetland mitigation within the study area close to potentially impacted areas that are

expected to meet required mitigation ratios. Additional compensatory mitigation may be required for

impacts on existing wetland mitigation sites and will be determined during final design and project

permitting. There are no exi sting approved mitigation banks in the Kelsey Creek subbasin. However,

it is possible that a bank could become certified in the project study area in the future and could be  Requirement will be included in specs or
23 19513 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Ecosystem used to mitigate project impacts. other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

High value habitat areas disturbed in the construction staging areas will be revegetated with native

vegetation as soon as possible following construction. Sound Transit will update its survey of bird

nests during final design. If a bald eagle nest is found within one-half mile of the proposed

construction limits, a bald eagle management plan will be prepared. Under the Migratory Bird Treaty

Act (MBTA), nesting migratory bird nests cannot be destroyed during the breeding season. Sound

Transit will consult with the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service on methods to implement during

construction to avoid impacts on migratory birds consistent with the MBTA and the Bald and Golden

Eagle Protection Act, such as limiting clearing activities in the Mercer Slough buffer outside the
24 19514 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St Ecosystem nesting season for migratory birds. Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
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19515

19516

19517

19518

19519

19520

19521

19522

19524

19525

19526

19527

Project Name

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

Commitment Type

Ecosystem

Ecosystem

Ecosystem

Ecosystem

Ecosystem

Hazardous Materials

Public Service/Utilities

Public Service/Utilities

Record of Decision (ROD) Committments

Wetlands and wetland/stream buffer areas disturbed by construction will be protected by best
management practices (BMPs) and revegetated as soon as possible after construction. BMPs will be
implemented to avoid construction impacts on wetlands and wetland buffers. For wetlands to be
restored after construction, Sound Transit will conduct detailed site surveys to establish existing
topography and conduct hydrologic monitoring to restore topography. Restoration would include soil
amendment and vegetation replacement.

BMPs will be implemented to avoid construction impacts on aquatic resources. Except for the in-
water construction in Lake Washington, any in-water work will be isolated from adjacent waters using
a coffer dam or other suitable technique. Such isolation is not necessary in Lake Washington due to
the type of work done there (welding or bolting metal jackets together). In-water work will be
conducted during approved in-water construction windows. Where ESA-listed species might be
present, stream crossings will not require in-water work and the project will not install infrastructure
below the ordinary high water mark (OHWM). Disturbed or temporarily cleared riparian vegetation will
be replanted with suitable native species. The proposed channel relocation of Sturtevant Creek
adjacent to the Hospital Station will follow guidelines found in the Integrated Streambank Protection
Guidelines manual (WDFW et al., 2002) and other current stream design documents. If over-water
construction is conducted over the Sammamish River during the migratory period of Endangered
Species Act (ESA)-protected species, nighttime lighting will be shielded from the waters below.
During final design, opportunities for regional management of project stormwater and on-site control
of stormwater runoff will be explored. The project design team will work with local jurisdictions to
identify opportunities to incorporate low-impact development features into the project. Stormwater
management and treatment principles of Low-Impact Development (LID) will be favored over
"traditional" stormwater treatment where practical.

For Segment B, the retained cut constructed near Mercer Slough will be sealed to prevent
groundwater from entering the retained cut but would allow groundwater to flow downgradient
beneath the cut. This would maintain the existing groundwater flow toward the Slough and sustain
downgradient wetlands and other surface water features.

Engineering design standards and BMPs will be used to avoid and minimize potential construction
impacts. Based on the review of potential impacts, the design and construction process will address
seismic hazards, soft soils, settlement, steep-slope hazards, landslide hazards, erosion and
sediment control, vibrations, and groundwater.

In order to mitigate potential impacts from all potential sites, including railroad corridor and crossings,
Sound Transit will perform a level of environmental due diligence appropriate to the size and
presumed past use of the property at all properties along the corridor before they are acquired.
Phase 2 Environmental Site Assessments would be conducted where appropriate. Where
responsible, Sound Transit will remediate contaminated soil and groundwater, including those
previously unknown and found during construction. To the extent practical, Sound Transit will limit
construction activities that might encounter contaminated groundwater or contaminated soils.

Sound Transit will coordinate with public service providers before and during construction to maintain
reliable emergency access and alternative plans or routes to minimize delays in response times.
Sound Transit will also coordinate with solid waste and recycling companies and schools if any
rerouting of collection or bus routes will need to occur. Postal collection and delivery and solid waste
and recycling collection will be maintained at all addresses.

The project includes design measures and coordination with utility providers and the public to
minimize impacts on utilities during light rail construction. These measures include potholing and
preconstruction surveys to identify utility locations. Sound Transit will continue to work with utility
providers to minimize service interruptions and perform outreach to notify the community in advance
of potential service interruptions.

Mercer Slough Nature Park: 2) Preserve a left-hand turn from Bellevue Way to Sweylocken boat
launch. 3) Relocate vehicle and pedestrian access point for blueberry farm. 4) Provide context-
sensitive modifications to the project within the park between South Bellevue Park and Ride and
Winters House, as agreed to with the City.

Mercer Slough Nature Park: 1) Acquire replacement land pursuant to Washington State Recreation
and Conservation Office (RCO) and Section 6(f) requirements (including, but not limited to, size,
quality and value) and consistent with the natural character of the park.

Mercer Slough Nature Park: 2) Restore temporarily disturbed areas to existing conditions. 3) Provide
temporary parking for users off Bellevue Way and south of the South Bellevue Park-and-Ride or as
agreed to with the City. 6) Maintain access or provide detours for trails, and maintain access to
Sweylocken boat ramp

Mercer Slough Nature Park: 1) Provide financial compensation for temporary use of land as agreed
to with the City.

Current Work

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents

No action taken this quarter

No action taken this quarter

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents
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Item

Item

Item

Item

sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
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E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

E320 So Bellevue to E Main St

Commitment Type

Cultural/Historical Resources

Noise/Vibration

Noise/Vibration

Record of Decision (ROD) Committments

Surrey Downs Park: 2) Design treatments of the retaining wall and fence along realigned SE 4th
Street in consultation with the City. 3) Coordinate with the City of Bellevue and community to revise
the Surrey Downs Master Plan to address the impacted areas.

Surrey Downs Park: 1) Provide compensation and/or replacement land to replace impacted acreage
within the park as agreed with the City. Replacement land would consist of acquired properties north
of the park along 112th Avenue SE.

Surrey Downs Park: 2) Restore the temporarily disturbed area with landscaping in accordance with
the Surrey Downs Master Park Plan. 3) Maintain overall access to the park by providing trail and
sidewalk connectivity through detours in coordination with the City. 4) Maintain public parking and
access for scheduled baseball/soccer fields (spring, late summer, and fall). Provide a barrier or fence
adjacent to the main construction area. 5) Improve south driveway to increase traffic flow prior to
closure of the north driveway.

Surrey Downs Park: 1) Provide financial compensation for the temporary use of land as agreed with
the City.

Sound Transit will perform a conditions assessment of the Winters House building to establish
existing conditions, including exterior and interior inspection.

Sound Transit will install vibration and settlement monitoring devices before undertaking ground-
disturbing construction sufficient to provide the necessary monitoring and measurements to alert
Sound Transit. Where called for, Sound Transit will adjust construction methods as needed based
on monitoring results.

Sound Transit will use specific vibration and settlement-reducing construction methods, to be
determined by Sound Transit during final design and construction.

If warranted, Sound Transit will build a construction barrier around the Winters House building to
minimize damage and minimize dust during construction. This will be determined by Sound Transit
during final design and construction.

Sound Transit will apply dust control measures during construction to minimize dust. After
construction, in consultation with SHPO, Sound Transit will clean the outside of the Winters House
building and windows in a manner sensitive to the historic property.

The Winters House will be closed during construction and Sound Transit will temporarily relocate the
EHC consistent with provisions specified in Sound Transit's adopted Real Estate Property
Acquisition and Relocation Policy, Procedures, and Guidelines (Resolution #R98-20-1); the federal
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisitions Policies Act of 1970 (CFR Title 49,
Part 24), as amended; and the State of Washington's relocation and property acquisition regulations
(WAC 468-100 and RCW 8.26). Sound Transit will work with EHC to find options for a temporary
relocation site and reimburse them for allowable moving expenses. Allowable expenses associated
with a second move back to the Winters House will also be reimbursed. For the duration of the time
the Winters House is closed, Sound Transit will provide information to the public regarding how to
access EHC during construction.

If any physical damage occurs to the Winters House building as a result of the Project, Sound

Current Work

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents
Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents

Transit, in consultation with SHPO, will make any necessary repairs consistent with U.S. Secretary of Requirement will be included in specs or

the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties.

Sound Transit will install standard methods of vibration reductions, such as resilient fasteners or
ballast mats, to reduce groundborne noise below FTA impact criteria. A floating slab will be
incorporated in the project, if necessary, to eliminate groundborne noise and vibration impacts. This
will be determined by Sound Transit, in consultation with FTA, during final design and construction.
Sound Transit will conduct vibration and groundborne noise monitoring assessment at the Winters
House within one year after light rail service opens to evaluate the operational performance of the
Project related to FTA impact ctiteria. If the assessment indicates that vibration or groundborne
noise levels are higher than the FTA impact criteria, Sound Transit will consult with SHPO and FTA
to develop a remedy.

Any changes to character-defining features of the Winters House resulting from the Project
(including, but not limited to: setting, landscaping, access, etc.) proposed to take place within the
Winters House National Register designation boundary plus an additional 50-foot buffer, shall be
developed in consultation with SHPO, City of Bellevue, and EHC. These changes shall be designed
to meet as closely as feasible, the U.S. Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties. In its response to consultations, the SHPO shall be afforded an opportunity to
review and approve any pertinent documents (i.e. plans, drawings, concepts, specifications, etc.).
Upon Project completion and prior to the re-occupancy of the Winters House, or at a time mutually
agreed to by the parties, Sound Transit will complete the approved changes within the National
Register boundary area.

Sound Transit will preserve, as practical, historic period plants in the Winters House National
Register boundary that will be affected by Project construction.

other documents

No action taken this quarter

Requirement will be included in specs or
other documents
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Record of Decision (ROD) Committments

ROD
Reference
No. Issue ID Project Name Commitment Type Description Current Work Item Type Path
Sound Transit will design, manufacture, and install one new interpretive sign. Said sign shall include
information related to the history of the Winters House and will be located on or near the Winters Requirement will be included in specs or
51 19542 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St House property, in consultation with the City of Bellevue, SHPO, and EHC. other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

On behalf of FTA, project archaeologists who meet the Secretary of Interior's professional standards,
shall prepare and Archaeological Resources Treatment Plan (Treatment Plan). The Treatment Plan
will guide the actions of cultural resources professionals during project implementation. The
Treatment Plan shall be developed, in consultation with SHPO, interested and affected tribes, and
other consulting parties. The plan shall: 1) Describe Project actions based on review of the design
plans and discussions with Project engineers (to clarify the extent of ground-disturbing actions and
design parameters that could affect archaeological resources). 2) Summarize the environmental
setting based on and with reference to the Technical Report, which includes area-specific subsurface
testing results. 3) Describe and implement a pre-construction subsurface testing program. The pre-
construction archaeological survey will target locations that are of higher sensitivity but currently
inaccessible (due to paved surfaces or other factors) or are currently privately owned. 4) Based on
the results of pre-construction subsurface testing and review of the project design, including
tunneling, excavation, refine probability zones and develop appropriate levels of archaeological
monitoring during construction. 5) Describe methods that will be used to recover and process
archaeological materials and information that may be deemed eligible or not eligible for listing in the
NRHP. Identify relevant research domains or questions that pertain directly to the history and
prehistory of the Project area, which would be reviewed as part of determining the eligibility of any
site(s) encountered during construction. 6) Develop an approach to communicate project updates;
review of plans, or reporting of fieldwork activities with FTA, SHPO and consulting parties, depending
on the nature and extent of recovered archaeological information. 7) Establish opportunities for
interested and affected tribes to review and comment on the draft Treatment Plan within 30 days and
offering to meet individually, or facilitating a meeting with multiple tribes, if appropriate. SHPO shall
be invited to all meetings between FTA, Sound Transit and Tribes. 8) Identify requirements and
procedures for final curation of artificats and information associated with any data recovery actions.
9) Discuss measures that will be taken to disseminate findings to the general public, depending on  Requirement will be included in specs or
52 19543 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St the nature of the findings. other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

FTA, in consultation with SHPO, interested and affected tribes, and other consulting parties, shall

prepare an Unanticipated Discovery Plan (UDP) that addresses resources other than those identified

by previous studies that are found during construction activities. The UDP will be attached to the

Treatment Plan and will be the basis for the construction specifications of the Project. The UDP will

include: 1) Archaeological resources not previously identified in the Treatment Plans. This part will

describe procedures to be followed by the construction contractors and Project staff, which ensure

appropriate consideration of archaeological resources if encountered during construction. It will

establish the formal process and notification responsibilities of relevant parties. 2) Treatment of

human remains, if discovered. This part will describe actions that shall be taken in the event that

human skeletal remains are discovered during construction. The plan will inform Project personnel

about the requirements implementing the State law relating to the inadvertent discovery of Human

Skeletal Remains under RCW 27.44.055 and RCW 68.60.55 and will provide Project personnel with  Requirement will be included in specs or
53 19544 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St a clear understanding of the subsequent process. other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments

Mercer Slough Nature Park: 4) Relocate blueberry farm retail use during construction. 5) Maintain

54 19838 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St blueberry farm operations and relocate Eastside Heritage Center during construction. . Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
Mercer Slough Nature Park: 7) Provide long-term mitigation, as required by Section 6(f), for land Requirement will be included in specs or

55 19839 E320 So Bellevue to E Main St deemed to be permanently converted from Section 6(f) use. other documents Item sites/legal/EC/ECTS/Lists/Committments
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FEIS AND ROD REFERENCES THAT ADDRESS THE CITY’S LAND USE CODE



East Link Project
City of Bellevue Land Use Code 20.25H FEIS/ROD Mitigation Reference Chart

STREAMS
Appendix E
LUC Item FEIS FEIS ROD/Mitigation
20.25H.055. Reference | Appendix/Backup Summary (ROD
C.2 (Section) | Report Reference Reference No.)
.. Existing 2.3.1, N.A. 22,25, 26, 28, 35
Infrastructure 2.3.2,
3.3.2,
3.4.2,
3.5.2,
3.6.2,
3.7.2.
3.8.2,
3.9.1
..adi Function/objective | 1.1.2 N.A. N.A.
of proposed
system
..a.dii Alternatives 2.3 N.A. N.A.
..a.v Cost Analysis 6.2 N.A. N.A.
..a.Vv Mitigation 4.8.4, Appendix C, 22,25, 26, 28, 35
49.4 Appendix H3,
Appendix |
..bli Minimize Impacts | 4.8.3, Appendix C, 25, 26, 28, 35
to Critical Areas 49.3 Appendix H3
..b.ii Disturbance of 4.8.2, Appendix C, 22, 25, 26, 28, 35
Critical Areas 4.8.3, Appendix H3
4.9.2,
4.9.3
...b.iii Disturbance of 4.8.3 Appendix H3 N.A.
Salmonid Habitat
..b.iv Wetland/stream 4.8.3 Appendix H3 N.A.
crossings
..b.v COB Codes and N.A. N.A. N.A.
Standards
..b.vi Impact to aquatic | 4.9.2, Appendix H3 22,25, 26, 35
systems 4.9.3.
49.4
...b.vii Parking 2.3.2 Appendix G1 26
...b.viii Mitigation 2.5,4.8.4, | Appendix H3, 22, 25, 26, 28, 35
49.4 Appendix |




Appendix E

LUC Item FEIS FEIS ROD/Mitigation
20.25H.080.A Reference | Appendix/Backup Summary (ROD
(Section) | Report Reference Reference No.)
| Stream lighting 4.8.2, Appendix H3 26
impacts 4.8.3, Appendix |
4.8.4,
4.9.2,
4.9.3,
49.4
.2 Noise 4.8.4, Appendix H3 18, 19, 29
minimization 49.4 Appendix |
.3 Stream Protection | 4.8.4, Appendix H3 14, 25, 26, 29, 30
from Toxic Runoff | 4.9.4 Appendix |
4 Treated water 4.8.4, Appendix H3 N.A.
allowed in stream | 4.9.4 Appendix |
buffer
.5 Plant stream 4.8.4, Appendix H3 22,24, 25, 35
buffer with dense | 4.9.4 Appendix |
vegetation
.6 No pesticides, N.A. N.A. 25, 26, 29
insecticides or
fertilizers within
150 feet of edge
of buffer
Appendix E
LUC Item FEIS FEIS ROD/Mitigation
20.25H.080.B Reference | Appendix/Backup Summary (ROD
(Section) | Report Reference Reference No.)
. Stream channel N.A. N.A. N.A.
modification
allowed with
approved use
.2 Critical Areas 4.8.2, Appendix H3 N.A.
Report 4.8.3, Appendix |
4.9.2,
4.9.3
.3 Relocation of 4.8.2, Appendix H3 N.A.
closed stream 4.8.3, Appendix |
channel 4.9.2,

4.9.3




WETLANDS

Appendix E
LUC Item FEIS FEIS ROD/Mitigation
20.25H.055. Reference | Appendix/Backup | Summary (ROD
C.2 (Section) | Report Reference | Reference No.)
..ad Existing 2.3.1, N.A. 23,24, 25, 35
Infrastructure 2.3.2,
3.3.2,
3.4.2,
3.5.2,
3.6.2,
3.7.2.
3.8.2,
..aldi Function/objective | 1.1.2 N.A. N.A.
of proposed
system
...a.ii Alternatives 2.3 N.A. N.A.
..a.iv Cost Analysis 6.2 N.A. N.A.
-RY Mitigation 4.8.4 Appendix C, 22,23, 24, 25,
Appendix H3, 35
Appendix |
..b.i Impacts to Critical | 4.8.2, Appendix C, 14, 22, 23, 24,
Areas 4.8.3 Appendix H3 25, 26, 35
.. Disturbance of 4.8.2, Appendix C, 14, 22, 23, 24,
Critical Areas 4.8.3, Appendix H3 25, 26, 35
..b.iii Disturbance of 4.8.3 Appendix H3 N.A.
Salmonid Habitat
..bliv Wetland/stream 4.8.3 Appendix H3 N.A.
crossings
..b.v COB Codes and N.A. N.A. N.A.
Standards
..buvi Impact to aquatic | 4.9.2, Appendix H3 23, 24, 25, 26,
systems 4.9.3, 35
49.4
...b.vii Parking 2.3.2 Appendix G1 N.A.
...b.viii Mitigation 2.5,4.8.4, | Appendix H3, 22,23, 24, 25,
49.4 Appendix | 35
Appendix E
LUC Item FEIS FEIS ROD/Mitigation
20.25H.100 Reference | Appendix/Backup | Summary (ROD
(Section) | Report Reference | Reference No.)




Wetland lighting 4.8.2, Appendix H3, N.A.
impacts 4.8.3, Appendix |
4.8.4
Noise 4.8.4 Appendix H3, 18, 19, 29
minimization Appendix |
Wetland 4.8.4 Appendix H3, 25, 26, 29, 30
Protection from Appendix |
Toxic Runoff
Treated water 4.8.4 Appendix H3, N.A.
allowed in Appendix |
wetland buffer
Plant wetland 4.8.4 Appendix H3, 22,24, 25, 35
buffer with dense Appendix |
vegetation
No pesticides, N.A. N.A. 25, 26, 29

insecticides or
fertilizers within
150 feet of edge
of buffer




SHORELINES

Appendix E
LUC Item FEIS FEIS ROD/Mitigation
20.25H.055. Reference | Appendix/Backup | Summary (ROD
C.2 (Section) | Report Reference | Reference No.)
..ad Existing 2.3.1, N.A. 23,24, 25, 35
Infrastructure 2.3.2,
3.3.2,
3.4.2,
3.5.2,
3.6.2,
3.7.2.
3.8.2,
..aldi Function/objective | 1.1.2 N.A. N.A.
of proposed
system
...a.ii Alternatives 2.3 N.A. N.A.
..a.iv Cost Analysis 6.2 N.A. N.A.
-RY Mitigation 4.8.4, Appendix C, 22,23, 24, 25,
49.4 Appendix H3, 35
Appendix |
..b.i Impacts to Critical | 4.8.3, Appendix C, 14, 22, 23, 24,
Areas 49.3 Appendix H3 25, 26, 35
.. Disturbance of 4.8.2, Appendix C, 14, 22, 23, 24,
Critical Areas 4.8.3, Appendix H3 25, 26, 35
49.2,
493
..b.iii Disturbance of 4.8.3 Appendix H3 22,26
Salmonid Habitat
..bliv Wetland/stream 4.8.3 Appendix H3 N.A.
crossings
..b.v COB Codes and N.A. N.A. N.A.
Standards
..buvi Impact to aquatic | 4.9.2, Appendix H3 23, 24, 25, 26,
systems 4.9.3. 35
49.4
...b.vii Parking 2.3.2 Appendix G1 N.A.
...b.viii Mitigation 2.5,4.8.4, | Appendix H3, 22,23, 24, 25,
49.4 Appendix | 35
Appendix E
LUC Item FEIS FEIS ROD/Mitigation
20.25E.080.B Reference | Appendix/Backup | Summary (ROD
(Section) | Report Reference | Reference No.)




.1 Water Quality 49.1 Appendix H3 26, 27, 28
Standards

2 Shoreline Overlay | 2.3.2.2 N/A N.A.
District Property

.3 Shoreline Overlay | 2.5, 4.8.4, | Appendix C, N. A.
District 49.4 Appendix |
Development

.4 Critical Area 4.8.3, Appendix C, 14, 22, 23, 24,
Impacts 4.8.4, Appendix H3, 25, 26, 35

4.9.3, Appendix |
49.4

.5 Maximum Height 2.3.2.2 N/A N.A.
Restriction

..6 Bellevue Shoreline | N.A. N.A. N.A.
Master Program

w7 COB Codes and N.A. N.A. N.A.
Standards

.8 Dead Storage of 2.3.2.2, N.A. N.A.
Watercraft 3.9.2

.9 coB 4.8.4, Appendix H3, 26,29
Environmental 49.4 Appendix |
Best Practices

..10 Storm Drainage 24.1, N.A. 27
Facilities 49.1




GEOLOGIC HAZARD AREAS

Appendix E
LUC Item FEIS FEIS ROD/Mitigation
20.25H.055. Reference | Appendix/Backup | Summary (ROD
C.2 (Section) | Report Reference | Reference No.)
R Existing 2.3.1, N.A. 29
Infrastructure 2.3.2,
3.3.2,
3.4.2,
3.5.2,
3.6.2,
3.7.2.
3.8.2,
..aldi Function/objective | 1.1.2 N.A. N.A.
of proposed
system
...a.ii Alternatives 2.3 N.A. N.A.
..a.iv Cost Analysis 6.2 N.A. N.A.
-RY Mitigation 4.11.4 Appendix C, 29
Appendix H3,
Appendix |
..bli Impacts to Critical | 4.11.2.2, | Appendix C, 29
Areas 4.11.3 Appendix H3
.. Disturbance of 4,11.2.2, Appendix C, 29
Critical Areas 4.11.3 Appendix H3
..b.iii Disturbance of 4.8.3 Appendix H3 22,26
Salmonid Habitat
..bliv Wetland/stream 4.8.3 Appendix H3 N.A.
crossings
..b.v COB Codes and N.A. N.A. N.A.
Standards
..buvi Impact to aquatic | 4.9.2, Appendix H3 23, 24, 25, 26,
systems 4.9.3. 35
49.4
...b.vii Parking 2.3.2 Appendix G1 N.A.
...b.viii Mitigation 2.5,4.8.4, | Appendix H3, 29
49.4 Appendix |
Appendix E
LUC Item FEIS FEIS ROD/Mitigation
20.25H.125 Reference | Appendix/Backup | Summary (ROD
(Section) | Report Reference | Reference No.)




Structure and 4.11.2.2, Appendix F4.11 29
improvements 4,113

impacts

Structure and 4.11.2.2, | Appendix F4.11 29
improvements 4,113

location

No increase of 4.11.2.2, Appendix F4.11 29
buffer need on 4.11.3

neighbor

properties

Retaining wall 4.11.2.2, Appendix F4.11 29
preferred to 4.11.3

artificial slopes

Minimize 4,11.2.2, Appendix F4.11 29
impervious 4,113

surfaces within

critical area and

buffer

Change in grade 4.11.2.2, | Appendix F4.11 29
outside building 4.11.3

footprint

Building 4.11.2.2, Appendix F4.11 29
foundation walls 4.11.3

Pole-type 4.11.2.2, | Appendix F4.11 29
construction 4.11.3

required on slopes

over 40%

Piled deck support | 4.11.2.2, Appendix F4.11 29
structures 4.11.3

Areas of 4.11.2.2, | Appendix F4.11 29
permanent and 4,11.3,

temporary 4.8.4

disturbance




AREAS OF SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD

Appendix E
LUC Item FEIS FEIS ROD/Mitigation
20.25H.055. Reference | Appendix/Backup | Summary (ROD
C.2 (Section) | Report Reference | Reference No.)
..ad Existing 2.3.1, N.A. 25, 26
Infrastructure 2.3.2,
3.3.2,
3.4.2,
3.5.2,
3.6.2,
3.7.2.
3.8.2,
L.aldi Function/objective | 1.1.2 N.A. N.A.
of proposed
system
...a.ii Alternatives 2.3 N.A. N.A.
..a.iv Cost Analysis 6.2 N.A. N.A.
-RY Mitigation 494 Appendix C, 25, 26
Appendix H3,
Appendix |
..b.i Impacts to Critical | 4.9.2.3, Appendix C, 25, 26
Areas 49.3 Appendix H3
.. Disturbance of 49.2.3, Appendix C, 25, 26
Critical Areas 49.3 Appendix H3
..b.iii Disturbance of 4.8.3 Appendix H3 22,26
Salmonid Habitat
..bliv Wetland/stream 4.8.3 Appendix H3 N.A.
crossings
..b.v COB Codes and N.A. N.A. N.A.
Standards
..buvi Impact to aquatic | 4.9.2, Appendix H3 23, 24, 25, 26,
systems 4.9.3. 35
49.4
...b.vii Parking 2.3.2 Appendix G1 N.A.
...b.viii Mitigation 2.5,4.8.4, | Appendix H3, 25, 26
49.4 Appendix |
Appendix E
LUC Item FEIS FEIS ROD/Mitigation
20.25H.180.C Reference | Appendix/Backup | Summary (ROD

(Section)

Report Reference

Reference No.)




Intrusion over the | 4.9.2.3, N.A. N.A.
area of special 4.9.3

flood hazard

allowed

Elevation 49.2.3, N.A. N.A.
certificate 49.3

following

construction

Construction 49.2.3, N.A. N.A.
materials and 49.3

methods

No rise in base 49.2.3, N.A. N.A.
flood elevation 4.9.3

(BFE)

Development in 49.2.3, N.A. 25, 26
regulatory 4.9.3

floodway

Modification of 49.2.3, N.A. N.A.
stream channel 4.9.3

Compensatory 49.2.3, N.A. N.A.
storage 49.3
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CITY OF BELLEVUE EAST LINK CONTRACT PACKAGES MAP



[~]
<
-~

E320

s

. SOUTH BELLEVUE
S Bellevue Station DBB
ELEVATED W/
CENTER PLATFORM (2.2 MILES)
&

1400 STALL
PARK-N-RIDE GARAGE

1-90

112TH AVE SE

SE 8TH ST
SE 6TH ST

)

\-40°

E335

DOWNTOWN BELLEVUE
TO SPRING DISTRICT

E Main = = = - GCCM
Station £[ (1.8 MILES)
AT GRADE z z z 110TH AVE NE E .
PL\% FS(')E;{EMS / Bellevue Transit m
Center Station
AT GRADE W/ SIDE ' Rl - STATIONS
B PLATFORMS — - GARAGES
% e Hospital 1-405 - ELEVATED
S Station - AT GRADE
ELEVATED W/ 1116TH AVE NE NN RN RN NN - RETAINED CUT
%M CENTER PLATFORM — - RETAINED FILL
- TUNNEL

E330

120TH AVE NE

120th Ave

Station
RETAINED CUT W/
SIDE PLATFORMS

EXXX

DBB

- PACKAGE NUMBER

- DESIGN BID BUILD

DOWNTOWN BELLEVUE
TUNNEL
DBB
(0.5 MILES TUNNEL,
TRACK IN E335)

EAST LINK SITE MAP

SOUTH BELLEVUE TO OVERLAKE TRANSIT CENTER

NE 6ih 5t L) Bellevue

= Transit Center

L

Transit Center

120th 130t
(L]
‘\" NE 16th 5t
HospitalQ)
&0 NE 8th &

Overlake

NE a0th

Overlake
Village

W

152nd Avee NE

East Main
SOUNDTRANSIT
m 0 C;}Suuth Bellevue
;u“: EE'J

FINAL DESIGN PARTNERS.

4

BEL-V*ED =

130TH AVE NE

GCCM - GENERAL CONTRACTOR
CONSTRUCTION MANAGER

D/B - DESIGN BUILD

132TH AVE NE\

134TH AVE NE

140TH AVE NE

e E340
! 130th Ave BEL-RED
. Station DBB

AT GRADE W/ (1.0 MILES)
SIDE PLATFORMS o

5 & 9

£ 300 STALL ¥ 5

2l PARK-N-RIDE @ £

=\ SURFACELOT w

IaerpL

E360

SR520
D/B
(1.8 MILES)

148TH AVE NE CITY OF BELLEVUE

CITY OF REDMOND

NE 24TH ST
NE 40TH ST

\. Overlake Village Station

AT GRADE W/ SIDE PLATFORMS

Overlake Transit
Center Station

= AT GRADE W/
3 156TH AVE NE CENTER PLATFORM
CITY LIMITS 8 &
i 320 STALL
PARK-N-RIDE
GARAGE

[,
",

v %

v Nennyy,,
e, aay,

28
v

"




| 6
;SOUNDTRANSIT South Bellevue Design and Mitigation Permit Application

ATTACHMENT |

E320 CONSTRUCTION STAGING PLANS



RESERVED FOR E320 CONSTRUCTION STAGING PLANS
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DESIGN AND VALUE ENGINEERING CHARTER



DESIGN AND VALUE ENGINEERING (DAVE) TECHNICAL WORKING GROUP
TEAM CHARTER

Purpose:

The purpose of the Design and Value Engineering technical working group is to support the
advancement of all aspects of the design development, to ensure adequate resources are
available, and to reach agreement on 60% design plans in the fall of 2013 that can serve as the
basis of cost estimating for project baselining and final land use approvals.

The group will review design progress, identify possible cost savings, resolve Preliminary
Engineering (PE) comments, resolve other City comments, advance design development and
mitigation associated with the 112" design modifications, discuss possible design changes, and
participate in the VE process.

Philosophy: Core assumption is that this will work. Approach issues assuming a resolution is
available.

Functions:
Support design progress, identify potential issues and provide timely resolutions.

Support the concept development during the Early Work.

Support VE workshops, schedule development, Contract packaging development and Risk
Assessments.

The tasks associated with this work effort include the following:

. Review and support concept development during the Early Work

. Support Construction Packaging development

. Early work Value Engineering Workshop

. Technical Working Group participation during production engineering

. Provide 60% Plan Review

. Support the 60% VE study (may break out eastside project into two to three workshops)
. Support East Link Cost Risk Assessment

. Support for work associated with the Baselining Action at ST Board



Composition:

Design and Value Engineering Work Technical Work Group

City of Bellevue

Sound Transit

Co-Lead(s)
|| Maher Welaye Tony Raben ||
Core Staff
Darek Jarzynski Traffic Engineering and Operation Jason Bailey Civil roads and track

Kam Szabo Traffic Engineering — Signals and Lighting John Walser Architecture, Urban Design, and Landscaping
Mike
Kattermann Planning & Coordination John Walser Mechanical, Electrical, and Plumbing
Patti Wilma Planning, and Use Design and Environmental Barbara Luecke Art
Regan Sidie City Utilities - Water, Sewer & Stormwater John Walser FLS
Rick Logwood Cost Estimating Elma Borbe Environmental

Maria Koengeter

Planning & Coordination

Joel Theodore

Geotechnical

Camron Parker

Parks

Tanveer Sahoo

Structures

Cliff Kurtzweg

Traffic and traffic signals

Robert Bean

Utilities and storm water

Leonard
McGhee Project Development - Segment D
Project Development - Segment B & C/
Sue Comis Coordination
ST Final Design
Team Start date anticipated mid-March
As needed
Max Jacobs Real Property Real Property
Travis Ripley Fire ROW engineering
Lee Kranz Building Outreach
Nancy Lacombe Design

Dave Cieri Construction
Tim Stever Private Utilities
Abdy Farid Development Review

Relationships:
The group will work cooperatively to support the East Link final design. Relationships with all
other Technical Work Groups and the Collaboration Team must be present and maintained in
order for the group to succeed.

An early deliverable is a review and identification of conflicting codes, standards and criteria.
With respect to codes, the DAVE group will work closely with the CAP group to identify potential
conflicts and to determine whether code variances or modification are required and the
implantation of the variance or modification.



Method of Operation:

Design Development:

The team will be sub-divided into sub-groups by discipline. Each group will develop a list of
elements required to complete permit ready final design packages. The groups will provide
over the shoulder review as the design develops confirming the elements required for permit
ready documents are addressed. These elements will be logged and tracked to monitor
completion.

Support for Early design work, cost saving concept development, VE, and Contract Packaging

The team will work closely with the project designers, review and provide comments.

Issue resolution: Impasses at the sub-group level will be escalated to the Co-Chairs of the DAVE
group. Impasses at the Co-Chair level will be escalated to the Collaboration Team for
resolution.

Four main deliverables are anticipated:

o Code review resulting in potential variances or modifications

e Site specific concurrence on project scope (i.e. design of the 120™ LRT crossing
including cross section, profile, limits of construction, utility relocation, landscaping
requirements, etc.).

e Standards, criteria and specification review; identify conflicts or suggested modifications
and determine resolutions

e Qver the shoulder review to confirm required elements are addressed.

Conduct:
DAVE members will conduct themselves in accordance with the following:

e Be prepared

e Meet deadlines

e Respect opinions

e Attend meetings and participate

e Active listening

e Avoid talking over others

e Results driven

e Seek feedback

e Maintain fun and collaborative climate

e Assume accountability for assigned work

Administration:
Meetings: The Co-leads will convene meetings of the Core Team and As Needed Team




Members on a weekly basis and or as frequently as needed. The Co-leads will provide at least
2 days advance notice whenever possible. The meetings will be held at Sound Transit offices.

Record Keeping: Co-Leads will assign a note-taker for each meeting. The note-taker will
provide the Co-Leads with the notes within 2 days of the meeting and the Co-Leads will then be
responsible for distributing the notes and any required follow-up on tasks, coordination, etc. All
meeting notes and other TWG materials will be made available on the agencies’ respective
intranet sites.

Communication: The Co-leads should be copied on all communication within sub-groups,
between team members, and with other workgroups. Communication with the public should
always go through the co-leads. The co-leads will communicate with other work group and the
collaboration team as needed.

It is expected that this Team Charter may be modified, refined or amended throughout the
Collaborative Design Process to ensure that the work continues to meet and support project
objectives.
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LUC 20.25M.010(C) WHO MAY APPLY — SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS



siukrs tat Transportation Building
Wa h @ﬁ@ﬁ State 310 Mapls Park Avenue S.E.

Bepartment of Transporiation PG, Box 47300

Ciyrapls, WA SB5DS 7300
Lymn Petferson ) 3B0-705- 7000
Secretary of Transporiation TTY 1-800-833-6288

wwr wadot wa.goy

September 25, 2013

Mr. Mike Brennan

Director, Department of Development Services
City of Bellevue

450 110™ Ave NE

Bellevue, WA

Re: East Link Project — Sound Transit permit applications on WSDOT
property

Dear Mr, Brennan,

WSDOT is the owner of certain properties located in the City of Bellevue and
upon which Sound Transit intends to apply to the City for permits to develop
portions of the proposed East Link Project. WSDOT was co-lead in preparation
of the environmental documents for the proposed East Link Project and is aware
of the Project’s alignment and station locations.

Please be advised that the principal approvals for Sound Transit’s construction
on WSDOT owned property will be granted by WSDOT. Sound Transit also has
WSDOT’s consent to apply for City permits on WSDOT owned property as may
be necessary for development of the East Link Project.

Please contact me at (206) 464-1232 if you have any questions in this regard.
Sincerely, .
/

AL
ST Ly T

Dylan Counts, Sound Transit Liaison
Public Transportation Division

Cc Terry Beals
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CITY OF SRS
EAL VE P.O. Box 90012 « Bellevue, WA  98009-9012
BELLEVUE °2% =§%§:’3
TSHINGS

December 18, 2013

Joni Earl

Chief Executive Officer
Sound Transit

401 South Jackson Street
Seattle, Washington 98104

Re: East Link Project — Applications Affecting City of Bellevue Property

Dear Ms. Eari;

Sound Transit is in the process of applying for its Design and Mitigation Permits under
Part 20.25M of the Bellevue City Code. Section 20.25M.010.C requires Sound Transit
to demonstrate that it has authority to apply for the permit for each property affected by
the application. That authority can be demonstrated a number of ways, as further
detailed in the Land Use Code.

This letter serves as the written consent of the City of Bellevue to apply for Design and
Mitigation Permits affecting City-owned property, where such City property is the subject
of existing agreements between our two agencies. The Memorandum of Understanding
dated November 15, 2011, the Transit Way Agreement dated November 2011, as each
has been amended, and Resolution 8452 each describe City-owned properties that will
ultimately be used in the construction and operation of East Link light rail.

This letter does not modify any existing agreement between the City and Sound Transit,
nor does it authorize entry onto or modification of City property. Finally, this letter does
not transfer any property interest to Sound Transit.

Sincerely,
Brad Miyake
Acting City Manager

Cc:  Steve Sheehy, Sound Transit counsel
Terry Beals, Sound Transit permit manager
Carol Helland, Land Use Division Director

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER (425) 452-7228
CITY OF BELLEVUE OFFICES ARE LOCATED AT 450 110" AVENUE NE, BELLEVUE, WA




K=
Soumﬂ';mnsn
RESOLUTION NO. R2013-22
A RESOLUTION of the Board of the Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority authorizing
the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease certain real property interests, including
acquisition by condemnation and pay eligible relocation and re-establishment benefits to affected
owners and tenants as necessary for East Link Extension.
WHEREAS, the Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority, hereinafter referred to as
Sound Transit, has been created for the Pierce, King, and Snohomish Counties region by action of
their respective county councils pursuant to RCW 81.112.030; and
WHEREAS, Sound Transit is authorized to plan, construct, and permanently operate a
high-capacity system of transportation infrastructure and services to meet regional public
transportation needs in the Central Puget Sound region; and
WHEREAS, in general elections held within the Central Puget Sound Regional Transit
Authority district on November 5, 1996 and November 4, 2008, voters approved local funding to
implement a regional high-capacity transportation system for the Central Puget Sound region; and
WHEREAS, environmental compliance pursuant to the State Environmental Policy Act
(SEPA) for East Link was completed with the East Link Project Final Environmental impact
Statement (EIS) issued on July 15, 2011 and the East Link Extension 2013 SEPA Addendum
issued March 26, 2013; the Federal Transit Administration and Federal Highway Administration
issued a Record of Decision (ROD) for the project on November 16, 2011 and November 17, 2011,
respectively, completing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process; and
WHEREAS, in order to acquire the properties determined to be necessary for the
construction, operation and maintenance of project improvements required under Sound Move and
ST2, it is necessary for Sound Transit to acquire by negotiated purchase or to condemn certain

rights in the property for public purposes, and to pay eligible relocation and re-establishment

benefits to affected parties; and



WHEREAS, Sound Transit has identified certain real properties as necessary for the
construction and permanent location of the East Link Project are reasonably described in Exhibit A
of this resolution; and

WHEREAS, in order to acquire the properties determined to be necessary for the light rail
construction, operation and maintenance in the South downtown/112™ Ave SE Corridor of
Bellevue, it is necessary for Sound Transit to acquire by negotiated purchase or to condemn
certain lands and rights in property for public purposes, and to pay eligible relocation and re-
establishment benefits to affected parties; and

WHEREAS, Sound Transit has commissioned or will commission appraisals to determine
the fair market value of the properties, and will continue to negotiate in good faith with the owners
of the properties authorized to be acquired by negotiated purchase or condemned, with the intent
of reaching agreements for the voluntary acquisition of the property for fair market value; and

WHEREAS, the funds necessary to acquire the property by voluntary purchase or to pay
just compensation adjudged due after condemnation and the funds necessary to pay eligible

relocation and re-establishment costs shall be paid from Sound Transit general funds.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of the Central Puget Sound Regional
Transit Authority as follows:

SECTION 1. The chief executive officer is hereby authorized to execute such agreements
as are customary and necessary for the acquisition, lease, or disposal of the real property interests
described in Exhibit A (said property to be used for the East Link Extension) and incorporated
herein by reference, and for the payment of eligible relocation and re-establishment costs. In
accordance with Sound Transit's adopted Real Property Acquisition and Relocation Policies,
Procedures and Guidelines, the acquisition price of the properties shall not exceed the fair market
value to be determined through the appraisal process; provided that in the event the total of the

acquisition, relocation, and re-establishment costs of the properties for the East Link Extension

Resolution No. R2013-22 Page 2 of 4



exceeds Sound Transit's approved budget for right-of-way acquisition (plus contingency), then the
chief executive officer shall obtain approval from the appropriate committee or the Board, per
Resolution No. 78-2, before the acquisition of the property for the East Link Extension by purchase
or by condemnation and the payment of eligible relocation and re-establishment costs.

SECTION 2. The chief executive officer or her designee is hereby authorized to settle
condemnation litigation or enter administrative settlements (a settlement in lieu of initiating
condemnation litigation) for the acquisition of the real property interests described in Exhibit A.
Such settlements shall be made only upon the finding of legal counsel that the settlement is
consistent with the law and is reasonable, prudent, and in the public interest. Such settlements
shall not exceed established project budgets. For all other settiements proposed, the chief
executive officer shall obtain prior approval of the appropriate committee or the Board, per
Resolution No. 78-2.

SECTION 3. The Sound Transit Board deems the East Link Extension to be a public use for
a public purpose. The Board deems it necessary and in the best interests of the citizens residing
within Sound Transit’'s boundaries to acquire the property identified in Exhibit A as being necessary
for the construction, operation, and permanent location of the East Link Extension, parties be paid
relocation and re-establishment costs associated with displacements from the properties.

SECTION 4. The Sound Transit Board of Directors finds that the public health, safety,
necessity, convenience, and welfare demand and require that the properties described in Exhibit A
be immediately acquired, condemned, appropriated, taken and damaged for the construction,
operation, and permanent location of the East Link Extension.

SECTION 5. In addition to the authority granted the chief executive officer in Section 1
above, condemnation proceedings are hereby authorized to acquire all, or any portion thereof, of
the properties and property rights and/or rights in those of the properties described in Exhibit A to
the extent permitted by law, for the purpose of constructing, owning, and operating a permanent

location of the East Link Extension and light rail guideway. The chief executive officer is also

Resolution No. R2013-22 Page 3 of 4



authorized to make minor amendments to the legal descriptions of the properties described in
Exhibit A, as may be necessary to correct scrivener’s errors and/or to conform the legal description
to the precise boundaries of the property required for the Project.

. SECTION 6. The funds necessary to acquire the property by purchase or to pay just
compensation adjudged due after condemnation shall be paid from Sound Transit general funds.

ADOPTED by the Board of the Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority at a regular
meeting thereof held on September 26, 2013.

at ,'m%% ,
H. |

Pat McCarthy
Board Chair
ATTEST:
el Jielbhye
Mar&ia Walker

Board Administrator

Resolution No. R2013-22 Page 4 of 4
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RESOLUTION NO. R2013-28
A RESOLUTION of the Board of the Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority authorizing
the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease certain real property interests in the South
Bellevue/Downtown neighborhood of Bellevue, including acquisition by condemnation, and pay
eligible relocation and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and tenants as necessary for
the East Link Extension.
WHEREAS, the Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority, hereinafter referred to as
Sound Transit, has been created for the Pierce, King, and Snohomish Counties region by action of
their respective county councils pursuant to RCW 81.112.030; and
WHEREAS, Sound Transit is authorized to plan, construct, and permanently operate a
high-capacity system of transportation infrastructure and services to meet regional public
transportation needs in the Central Puget Sound region; and
WHEREAS, in general elections held within the Central Puget Sound Regional Transit
Authority district on November 5, 1996 and November 4, 2008, voters approved local funding to
implement a regional high-capacity transportation system for the Central Puget Sound region; and
WHEREAS, environmental compliance pursuant to the State Environmental Policy Act
(SEPA) for East Link was completed with the East Link Project Final Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) issued on July 15, 2011 and the East Link Extension 2013 SEPA Addendum
issued March 26, 2013; the Federal Transit Administration and Federal Highway Administration
issued a Record of Decision (ROD) for the project on November 16, 2011 and November 17, 2011,
respectively, completing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process; and
WHEREAS, in order to acquire the properties determined to be necessary for the
construction, operation and maintenance of project improvements required under Sound Move and
ST2, it is necessary for Sound Transit to acquire by negotiated purchase or to condemn certain

rights in the property for public purposes, and to pay eligible relocation and re-establishment

benefits to affected parties; and



WHEREAS, Sound Transit has identified certain real properties as necessary for the
construction and permanent location of the East Link Project that are reasonably described in
Exhibit A of this resolution; and

WHEREAS, in order to acquire the properties determined to be necessary for the light rail
construction, operation and maintenance in the South Bellevue/Downtown neighborhood of
Bellevue, it is necessary for Sound Transit to acquire by negotiated purchase or to condemn
certain lands and rights in property for public purposes, and to pay eligible relocation and re-
establishment benefits to affected parties; and

WHEREAS, Sound Transit has commissioned or will commission appraisals to determine
the fair market value of the properties, and will continue to negotiate in good faith with the owners
of the properties authorized to be acquired by negotiated purchase or condemned, with the intent
of reaching agreements for the voluntary acquisition of the property for fair market value; and

WHEREAS, the funds necessary to acquire the property by voluntary purchase or to pay
just compensation adjudged due after condemnation and the funds necessary to pay eligible

relocation and re-establishment costs shall be paid from Sound Transit general funds.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of the Central Puget Sound Regional
Transit Authority as follows:

SECTION 1. The chief executive officer is hereby authorized to execute such agreements
as are customary and necessary for the acquisition, lease, or disposal of the real property interests
described in Exhibit A (said property to be used for the East Link Extension) and incorporated
herein by reference, and for the payment of eligible relocation and re-establishment costs. In
accordance with Sound Transit's adopted Real Property Acquisition and Relocation Policies,
Procedures and Guidelines, the acquisition price of the properties shall not exceed the fair market
value to be determined through the appraisal process; provided that in the event the total of the

acquisition, relocation, and re-establishment costs of the properties for the East Link Extension

Resolution No. R2013-28 Page 2 of 4



exceeds Sound Transit's approved budget for right-of-way acquisition (plus contingency), then the
chief executive officqr shall obtain approval from the appropriate committee or the Board, per
Resolution No. 78-2, before the acquisition of the property for the East Link Extension by purchase
or by condemnation and the payment of eligible relocation and re-establishment costs.

SECTION 2. The chief executive officer or her designee is hereby authorized to settle
condemnation litigation or enter administrative settlements (a settlement in lieu of initiating
condemnation litigation) for the acquisition of the real property interests described in Exhibit A.
Such settlements shall be made only upon the finding of legal counsel that the settlement is
consistent with the law and is reasonable, prudent, and in the public interest. Such settlements
shall not exceed established project budgets. For all other settlements proposed, the chief
executive officer shall obtain prior approval of the appropriate committee or the Board, per
Resolution No. 78-2.

SECTION 3. The Sound Transit Board deems the East Link Extension, to be a public use
for a public purpose. The Board deems it necessary and in the best interests of the citizens
residing within Sound Transit's boundaries fo acquire the property identified in Exhibit A as being
necessary for the construction, operation, and permanent location of the East Link Extension,
parties be paid relocation and re-establishment costs associated with displacements from the
properties.

SECTION 4. The Sound Transit Board of Directors finds that the public health, safety,
necessity, convenience, and welfare demand and require that the properties described in Exhibit A
be immediately acquired, condemned, appropriated, taken and damaged for the construction,
operation, and permanent location of the East Link Extension.

SECTION 5. In addition to the authority granted the chief executive officer in Section 1
above, condemnation proceedings are hereby authorized to acquire all, or any portion thereof, of
the properties and property rights and/or rights in those of the properties described in Exhibit A to

the extent permitted by law, for the purpose of constructing, owning, and operating a permanent

Resolution No. R2013-28 Page 3 of 4



location of the East Link Extension and light rail guideway. The chief executive officer is also
authorized to make minor amendments to the legal descriptions of the properties described in
Exhibit A, as may be necessary to correct scrivener’s errors and/or to conform the legal description
to the precise boundaries of the property required for the Project.

SECTION 6. The funds necessary to acquire the property by purchase or to pay just

compensation adjudged due after condemnation shall be paid from Sound Transit general funds.

ADOPTED by the Board of the Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority at a regular

meeting thereof held on November 21, 2013.

Pat McCarthy
Board Chair

ATTEST:

\Qakaia M)WL
Marcia Walker
Board Administrator

Resolution No. R2013-28 Page 4 of 4



RESOLUTION NO. R2013-28
EAST LINK EXTENSION
E330 SEGMENT

EXHIBIT A
R/W No Tax Parcel No Owner
EL170 0662880010 W2007 Seattle Office Bellefield Office Park Realty LLC
EL201 8146100645 Robert A Grella & Sharon K Grella
EL203 8146100650 Main Street Business, LLC
EL204 8146100655 Paradise Holdings, LLC
EL207 8146100660 Mac Lane Investments, LLC
EL209 6729700005 Rose Property Management Corp.
EL212 3225059089 CBD Properties, LLC




RESOLUTION NO. R2013-28
EAST LINK EXTENSION
E330 SEGMENT

EXHIBIT A

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address

W2007 SEATTLE OFFICE
EL170 BELLEFIELD OFFICE PARK 0662880010
Realty LLC

11201 SE 8" st.
Bellevue, WA 98004

LOT 1 TOGETHER WITH UNDIVIDED INTEREST IN TRACTS A, B,C,D, E, F, G, H, | AND J, ALL IN
BELLEFIELD OFFICE PARK, ACCORDING TO THE BINDING SITE PLAN RECORDED IN VOLUME
138 OF PLATS, PAGES 25 THROUGH 29, INCLUSIVE, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.
TOGETHER WITH AND SUBJECT TO EASEMENT OF RECORD, RECORDED UNDER RECORDING
NO. 8211300188.

TOGETHER WITH AN EASEMENT FOR INGRESS, EGRESS AND UTILITIES OVER TRACT A AS
DELINEATED ON THE PLAT OF BELLEFIELD OFFICE PARK, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
RECORDED IN VOLUME 119, PAGES 81 THROUGH 90, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON AND
RECORDED NOVEMBER 3, 1977 UNDER RECORDING NO. 7711030797.

Owner/Contact Parcel #
Robert A Grella 11121 Main St.
EL201 and Sharon K Grella 8146100645 Bellevue, WA 98004

LOT 16, BLOCK 7, SURREY DOWNS ADDITION NO. 1, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF
RECORDED IN VOLUME 50 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 32, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

EXCEPT THOSE PORTIONS THEREOF CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF BELLEVUE BY DEEDS
RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBERS 6551569 AND 20051216002698.

Owner/Contact Parcel #

11113 Main St.

EL203 Main Street Business, LLC 8146100650 Bellevue, WA 98004

LOT 17, BLOCK 7, SURREY DOWNS ADDITION NO. 1, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT RECORDED IN
VOLUME 50 OF PLATS, PAGES 32, 33, AND 34, IN THE CITY OF BELLEVUE, COUNTY OF KING,
STATE OF WASHINGTON.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address

11105 Main St.

EL204 Paradise Holdings, LLC 8146100655 Bellevue, WA 98004

LOT 18, BLOCK 7, SURREY DOWNS ADDITION NO. 1, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
RECORDED IN VOLUME 50 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 32, 33 AND 34, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.
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Owner/Contact Parcel #

11041 Main St.
EL207 Mac Lane Investments, LLC 8146100660 Bellevue, WA 98004

LOT 19, BLOCK 7, SURREY DOWNS ADDITION NO. 1, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
RECORDED IN VOLUME 50 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 32, 33 AND 34, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address

Rose Property 106 110th PI. S.E.
EL209 Management Corp. 6729700005 Bellevue, WA 98004

LOT 1, PETERSONS ADDITION TO BELLEVUE, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
IN VOLUME 49 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 48, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address

11100 Main St.

EL212 CBD Properties, LLC 3225059089 Bellevue, WA 98004

THAT PORTION OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION
32, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION;

THENCE NORTH 88°01'42" WEST ALONG SOUTHERLY LINE THEREOF 569.30 FEET TO THE TRUE
POINT OF BEGINNING,;

THENCE NORTH 0°12'48" EAST PARALLEL WITH THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION
177.50 FEET,;

THENCE NORTH 88°01'42" WEST 107.50 FEET,;

THENCE SOUTH 0°12'48" WEST 177.50 FEET TO THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION;
THENCE SOUTH 88°01'42" EAST ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY LINE 107.50 FEET TO THE TRUE
POINT OF BEGINNING;

EXCEPT THE SOUTHERLY 30.00 FEET IN WIDTH THEREOF FOR STREET; AND

EXCEPT THE WEST 30 FEET THEREOF CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF BELLEVUE FOR STREET
PURPOSES BY DEED RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 5282770.
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RESOLUTION NO. R2013-28
To Acquire Real Property Interests in Bellevue Required for the East Link Extension

MEETING: DATE: TYPE OF ACTION: STAFF CONTACT: PHONE:
Capital Committee 11/14/13 | Recommendation to the Ahmad Fazel, DECM 206-398-5389
Board Executive Director
Don Billen, East Link 206-398-5052
Board 11/21/13 | Final Action Deputy Project Director
Roger Hansen, Real 206-689-3366
Property Director

PROPOSED ACTION

Authorizes the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease certain real property interests in
the South Bellevue/Downtown neighborhood of Bellevue, including acquisition by condemnation,
and pay eligible relocation and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and tenants as
necessary for the East Link Extension.

KEY FEATURES SUMMARY

o Authorizes the acquisition, disposal or lease of seven parcels in the South Bellevue/Downtown
neighborhood in the City of Bellevue for construction of light rail facilities for the East Link
Extension.

e The properties are needed for construction, maintenance and operation of the light rail
guideway in the south Bellevue corridor.

e Sound Transit will pay eligible relocation and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and
tenants as necessary.

e The real properties identified in this requested action are included in Exhibit A.

BACKGROUND

East Link extends light rail to east King County via 1-90 from downtown Seattle to downtown
Bellevue and the Overlake area of Redmond, with stations serving Rainier Avenue/I-90, Mercer
Island, South Bellevue, Downtown Bellevue, Overlake Hospital, the Bel-Red Corridor, Overlake
Village, and the Overlake Transit Center. The ST2 plan provides for environmental review for a
future expansion between the Overlake Transit Center and downtown Redmond.

Sound Transit initiated East Link environmental and preliminary engineering work in 2006. The
East Link final environmental impact statement was published in July 2011, in compliance with the
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The
East Link route, profiles, and station locations were selected by the Sound Transit Board on July
28, 2011. The Federal Transit Administration and Federal Highway Administration issued a NEPA
Record of Decision (ROD) for the project on November 16, 2011 and November 17, 2011,
respectively. On November 17, 2011, the Sound Transit Board authorized the chief executive
officer to advance the East Link Extension into final design. On March 26, 2013 the East Link
Extension 2013 SEPA Addendum was issued. On April 22, 2013 the Bellevue City Council passed
Resolution No. 8576 approving the East Link Project and on April 25, 2013 by Resolution No.
R2013-09 the Sound Transit Board amended the route, profiles, and station locations for the East
Link Extension. Revenue service between Seattle and the Overlake Transit Center is forecasted
to begin in 2023.




Certain property interests have been identified as necessary for construction of the East Link
Extension. The proposed action would authorize the acquisition of seven property interests from
commercial properties, by condemnation, if necessary, to the extent permitted by law, as needed
for the construction, operation and maintenance of the East Link Extension and the payment of
relocation benefits to eligible affected owners and tenants. Sound Transit's authorizing legislation
grants the agency the power of eminent domain to accomplish such acquisitions when efforts to
reach agreement with property owners are unsuccessful.

The parcels identified in Exhibit A are in the vicinity of Main Street and 112" Ave SE extending to
NE 6™ Street near the Bellevue Transit Center Station along the light rail alignment identified in the
East Link Extension.

FISCAL IMPACT

This action is within the adopted budget and sufficient funds remain after approval of this action to
fund the remaining work in the Right of Way Phase as contained in the current cost estimates.

Notes:

Amounts are expressed in Year of Expenditure $000s.
Board Approvals to Date includes amounts through September 30th 2013, plus any pending Board Actions.

Project Budget is located on page 38 of the 2013 Transit Improvement Plan (TIP), plus any pending Board Action.
Board Approvals = Committed to-date + Contingency.

Board
Board Approved Plus  Uncommitted /
East Link Extension 2013 TIP Approvals This Action Action (Shortfall)
Agency Administration 66,539 20,059 0 20,059 46,480
Preliminary Engineering 61,123 55,123 0 55,123 6,000
Final Design 223,685 147,347 0 147,347 76,338
| _Right of Way 365,408 17,717 0 17,717 347,691
Construction 0 0 0 0 0
Construction Services 0 0 0 0 0
Third Party Agreements 40,064 5,110 0 5,110 34,954
Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0
Total Current Budget 756,819 245,357 0 245,357 511,462
Phase Detail - Right of Way
ROW Phase 365,408 17,717 0 17,717 347,691
—» Total Phase 365,408 17,717 0 17,717 347,691
Property Acquisition Details
Board Current Proposed Total
Approvals to Approved Proposed for Board
Date Contract Status Action Approval
Property Acquisition Contract 0 0 0 0
Contingency 0 0 0 0
L—» Total Contract Amount 0 0 0 0
Percent Contingency 0% 0% 0% 0%

In accordance with Sound Transit policy, budgets for specific parcels will be discussed with the
Board in executive session. Consistent with the current estimate at completion for real property
acquisition, this action and acquisitions of remaining certified properties are affordable within the

adopted project budget.
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SMALL BUSINESS PARTICIPATION

Not applicable to this action.

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT WORKFORCE PROFILE
Not applicable to this action.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Public outreach on the East Link Extension has taken place over the last six years. Outreach
activities have included meeting with communities, property owners, businesses, stakeholders,
local jurisdictions, and agencies. Since the project kickoff in 2006, Sound Transit has hosted 35
public meetings, while also holding nearly 300 briefings to property owners and stakeholders.

Sound Transit has utilized an extensive community outreach effort to ensure that potentially
affected property owners and community members have had opportunities to be engaged in the
decision-making process.

In compliance with state law regarding public notification, Sound Transit mailed certified letters to
property owners affected by this action on November 5, 2013. Legal notices of this proposed
Board action will be published in the Seattle Times newspaper on November 8 and 15, 2013.

TIME CONSTRAINTS

Board authorization to acquire these properties is needed in order to be able to apply for permits
from the City of Bellevue. Moving forward with the Board authorization and property acquisition at
this time will facilitate securing construction permits in a timely manner.

PRIOR BOARD/COMMITTEE ACTIONS

Resolution No. R2013-21: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease
certain real property interests, including acquisition by condemnation and pay eligible relocation
and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and tenants as necessary for East Link
Extension.

Resolution No. R2013-22: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease
certain real property interests, including acquisition by condemnation and pay eligible relocation
and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and tenants as necessary for East Link
Extension.

Resolution No. R2013-16: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease
certain real property interests including acquisition by condemnation, and pay eligible relocation
and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and tenants as necessary for the East Link
Extension.

Resolution No. R2013-14: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease
certain real property interests including acquisition by condemnation, and pay eligible relocation
and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and tenants as necessary for the East Link
Extension.
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Resolution No. R2013-11: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease
certain real property interests including acquisition by condemnation, and pay eligible relocation
and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and tenants as necessary for the East Link
Extension.

Resolution No. R2013-09: Selected the route, profiles, and station locations for the East Link
Extension and superseding Resolution No. R2011-10.

Motion No: M2012-67: Authorized the chief executive officer to execute an Agreement with the City
of Bellevue, HEI Bellevue LLC, and White/Peterman Properties Inc., to support construction,
operation, and maintenance of the East Link Extension.

Motion No: M2011-81: Implemented the East Link Light Rail Extension.

Resolution No: R2011-10: Selected the route, profiles, and station locations for the East Link
Extension.

Motion No: M2010-44: Modified the preferred light rail routes and stations previously identified in
Motion No. M2009-41 for the East Link Light Rail Project Final Environmental Impact Statement.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
JI 11/7/2013
LEGAL REVIEW

JW 11/8/2013
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SOUNDTRANSIT
RESOLUTION NO. R2014-08
To Acquire Real Property Interests Required for the East Link Extension
MEETING: DATE: TYPE OF ACTION: STAFF CONTACT:
Capital Committee 05/08/14 | Recommend to Board Ahmad Fazel, DECM Executive
Director
Board 05/22/14 | Final Action Ron Lewis, Executive Project Director -
East Link
Roger Hansen, Real Property
Director

PROPOSED ACTION

Authorizes the chief executive officer to acquire, or lease certain real property interests, including
acquisition by condemnation and pay eligible relocation and re-establishment benefits to affected
owners and tenants as necessary for the East Link Extension.

KEY FEATURES SUMMARY

e Authorizes the partial acquisition or lease of 40 commercial and residential parcels from South
Bellevue to the Overlake Village Station in the Cities of Bellevue and Redmond for construction
of light rail facilities for the East Link Extension.

e The properties are needed for construction, maintenance and operation of the light rail system
from South Bellevue to the Overlake Village Station in Redmond.

e The real properties identified in this requested action are included in Exhibit A.

BACKGROUND

East Link extends light rail to east King County via 1-90 from downtown Seattle to downtown
Bellevue and the Overlake area of Redmond, with stations serving Rainier Avenue/I-90, Mercer
Island, South Bellevue, Downtown Bellevue, Overlake Hospital, the Bel-Red Corridor, Overlake
Village, and the Overlake Transit Center. The ST2 plan also provides for environmental review for
possible expansion between the Overlake Transit Center and downtown Redmond.

Sound Transit initiated East Link environmental and preliminary engineering work in 2006. The
East Link final environmental impact statement was published in July 2011, in compliance with the
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The
East Link route, profiles, and station locations were selected by the Sound Transit Board on July
28, 2011. The Federal Transit Administration and the Federal Highway Administration issued a
NEPA Record of Decision (ROD) for the project on November 16, 2011 and November 17, 2011,
respectively. On November 17, 2011, the Sound Transit Board authorized the chief executive
officer to advance the East Link Extension into final design. On March 26, 2013 the East Link
Extension 2013 SEPA Addendum was issued. On April 22, 2013 the Bellevue City Council passed
Resolution No. 8576 approving East Link, and on April 25, 2013 by Resolution No. R2013-09 the
Sound Transit Board amended the route, profiles, and station locations for the East Link Extension.
Revenue service between Seattle and the Overlake Transit Center is forecasted to begin in 2023.

Certain property interests have been identified as necessary for construction of the East Link
Extension. The proposed action would authorize the acquisition of 40 property interests from
commercial and residential properties, by condemnation to the extent permitted by law, if
necessary, as needed for the construction, operation and maintenance of the East Link Extension




and the payment of relocation benefits to eligible affected owners and tenants. Sound Transit's
authorizing legislation grants the agency the power of eminent domain to accomplish such
acquisitions when efforts to reach agreement with property owners are unsuccessful.

The parcels identified in Exhibit A are spread across the East Link alignment extending from South

Bellevue to Redmond.

FISCAL INFORMATION

In accordance with Sound Transit policy, budgets for specific parcels will be discussed with the
Board in executive session. Consistent with the current estimate at completion for real property
acquisition, this action and costs for acquisitions of remaining certified properties are within the

adopted project budget.

Board
Board Approved Plus  Uncommitted /
East Link Extension 2014 TIP Approvals This Action Action (Shortfall)
Agency Administration 68,119 24,039 0 24,039 44,080
Preliminary Engineering 56,594 55,123 0 55,123 1,471
Final Design 232,621 156,798 0 156,798 75,823
| _Right of Way 365,408 26,073 0 26,073 339,335
Construction 24,000 0 0 0 24,000
Construction Services 11,000 0 0 0 11,000
Third Party Agreements 40,605 5,427 0 5,427 35,178
Vehicles 0 0 0 0 0
Total Current Budget 798,347 267,460 0 267,460 530,887
Phase Detail - Right of Way
ROW Phase 365,408 26,073 0 26,073 339,335
—» Total Phase 365,408 26,073 0 26,073 339,335
Property Acquisition Details
Board Current Proposed Total
Approvals to Approved Proposed for Board
Date Contract Status Action Approval
Property Acquisition Contract 0 0 0 0
Contingency 0 0 0 0
» Total Contract Amount 0 0 0 0
Percent Contingency 0% 0% 0% 0%
Notes:

Amounts are expressed in Year of Expenditure $000s.
Board Approvals to Date includes amounts through March 31st, 2014 plus any pending Board Actions.
Project Budget is located on page 31 of the 2014 Proposed Transit Improvement Plan (TIP) plus any pending Board Action.
Board Approvals = Committed to-date + Contingency.

SMALL BUSINESS/DBE PARTICIPATION AND APPRENTICESHIP UTILIZATION

Not applicable to this action.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Public outreach on the East Link Extension has taken place over the last six years. Outreach
activities have included meeting with communities, property owners, businesses, stakeholders,
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local jurisdictions, and agencies. Since the project kickoff in 2006, Sound Transit has hosted 35
public meetings, while also holding nearly 300 briefings to property owners and stakeholders.

Sound Transit has utilized an extensive community outreach effort to ensure that potentially
affected property owners and community members have had opportunities to be engaged in the
decision-making process.

In compliance with state law regarding public notification, Sound Transit mailed certified letters to
property owners affected by this action on May 6, 2014. Legal notices of this proposed Board
action will be published in the Seattle Times newspaper on May 9 and 16, 2014.

TIME CONSTRAINTS

Board authorization to acquire these properties is heeded in order to be able to apply for permits
from the City of Bellevue and to advance the permitting process with the City of Redmond and
initiate the property acquisition process with property owners in a timely manner. Moving forward
with the Board authorization and property acquisition at this time will facilitate securing construction
permits and proceeding with property acquisition in a timely manner.

PRIOR BOARD/COMMITTEE ACTIONS

Resolution No. R2014-01: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire or lease certain real
property interests, including acquisition by condemnation and to reimburse eligible relocation and
reestablishment expenses incurred by affected owners and tenants as necessary for the East Link
Extension.

Resolution No. R2013-28: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease
certain real property interests in the South Bellevue/Downtown neighborhood of Bellevue, including
acquisition by condemnation, and pay eligible relocation and re-establishment benefits to affected
owners and tenants as necessary for the East Link Extension.

Resolution No. R2013-27: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease
certain real property interests in the Overlake Village/Overlake Transit Center neighborhood of
Redmond, including acquisition by condemnation and pay eligible relocation and re-establishment
benefits to affected owners and tenants as necessary for the East Link Extension.

Resolution No. R2013-22: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease
certain real property interests, including acquisition by condemnation and pay eligible relocation
and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and tenants as necessary for East Link
Extension.

Resolution No. R2013-21: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease
certain real property interests, including acquisition by condemnation and pay eligible relocation
and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and tenants as necessary for East Link
Extension.

Resolution No. R2013-16: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease
certain real property interests including acquisition by condemnation, and pay eligible relocation
and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and tenants as necessary for the East Link
Extension.

Resolution No. R2013-14: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease
certain real property interests including acquisition by condemnation, and pay eligible relocation
and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and tenants as necessary for the East Link
Extension.
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Resolution No. R2013-11: Authorized the chief executive officer to acquire, dispose, or lease
certain real property interests including acquisition by condemnation, and pay eligible relocation
and re-establishment benefits to affected owners and tenants as necessary for the East Link
Extension.

Resolution No. R2013-09: Selected the route, profiles, and station locations for the East Link
Extension and superseding Resolution No. R2011-10.

Motion No: M2012-67: Authorized the chief executive officer to execute an Agreement with the City
of Bellevue, HEI Bellevue LLC, and White/Peterman Properties Inc., to support construction,
operation, and maintenance of the East Link Extension.

Motion No: M2011-81: Implemented the East Link Light Rail Extension.

Resolution No: R2011-10: Selected the route, profiles, and station locations for the East Link
Extension.

Motion No: M2010-44: Modified the preferred light rail routes and stations previously identified in
Motion No. M2009-41 for the East Link Light Rail Project Final Environmental Impact Statement.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
JI 5/1/2014
LEGAL REVIEW

JB 5/1/14
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RESOLUTION NO. R2014-08
A RESOLUTION of the Board of the Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority authorizing
the chief executive officer to acquire or lease certain real property interests, including acquisition
by condemnation and to reimburse eligible relocation and reestablishment expenses incurred by
affected owners and tenants as necessary for the East Link Extension.

WHEREAS, the Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority, hereinafter referred to as
Sound Transit, has been created for the Pierce, King, and Snohomish Counties region by action of
their respective county councils pursuant to RCW 81.112.030; and

WHEREAS, Sound Transit is authorized to plan, construct, and permanently operate a
high-capacity system of transportation infrastructure and services to meet regional public
transportation needs in the Central Puget Sound region; and

WHEREAS, in general elections held within the Central Puget Sound Regional Transit
Authority district on November 5, 1996 and November 4, 2008, voters approved local funding to
implement a regional high-capacity transportation system for the Central Puget Sound region;
and

WHEREAS, in order to use the property determined to be necessary for the construction,
operation and maintenance of project improvements required under the voter approved high
capacity transportation system plans, it is necessary for Sound Transit to acquire by negotiated
purchase or to condemn certain rights in the property for public purposes, and to reimburse eligible
relocation and reestablishment expenses incurred by affected owners and tenants; and

WHEREAS, the identified property are necessary for the Link Light Rail, East Link
Extension Project; and

WHEREAS, Sound Transit has identified certain real properties as necessary for the

construction and permanent location of the East Link Extension and such properties are

reasonably described in Exhibit A of this resolution; and



WHEREAS, in order to use the property determined to be necessary for the construction,
operation, and permanent location of the East Link Extension, it is necessary for Sound Transit to
acquire by negotiated purchase or to condemn certain lands and rights in property for public
purposes, and reimburse eligible relocation and reestablishment expenses incurred by affected
owners and tenants; and

WHEREAS, Sound Transit has commissioned or will commission appraisals to determine
the fair market value of the properties, and will negotiate in good faith with the owners of the
properties authorized to be acquired by negotiated purchase or condemned, with the intent of
reaching agreements for the voluntary acquisition of the property for fair market value; and

WHEREAS, the funds necessary to acquire the property by voluntary purchase or to pay
just compensation adjudged due after condemnation and the funds necessary to reimburse eligible

relocation and reestablishment expenses shall be paid from Sound Transit general funds.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of the Central Puget Sound Regional
Transit Authority as follows:

SECTION 1. The chief executive officer is hereby authorized to execute such agreements
as are customary and necessary for the acquisition or lease of interests in the real property
described in Exhibit A (said property to be used for East Link Extension) and incorporated herein
by reference, and for the reimbursement of eligible relocation and reestablishment expenses. In
accordance with Sound Transit’s Real Property Acquisition and Relocation Policies, Procedures
and Guidelines, the acquisition price of the properties may not exceed the fair market value to be
determined through the appraisal process; provided that in the event the total of the acquisition,
relocation, and re-establishment costs of the properties for the East Link Extension exceeds Sound
Transit’s approved budget for right-of-way acquisition (plus contingency), then the chief executive

officer must obtain approval from the appropriate committee or the Board, per Resolution No. 78-2,
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before the acquisition of the property for the East Link Extension by purchase or by condemnation
and the reimbursement of eligible relocation and reestablishment expenses.

SECTION 2. The chief executive officer or her designee is hereby authorized to settle
condemnation litigation or enter administrative settlements (a settlement in lieu of initiating
condemnation litigation) for the acquisition of interests in the real property described in Exhibit A.
Such settlements shall be made only upon the finding of legal counsel that the settlement is
consistent with the law and is reasonable, prudent, and in the public interest. Such settlements
may not exceed established project budgets. For all other settlements proposed, the chief
executive officer must obtain prior approval of the appropriate committee or the Board, per
Resolution No. 78-2.

SECTION 3. The Sound Transit Board deems the East Link Extension, to be a public use
for a public purpose. The Board deems it necessary and in the best interests of the citizens
residing within Sound Transit's boundaries to acquire interests in the real property identified in
Exhibit A as being necessary for the construction, operation, and permanent location of the East
Link Extension, and affected owners and tenants be reimbursed eligible relocation and
reestablishment expenses associated with displacements from the properties.

SECTION 4. The Sound Transit Board of Directors finds that the public health, safety,
necessity, convenience, and welfare demand and require that interests in the real property
described in Exhibit A be immediately acquired, condemned, appropriated, taken and damaged for
the construction, operation, and permanent location of the East Link Extension.

SECTION 5. In addition to the authority granted the chief executive officer in Section 1
above, condemnation proceedings are hereby authorized to acquire all, or any portion thereof, of
the properties and property rights and/or rights in those of the properties described in Exhibit A to
the extent permitted by law, for the purpose of constructing, owning, and operating a permanent
location of the East Link Extension. The chief executive officer is also authorized to make minor

amendments to the legal descriptions of the properties described in Exhibit A, as may be
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necessary to correct scrivener’s errors and/or to conform the legal description to the precise
boundaries of the property required for the Project.
SECTION 6. The funds necessary to acquire the property by purchase or to pay just

compensation adjudged due after condemnation shall be paid from Sound Transit general funds.

ADOPTED by the Board of the Central Puget Sound Regional Transit Authority at a regular

meeting thereof held on May 22, 2014.
F‘aul Roberté’ z

Board Vice Chair

ATTEST:

(/)C}Mu'a/ Watktr—
Marcia Walker
Board Administrator
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RESOLUTION NO. R2014-08
EAST LINK EXTENSION

E320, 330, 335, 340 and 360 SEGMENTS

EXHIBIT A
R/W No | Tax Parcel No Owner
EL104.1 7000100460 Steven R Karpman and Danielle L Belisle
EL114 0644200035 Jeffrey V Fowler and Noel A Murphy
EL171 0662870010 W2007 Seattle Office Bellevue Gateway 1 Realty, LLC
EL172 3225059134 Bellevue Lincoln Plaza, LLC
EL174 8146300280 Jia Lin Chen
EL177 3225059046 Pacific Recreation Associates
EL187 8146300025 Ivan J Jimenez and Frances H Jimenez
EL188 3225059061 PD Bellevue Associates, LLC
EL189 8146300020 Brian W Smith
EL190 8146300015 Eva Jones Smith Trustee of the Eva Jones Smith Living Trust
EL191 8146300010 Kevin Y Chae and Jawon Chae
EL192 8146300005 Eva Gill
EL194 8146100685 Wei Liu and Li Qian
EL195 8146100680 Pamela R Davis and Nathan W Unger
EL196 8146100675 Yi-Hsing Jack Chen
EL206 8146100625 James V Hamilton
EL208 6729700010 Daren M Gertz and Nancy A Gertz
EL210 3225059103 Sir Gallahad, LLC
EL215 3225059057 Benenson Bellevue Il, LP
EL226.1 8081200010 Summit REIT, Inc.
EL231 3225059058 FSP - City Center Plaza, LLC
EL238 3225059201 Legacy Bellevue 530, LLC
EL238.1 3225059171 JG 520 Building, LLC
EL241 3225059005 City of Bellevue
EL243 3325059124 Fazenda, LLC
EL244 3325059036 Beta-Bellevue Auto Center, LLC
EL250 3325059209 TRF Capital, LLC
EL252 3325059210 Midlakes, LLC
EL253 1099100496 Thomas H Codwin Jr. et al. (7 owners total)
EL253.1 1099100480 Robert D Griffith and Danielle Griffith
EL255 1099100490 RBJK Ventures, LLC
EL256 2825059083 Rosen Building Supply, LLC
EL258 6093500000 Nine Lake Bellevue Condominium — owners of record
EL256.2 2825059080 RCJ Properties Il, LLC
EL257 2825059019 Design Market Properties, LLC
EL305.1 2725059132 Lakeside Northwest, LLC




EL305.2 2725059127 Morris Gorelick et al.

EL305.3 2725059292 Michail McComsey and Vilma McComsey
EL349.1 5503000070 Microsoft Corporation

EL 1-405 9999999124 Washington State Department of Transportation
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RESOLUTION NO. R2014-08
EAST LINK EXTENSION
E320, 330, 335, 340 and 360 SEGMENTS

EXHIBIT A
R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
STEVEN R KARPMAN 2841 BELLEVUE WAY SE
EL104.1 AND DANIELLE L BELISLE 7000100460 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

TRACTS A CITY OF BELLEVUE SHORT PLAT NUMBER 08-143205, RECORDED UNDER KING
COUNTY RECORDING NUMBER 20090626900005, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
JEFFREY V FOWLER 11041 SE 26" ST
EL114 AND NOEL A MURPHY 0644200035 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 7, BLOCK 1, BEL FOREST ADDITION NO. 2, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
RECORDED IN VOLUME 60 OF PLATS, PAGE 60, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

TOGETHER WITH AN EASEMENT FOR INGRESS, EGRESS AND UTILITIES AS SET FORTH BY
INSTRUMENT RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 8406180578.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
W2007 SEATTLE OFFICE H
EL171 BELLEVUE GATEWAY 1 0662870010 BEEEQS%EEV?/A 98;004
REALTY, LLC ’

LOT 1, BELLEFIELD OFFICE PARK, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, RECORDED IN VOLUME
119 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 81 THROUGH 90, INCLUSIVE, RECORDS OF KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, AND CORRECTED BY AFFIDAVIT RECORDED SEPTEMBER 23, 1981 UNDER
RECORDING NO. 8109230492.

TOGETHER WITH THE RIGHTS RESERVED AND BENEFITS OF COVENANTS RUNNING WITH THE
LAND, INCLUDING THE RIGHT OF FIRST REFUSAL DESCRIBED IN STATUTORY WARRANTY
DEED DATED APRIL 12, 1985 AND RECORDED AUGUST 10, 1985 IN THE OFFICE OF THE KING

COUNTY RECORDER UNDER RECORDING NO. 8508100775, WHICH IS INCORPORATED HEREIN
BY THIS REFERENCE.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address

600 112" AVENUE SE
EL172 BELLEVUE LINCOLN PLAZA, LLC 3225059134 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 1, CITY OF BELLEVUE LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT NUMBER 85-28, ACCORDING TO THE LOT
LINE ADJUSTMENT RECORDED UNDER KING COUNTY RECORDING NUMBER 8706019004, SAID
LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT BEING A PORTION OF THE SOUTH HALF OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER
OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.
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EXCEPT THE PORTION CONVEYED TO CITY OF BELLEVUE FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY PURPOSES AS
RECORDED IN DEED UNDER RECORDING NO. 20060330002548.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address

11121 SE 4™ ST

EL174 JIA LIN CHEN 8146300280 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 2, BLOCK 12, SURREY DOWNS ADDITION NO. 2, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
RECORDED IN VOLUME 60 OF PLATS, PAGE 10, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON; ALSO
BEGINNING AT THE MOST SOUTHERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 2;

THENCE NORTH 26°03'48" WEST ALONG THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2 A DISTANCE OF
60.90 FEET TO AN ANGLE POINT ON THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 2;

THENCE SOUTH 33°10'18" WEST 28.70 FEET;

THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
PACIFIC RECREATION 11200 SE 6™ ST
ELL77 ASSOCIATES 3225059046 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF
SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

EXCEPT THE WEST 30 FEET DEEDED TO THE CITY OF BELLEVUE FOR STREET PURPOSES BY
DEED RECORDED UNDER KING COUNTY RECORDING NO. 5073880;

ALSO EXCEPT THE SOUTH 30 FEET DEEDED TO THE CITY OF BELLEVUE FOR STREET
PURPOSES BY DEED RECORDED UNDER KING COUNTY RECORDING NO. 5241369;

ALSO EXCEPT ANY PORTION THEREOF LYING WITHIN THE EAST 40 RODS OF SAID SOUTHEAST
QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER.
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Owner/Contact Parcel #

IVAN J JIMENEZ AND 240 111™ AVE SE
EL187 FRANCES H JIMENEZ 8146300025 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 10, BLOCK 8, SURREY DOWNS ADDITION NO. 2, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
RECORDED IN VOLUME 60 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 10, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
PD BELLEVUE 300 112™ AVE SE
EL188 ASSOCIATES, LLC 3225059061 BELLEVUE, WA 98004
PARCEL 1:

THAT PORTION OF THE SOUTH HALF OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST
QUARTER OF SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, LYING WESTERLY OF STATE HIGHWAY (SR 405 MIDLAKES TO
KIRKLAND)

EXCEPT THAT PORTION THEREOF LYING WESTERLY OF THE EASTERLY MARGIN OF 112™
AVENUE SOUTHEAST, AS CONVEYED BY DEED RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER
8003140834.

PARCEL 2:

AN EASEMENT FOR INGRESS AND EGRESS, 26 FEET WIDE, HAVING 13 FEET OF SUCH WIDTH
ON EACH SIDE OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED CENTERLINE: COMMENCING AT THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF THAT PORTION OF THE NORTH HALF OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER
OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 25
NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, LYING
WESTERLY OF THAT PORTION CONVEYED TO THE STATE OF WASHINGTON FOR HIGHWAY
PURPOSES BY DEEDS RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBERS 3208353, 4342024 AND
4913774,

THENCE NORTH 88°17'22" WEST ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION, 109.50

FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE SOUTH 00°25'16" WEST PARALLEL TO THE WEST LINE THEREOF, 291.09 FEET,;

THENCE SOUTH 88°21'43" EAST PARALLEL TO THE SOUTH LINE THEREOF, 243.55 FEET,;
THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT HAVING A RADIUS OF 42.25 FEET THROUGH A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 27°37'09", AN ARC DISTANCE OF 20.35 FEET TO THE TERMINUS AT A POINT
ON THE WESTERLY MARGIN OF SAID STATE HIGHWAY, WHICH IS 50 FEET NORTHWESTERLY,
AS MEASURED ALONG SAID MARGIN FROM THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID PARCEL.

Owner/Contact Address

236 111™ AVE. SE

EL189 BRIAN W SMITH 8146300020 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 9, BLOCK 8, SURREY DOWNS ADDITION NO. 2, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
RECORDED IN VOLUME 60 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 10, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.
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Owner/Contact Parcel #

EVA JONES SMITH TRUSTEE OF THE 226 111" AVE. SE
EL190 EVA JONES SMITH LIVING TRUST 8146300015 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 8, BLOCK 8, SURREY DOWNS ADDITION NO. 2, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
RECORDED IN VOLUME 60 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 10, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel #
KEVIN Y CHAE 220 111™ AVE SE
EL191 AND JAWON CHAE 8146300010 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 7, BLOCK 8, SURREY DOWNS NO. 2, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, RECORDED IN
VOLUME 60 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 10, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel #

212 111™ AVE SE

EL192 EVA GILL 8146300005 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 6, BLOCK 8, SURREY DOWNS NO. 2, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, RECORDED IN
VOLUME 60 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 10, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel #

204 111™ AVE SE

EL194 WEI LIU AND LI QIAN 8146100685 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 5, BLOCK 8, SURREY DOWNS ADDITION NO. 1, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
RECORDED IN VOLUME 50 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 32, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel #
PAMELA R DAVIS 200 111™ AVE SE
EL195 AND NATHAN W UNGER 8146100680 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 4, BLOCK 8, SURREY DOWNS ADDITION NO. 1, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
RECORDED IN VOLUME 50 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 32, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel #

112 111™ AVE SE

EL196 YI-HSING JACK CHEN 8146100675 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 3, BLOCK 8, SURREY DOWNS ADDITION NO. 1, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF,
RECORDED IN VOLUME 50 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 32, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.
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Owner/Contact Parcel #

11102 SE 1°T PL

EL206 JAMES V HAMILTON 8146100625 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 12, BLOCK 7, SURREY DOWNS ADDITION NO. 1, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF
RECORDED IN VOLUME 50 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 32 TO 34 INCLUSIVE, RECORDS OF KING
COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
DAREN M GERTZ 112 110™ PL SE
EL208 AND NANCY A GERTZ 6729700010 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 2, PETERSON'S ADDITION TO BELLEVUE, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF, RECORDED
IN VOLUME 49 OF PLATS, PAGE 48, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address

11030 MAIN ST

EL210 SIR GALLAHAD, LLC 3225059103 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

PARCEL A:

THAT PORTION OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION
32, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION;

THENCE NORTH 88°01'42" WEST ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE THEREOF 476.80 FEET,;

THENCE NORTH 0°12'48" EAST PARALLEL WITH THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION
177.50 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 0°12'48" EAST PARALLEL WITH THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID
SUBDIVISION 100.00 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 88°01'42" WEST PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION
200.00 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 0°12'48" WEST PARALLEL WITH THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION
100.00 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 88°01'42" EAST 200.00 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;

EXCEPT THE WEST 30 FEET THEREOF CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF BELLEVUE FOR STREET
PURPOSES BY DEED RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 5440651.

PARCEL B:

THAT PORTION OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION
32, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION,;

THENCE NORTH 88°01'42" WEST ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE THEREOF 476.80 FEET TO THE
TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING,;

THENCE NORTH 0°12'48" EAST PARALLEL WITH THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION
177.50 FEET,

THENCE NORTH 88°01'42" WEST 92.50 FEET,
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THENCE SOUTH 0°12'48" WEST 177.50 FEET TO THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION;
THENCE SOUTH 88°01'42" EAST ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY LINE 92.50 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT
OF BEGINNING;

EXCEPT THE SOUTHERLY 30.00 FEET IN WIDTH THEREOF FOR STREET; AND

EXCEPT THAT PORTION CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF BELLEVUE BY DEED RECORDED UNDER
RECORDING NUMBER 20031126001870; (BEING KNOWN AS TRACT 1, BERKEY'S ADDITION TO
BELLEVUE, ACCORDING TO THE UNRECORDED PLAT THEREOF).

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
BENENSON 103 110™ AVE NE
EL215 BELLEVUE II, LP 3225059057 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

THAT PORTION OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION
32, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION;

THENCE NORTH 88°03'32" WEST, ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION, 706.81 FEET
TO ITS INTERSECTION WITH THE WESTERLY MARGIN OF 110TH AVENUE NORTHEAST,
EXTENDED SOUTHERLY;

THENCE NORTH 00°12'17" EAST, ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID MARGIN, TO A LINE 145.00
FEET NORTH OF AND PARALLEL TO, WHEN MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES TO THE
CENTERLINE OF MAIN STREET, AND THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING OF THIS DESCRIPTION;
THENCE NORTH 88°03'32" WEST, ALONG SAID PARALLEL LINE 224.48 FEET TO THE EAST
BOUNDARY OF A PARCEL OF LAND DESCRIBED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 5866571, IN KING
COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

THENCE NORTH 01°56'16" EAST, ALONG SAID BOUNDARY, 517.68 FEET TO THE SOUTH MARGIN
OF NORTHEAST 2ND STREET;

THENCE SOUTH 89°12'58" EAST, ALONG SAID MARGIN, 208.73 FEET TO THE WEST MARGIN OF
SAID 110TH AVENUE NORTHEAST;

THENCE SOUTH 00°12'17" WEST, ALONG SAID WEST MARGIN, 522.13 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT
OF BEGINNING.

Owner/Contact Address

325 110" AVE NE

EL226.1 SUMMIT REIT, INC 8081200010 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOT 1, THE SUMMIT (BINDING SITE PLAN), ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN
VOLUME 255 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 44 THROUGH 47, INCLUSIVE, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON,;
(ALSO KNOWN AS LOT 1, CITY OF BELLEVUE BINDING SITE PLAN NUMBER 10-107177 LJ,
RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 20100810001366, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON).

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Address
FSP - CITY CENTER 555 110" AVE NE
EL231 PLAZA, LLC 3225059058 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

LOTS 2 AND 3, CITY OF BELLEVUE SHORT PLAT NUMBER 85-18, RECORDED UNDER
RECORDING NUMBER 8508209012 IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.
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R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel #

530 112 AVE NE

EL238 LEGACY BELLEVUE 530, LLC 3225059201 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

THAT PORTION OF LOT 1, CITY OF BELLEVUE, SHORT PLAT NUMBER 76-24, RECORDED UNDER
AUDITOR'S FILE NO. 7606180653, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
COMMENCING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 1,

THENCE ALONG THE WEST LINE OF LOT 1, SOUTH 0°11'40" WEST 236.00 FEET;

THENCE LEAVING SAID WEST LINE AND PARALLEL WITH THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 1, SOUTH
88°04'15" EAST 5.03 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE NORTH 02°24'28" WEST 145.58 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE OF A 34.50 FOOT
RADIUS CURVE TO THE RIGHT,;

THENCE ALONG SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 94°13'03" SUBTENDED BY AN
ARC LENGTH OF 56.73 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY;

THENCE SOUTH 86°11'25" EAST 158.83 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE OF A 157.62 FOOT
RADIUS CURVE TO THE RIGHT;

THENCE ALONG SAID CURVE, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 10°32'32" SUBTENDED BY AN
ARC LENGTH OF 29.00 FEET;

THENCE RADIALLY SOUTH 14°21'07" WEST 50.46 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 35°47'12" EAST 105.00 FEET,;

THENCE SOUTH 1°20'23" WEST 28.00 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 54°20'25" WEST 20.00 FEET,;

THENCE NORTH 88°04'15" WEST 254.97 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, ALL IN KING
COUNTY, WASHINGTON; (BEING A PORTION OF THE CITY OF BELLEVUE, BOUNDARY LINE
ADJUSTMENT NUMBER 93-6573, RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 9407149001, IN KING
COUNTY, WASHINGTON);

EXCEPT ANY PORTION THEREOF CONDEMNED BY CENTRAL PUGET SOUND REGIONAL
TRANSIT AUTHORITY BY STIPULATED DECREE OF APPROPRIATION ENTERED OCTOBER 27,
2004 IN KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT CAUSE NO. 02-2-31674-3, RECORDED UNDER
RECORDING NUMBER 20041201001268, AND ALSO DESCRIBED IN DEEDS RECORDED UNDER
RECORDING NUMBERS 20071206000712 AND 20081001001415;

TOGETHER WITH EASEMENT RIGHTS FOR VEHICULAR AND PEDESTRIAN INGRESS AND
EGRESS AS ESTABLISHED UNDER RECORDING NUMBERS 7611120570, 8007180111 AND
9407251495.

‘Owner/Contact Parcel #

520 112 AVE NE

EL238.1 JG 520 BUILDING, LLC 3225059171 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

PARCEL A:

THAT PORTION OF LOTS 1 AND 2, CITY OF BELLEVUE SHORT PLAT NUMBER 76-24, RECORDED
UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 7606180653, KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, BEING A PORTION OF
THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 25
NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
COMMENCING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 1,

THENCE ALONG THE WEST LINE OF LOT 1 SOUTH 0°11'40" WEST 236.00 FEET;

THENCE LEAVING SAID WEST LINE AND PARALLEL WITH THE NORTH LINE OF LOT 1 SOUTH
88°04'15" EAST 5.03 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING,;
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THENCE CONTINUING SOUTH 88°04'15" EAST 254.97 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 54°20°25" EAST 20.00 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 1°20°23" EAST 28.00 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 35°47'12" WEST 105.00 FEET,;

THENCE NORTH 14°21'07" EAST 50.46 FEET TO A POINT ON A NON-TANGENT CURVE;

THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE, OF WHICH THE CENTER BEARS SOUTH
14°21°07" WEST 157.62 FEET, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 54°33'03", SUBTENDED BY AN
ARC LENGTH OF 150.07 FEET TO THE WESTERLY MARGIN OF STATE ROAD NO. 405, AS
CONDEMNED BY THAT CERTAIN ACTION RECORDED UNDER SUPERIOR COURT CAUSE
NUMBER 87-2-00618-2;

THENCE ALONG SAID WESTERLY MARGIN SOUTH 3°31'28" EAST 162.56 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 1°36’46" EAST 97.86 FEET TO A LINE BEING 260.00 FEET NORTHERLY OF, AS
MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES TO, THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER, OF THE
NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN KING
COUNTY, WASHINGTON,;

THENCE LEAVING SAID WESTERLY MARGIN AND PARALLEL WITH SAID SOUTH LINE NORTH
88°03'53" WEST 343.89 FEET,

THENCE NORTH 1°37'36" EAST 39.66 FEET TO A POINT BEING 6.50 FEET EASTERLY OF, AS
MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES TO, THE WEST LINE OF LOT 2;

THENCE NORTH 0°24'28" WEST 139.67 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, AND THERE
ENDING, ALL IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

EXCEPT THE FOLLOWING PORTION THEREOF AS APPROPRIATED FOR THE CENTRAL PUGET
REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY BY STIPULATED DECREE OF APPROPRIATION DATED MARCH
2, 2005 UNDER KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COUNTY CAUSE NO. 02-2-31675-1 AND RECORDED
UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 20060315000840, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: THAT PORTION OF
THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED EXISTING TAX LOT PARCEL NO. 322505-9171-02 WHICH LIES
NORTHERLY OF A LINE THAT IS 28.87 FEET SOUTHERLY FROM AND PARALLEL WITH THE NE
6TH LINE SURVEY OF “SR 405, NE 2ND ST. VICINITY TO NE 8TH STREET", AND BEARING AN
APPROVAL DATE OF OCTOBER 16, 2002, REVISED MARCH 3, 2003, ON FILE IN THE OFFICE OF
THE OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION AT OLYMPIA, WASHINGTON; AND
ALSO EXCEPT THE FOLLOWING PORTION THEREOF AS APPROPRIATED FOR THE CENTRAL
PUGET SOUND REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY BY STIPULATED DECREE OF APPROPRIATION
DATED MARCH 2, 2005 UNDER KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT CAUSE NO. 02-2-31675-1 AND
RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 20060315000840, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
COMMENCING ON THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5
EAST, W.M., IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

THENCE ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 32, NORTH 88° 04'10” WEST A DISTANCE
OF 760.10 FEET TO THE SR 405 LINE SURVEY OF “SR 405, NE 2ND ST. VICINITY TO NE 8TH ST
AND BEARING AN APPROVAL DATE OF OCTOBER 16, 2002, REVISED MARCH 3, 2003, ON FILE IN
THE OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION AT OLYMPIA, WASHINGTON;

THENCE ALONG SAID SR 405 LINE SURVEY, SOUTH 00°17'07” WEST A DISTANCE OF 767.11
FEET;

THENCE AT A RIGHT ANGLE TO SAID SR 405 LINE SURVEY NORTH 89° 42'53". WEST A
DISTANCE OF 214.84 FEET TO A POINT AT HIGHWAY ENGINEER'S STATION (HEREINAFTER
REFERRED TO AS HES) SOUTH 27+57.71 ON THE SOUTH LINE SURVEY OF SAID HIGHWAY, SAID
POINT ALSO BEING THE RADIUS POINT OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED CURVE (OF RADIUS
48.50 FEET);

THENCE ALONG A RADIAL LINE (OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED CURVE), SOUTH 01° 58’ 19”
WEST A DISTANCE OF 48.50 FEET TO THE BEGINNING OF A NONTANGENT CURVE TO THE
RIGHT, CONCAVE TO THE NORTHEAST, WITH RADIUS OF 48.50 FEET (THE RADIUS POINT
WHICH IS STATED ABOVE) ANDTHE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE WESTERLY, NORTHWESTERLY, NORTHERLY AND NORTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID
CURVE, AN ARC LENGTH OF 111.81 FEET, THROUGH AN ANGLE OF 132°05'10" TO A NON-
TANGENT CURVE TO THE RIGHT, SAID CURVE BEING ALONG THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF
THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED EXISTING TAX LOT PARCEL NO. 322505-9171-02, CONCAVE TO
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THE SOUTHWEST, THE RADIUS POINT OF WHICH BEARS SOUTH 34°45'19” WEST A DISTANCE
OF 157.62 FEET;

THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE, AN ARC LENGTH OF 93.58 FEET, THROUGH AN
ANGLE OF 34°01'07" TO A POINT OF NON-TANGENCY ON THE EAST LINE OF SAID EXISTING TAX
LOT PARCEL;

THENCE ALONG SAID EAST LINE, SOUTH 03°32'19" EAST A DISTANCE OF 22.12 FEET TO A NON
TANGENT CURVE TO THE LEFT, CONCAVE TO THE SOUTHWEST, WITH RADIUS OF 34.50 FEET,
THE RADIUS POINT OF WHICH BEARS SOUTH 50°01'44" WEST (SAID RADIUS POINT ALSO
BEARS SOUTH 01°58'19”" WEST A DISTANCE OF 83.00 FEET FROM HES 27+57.71 ON SAID SOUTH
LINE SURVEY);

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY AND WESTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE OF RADIUS 34.50 FEET, AN
ARC LENGTH OF 28.94 FEET, THROUGH AN ANGLE OF 48°03' 25" TO A POINT OF REVERSE
CURVE AND THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING

PARCEL B:

A NON-EXCLUSIVE EASEMENT RIGHTS FOR INGRESS AND EGRESS, PARKING AS SET FORTH
IN INSTRUMENT RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 7607020799 AS MODIFIED BY
AMENDMENT RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 9407251496.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel # Address

555 116'" AVE NE

EL241 CITY OF BELLEVUE 3225059005 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

PARCEL I:

THAT PORTION OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED TRACT OF LAND LYING EASTERLY OF THE
EASTERLY LINE OF PRIMARY STATE HIGHWAY NO. 1, MID LAKES TO KIRKLAND, DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS:

THAT PORTION OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 32,
TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS: BEGINNING AT A POINT ON THE EAST LINE OF SAID SECTION 660.60 FEET SOUTH
OF THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER,;
THENCE WEST 988.92 FEET,;

THENCE SOUTH 220.37 FEET;

THENCE EAST 988.56 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 220.37 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;

EXCEPT THAT PORTION THEREOF LYING WITHIN 116TH AVENUE N.E.

PARCEL Il

THAT PORTION OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 32,
TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS: BEGINNING AT A POINT ON THE EAST LINE OF SAID SECTION 880.97 FEET SOUTH
OF THE NORTHEAST CORNER THEREOF;

THENCE SOUTH ON THE EAST LINE 220.45 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE NORTH LINE OF A
TRACT OF LAND CONVEYED TO CHARLES ROON AND WIFE, TO WILLIAM JOSEPH AND WIFE BY
DEED RECORDED IN VOLUME 645 OF DEEDS, PAGE 251, UNDER RECORDING NO. 553489,
RECORDS OF KING COUNTY;

THENCE WEST ALONG SAID NORTH TRACT LINE A DISTANCE OF 988.19 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 00° 06' 06" WEST PARALLEL WITH SAID EAST SECTION LINE TO A POINT WEST
OF THE POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE EAST 988.56 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING,;

EXCEPT THAT PORTION THEREOF LYING WITHIN 116TH AVENUE N.E.;
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AND EXCEPT THE EAST 300 FEET OF THE NORTH 190 FEET OF SAID PROPERTY; AND EXCEPT
THAT PORTION LYING WESTERLY OF THE EAST LINE OF PRIMARY STATE HIGHWAY NO. 1,

AND EXCEPT THAT PORTION OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PARCELS | AND Il LYING
SOUTHWESTERLY AND WESTERLY OF A LINE BEGINNING AT POINT OPPOSITE HIGHWAY
ENGINEER'S STATION (HEREINAFTER REFERRED TO AS HES) N.E. 4TH 18+35.97 ON THE N.E.
4TH STREET SURVEY LINE OF SR 405 BELLEVUE: N.E. 4TH STREET INTERCHANGE, AND 60
FEET NORTHEASTERLY THEREFROM;

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY TO A POINT OPPOSITE HES 326+60.69 ON THE SR 405 SURVEY LINE
OF SAID HIGHWAY AND 182.3 FEET EASTERLY THEREFROM,;

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY TO A POINT OPPOSITE HES 327+50 ON SAID SR 405 SURVEY LINE
AND 140 FEET EASTERLY THEREFROM;

THENCE NORTHERLY PARALLEL WITH SAID SR 405 SURVEY LINE TO A POINT OPPOSITE HES
330+05.4 ON SAID SR 405 SURVEY LINE;

THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RIGHT HAVING A RADIUS OF
403.47 FEET A DISTANCE OF 97.92 FEET TO A POINT OPPOSITE HES R3 2+50 ON THE R3 LINE
(R/\W) SURVEY OF SAID HIGHWAY AND 74 FEET SOUTHEASTERLY THEREFROM, AND THE END
OF THIS LINE DESCRIPTION,;

AND EXCEPT ANY PORTIONS CONDEMNED IN U.S. DISTRICT COURT JUDGMENT NO. 4795 AND
IN KING COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT CAUSE NO. 86-2-01518-3 NOT EXCEPTED ABOVE.

AND EXCEPT THAT PORTION OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED PARCELS | AND Il AS DESCRIBED IN
STIPULATED CONSENT DECREE OF APPROPRIATION ENTERED JULY 18, 2003 UNDER KING
COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT CAUSE NO. 02-2-31213-6 SEA AND RECORDED UNDER RECORDING
NUMBER 20030722002069, AND DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

THAT PORTION OF PARCELS | AND Il LYING WESTERLY OF A LINE BEGINNING AT A POINT
OPPOSITE HIGHWAY ENGINEER'S STATION (HEREINAFTER REFERRED TO AS HES) 327+24.52
ON THE SR 405 LINE SURVEY OF "SR 405, N.E. 2ND ST. VICINITY TO N.E. 8TH ST." AND BEARING
AN APPROVAL DATE OF OCTOBER 16, 2002, REVISED DECEMBER 3, 2002, ON FILE IN THE
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION AT OLYMPIA, WASHINGTON AND 152.01
FEET EASTERLY THEREFROM, SAID POINT BEING ON THE SOUTHWESTERLY BOUNDARY LINE
OF SAID PARCELS;

THENCE NORTHERLY TO A POINT OPPOSITE HES 328+19.07 ON SAID SR 405 LINE SURVEY

AND 147 FEET EASTERLY THEREFROM,;

THENCE NORTHERLY TO A POINT OPPOSITE HES R3 12+19.51 ON THE R3 LINE SURVEY OF
SAID HIGHWAY AND 74 FEET SOUTHEASTERLY THEREFROM, SAID POINT BEING ON THE
NORTHWESTERLY BOUNDARY LINE OF SAID PARCELS AND THE END OF THIS LINE.

‘Owner/Contact \Parcel # 'Address

600 116™ AVE NE

EL243 FAZENDA, LLC 3325059124 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

THE SOUTH 156 FEET OF THAT PORTION OF THE NORTH 733 FEET OF THE NORTHWEST
QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 33, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5
EAST, WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, LYING WEST OF THE
NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY RIGHT OF WAY;

EXCEPT THE WEST 50 FEET THEREOF LYING WITHIN SECONDARY STATE HIGHWAY 1-A.
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Owner/Contact Parcel #

BETA-BELLEVUE 614 116" AVE NE
EL244 AUTO CENTER, LLC 3325059036 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

THAT PORTION OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION
33, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION;

THENCE SOUTH 00°17'17" WEST ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION 305.00 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 89°26'52" EAST PARALLEL WITH THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 50.00 FEET
TO THE EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY MARGIN OF 116TH AVENUE NORTHEAST AND THE TRUE
POINT OF BEGINNING,;

THENCE CONTINUING SOUTH 89°26'52" EAST ALONG SAID PARALLEL LINE 143.60 FEET,;
THENCE NORTH 00°17'17" EAST, PARALLEL WITH THE WEST LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION 126.50
FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH THE NORTH LINE OF THAT CERTAIN PROPERTY CONVEYED
TO GEORGE S. MOORE BY DEED RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 8403290766, SAID
LINE BEING 178.50 FEET SOUTHERLY, AS MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES, FROM THE NORTH
LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION;

THENCE SOUTH 89°26'52" EAST ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID DEED AND PARALLEL WITH
THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION 70.00 FEET TO THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 263.60
FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION,;

THENCE SOUTH 00°17'17" WEST PARALLEL WITH THE WEST LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION 0.80
FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH THE LINE DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN BOUNDARY
AGREEMENT BETWEEN A. W. ROBERTSON, MARGARET IRENE ROBERTSON (HIS WIFE),
GEORGE S. MOORE AND RUSSELL H. WHALEY, AS RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER
8406250475, SAID POINT BEING 179.30 FEET SOUTHERLY, AS MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES,
FROM THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION;

THENCE SOUTH 89°43'57" EAST ALONG SAID BOUNDARY LINE 192.4 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO
THE WESTERLY MARGIN OF THE NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD RIGHT OF WAY;

THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY MARGIN TO AN INTERSECTION
WITH A LINE WHICH BEARS SOUTH 89°26'52" EAST FROM A POINT ON THE EASTERLY RIGHT OF
WAY MARGIN OF 116TH AVENUE NORTHEAST WHICH IS 272.00 FEET SOUTHERLY AS
MEASURED ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY MARGIN FROM THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING,;
THENCE NORTH 89°26'52" WEST PARALLEL WITH THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION 401.2
FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO SAID EASTERLY MARGIN OF 116TH AVENUE NORTHEAST,

THENCE NORTH 00°17'17" EAST ALONG SAID MARGIN 272.00 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

‘Owner/Contact Parcel #

11XX NE 8™ ST

EL250 TRF CAPITAL, LLC 3325059209 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

THE EASTERLY 30.0 FEET OF THE BURLINGTON NORTHERN AND SANTA FE RAILWAY
COMPANY'S (FORMERLY NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY) 100.0 FOOT WIDE SEATTLE
BELT LINE BRANCH LINE RIGHT OF WAY, BEING 50.0 FEET WIDE ON EACH SIDE OF SAID
RAILWAY COMPANY'S MAIN TRACK CENTERLINE, AS LOCATED AND CONSTRUCTED ON 6-8-01,
UPON, OVER AND ACROSS THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF
THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 33, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST,
WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, LYING BETWEEN TWO LINES DRAWN
CONCENTRIC WITH AND DISTANT, RESPECTIVELY, 20.0 FEET AND 50.0 FEET EASTERLY, AS
MEASURED RADIALLY FROM SAID MAIN TRACK CENTERLINE, BOUNDED ON THE NORTH BY
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THE SOUTH LINE OF NORTHEAST 8TH STREET IN BELLEVUE, WASHINGTON, AND BOUNDED ON
THE SOUTH BY A LINE DRAWN RADIALLY TO SAID MAIN TRACK CENTERLINE, AT A POINT
DISTANT 300.00 FEET SOUTHERLY OF THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 33, AS MEASURED
ALONG SAID MAIN TRACK CENTERLINE.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address

11643 NE 8™ ST

EL252 MIDLAKES, LLC 3325059210 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

THE WESTERLY 31 FEET OF THE BURLINGTON NORTHERN AND SANTA FE RAILWAY
COMPANY'S 100-FOOT-WIDE SEATTLE BELT LINE BRANCH LINE RIGHT-OF-WAY, BEING 50 FEET
WIDE ON EACH SIDE OF SAID RAILWAY COMPANY'S MAIN TRACK CENTERLINE, AS LOCATED
FEBRUARY 24, 1998 UPON, OVER AND ACROSS THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE
NORTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 33, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH,
RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, LYING BETWEEN TWO LINES DRAWN
CONCENTRIC WITH AND DISTANT, RESPECTIVELY, 19 AND 50 FEET WESTERLY, AS MEASURED
RADIALLY FROM SAID MAIN TRACK CENTERLINE, BOUNDED ON THE NORTH BY THE SOUTH
LINE OF NORTHEAST 8TH STREET, IN BELLEVUE, WASHINGTON, AND BOUNDED ON THE
SOUTH BY A LINE DRAWN RADIALLY TO SAID MAIN TRACK CENTERLINE, AT A POINT DISTANT
210 FEET SOUTHERLY OF THE NORTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 33, AS MEASURED ALONG SAID
MAIN TRACK CENTERLINE.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
THOMAS H CODWIN JR 11660 NE 8™ ST
EL253 ET AL (7 OWNERS TOTAL) 1099100496 BELLEVUE, WA 98005

THAT PORTION OF VACATED GRIFFIN AVENUE IN BRIERWOOD PARK, ACCORDING TO THE
PLAT THEREOF RECORDED IN VOLUME 17 OF PLATS, PAGE(S) 18, IN KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, LYING BETWEEN THE WESTERLY PRODUCTION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF TRACT
90 OF SAID PLAT AND A LINE PARALLEL WITH AND 120.00 FEET NORTHERLY OF, MEASURED AT
RIGHT ANGLES TO, THE WESTERLY PRODUCTION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID TRACT 90;

EXCEPT THAT PORTION THEREOF CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF BELLEVUE BY STATUTORY
WARRANTY DEED RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 6556707.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
ROBERT D GRIFFITH 11802 NE 8™ ST
EL253.1 AND DANIELLE GRIFFITH 1099100480 BELLEVUE, WA 98005

THAT PORTION OF LOTS 89 AND 90, BRIERWOOD PARK, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF
RECORDED IN VOLUME 17 OF PLATS, PAGE 18, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED
AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE INTERSECTION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 90 AND EASTERLY LINE
OF COUNTY ROAD, AS SAME WAS DEEDED TO KING COUNTY BY DEED RECORDED APRIL 21,
1931 UNDER RECORDING NO. 2667775;

THENCE EAST ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOTS 89 AND 90, 60.86 FEET;

THENCE NORTH PARALLEL WITH THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 89, 167.00 FEET;

THENCE WEST PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOTS 89 AND 90, 60 FEET, MORE OR
LESS, TO THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID COUNTY ROAD;
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THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE 167 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE POINT
OF BEGINNING.

EXCEPT THE SOUTH 10 FEET THEREOF CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF BELLEVUE BY DEED
RECORDED JUNE 27, 1969 UNDER RECORDING NO. 6530937, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address

808 118" AVE NE

EL255 RBJK VENTURES, LLC 1099100490 BELLEVUE, WA 98005

PARCEL A:

THAT PORTION OF VACATED GRIFFIN AVENUE OF BRIERWOOD PARK, ACCORDING TO THE
PLAT THEREOF, RECORDED IN VOLUME 17 OF PLATS, PAGE 18, IN KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 28,
TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, LYING BETWEEN LINES PARALLEL WITH AND DISTANT RESPECTIVELY 150 FEET
AND 350 FEET NORTHERLY (MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES) FROM THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID
SECTION 28 AND BETWEEN LINES PARALLEL WITH AND DISTANT RESPECTIVELY 50 AND 110
FEET EASTERLY (MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES) FROM THE CENTERLINE OF THE NORTHERN
PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY'S MAIN TRACK FOR ITS LAKE WASHINGTON BELT LINE AS AT
PRESENT LOCATED AND CONSTRUCTED.

PARCEL B:

THE EASTERLY 30 FEET OF THE BURLINGTON NORTHERN AND SANTA FE RAILWAY
COMPANY'S (FORMERLY NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY) 100 FOOT WIDE SEATTLE
BELT LINE BRANCH LINE RIGHT OF WAY, BEING 50 FEET WIDE ON EACH SIDE OF SAID
RAILWAY COMPANY'S MAIN TRACK CENTERLINE, AS NOW LOCATED AND CONSTRUCTED
UPON, OVER AND ACROSS THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF
SECTION 28, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN KING COUNTY,
WASHINGTON, LYING BETWEEN TWO LINES DRAWN CONCENTRIC WITH AND DISTANT,
RESPECTIVELY, 20 FEET AND 50 FEET EASTERLY, AS MEASURED RADIALLY FROM SAID MAIN
TRACK CENTERLINE, BOUNDED ON THE SOUTH BY THE NORTH LINE OF NORTHEAST 8TH
STREET IN BELLEVUE, WASHINGTON, AND BOUNDED ON THE NORTH BY A LINE DRAWN
RADIALLY TO SAID MAIN TRACK CENTERLINE AT A POINT DISTANT 350 FEET NORTHERLY OF
THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SECTION 28, AS MEASURED ALONG SAID MAIN TRACK CENTERLINE.

Owner/Contact Address
ROSEN BUILDING 888 116" AVE NE
EL256 SUPPLY, LLC 2825059083 BELLEVUE, WA 98004
PARCEL C-1:

THAT PORTION OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION
28, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED
AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE INTERSECTION OF THE EASTERLY LINE OF 116TH AVENUE NORTHEAST
WITH THE NORTHERLY LINE OF NORTHEAST 8TH STREET, WHICH POINT IS 30.00 FEET NORTH
AND NORTH 89°42'00" EAST 30.00 FEET FROM THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID
SUBDIVISION;

THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE OF 116TH AVENUE NORTHEAST 191.90
FEET,

THENCE NORTH 89°42'00" EAST 218.46 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING OF THE
TRACT HEREIN DESCRIBED;
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THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 0°58'30" EAST 246.00 FEET,;

THENCE NORTH 89°42'00" EAST 60.26 FEET,;

THENCE 0°49'30" EAST 168.80 FEET,;

THENCE SOUTH 89°10'30" EAST 112 FEET TO THE WESTERLY LINE OF THE RIGHT OF WAY OF
THE NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY;

THENCE SOUTHERLY, ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY, 347.00 FEET TO AN ANGLE POINT IN SAID
WESTERLY LINE;

THENCE WEST, ALONG THE BOUNDARY OF SAID RIGHT OF WAY, 30.00 FEET TO THE
WESTERLY LINE THEREOF;

THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID RIGHT OF WAY, TO A POINT FROM
WHICH THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING BEARS SOUTH 89°42'00" WEST,

THENCE SOUTH 89°42'00" WEST TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

PARCEL C-2:

THAT PORTION OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION
28, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED
AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 26;

THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE WESTERLY LINE THEREOF, 221.9 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 89°40'00" EAST, PARALLEL TO THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID SECTION 28, A
DISTANCE OF 243.46 FEET,

THENCE NORTH 0°58'30" EAST 246 FEET,

THENCE NORTH 89°42'00" EAST 60.26 FEET,;

THENCE NORTH 0°49'30" EAST 158.8 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING OF THE TRACT
HEREIN DESCRIBED;

THENCE NORTH 0°49'30" EAST 25 FEET,

THENCE SOUTH 89°10'30" EAST TO THE WESTERLY LINE OF THE NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY
COMPANY PRESENT RIGHT OF WAY;

THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE WESTERN MARGIN OF THE EAST FROM THE NORTHERN
PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY RIGHT OF WAY TO A POINT WHICH BEARS SOUTH 88°10'30" EAST
FROM THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE NORTH 89°10'30" WEST 112 FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel #
NINE LAKE BELLEVUE
EL258 CONDOMINIUM 6093500000 9 LAKE BELLEVUE DRIVE

OWNERS OE RECORD BELLEVUE, WA 98005

COMMON AREAS OF NINE LAKE BELLEVUE, A CONDOMINIUM, ACCORDING TO THE
DECLARATION THEREOF RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NO. 8202170563, AND ANY
AMENDMENTS THERETO, AND SURVEY MAP AND PLANS RECORDED IN VOLUME 58 OF
CONDOMINIUMS, PAGE(S) 82 THROUGH 86, RECORDS OF KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.
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Owner/Contact Parcel #

888 116" AVE NE

EL256.2 RCJ PROPERTIES II, LLC 2825059080 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

PARCEL B:

THAT PORTION OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION
28, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED
AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION;

THENCE NORTH ALONG THE WEST LINE THEREOF 221.9 FEET,

THENCE NORTH 89°42'00" EAST 30 FEET TO A POINT ON THE EAST LINE OF 116TH AVENUE
NORTHEAST AND THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE CONTINUING NORTH 89°42'00" EAST 213.46 FEET,;

THENCE NORTH 0°58'30" EAST 246 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 89°42'00" EAST 60.26 FEET,;

THENCE NORTHERLY PARALLEL WITH THE WEST LINE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER 100
FEET,

THENCE WESTERLY PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SOUTHWEST QUARTER TO THE
EAST LINE OF SAID 116TH AVENUE NORTHEAST;

THENCE DUE SOUTH ALONG SAID AVENUE LINE 345.95 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
DESIGN MARKET 1014 116™ AVE NE
EL257 PROPERTIES, LLC 2825059019 BELLEVUE, WA 98004

THAT PORTION OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 28, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE
5 EAST, W.M., IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SUBDIVISION;

THENCE NORTH 0°57°40" WEST ALONG THE WEST LINE THEREOF, 759.25 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 88°38’49" EAST PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SUBDIVISION, 30.00
FEET TO A POINT BEING ON A CURVE 40 FEET SOUTHEASTERLY OF AND CONCENTRIC WITH
THE NORTHWESTERLY MARGIN OF THE RIGHT-OF-WAY DEEDED TO NORTHERN PACIFIC AND
PUGET SOUND SHORE RAILROAD COMPANY, BY DEED RECORDED UNDER RECORDING
NUMBER 68622, THE CENTER OF WHICH CURVE LIES NORTH 31°7'25" WEST 1,422.69 FEET,
THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF
31°4'20" AN ARC DISTANCE OF 771.54 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE NORTH 88°38'49" EAST 23.67 FEET TO THE WESTERLY MARGIN OF THE BURLINGTON
NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY'S RIGHT-OF-WAY (NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD
COMPANY’S BELT LINE RIGHT-OF-WAY) AS NOW CONSTRUCTED AND MAINTAINED, 100 FEET IN
WIDTH, AS CONVEYED BY DEED RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 267077,

THENCE SOUTH 13°26’19" WEST ALONG SAID RIGHT-OF-WAY MARGIN 661.07 FEET TO THE
SOUTHEAST CORNER OF A TRACT OF LAND CONVEYED TO ELMO M. CHASE AND JOHN H.
CONNER BY DEED RECORDED UNDER RECORDING NUMBER 5721732;

THENCE SOUTH 88°38'49" WEST 117.85 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 0°57°'40" EAST 93.80 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 88°38'49" WEST 273.72 FEET TO THE EAST MARGIN OF 116TH AVENUE
NORTHEAST;

THENCE NORTH 0°57°40" WEST ALONG SAID EAST MARGIN 595.08 FEET,;
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THENCE NORTH 88°38'49" EAST 445.57 FEET TO A POINT ON SAID CONCENTRIC LINE 40 FEET
SOUTHEASTERLY OF THE NORTHWESTERLY MARGIN OF SAID NORTHERN PACIFIC AND

PUGET SOUND SHORE RAILROAD;
THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING,;

EXCEPT THAT PORTION CONVEYED TO THE CITY OF BELLEVUE BY DEED RECORDED UNDER
RECORDING NUMBER 8607151344.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
13242 NE 16" ST
EL305.1 | LAKESIDE NORTHWEST, LLC 2725059132 BELLEVUE, WA 98005

PARCEL A:
THE SOUTH 125 FEET OF THE NORTH 145 FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST

QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 27,
TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON;
EXCEPT THE WEST 180 FEET THEREOF,;

PARCEL B:
A NON EXCLUSIVE EASEMENT FOR ROADWAY AND UTILITY PURPOSES OVER THE EAST 30.00

FEET OF THE WEST 180 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION;

EXCEPT THE NORTH 20.00 FEET THEREOF; AND EXCEPT THE SOUTH 30.00 FEET THEREOF.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
13244 NE 16" ST
EL305.2 MORRIS GORELICK ET AL 2725059127 BELLEVUE, WA 98005

PARCEL A:
THE WEST 125 FEET OF THE NORTH 270 FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST

QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 27,
TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

EXCEPT THE WEST 180 FEET THEREOF,;

PARCEL B:

A NON-EXCLUSIVE EASEMENT FOR ROADWAY PURPOSES OVER THE EAST 30 FEET OF THE
WEST 180 FEET OF SAID SUBDIVISION;

EXCEPT THE NORTH 20 FEET THEREOF AND EXCEPT THE SOUTH 30 FEET THEREOF.
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‘Owner/Contact |Parcel #

th
MICHAIL T MCCOMSEY 2725059292 13340 NE 167 ST

EL305:3 | AND VILMA E MCCOMSEY BELLEVUE, WA 98005

PARCEL A:
LOT 1, CITY OF BELLEVUE SHORT PLAT NUMBER 80-09, RECORDED UNDER RECORDING

NUMBER 8007239008, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON;

PARCEL B:

A NON-EXCLUSIVE EASEMENT FOR INGRESS AND EGRESS OVER THE EAST 30 FEET OF THE
WEST 180 FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST
QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 27, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5
EAST, WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON,;

EXCEPT THE SOUTH 30 FEET THEREOF; AND EXCEPT THAT PORTION THEREOF LYING WITHIN

SAID LOT 1.

R/W No. | Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
MICROSOFT 15700 NE 39" ST
EL349.1 CORPORATION 5503000070 REDMOND, WA 98052
PARCEL A:

LOT 7 OF MICROSOFT MAIN CAMPUS BINDING SITE PLAN, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT
RECORDED OCTOBER 22, 2008 IN VOLUME 249 OF PLATS AT PAGES 35 THROUGH 48 AS
RECORDING NO. 20081022000945, IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

Owner/Contact Parcel # Address
WASHINGTON STATE
EL 1-405 DEPARTMENT OF 9999999124 NO SITE ADDRESS

TRANSPORTATION

THAT PORTION OF THE INTERSTATE 405 CORRIDOR LOCATED IN THE NORTHEAST QUARTER
OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER IN SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 5 EAST, W.M., IN
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON
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Attachment L

South Bellevue Design and Mitigation Permit Application — Comprehensive Plan and Light Rail
Best Practices Analysis

As discussed in Section IIl.A of this Design and Mitigation Permit (DMP) Application, the review criterion
applicable to RLRT Facilities requires consistency with Bellevue’s Comprehensive Plan as well as the Light
Rail Best Practices adopted by the City in June of 2008. See LUC 20.25M.030.C.3.b. (see also LUC
20.25M.010.B.7). This attachment discusses the Project’s consistency with these documents. The
relevant provisions of each document are shown in bold text in the following sections, followed by a
discussion of each item.

A. BELLEVUE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

LU-9 - Maintain compatible use and design with the surrounding built environment when considering
new development or redevelopment within an already developed area.

Sound Transit Discussion: The Project will be located on or adjacent to three transportation corridors:
1-90, Bellevue Way SE, and 112" Avenue SE. The station covered by this DMP Application has been
carefully designed to ensure compatibility with the surrounding areas. See, e.g., Attachment N. The
Facilities proposed in this DMP Application pass through developed and undeveloped land in four
general zoning designations: Single Family Residential, Multi-Family Residential, Office and Limited
Business, and Office. Figure 1, below, shows the Comprehensive Plan designations that apply to these
areas. The guideway avoids much of the surrounding built environment by being located partly on an
existing structure (1-90) and partly within the Mercer Slough Critical Area Buffer. See, e.g., Attachment
M, drawings L85-RPP101 and RPP113. The Facilities along 112" Avenue SE have been designed for
compatibility with the developed, private properties in this area through the use of setbacks between
the Facilities and these properties, construction of sound walls, and vegetative buffering. See Landscape
Planting Plan, Attachment M, drawings L85-LPP125 and LPP126, for an example of the landscape
buffering proposed for the South Bellevue area. The proposed alignment itself, along with these
mitigating design features, improves the Facilities’ compatibility with the existing uses and built
environment of the area.

The developed areas adjacent to the Facilities proposed in this DMP Application include: single family
homes, and multifamily homes, and offices. See Figure 1. The Light Rail Overlay District Ordinance
(Overlay) incorporated specific development standards to ensure the Facilities’ consistency with this
existing development. As discussed in Section 4.0 of the DMP Application, these specific requirements
have been satisfied except where an administrative modification has been requested. The single
administrative modification requested is described in Section 11 of this DMP Application. In addition,
the iterative process described in the Collaborative Design Process (CDP) Management Plan, ensures
that the use and design reflected in this application are compatible with the surrounding built
environment.



1-90 to SE 4th Street

East Link Extension - Design & Mitigation Permit
City of Bellevue - Comprehensive Land Use Plan

il —T
i B

South Bellevue

Bellevue Land Use
SINGLE FAMILY - Plan D Donsi 2o

SF-L  Low Density - up 1o 1.8 wils per sese (R-1 5 A-1.8)
SFM  Medium Density - up 1o 3.5 urits por acre (R-2.5 & R-3.5]
&F-H High Density « up 1o 5 urits par acre (-4 & f-5)

| SFUA Urban Reskdental - up to 7.8 umils per acre (R-T.8)

[ MFL  Low Density. up to 10 wts per acre [R-10)
B MR Medium Density, up 1o 20 uniss por acre (R-15 & R.20}
RETALL
B e Neghtorood Busness
OFFICE
PO Professional O'ice
o Office
P ous Othos, Limited Business
B cLe05 Orco, Limiten Business - Open Spaca
DUSTRIAL
B Light Indsstrial

MULTEFAMILY - Plan Dosignation Dansity (Comasponding Zoaing District)

I i —t

Figure 1. City of Bellevue Comprehensive Land Use Plan — South Bellevue Area

East Link Light Rail

Board Approved Alignment

O Future Lok station

Route Profile
P At Grade

"0,y Elevated

PR Subway

# % ¢ Retaived CubFil

o 500
— et

Map date: 2102014

sot impiad, indludng acouras
Copeness o M of uta

8 cppimremond, No guarartes o any




Station:

South Bellevue Station

Located south of the intersection at 112th Ave. SE and Main Street, this at-grade station provides increased transit access to
surrounding residences, neighborhoods and businesses as well as kiss-and-ride drop-off and pick-up.

As noted above, Sound Transit developed the design of the South Bellevue Station in close coordination
with the City and the public through multiple open houses and public comment opportunities. The
design elements of the proposed Station, which are shown in the renderings in Attachment N,

demonstrate the significant design features that are incorporated into the design to ensure its

compatibility with the surrounding built environment.

In particular, the following design features are included in the station design:

a)
b)

c)

d)

Internal walkways with convenient connections to public sidewalks.

Design features that complement the character of the surrounding area. The built
environment surrounding the South Bellevue Station includes a mix of development
including Bellevue Way SE, a major four lane arterial, single family housing to the west, and
a highly modified natural environment to the east, Mercer Slough. Sound Transit designed
the Station within this context to establish a strong visual presence for recognition as a
transit station without dominating the view shed.

Sound Transit’s art program, STart, will be implemented to enhance the aesthetics of each
station when viewed from within the station site or from the surrounding properties.
Information on the STart program is available at http://www.soundtransit.org/Rider-
Community/Public-art.

Landscaping will be provided in and around the Station, as shown in the Landscaping Plan
drawings. See Attachment M, Drawings L85-LPP109 to LPP111 and L85-LPP229 to LPP232.
Attachment N shows multiple renderings of the alignment, the context, the station, and the

landscaping.


http://www.soundtransit.org/Rider-Community/Public-art
http://www.soundtransit.org/Rider-Community/Public-art

e) Sound Transit refined the pedestrian plaza areas and site perimeter to accommodate a very
high expected use of the station and parking garage. Today, the existing park and ride is
over utilized. The view from the neighborhood is currently of a full surface park and ride lot.
The station will provide capacity for 1,500 vehicles within a five level parking garage, with
two levels of the parking garage below grade to reduce the overall height of the above-
ground elements.

f) The visual appearance of the garage exterior was designed incorporating two approaches,
an architectural treatment on the west elevation and landscape screening on the north,
south and east elevations of the structure. The west elevation screening is a combination of
shaped, vertical, perforated metal panels and flat, perforated metal panels at three
locations as shown in Attachment M, Drawing E09-AEE106. On the roof of the parking
garage, a continuous canopy along the western side is provided to screen the rooftop from
the neighborhood and the station. The landscaping screens views from the Mercer Slough
and the northern/southern approaches to the site along Bellevue Way. The Landscape
Planting Plan at Attachment M shows the selection and extent of proposed landscaping.
See Attachment M, Drawings L85-LPP229 through LPP232.

g) The landscaping design for the station portions of the Project is focused on low-
maintenance and drought-tolerant plant materials to meet City of Bellevue code
requirements for landscaped areas within the City’s right-of-way.

h) The Station and associated parking areas are proposed within the limits of the existing
paved parking lot in order to minimize the environmental impacts of these Facilities.

Guideway:

The alignment shown in this DMP Application includes various sections that are proposed to be at grade,
elevated, in a retained cut, and in a trench west of the Winters House. The criteria used for selecting
the alignment type included compatibility with surrounding areas.

The alighment enters the City in an aerial guideway where it travels over the eastbound lanes of 1-90
proceeding north on the east side of Bellevue Way SE into the South Bellevue Station. A Traction
Power Substation (TPSS), located fully within WSDOT limited access ROW, will be built below the aerial
guideway at approximately SE 30th Street. The station includes a parking garage with capacity for
approximately 1500 cars and a surface parking lot, bus passenger loading areas, and bus layover. The
alignment continues north from the station on the east side of Bellevue Way and west side of the West
Mercer Slough Nature Park in an aerial guideway that transitions to a lidded trench near the historic
Winters House. The Winters House parking lot access will be reconfigured to accommodate access to
the blueberry farm and a future blueberry farm retail building. Drawing L85-LPP114 shows the structural
lid and driveway, the proposed access to the blueberry farm, and the landscaping in front of the Winters
House. As the alignment proceeds north out of the trench, it follows along the east side of Bellevue
Way SE and 112th Avenue SE and the west side of the Mercer Slough Nature Park in combinations of
cut/fill and at-grade sections. Bridges will be constructed to cross over Wye and Alcove creeks. At
approximately SE 15th Street, the alignment crosses to the west side of 112th Avenue SE at the
elevation of the existing street, and 112th Avenue SE will be reconstructed to cross over the light rail



guideway to create a grade separation in a road over rail configuration. The guideway proceeds north,
along the west side of 112th Avenue SE past a signal house, the Surrey Downs Park, and through an at-
grade crossing of SE 4th Street which is isolated from vehicular and pedestrian traffic. See drawing L85-
RPP125. The guideway remains at-grade to the terminus of the E320 contract package, which is located
approximately 500 feet north of SE 4th Street and adjacent to the Facilities that will be proposed in the
E335 contract package through Downtown Bellevue. The at-grade portions of the guideway are located
in areas where trains would not diminish the functioning of City intersections or limit pedestrian use
found in this area of Bellevue as all changes in pedestrian use are mitigated. In particular, the following
design features are included in the guideway design:

a) Asshown in Attachment M, Drawing L85-LPP120, trees and landscaping are being used to
soften the appearance of the guideway and vicinity, as opposed to using concrete barriers in
these areas. Drawing L85-LPP126 shows planters in profile being used as a green barrier.

b) The guideway has been integrated into the overall architectural design of the South Bellevue
Station, which is described in Item (f) in the prior section (discussing the design of the South
Bellevue Station). This design provides a context sensitive identity to the guideway. Sound
Transit has retained an artist, Vicki Scuri, who has proposed an innovative landscape design
concept to blend the aerial guideway into the landscape, the Front Approach Art
Opportunity. See the May 21* Sound Transit Art Presentation to the
CAC http://www.bellevuewa.gov/light-rail-permitting-cac-meetings.htm. The Front

Approach Art Opportunity would provide a grand entry into the City of Bellevue as the train
approaches from the south by complementing the Mercer Slough Natural Area with the
green and natural aesthetic of the proposed art installation.

c) The design of the guideway uses durable materials selected for their fit within the context of
the Station as well as maintenance considerations based on their past successful use in
other Sound Transit stations. The materials are listed in the E320 Contract Specifications
and their use is specifically noted on the architectural finish plan drawings for the garage in
the glazing drawings E09-ADS002 to ADS007 Renderings and examples of these materials
are shown in Attachment N.

d) Typical cross sections showing below grade, at grade, and section elevation of the track
guideway are provided in Attachment M, Drawings L85-GZK024 through GZK035.

e) The guideway design provides an elegant grade separation between 112" Avenue SE traffic
and the guideway near NE 15" Street. See Attachment N for a rendering of this separation.

As further described in Sections 4 and 6 of this DMP Application, one of the primary goals in the design
of the Project was compatibility with its surroundings, and numerous design features were included to
advance this goal. These measures and the quality design that resulted from their incorporation into the
Project result in the Facilities’ consistency with Comprehensive Plan Policy LU-9, which generally
encourages a project’s use and design to be compatible with the surrounding built environment


http://www.bellevuewa.gov/light-rail-permitting-cac-meetings.htm

LU-22 - Protect residential areas from the impacts of non-residential uses of a scale not appropriate to
the neighborhood.

Sound Transit Discussion: Sound Transit has designed the RLRT Facilities to be consistent with the
context sensitive design considerations and Subarea Plan guidelines provided in LUC 20.25M.050 and
the Comprehensive Plan; as well as the applicable provisions of the underlying zones (except where
these provisions are modified administratively or by the light rail overlay regulations), including LUC
20.10.180, LUC 20.10.200, LUC 20.10.220, and LUC 20.10.260, all of which directly or indirectly limit the
scale of a proposal. The DAVE meetings as well as workshops and public meetings regarding the Project
have provided a forum for addressing the scale as well as the design of the Project. Design features
included to limit the actual and apparent scale of the project include limitations on the height of the
Facilities to the extent feasible, buffering through the layout and landscaping surrounding the Facilities,
louvers, colors that fit the context of the Slough, and creative use of open space.

LU-24 - Encourage adequate pedestrian connections with nearby neighborhood and transit facilities in
all residential site development.

Sound Transit Discussion: This policy is not applicable since the Park & Ride is not a residential site, but
the South Bellevue Station proposed in this DMP Application is designed to ensure convenience of
pedestrian access from public sidewalks. A typical sidewalk configuration is shown in Attachment M,
Drawing L85-CYX006. The South Bellevue Station includes parking for approximately 1,500 vehicles in a
5-story structure. Vehicle entrances are located at the north, south and center of the site. The station
site accommodates bicycle parking and pedestrian walkways for safe non-motorized access to the
station. See, e.g., the Project renderings in Attachment N. A Site Access Study for the South Bellevue
Station is shown on the station renderings in Attachment N.

UT-39 - Require the undergrounding of all new electrical distribution and communication lines except
that interim installation of new aerial facilities may be allowed if accompanied by a program to
underground through coordination with the City and other Utilities.

Sound Transit Discussion: All new electrical and communication lines will be placed underground
consistent with this policy. Existing Puget Sound Energy (PSE) power lines passing over the I-90 ramp
terminal/SE 30th Street/Bellevue Way SE intersection will be relocated to avoid conflicts with the East
Link aerial guideway structure. This work includes raising the elevation of the existing 115kV
transmission line crossing the proposed light rail alignment and the intersection. Work also includes
relocating the existing 12.5kV undercrossing on the 115kV transmission poles to a new underground
crossing of Bellevue Way SE. The 12.5 kV underground crossing is proposed to be routed in an 18-inch
diameter steel casing pipe using trenchless construction. Information on the PSE work is shown on Civil
Composite Utility Drawings L85-UCP108, UCP128, and UCP138 in Attachment M.

TR-75.1 - Develop a light rail system in collaboration with the regional transit provider that advocates
the City's long-term transportation and land use objectives, minimizes environmental and
neighborhood impacts, and balances regional system performance.



Sound Transit Discussion: The creation of the CDP under the MOU provides a mechanism for the City
and Sound Transit to jointly satisfy this policy. The work of the CDP and the City Council’s approval of
the alignment, profile, and station locations ensure that the Project design is consistent with the City’s
long-term transportation and land use objectives, minimizes impacts, and achieves an appropriate
balance between those impacts and the performance of the light rail system. The Project will support
the City’s land use goals for South Bellevue corridor by providing increased ridership and ease of
transportation to the area. The City’s close involvement in the collaborative design process carried out
for the Project ensures regional system performance and appropriate mitigation of Environmental
impacts—including multiple measures to avoid or minimize potential impacts of the Project. For
example, a bridge was proposed to avoid impacts to Wye Creek, as shown in Attachment M, Drawing
L85-SEP540. In addition, the new park and ride lot fits within the original park and ride lot’s foot print,
yet accommodates substantially more parking. Other mitigation measures included in the Project are
discussed in detail at Attachment F

TR-75.2 - Use the Light Rail Best Practices Report, including City expectations of Sound Transit, to
guide City actions and advocacy in pursuit of the best community outcomes for developing and
operating light rail transit in Bellevue.

Sound Transit Discussion: The applicable provisions of the Best Practices Report, including the specific
expectations identified for Sound Transit, are discussed in detail in Section B, Light Rail Best Practices.
The CDP and the Project’s consistency with the best practices have resulted in a superior community
outcome for the development and operation of the Project.

TR-75.5 - Work with the Regional Transit provider to provide reliable, high-performance, attractive
alternatives to single-occupant vehicle travel by providing service to the City's major employment
centers and residential areas. A light rail system should add new travel capacity within its own right-
of-way, rather than replace existing travel lane capacity, in order to maximize speed and reliability for
light rail while minimizing impacts to other modes.

Sound Transit Discussion: The City has worked with Sound Transit to select an alignment that will
provide attractive alternatives to single-occupant vehicle travel and provide service to the City’s major
employment centers as well as residential areas. See the 2006 East Link FEIS where the impacts and
benefits of alternatives are discussed, and see the ROD where the preferred alignment was selected
based on several factors including maximum access (http://www.soundtransit.org/Projects-and-

Plans/East-Link-Extension/East-Link-Extension-document-archive/East-Link-Final-EIS-document-

collection). The Project’s operations in Bellevue will be similar to its operations in other locations,
where there is a track record of high performance and reliability, and where the system attracts riders
who are accustomed to other means of transport. Ridership projections are expected to meet Sound
Transit’s 2020 goals.

The Project will operate within its own right-of-way consistent with this policy. Transit mode of travel
will also be enhanced by provisions for additional bus layover area at the South Bellevue Station.

TR-75.7 - Advocate for light rail service that is consistent with local land use and transportation plans.
Light rail planning should further the achievement of the City's land use and transportation vision.


http://www.soundtransit.org/Projects-and-Plans/East-Link-Extension/East-Link-Extension-document-archive/East-Link-Final-EIS-document-collection
http://www.soundtransit.org/Projects-and-Plans/East-Link-Extension/East-Link-Extension-document-archive/East-Link-Final-EIS-document-collection
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Sound Transit Discussion: As discussed above, the City has taken a number of steps, including an
alignment decision, and enacting the Light Rail Overlay Ordinance, to ensure the Project’s consistency
with the City’s land use and transportation plans. In addition to requiring the Project to be consistent
with the specific land use and transportation policies discussed in this attachment, the City developed a
light rail-specific document -- the Light Rail Best Practices Report -- to set expectations for the
development of Sound Transit’s Facilities in the City.

In addition, the CDP was created to ensure that the Project will continue to satisfy local area goals and
achieve the City’s vision. The City and Sound Transit meet regularly in the DAVE group in support of this
process and there will be continued coordination between the two agencies, as well as opportunities for
public participation and input on the final design of the Facilities. These efforts satisfy this policy goal of
City advocacy for light rail service that is consistent with the City’s land use and transportation policies.

TR-75.8 - Advocate for an alignment for downtown Bellevue that advances the adopted land use
vision for an urban downtown by: 1. Optimizing ridership, system performance, and user
convenience; 2. Locating stations in proximity (within a 10 minute walk) to existing and planned
employment and residential concentrations in the downtown subarea; 3. Addressing aesthetic
concerns and promoting superior urban design integration, within the established urban context; 4.
Minimizing impacts on businesses and residents during construction; and 5. Minimizing overall
impacts of a light rail system on the operation of the downtown street network.

Sound Transit Discussion: This Comprehensive Plan policy does not apply to this DMP Application, as
the Facilities proposed here are not located in the City’s Downtown area.

TR-75.9 - Advocate for an alighment south of downtown Bellevue that advances the adopted land use
vision by: 1. Protecting the character and livability of existing neighborhoods, including adequate
ingress and egress to the neighborhood; 2. Minimizing impacts to wetland and other natural
resources; 3. Providing local access to the system for Bellevue neighborhoods; and 4. Optimizing
ridership and user convenience.

Sound Transit Discussion: As noted previously, the Bellevue City Council approved the Project alighnment
in Resolution 8576. This action along with other design measures ensured consistency of the Facilities
with the City’s land use vision for these areas. Consistent with Subpart 1 of Policy TR-75.9, ingress and
egress from neighborhoods was designed as part of the DAVE process to ensure functionality and cost-
effectiveness of the access reconfigurations approved by the City. As discussed above, and in Sections 4
and 6 of this DMP Application, the design and layout of the Project were developed with compatibility
and mitigation of impacts on surrounding neighborhoods as a primary goal. Consistent with Subpart 2
of this Policy, the use of bridges and elevated guideway—along with the City Council’s alignment
decision for the Project—served to avoid and minimize impacts to wetlands and other natural resources.
Notably, the entire two mile segment of the Facilities proposed in this DMP Application will impact less
than a half-acre of wetlands. Further, as discussed in Section 10 of this DMP application, impacts to
other critical areas were avoided or extensively mitigated, especially considering the size and scope of
the Project. Local access to the system is available through six different stations located solely within
the City of Bellevue, and the Station is configured for ease of access consistent with Subpart 3 of this
Policy. Finally, the alignment approved by the City Council was selected to maximize ridership as well as
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public access to the stations consistent with Subpart 4 of this Policy. The above measures, as further
described in this Application and shown in the attached plan drawings, have satisfied this
Comprehensive Plan policy.

TR-75.12 - Partner with the regional transit provider to design transit stations and facilities
incorporating neighborhood objectives and context sensitive design to better integrate facilities into
the community. This includes but is not limited to the following: 1. Incorporating superior urban
design, contemporary building materials, and public art; and 2. Providing substantial landscaping at
stations and along the alignment, including retained significant trees and transplanted trees that are
at a minimum saplings.

Sound Transit Discussion: Sound Transit’s design of the South Bellevue Station was developed in close
coordination with the City and the public through several open houses and public comment
opportunities (Attachment D). Sound Transit’s collaborative efforts have resulted in a context-sensitive
design that integrates the South Bellevue Station and the guideway into the surrounding areas and the
community. In addition to the context-sensitive design features described in this attachment, the South
Bellevue Station will be included in Sound Transit’s STart art program, which will ensure the presence of
public art at the station. The final design of the RLRT station thus is consistent with Subpart 1 of this
policy by providing superior urban design, contemporary building materials, and public art. The station
renderings showing these design treatments are attached to this DMP Application as Attachment N.
Additional enhancements to the station design may be added as the Project progresses through the CAC
and public review process.

As set forth in the DMP Application, landscaping will be provided for the Facilities consistent with the
requirements of Chapter 20.25M LUC, except where a minor administrative modification is requested.
The RLRT Facilities in this DMP Application are located within urban areas that have been logged
multiple times, which has left the area with no old growth. The alignment within the South Bellevue
area travels through buffers associated with Mercer Slough or on existing ROW, in order to avoid
significant impacts to the built environment. The Facilities proposed in this DMP application will impact
approximately 825 significant trees. To the maximum extent possible, trees will be retained outside the
guideway alignment. Sound Transit has planned a mitigation site within South Bellevue in an
abandoned blueberry planting area, at Sweyolocken, and another planned mitigation site for the Project
is in Bel-Red along a tributary to Kelsey Creek. See Attachment M, Drawings L85-LMP201 through
LMP206. At this location, some of the trees removed for the project will be used as large woody debris
and habitat structures for construction of the mitigation site.

Large trees that are not in good health near the alignment are considered significant hazards and will be
removed to avoid the possibility of trees or large branches falling directly on the guideway. Trees
removed during the course of the Project will either be replaced in a location where they will not
interfere with the safe operation of the guideway or planted in one of the mitigation sites planned for
the project. Sound Transit will coordinate with the City on potential off-site mitigation locations or other
alternatives when a tree cannot be replaced due to safety and operational concerns of the guideway.
The Kelsey Creek mitigation site is anticipated to accommodate a large number of tree plantings and will
be protected in perpetuity by property development restrictions. Both mitigation sites, i.e., the west



tributary to Kelsey Creek and Sweyolocken, will be owned by the City of Bellevue with deed restrictions
preventing any other use. Sound Transit is providing a comprehensive tree survey identifying all trees
impacted for this portion of the Project wit. The South Bellevue project plans will be at the 90% design
level in the summer of 2014 and will be finalized by late 2014.

All of the above-described mitigation measures for trees impacted by the Project will be provided as
required by City Code. In addition to the tree retention and relocation described above, the extensive
landscaping provided around the South Bellevue Station area complies with Subpart 2 of this policy by
providing substantial landscaping in and near the Facilities proposed in this DMP, including more trees
and greenery in these areas than what currently exists. As part of the tree mitigation plan, the project
will plant trees will in the Sweyolocken wetland mitigation site, along Bellevue Way SE and 112™ Avenue
SE and at the South Bellevue Station. The replacement trees planted by Sound Transit will be
commensurate with its application and will correspond with its placement setting whether it is a street
tree, for wetland mitigation, or landscape screening. See Attachment M, Drawing L85-LPP229, et seq.
(South Bellevue Station landscaping), and Drawing L85-LMP305, et seq. (corridor landscaping).

All of the above efforts and design refinements are consistent with this policy goal of the City to partner
with Sound Transit to design transit Facilities that are sensitive to their surroundings, City neighborhood
objectives, and the community.

Additional Tree-Related Policies: The following Comprehensive Plan policies, which also relate to urban

design, trees, and vegetation, are discussed here for ease of reference:

POLICY EN-67. Preserve a proportion of the significant trees throughout the city in order to sustain
fish and wildlife habitat.

Sound Transit Discussion: Sound Transit, as part of its wetland and stream mitigation plan, will
enhance existing critical areas, which currently provide wildlife habitat along Mercer Slough at the
Sweyolocken Mitigation Site. Native trees and shrubs at the mitigation site will be preserved to provide
habitat complexity and maintain the existing character. Additionally, significant trees will be protected in
areas immediately surrounding the proposed South Bellevue Station. The design of the project included
as part of this DMP accounts for, and preserves, more than 50% of the total trees surveyed. For
example, significant trees are preserved to the extent feasible where located just outside of the RLRT
required vegetation clear zone. Within the Bellevue Way SE vicinity, the vegetation clear zone generally
abuts the existing delineated wetland edge, so by preserving trees to the extent feasible reduces any
potential adverse impact to the adjacent sensitive resource, including fish and wildlife habitats. See
Attachment M L85-CXP130 for tree preservation near the South Bellevue Station.

LU-15. Encourage dedication of open space and preservation and restoration of trees and vegetation
to perpetuate Bellevue’s park-like setting and enhance the city’s natural environment.

Sound Transit Discussion: Trees and vegetation will be preserved, and/or planted in the Project vicinity
consistent with this policy. Areas adjacent to the Project which have been identified by the City of
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Bellevue for open space preservation and restoration include the Mercer Slough Nature Park, Surrey
Downs Park and the Winters House. See Attachment M, Drawings L85-LPP104 through L85-LPX100.

UD-18. Preserve significant trees and mature vegetation, with special consideration given to the
protection of groups of trees and associated undergrowth, specimen trees, and evergreen trees.

Trees will be preserved by following applicable City Codes and the City’s Clear and Grade Best
Management Practices. Significant trees removed within critical areas will be mitigated at a ratio of 3:1
for coniferous trees and 1:1 for deciduous trees. Critical area tree replacement will be located at the
designated mitigation sites for the project, including the Sweyolocken Mitigation Site. Refer to
Attachment M, Drawings L85-LPP104 to LPX-100 for further details on the proposed landscaping and
replacement vegetation details.

UD-19. Preserve trees as a component of the skyline to retain the image of a “City in a Park.”

Sound Transit Discussion: As noted above, trees have been a major design consideration of the
Facilities covered by this DMP Application, as many areas have been identified for retention or new
plantings. See Attachment M, Drawings L85-CXP 130.

POLICY UD-51. Encourage dense plantings, hedges, or large, fast-growing trees to act as visual screens
at locations where existing views of or from freeways are unappealing.

Sound Transit Discussion: The landscaping plans associated with the proposed Facilities will provide
visual screens in several locations in the Project vicinity. See Attachment M, Drawings L85-LPP104
through L85-LPX100 for landscape planting plans and planting schedule.

UD-75. Use urban design features to soften the public right-of-way and sidewalk environment as
appropriate. These features include, but are not limited to, street trees, landscaping, water features,
raised planter boxes, potted plantings, pedestrian-scaled lighting, street furniture, paving treatments,
medians, and the separation of pedestrians from traffic.

Sound Transit Discussion: Landscape planters are proposed along the mixed use path at South Bellevue
station to soften public right-of-way. Bioretention planting areas and sunken gardens will be constructed
at the South Bellevue Station to channel and store water while encouraging the growth of native
wetland plant species. In addition, street trees will be planted along the guideway where appropriate.
See Attachment M Drawings L84-LPP230 to KL84-LPP232 for bioretention planting areas and sunken
gardens. Street trees will also be planted along Bellevue Way SE and 112™ Ave SE. See Attachment M,
L85-LPP104 through L85-LPX100 for street trees to be planted by the Project in South Bellevue.

UD-79. Identify vista points and landmarks such as major trees, buildings and landforms to preserve as
Bellevue develops.

Sound Transit Discussion: Vista points will be provided at the Sweyolocken Mitigation Site at strategic
locations along the park pathway. Interpretive signage will be installed at vista points to provide
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educational opportunities for the recreating public. Detailed plan sets of the Sweyolocken Mitigation
Site will be provided in late 2014.

TR-75.15 - Formulate standards and guidelines that can be applied by the regional transit provider to
create stations that are a valued place in the community by providing the following: 1. Access the
linkages to the surrounding community; 2. A comfortable place to be not just pass through; 3. A place
that works for both large and small numbers of people; and 4. Design that encourages social
interaction among people.

Sound Transit Discussion: The City has satisfied this Comprehensive Plan policy through a number of
actions, including (1) approval of the alignment for the overall Project in the City, (2) adoption of the
Light Rail Overlay, setting specific requirements for the design and construction of the RLRT Facilities in
the City, and (3) adoption and incorporation of the Light Rail Best Practices Report into the City’s
requirements for the Project, including specific “Expectations of Sound Transit” to be used in evaluating
the Facilities’ compliance with these specific City requirements.

Each of the four Subparts of this policy is addressed in the discussion below, and by Sound Transit’s
Design Criteria Manual. The South Bellevue Station has entrance/exits that are context specific to the
station location. The entrance/exits serve as orientation points for transit system passengers and as an
orientation point to the neighborhood including maps to significant destinations. Connections to
pedestrian pathways, bikeways, and other transit connections are provided at the South Bellevue
Station. Subpart 1 of this policy has been further satisfied by the sidewalk configuration and pedestrian
links discussed above in reference to LU-24, and the design of the access ways to the station, as further
topic of the Light Rail Best Practices. See

I”

discussed in reference to the “Connecting People to Light Rai
drawings in Attachment N for circulation patterns.

Subparts 2 and 4 are addressed in the Land Use topic of the Light Rail Best Practices regarding the
directive to design stations to be “a place, not a project.”

Regarding Subparts 3 and 4, while the South Bellevue Station was designed to have ample capacity for
projected ridership, the spaces were designed with a human scale so that they are comfortable for
riders and other visitors at non-peak times, as well. Informal gathering places at station benches and
wind breaks provide opportunities for interaction among passengers.

Each of these measures, in addition to the other design elements shown in the renderings attached as
Attachment N, has ensured the Project’s consistency with this policy.

TR-75.17 - Protect Bellevue's residential and commercial areas from the negative effects of light rail by
promoting actions of the regional transit provider that minimize environmental, traffic, and noise
impacts.

Sound Transit Discussion: Mitigation measures have been incorporated into the Project based on the
environmental review under SEPA and NEPA, the ongoing CDP review process and compliance with
Chapter 20.25M LUC. A discussion of noise impacts within the South Bellevue area is provided in the
DMP Application Section 5.

12



The alignment passes through residential and office zones. Potential negative impacts to these areas
have been minimized. As part of Sound Transit’s construction outreach plan, a residential and business
mitigation program will be implemented during construction. To minimize impacts on businesses during
construction, Sound Transit will dedicate staff to work specifically with affected businesses to develop
construction outreach plans that address the needs of businesses during construction. A full summary
of the mitigation measures for the facilities included in this DMP Application is provided in Attachment
F.

The horizontal and vertical alignment was refined through design changes and the CDP to reduce
impacts to the Mercer Slough. See, e.g., Attachment M, Drawing L85-SEP108 which shows how the
alignment utilizes bridges to avoid impacts to Wye and Alcove Streams.

Section 5 of the DMP Application discusses noise studies and mitigation measures to minimize noise
impacts from ongoing light rail operations. See also Specification Sections 13 48 34 (Acoustic Barrier
Wall System) and 34 11 62 (Rail Lubricators).

The City and Sound Transit together are acting consistently with this policy to minimize potential
adverse environmental impacts.

TR-75.18 - Protect residential neighborhoods adjacent to light rail facilities from spillover impacts,
including parking and cut through traffic resulting from system construction and/or operation with
techniques such as residential parking zone programs, parking patrols, and traffic calming measures.
Monitor the outcomes of these efforts and make adjustments as needed to ensure continued
effectiveness.

Sound Transit Discussion: The design of the South Bellevue Station reflects the City’s vision for the
South Bellevue Area in location and design. The South Bellevue Station design accommodates and
supports the existing land use of single family, multifamily, and office use.

Sound Transit has developed proposed haul route plans for City approval to route traffic throughout the
construction area without impacting the traffic flow within any of the adjacent neighborhoods,
residential or otherwise, and the approved haul route plans will be included in the Contract Documents.
Haul routes will be restricted to designated Truck Routes as determined by the City. City Right-of-Way
Use Permits will include conditions and requirements for the Contractor regarding haul routes, hours,
street sweeping, etc. For Truck Routes for the work sites within the South Bellevue area, See
construction staging plans starting on page L85-TMP100; Haul Routes L85-CHP101 to CHP103; and
Specification Sections 01 55 00 (Staging, Vehicular Access, and Parking) and 01 55 26 (Traffic Control) as
shown in Attachment M. Sound Transit will diligently monitor for spillover effects and make
adjustments during construction as needed to minimize potential impacts.

Once the Facilities are operational, a number of measures will help protect nearby neighborhoods from
“spillover impacts” related to the Facilities. See East Corridor Best Practices Research and Assessment of
Station Areas (PSRC, February 2013). Through the measures detailed in this Best Practices Assessment,
and the measures described above, the City and Sound Transit are acting consistently with this policy to
protect adjacent residential neighborhoods from spillover impacts.
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TR-75.20-Maintain and enhance the safety of Bellevue's streets when incorporating light rail through
the use of street design features, materials, street signage and lane markings that provide clear,
unambiguous direction to drivers, pedestrians, and bicyclists.

Sound Transit Discussion: The City and Sound Transit are acting consistently with this policy to
maintain and enhance traffic safety through the use of numerous design features, including many of
those specifically referenced in this policy. The right-of-way and intersection design features proposed
in this DMP Application include, for example:

a) Design features that include pavement markings and City of Bellevue traffic signage during
construction and operations to provide clear, unambiguous direction to all users of the rights-of-
way. A traffic phasing plan will be implemented prior to construction to maintain traffic and
local access. In addition, the contractor will prepare detailed construction sequencing and traffic
control plans. See Attachment M, Drawing L85-TMP100 through TMP423.

b) Traffic signalization to direct motorist, cyclist and pedestrians will be installed to maintain
transportation flow. Use of varying materials as well as lane marking to distinguish travel lanes,
“safe zones,” and other clear direction to users, including Pedestrian Signal Heads, Vehicle Signal
Heads, and LRT Traffic Operational Signage. See Attachment M, Drawing L85-TNP101 through
111.

c) Street signage is shown at affected intersections. See Attachment M, L85-TNP101 to TNP111
(demonstrating that the City’s crosswalk standards are used).

d) In addition to the above design treatments, all City streets will be designed consistent with
applicable City codes in order to safely incorporate the RLRT Facilities into the City street layout.
See, e.g., Attachment M, Drawings L85-TSP100 through 109 (MOT Signalization); Drawings L85-
TNP101 through TNP111 (Operational Signage); Specification Sections 10 14 53 (Traffic Signage)
and 10 14 60 (Facility, Operational, and Regulatory Signage).

TR-75.22-Encourage quality design and construction in the light rail system by 1) Including durable
materials in design and construction to ensure facilities retain appearance, functionally, and
community value, and 2) Incorporating art, public spaces, and other features as community assets.

Sound Transit Discussion: As discussed above with respect to the design and materials used in the
Facilities, Sound Transit will use quality materials throughout the Project which will be incorporated
consistently with Subpart 1 of this Comprehensive Plan policy. The materials selected for the Project
were specifically chosen for their aesthetic appeal as well as their durability, and their consistency with
Sound Transit’s Design Criteria Manual. Sound Transit has reviewed the selection and use of materials
and refined its choices through the CAC review of the Project design, as well as the iterative,
collaborative design process for the Facilities. The quality and durability of the materials selected will
ensure the Facilities’ retention of their appearance, functionality, and community value in years to
come. Sound Transit has employed a select palette of flooring, canopy, and coating materials
throughout the Link System intended to provide durable, long lasting, and vandal resistant surfaces at
stations. Many of these materials can be seen throughout the existing Central Link light rail stations.

As discussed above, Sound Transit’s STart art program will be implemented in the stations. Sound
Transit will incorporate the strategic involvement of community to enhance the aesthetics of the RLRT
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Facilities when viewed from within the station sites or from the surrounding properties. STart enhances
transit connections by helping create a sense of place in the communities where it builds and operates.

As it has done for its other facilities, Sound Transit will set aside construction dollars for art in order to
keep temporary construction sites attractive and make the South Bellevue Station feel inviting, safe and
memorable. See, e.g., Specification Section 12 10 00 (Art Coordination and Installation). This, in
addition to the unique and tasteful public spaces and features within the Facilities, addresses Subpart 2
of this policy.

TR-75.23-Coordinate with the regional transit provider to employ crime prevention principles in the
design of light rail stations and use available technologies to deter crime, examples include the
following: 1. Visibility of station platform from adjacent streets and parking; 2. Video surveillance on
station platforms and trains; and 3. Establishing and enforcing a fare paid zone for station platforms.

Sound Transit Discussion: Sound Transit has developed a crime prevention program based on its many
years of experience as a transit provider, and will execute this program through various measures
including the following:

The design of the South Bellevue Station incorporates Crime Prevention through Environmental Design
(CPTED) design principles. These design guidelines call for open, spacious, and well-lit rail stations that
promote safety for all users. Attention is given to clear site lines and visibility along with eliminating or
minimizing dark or hidden areas and station structures that block visibility. Public waiting areas,
including station platforms, will be easily visible to other patrons and to police and Sound Transit
security personnel. CPTED design measures minimize impacts by directing passenger movements with
specified traffic flow patterns; creating areas that can be easily viewed by closed-circuit television
(CCTV) cameras or persons, including transparent exterior walls and good lighting; using vandal proof
surfaces and lighting; and using easily maintained materials. Other measures to minimize crime include
equipment (e.g., CCTV, sealed fare boxes on ticket vending machines, and automatically sealed exits),
anticrime programs (such as anti-graffiti programs), and Sound Transit police, City police , and Sound
Transit security personnel patrolling the stations and the trains.

The station will include ample lighting to deter crime. Station platforms will be visible from surrounding
areas, including adjacent streets and parking lots, as shown in the Project renderings attached as
Attachment N where Station platforms, entrances, plaza areas, and landscaping have been designed to
minimize opportunities for anyone to be hidden from view.

The design of the station includes graffiti-resistant materials, and Sound Transit’s maintenance programs
ensure prompt removal of any graffiti. The use of available technologies to deter crime includes 24 hour
video surveillance on station platforms and trains. Cameras are located for full view of station
platforms, ticket vending machines, elevators and bike parking areas. Cameras are shown as CCTV on
the architectural plan drawings. The South Bellevue Station will utilize CCTV cameras and security
guards instead of paid fare zones.
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Emergency phones will be located in the station so riders in need of assistance can contact Sound
Transit’s security personnel or 911, 24 hours a day. Passenger emergency phones are located at station
entrances by ticket vending machines, on the platforms, in the elevators, and in the bike cages.

Sound Transit security personnel will be frequently present at the station and on trains. Security
personnel schedules will be determined one year prior to opening and will be adjusted based on the
particular issues at the station.

Washington State requires its cities to have the primary responsibility for safety within their boundaries.
Thus, the Bellevue Police Department (PD) will be the primary law enforcement agency for the South
Bellevue Station and surrounding properties, and will be generally responsible for the protection of
public health, safety and welfare. In addition, Sound Transit has established both the Sound Transit
Security and Sound Transit Police in order to enhance the safety on its services and facilities. Sound
Transit Security and Sound Transit Police will support Bellevue PD in ensuring a safe and secure
environment in the station and its vicinity pursuant to safety and security protocols to be developed
jointly by these agencies.

Sound Transit Security and Police will also establish a Memorandum of Understanding with the Bellevue
PD on light rail vehicle accident response protocols. Every incident will be offered to the Bellevue PD as
the primary jurisdiction. In the event Bellevue PD declines an incident, Sound Transit Public Safety
(either Security or the Police) will address the incident based on availability of resources and the type of
incident. Sound Transit Security/Law Enforcement are enhancements to public safety and will continue
to be allocated based on risk and trends. The City and Sound Transit are acting consistently with this
Comprehensive Plan policy regarding crime prevention principles.

TR-75.27-Provide reliable access to the system for Bellevue residents, in cooperation with local and
regional transit providers, by ensuring that adequate existing and new park and ride lot capacity,
neighborhood bus connections and local and regional express bus services are available.

Sound Transit Discussion: Sound Transit has and will continue to coordinate with other transit providers
to ensure reliable and convenient access to riders who use multiple forms of transit. Local and regional
express bus service will be accessible from the South Bellevue Station through convenient pedestrian
connections. The South Bellevue Station will also be accessible by a vehicle drop-off lane. See
Attachment N. The South Bellevue Station has a five level parking garage with an approximate 1,500
parking stall capacity. The South Bellevue Station will also have convenient access to local and regional
express bus services. Pedestrian and bike access to the South Bellevue Station will be along existing and
new sidewalks proposed along Bellevue Way SE. See Attachment N.

TR-75.28-Facilitate intermodal transfers and increased access to transit stations through partnerships
with public and private providers of transit and shuttle services. Encourage transit to transit, transit
to pedestrian, transit to bicycle and transit to pick up/drop off transfers with an emphasis on safety
for people transferring between the station platform and the various modes.

Sound Transit Discussion: In order to facilitate intermodal transfers and access to the Facilities by
members of the public, Sound Transit and the City are already coordinating service with other providers

16



of transit and shuttle services. Bus service, including the locations of bus stops and frequency of service
at these stops, will be updated once the build out occurs and the Facilities are operational. The RLRT
Facilities proposed in this DMP Application were designed to maximize convenience and safety for riders
entering, using, and exiting the stations. The following design and operational features have been
included in the Project in order to encourage intermodal transfers, and to ensure the safety of Sound
Transit’s riders:

a) Pedestrian connections between the South Bellevue Station and existing and proposed
sidewalks provide convenient, safe access for “transit to transit” travelers, such as bus riders
who transfer to and from Sound Transit’s trains.

b) “Transit to pedestrian” travelers will enjoy multiple access points to the station. Pedestrian
access to the South Bellevue Station is along Bellevue Way SE as shown in the plan drawings at
Attachment M, Drawing L85-RPP129.

c) A number of amenities will be available for “transit to bicycle” travelers, including bike lockers,
cages, and racks. An example of bike storage areas is shown in Attachment M, Drawing P09-
AEDO040.

d) The station includes an off-street drop-off location connecting to a direct pedestrian access to
the station, as well as parking near the station, ensuring safe, convenient access for transit to
car and “transit to pick up/drop off” riders.

Through all of these measures, as well a station layout that was expressly designed to accommodate
access by bicycle, foot, and car, the City and Sound Transit are acting consistently with this policy in
favor of facilitating and encouraging safe, convenient, intermodal transfers at the South Bellevue
Station.

TR-75.32-Collaborate with the regional transit provider to create a Construction Management Plan for
all new major transit investments. The Construction Plan should include a Construction Phasing Plan
that minimizes the corridor length disrupted at one time and minimizes the time period of disruption.

Sound Transit Discussion:

Sound Transit will provide the contractor with flexibility to prepare construction work plans consistent
with this policy that will be submitted for each permit for construction of the Facilities, e.g. in the traffic
control plans and specs. Sound Transit will prepare a Project Management Plan to document and
optimize construction sequencing and phasing.

Construction of all the Facilities will be sequenced with consideration to vehicular and pedestrian access,
as well as other potential impacts of construction. See, e.g., Specification Section 01 12 16 (Work
Sequence) and 01 55 26 (Traffic Control). As discussed above in reference to Comprehensive Plan policy
TR-75.18, the traffic control plans for the Project have been developed specifically to minimize
disruption to traffic flows, and to prevent “spillover” into surrounding neighborhoods. See, e.g.,
Attachment M, Drawing L85-TMP100 to TMP423. In addition, the contractor will prepare detailed
construction sequencing and traffic control plans.

Noise mitigation measures will be implemented for each construction phase, as well. See, e.g.,
Specification Section 01 57 15 (Temporary Construction Noise and Vibration Control).
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The corridor length affected by each stage of the Project has been minimized by having the construction
of the Facilities sequenced with consideration for vehicular and pedestrian access, as well as other
potential impacts of construction showing a sequence of work to minimize disruption of traffic. See,
e.g., Specification Section 01 12 16 (Work Sequence) and 01 55 26 (Traffic Control); (L85-TMP100 to
TMP423 Traffic Control plans E320).

The City and Sound Transit, by implementing each of these measures, all of which will be monitored and
reevaluated during Project construction, are acting consistently with this policy to create a Construction
Management Plan for all major transit investments.

TR-75.33-Place a priority on the use of noise avoidance or absorption techniques over noise deflection
for residential uses when developing mitigation measures with the regional transit provider. Monitor
the outcomes of these efforts and pursue adjustments with the regional transit provider to ensure
continued effectiveness.

Sound Transit Discussion: See Section 5 of this DMP Application and the accompanying noise study for a
discussion of steps taken to address noise impacts of the Project.

TR-75.34-Develop and implement an early and ongoing program with the regional transit provider to
provide assistance to residents and businesses affected by construction.

Sound Transit Discussion: Sound Transit is committed to engaging the public on the East Link Project in
a robust way by providing ample opportunity for meaningful public involvement throughout the lifetime
of the Project. Sound Transit will continue to work with the City and other partner jurisdictions in
reaching local and regional members of the public by hosting public meetings and workshops, speaking
at open forums, attending community events and fairs/festivals, providing briefings, and being available
to discuss the Project with businesses, neighborhood, stakeholders, interested individuals and
transportation interest groups.

To make information about the Project as widely available as possible, Sound Transit continually
provides updates on the Project through a variety of communication tools and materials, including a
website, fact drawings, e-newsletter, press releases, and graphic displays.

Through the CDP, Sound Transit has worked with City staff in developing and implementing a plan and
schedule for outreach activities to the public and project stakeholders. While this work has focused on
designing and executing meaningful public engagement during final design, it is anticipated that the
work will continue into the construction phase of the Project.

By mid-2014, Sound Transit will also develop a construction outreach plan that identifies goals,
objectives, key messages, risks and challenges, key audiences, and strategies for completion of the
entire Project, including the South Bellevue Station. Sound Transit will continue to seek involvement
from the City and other partner jurisdictions in refining and implementing the outreach plan at various
stages throughout construction.

Throughout preliminary design of the Project and leading up to this DMP Application, Sound Transit has
continually informed individuals living and working in the affected areas of any field work planned in
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their area. Sound Transit, in coordination with the City, will continue its public outreach program to
develop and implement a business mitigation plan to address construction activities that can be
disruptive to local businesses. Sound Transit’s business mitigation plan helps local businesses continue
to attract customers while construction goes on nearby. Sound Transit provides mitigation for the direct
impacts of construction, and works with local businesses to address the indirect impacts of construction
by developing a program that promotes the neighborhood and attracts customers.

Through these cooperative efforts, Sound Transit is acting consistently with this policy in favor of an
ongoing program to assist residents and businesses affected by the construction of the Facilities.

TR-75.35- Minimize disruption and inconvenience of construction staging areas to adjacent land uses
in collaboration with the regional transit provider through actions such as site selection design and
operational management plans. Construction staging areas should not be located in residential
neighborhoods except where no practicable alternative exists.

Sound Transit Discussion: Sound Transit will continue to work with the City through the DAVE technical
working group to develop detailed construction staging plans in areas which will include measures to
minimize disruption and inconvenience to adjacent land uses. The South Bellevue segment includes one
construction staging area for the Facilities proposed in this DMP Application. Sound Transit will use the
existing South Bellevue Park and Ride lot for construction staging as shown in Attachment M, Drawing
L85-TMP212.

This location was chosen to ensure an orderly flow of traffic on City streets and to minimize any impacts
to the local area. The South Bellevue area is characterized principally by residential, office, and
commuter uses. The impact will be minimal as the staging area is an open parking area now.
Temporary parking will be located to the south with similar parking stalls and equivalent ingress and
egress. Some commuter impacts will result from temporary lane closures on Bellevue Way SE for utility
and other staging work. These impacts will be well coordinated and major closures will be limited to the
shortest time possible. Further, no construction staging is proposed in any residential neighborhood in
this DMP Application. Rather, the single staging area at the current park and ride has little, if any
adjacent neighborhood use and is separated from the neighborhood by an arterial street.

Considering these measures, the City is acting consistently with this Comprehensive Plan policy by
collaborating with Sound Transit to “minimize disruption and inconvenience of staging areas to adjacent
land uses.”

TR-118-Mitigate air quality, noise, light/glare and other significant adverse environmental impacts of
the proposed transportation projects on adjacent neighborhoods.

Sound Transit Discussion: The comprehensive environmental review process conducted for the Project
analyzed and included appropriate mitigation for all probable significant adverse environmental impacts
of the Project on adjacent neighborhoods in accordance with State and Federal law. As noted above,
these measures included mitigation for both temporary (e.g., construction-related) and potential
ongoing impacts of the Project, and are summarized in this DMP Application in Attachment F.
Considering these mitigation measures, the City has gone well beyond this policy to “mitigate . . .
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significant adverse environmental impacts” on adjacent neighborhoods: The development process has
ensured a comprehensive, robust mitigation package to avoid and/or mitigate each of the potential
adverse environmental impacts of the proposal.

ED-3-Develop and maintain regulations that allow for continued economic growth while respecting
the environment and quality of life of city neighborhoods.

Sound Transit Discussion: As discussed above, the Project will provide a critical transit link to many of
the City’s employment centers and major residential areas, which will benefit the short and long-term
economic well-being of the City and its communities. The Project preserves and enhances the quality of
life in the adjacent City neighborhoods by providing additional transit options to its residents while
ensuring the Project’s consistency with the LUC and the City’s long-range planning policies. The City has
developed regulations that furthers each of these Comprehensive Plan policies, including Chapter
20.25M of the LUC, which sets forth comprehensive development standards and other requirements for
the City’s review and approval of the RLRT system, including the Facilities proposed in this DMP
Application.

Southwest Subarea Policy S-SW-19 Provide for the aesthetic development of Bellevue Way S.E. and
112th Avenue S.E. including the provision of sidewalks and bicycle lanes on both sides of the street
and landscaping along the entire street so as to provide the feeling of a continuous boulevard and a
gateway for Bellevue.

Sound Transit Discussion: The Project is consistent with this policy as it will provide for the aesthetic
development of these streets, including new wider sidewalks and new planter strips being added to
both Bellevue Way SE and 112th Ave SE. The new sidewalk, while it does not constitute a “bike lane,” is
a multi-use path that can be used by bicyclists as well as pedestrians. This strengthens the identity of
these thoroughfares as continuous boulevards as well as serving as a “gateway” for Bellevue.

Southwest Subarea Policy S-SW-25 Provide for pedestrian and bicycle facilities along Bellevue Way
S.E. and 112th Avenue S.E. to enhance non-motorized access from residential streets to Downtown.

Sound Transit Discussion: The Project is consistent with this Policy based on the enhanced facilities
for pedestrians and other non-motorized access that will be provided along Bellevue Way SE and 112th
SE. These facilities have been designed with ample landscaping and street separation to make them
more user-friendly, and most of these facilities will be shielded from the road by a wide planter strip.
These thoroughfares will provide convenient access to the South Bellevue Station by area residents, as
well as enhanced access from residential streets to Downtown Bellevue.

Southwest Subarea Policy S-SW-26 Buffer the pedestrian and/or bicyclist from vehicular traffic on
heavily traveled arterials such as Bellevue Way, 112th Avenue S.E., and Main Street.

Sound Transit Discussion: While none of the Facilities covered by this DMP Application are near Main
Street, the pedestrian facilities along Bellevue Way SE and 112" SE are enhanced with buffers between
vehicular and non-motorized traffic consistent with this Policy.
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B. LIGHT RAIL BEST PRACTICES

As noted above, the Bellevue Comprehensive Plan and the decision criteria for the Light Rail Overlay
District incorporate the Light Rail Best Practices Report. See LUC 20.25M.030.C.3.b.

Like many broad planning and policy-level statements, the Light Rail Best Practices Report contains a
general discussion of goals, stating both Guiding Principles as well as a number of “Best Practices” under
various topics addressed in the Report. The Report defines Best Practices as “processes, methods, and
activities that will be most effective at delivering the desired outcome for Bellevue.” The Report further
identifies five categories of more specific, detailed “actions” for the City and Sound Transit to take in
order to ensure the Project’s consistency with these Best Practices. In the years since their adoption,
the Light Rail Best Practices have guided the City’s actions with respect to the East Link Project.

The Report includes an action category of “Expectations of Sound Transit” which will be considered as
part of the City’s review of the individual DMP Applications for each segment of the Project. The
following sections discuss each of the topics identified in the Light Rail Best Practices, as well as the
specific “Expectations” identified for Sound Transit’s compliance with the Best Practices. As with the
discussion of the relevant Comprehensive Plan provisions above, the relevant portions of the Light Rail
Best Practices are reproduced verbatim below in bold text, followed by responses demonstrating Sound
Transit’s compliance with each objective.

1. COMMUNITY & NEIGHBORHOODS

This topic of the Report focuses on developing an efficient light rail transit system designed to be well
integrated into the neighborhoods through which it travels. The Best Practices for this topic are as
follows:

Establish a clear vision and confirm the community goals for the light rail system.
Design light rail facilities to be an extension of the community.

Use the investment in light rail as the foundation for other community enhancements.
Be proactive in addressing potential operational impacts to adjacent neighborhoods.

S0 ®>»

The “Expectations of Sound Transit” in the Community & Neighborhoods topic appear below using the
same numbering as in the Light Rail Best Practices Report:

15. Sound Transit station design should reflect the character of the community through context-
sensitive design and use of building materials and landscaping, including retained significant
trees and transplanted sapling trees.

16. Sound Transit stations should be designed to be a “place, not a project” and should include
high quality furnishings and public art.
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17. In collaboration with the City, Sound Transit should undertake a station area design and
planning effort that engages the community about specific issues for each station once the
sites are selected.

18. Sound Transit should conduct frequent community involvement during the design and
construction of the project to keep the community informed of project developments,
upcoming events, and opportunities to participate in developing the system.

19. Sound Transit should, in collaboration with the City, create a management plan for safety and
security, maintenance and operations, and (where appropriate) marketing and economic
activities in stations and public spaces.

20. Sound Transit should use computer visualizations to demonstrate and analyze the visual
impacts of the various profiles and in designing stations. This technique is a useful tool for
engaging the public in a dialogue about mitigation and design issues.

Sound Transit Discussion: This DMP Application is consistent with the Communities and Neighborhoods
Best Practices because the station and guideway design meets each of the above Expectations of Sound
Transit. As discussed with reference to Comprehensive Plan Policies LU-9, LU-24, TR 75.12, and TR 75.23
above, through the CDP, the design of the stations and guideways proposed in this DMP Application has
resulted in a superior proposal. The process fully engaged the community with respect to specific issues
in the layout and design of each station, and frequent opportunities for community involvement were
included in the public planning process outlined in Section 1 of the DMP Application.

The community will remain engaged in station design and the design of other Facilities through the
CAC’s review of the Project. Further, Sound Transit has and will continue to provide ongoing
opportunities for community involvement through its business mitigation plan. The continuation of this
public process will ensure ample opportunities for the community to participate in developing the
Project. See http://www.soundtransit.org/Projects-and-Plans/East-Link-Extension/East-Link-Extension-
document-archive for a comprehensive list of the public involvement opportunities.

Among the many planning and design tools used during the public design process, Sound Transit has and
will continue to use computer visualizations to convey the design, layout, and overall “feel” of the
Project to the CAC and other members of the public participating in the design process. For example, in
refining the design of the stations, Sound Transit typically creates 2 - 4 renderings for comment, and has
included the latest version of these renderings in Attachment N in support of the final design proposed
for the South Bellevue Station. Sound Transit also created a computer generated animation of a visual
“fly-over” of the alignment to further describe its appearance and integration into the environment.
Through this process of public involvement, as well as the context- and site-sensitive design features
included in the Project, the design of the stations responds to the character of the community, as well.

Significant trees will be retained throughout the Project as required by LUC 20.20.900 and as
encouraged in this policy. Saplings will be included in and around the Facilities, as well. Consistent with
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Expectation No. 15, the final E320 plans will include a comprehensive tree survey and identification of
the trees to be retained, or removed, and the proposed trees to be replanted.

The artistic design, as well as public art that will be installed under Sound Transit’s “STart” program, will
reinforce the high-quality design of the South Bellevue Station, and distinguish it as a “place, not a
project.” Furnishings proposed for the South Bellevue Station are shown in the renderings in
Attachment N.

Sound Transit’s management plans for safety, security, maintenance and operations have been
developed through years of experience gained at Sound Transit’s other operating facilities in the region.
Please refer to the Sound Transit Construction and Safety Manual and the Sound Transit Design Criteria
Manual, Chapter 29, for further discussion on the management plans provided.

2. COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
This topic of the Report focuses on the importance of engaging the public through meaningful
community involvement efforts. The Best Practices for this topic are as follows:

A. Create a sense of ownership by engaging the community in the planning, design, construction,
and operation of the system.
B. Form a citizen advisory committee for the East Link Project.

The Expectations of Sound Transit are as follows:

7. In collaboration with the City, jointly appoint a citizen advisory committee for early and
ongoing involvement in the project. The committee could be charged with a variety of tasks,
including reviewing major project technical and policy issues and providing advice to Sound
Transit and the City.

8. Conduct frequent public forums and use web-based communication throughout the duration
of the project to broaden the reach of public involvement efforts.

9. In collaboration with the City and stakeholders, develop a construction management program
that includes participation by and assistance to affected residents and business owners.

10. Coordinate with City staff dedicated to manage the project and resolve issues on the City’s
behalf.
11. Use computer visualization to demonstrate and analyze the visual impacts of the various

profiles and in designing stations. This technique is a useful tool for engaging the publicin a
dialogue about mitigation and design issues.

12. Involve the contractor in meetings with the public to share information and respond to
questions and concerns about construction.
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Sound Transit Discussion: This DMP Application is consistent with the Community Involvement Best
Practices based on the public process that is being followed for the planning and design of the Project.
The City has appointed the East Link Project Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) and the CAC has
conducted public meetings to review the Facilities proposed in this DMP Application. Sound Transit and
City staff provided the CAC with an orientation to Sound Transit’s existing light rail system, including a
tour of existing facilities in the City of Seattle. Frequent public forums have been held and will continue
throughout design and construction of the Project. Sound Transit has been responsive to the CAC's
input by providing follow up sessions on topics of specific interest to the CAC, and incorporating its
context sensitivity report into the design of the Facilities. For example, in an effort to provide a “grand
entry” for light rail riders into the City of Bellevue, Sound Transit has retained an artist, Vicki Scuri whose
proposed innovative landscape design concept will blend the aerial guideway into the landscape, the
Front Approach Art Opportunity. See May 7" Sound Transit Art Presentation to the

CAC http://www.bellevuewa.gov/light-rail-permitting-cac-meetings.htm.

Bellevue residents, businesses, and other citizens have two primary means through which to provide
input on design and construction of the Project: 1) through Sound Transit’s final design public
involvement process described in Section 1 of this application, the CAC review process. There have been
and will continue to be other multiple opportunities to provide input on Project elements such as station
design, art, safety, and landscaping. See Attachment D for a summary of public outreach activities
completed to date. Sound Transit also provides opportunities to stay informed through the Project
website, www.soundtransit.org/eastlink, and subscription to the East Link listserv. Sound Transit
Community Outreach staffs are also available by contacting eastlink@soundtransit.org or 206-398-5470.

As part of the final design process, Sound Transit presented 30% design plans for the Facilities proposed
in this DMP Application to the public in South Bellevue and Downtown in May 2013. A series of open
houses are planned and have been conducted in locations along the Project alighment. Based on
feedback from the public and additional technical information, the station design was advanced to a
60% level of design. In May 2013, Sound Transit hosted an open house to share the design plans for the
Facilities covered by this South Bellevue DMP Application. Approximately 110 Bellevue residents
attended this meeting to learn about elements such as general design, landscaping, and station
materials.

Construction issues will be specifically discussed at future public meetings. As the Project continues and
the contractor is selected by Sound Transit for construction of the Facilities proposed in this DMP
Application, additional opportunities for public involvement will be provided. Expectations No. 9 and 12
will be addressed through these efforts.

Expectation No. 10 is satisfied through the creation and implementation of the CDP. The DAVE technical

working group has been successful in resolving issues and ensuring the Project’s consistency with City
codes applicable to this DMP Application.
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As noted above, Sound Transit has used computer visualizations to communicate Project design and
layout to the public consistently with Expectation No. 11. Project renderings in Attachment N show the
Facilities proposed to be built under this DMP Application.

3. CONNECTING PEOPLE TO LIGHT RAIL

This topic of the Report focuses on developing an efficient and accessible light rail system by
effectively coordinating light rail with pedestrian and bicycle facilities, transit and parking. The Best
Practices for this topic are as follows:

A.

Provide connections to the station that are safe, secure, and convenient for pedestrians and
bicycle riders

Provide transit feeder service to light rail.

Design stations to be accessible and identifiable to all transit riders irrespective of their
language, age, or ability.

Park and ride facilities should be located where they can provide convenient access to light
rail for Bellevue neighborhoods not directly serviced by light rail, and they should be
integrated contextually with the surrounding environment.

The Expectations of Sound Transit are as follows:

11.

12.

13.

Station design that incorporates:

= An emphasis on transit patron safety that utilizes techniques such as “Z” crossings;

= Entrances that minimize conflicts between bicyclists, pedestrians, automobiles, and
buses;

= Bicycle parking in convenient, well-lighted, and secure locations;

=  Maps showing pedestrian and bicycle routes connecting stations and local destinations;
and

= Physical features that promote use of alternatives to single-occupant vehicle (SOV), such
as:

- preferential parking for non-SOVs relative to demand at each location;

- clearly marked and visible loading and unloading areas for drop-offs and taxis;
and

- convenient bus stops and comfortable waiting areas.

Pedestrian connections to bus facilities should minimize walking distances and, where
possible, avoid street and driveway crossings.

Coordinate with other transit and shuttle providers to provide feeder bus service for patrons
living more than one-half mile from the station.
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14. Universal design principles should be used in the design of stations and platforms to facilitate
access to high capacity transit by all riders.

15. Real-time arrival information should be provided at stations and nearby major activity centers
(e.g., Meydenbauer Center and Bellevue Square) for light rail and regional transit services.

16. Include pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure in station planning and construction to facilitate
use by these rider groups.

17. Evaluate demand for additional park and ride facilities as part of the East Link Project.
Consider how the development of new or expansion of existing park and ride facilities would
serve local communities, support ridership, and impact the surrounding environment.

Design park and ride lots to be consistent with the land use vision and community context of
each unique location.

Sound Transit Discussion: This DMP Application is consistent with the Connecting People to Light Rail
topic because it has incorporated each of the design principles raised in the Expectations of Sound
Transit.

With respect to Sound Transit Expectation No. 11 under this topic, a number of transit rider safety
measures have been incorporated into the station design, including those listed in the discussion of
Comprehensive Plan Policy TR-75.20, above. Channelization pavement markings and signage at the
South Bellevue Station guide pedestrians and passenger vehicles to light rail transit facilities. See
Attachment M, Drawings E09-ANP100 through ANP203. Entrances have been developed in order to
provide a wide and convenient pathway to the separate access points that are provided for
automobiles, bicyclists, pedestrians, and those riders transferring from other buses.

Attachment N, Figure 1 shows the passenger drop-off area in the front of the South part of the station.
Station entrances are located at either end and in the middle of the station, and will be accessed from
Bellevue Way SE. Bicycle parking is provided on a portion of the plaza and within the parking garage.
The plaza’s location and ample size allows for pedestrian flow between the station and the garage and
allows for pedestrians and bicycles to remain separated from the vehicles in the station area, thus
minimizing potential conflicts between bicycles, pedestrians, automobiles and bus traffic. A variety of
bicycle storage facilities are provided, including lockers, secured covered bike parking, and bike racks.
The station area, park and ride lot and associated plazas will be well-lit and have a layout and plantings
that allow for high visibility of patrons from the surrounding streets.

Ample room has been provided for access by people arriving by each of these means of transport, and
bicycle racks and lockers are included in the station and the parking garage and are separate from the
drop-off area in order to reduce any conflict between bicycle traffic and other travelers. See
Attachment M, Drawing E09-AEE102. Bicycle parking is located close to the entrances for each station,
in convenient, well-lighted, secure locations, as shown on the station renderings. See Attachment N.
Maps will be provided at the stations, as they are in other Sound Transit stations.
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Spaces will be designated for carpools. Drop-off areas will be designed for safety and capacity at the
South Bellevue Station in coordination with the City Transportation Department. The station will have a
designated signed passenger drop-off area. All vehicle turnouts will be clearly marked with signs and by
other means as drop-off areas so that taxis and other users can easily locate them. As noted in the
discussion of Comprehensive Plan policies TR-75.27 and TR-75.28, bus stops will be located at the South
Bellevue Station, and the waiting areas within each station will include furniture, vendor areas, public
art, open spaces, and other features designed to ensure riders’ comfort. Also see the discussion of
station design elements in the “Community and Neighborhoods” topic, above.

With respect to Sound Transit Expectation No. 12, the ample pedestrian connections within the South
Bellevue Station have been designed to minimize walking distances, and to provide the most direct
route possible between each point of access and the station entrances. See Attachment N.

Regarding Expectation No. 13, Sound Transit and the City are coordinating with other service providers
to ensure the availability of connections to other transit options. See discussion of Comprehensive Plan
policy TR-75.27 and TR-75.28. Part of this coordination effort is a proposed “feeder bus” program for
riders residing over one half mile from the station. Sound Transit will work with other transit providers
(King County Metro) and the City of Bellevue to establish changes to bus routes. Service hours will be
redistributed to best fit the needs of the surrounding community. It is common for one or more transit
“feeder” programs to be established. Sound Transit’s Service Planning Department will develop and
implement this plan.

While the elements of the station design are discussed in greater detail above (see, e.g., discussion
under Comprehensive Plan Policy LU-9), universal design principles were included in the design per
Expectation No. 14, allowing access to the site by all people. In addition to facilitating access to high
capacity transit for riders coming from multiple modes of transport (as discussed under Comprehensive
Plan policies TR-75.27 and 75.28, above), the facilities are ADA compliant and designed to be convenient
and accessible for all riders. Sound Transit’s criteria for accessibility goes beyond code minimums such
that all public areas and public pathways are accessible, as opposed to just one designated route. Sound
Transit provides standard tactile way finding elements to assist the vision impaired locate the boarding
locations on the station platforms as well as system signage (braille) and passenger emergency
telephones.

Within the South Bellevue Station, real-time arrival information will be provided on the platform entry
with electronic variable message signs (VMS) as suggested in Expectation No. 15. These signs will
display data regarding estimated arrival times for trains as well as emergency communications. Similar
VMS features can be viewed at existing stations along the Central Link light rail corridor.

Regarding Expectation No. 16, a number of bicycle amenities will be available at the station, including
bike lockers, cages, and racks. See, e.g., Attachment N; Attachment M, Drawing E09-AEDO0O01.
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Sound Transit will track and evaluate demand for additional park and ride facilities as part of its East Link
Project, as it does for its stations in other locations, as suggested by Expectation No. 17. Decisions
regarding the expansion of park and ride facilities, or the addition of new lots, will depend on demand,
and the extent to which additional facilities would increase Sound Transit’s ridership. Sound Transit’s
System Access Policy establishes a framework for Sound Transit’s support and management of, and
investment in, infrastructure and facilities to provide customer access to its transit services. Sound
Transit will seek to provide or facilitate equitable improvements in access to transit services in
cooperation with public and private entities as allowed by applicable laws, regulations, plans and
policies. When designing transit facilities and services, Sound Transit will work with partner agencies,
jurisdictions, and other interested third parties to maximize pedestrian, bike and transit access and to
provide parking capacity within available resources. As with the development of RLRT Facilities in
Seattle, Tukwila and SeaTac, environmental impacts of any new facilities will be considered, and any
additional facilities will be designed to be consistent with the City’s land use policies and the other
provisions of the Overlay. See also discussion of Comprehensive Plan Policy LU-9.

Based on each of the above measures, this DMP Application is consistent with Sound Transit’s
Expectations regarding Connecting People to Light Rail Best Practices.

4. LAND USE
This topic of the Report focuses on light rail planning and other actions that support the
Comprehensive Plan land use vision. The Best Practices for this topic are as follows:

A. Support the land use vision in Bellevue’s Comprehensive Plan for each neighborhood adjacent
to light rail.

B. Where consistent with the City’s land use vision, encourage the development of projects
adjacent to light rail that exhibit the following characteristics: An emphasis on being “a place,
not a project”; Includes housing as well as other uses; Higher urban scale densities; Pedestrian
oriented; Density tapers down to adjacent lower density communities; and Integrated into the
station and/or the neighborhood.

C. Invest in infrastructure to make stations and adjacent development successful.

D. Develop station area plans once the locations are known and before design and development
of the stations.

The Expectations of Sound Transit are as follows:

9. Provide adequate resources for pedestrian connections, art, and other amenities that will
complement adjacent development and enhance the community.

10. Cooperate with Bellevue on station area plans for each of the sites ultimately selected.

Sound Transit Discussion: This DMP Application is consistent with the Expectations for the Land Use
topic. Sound Transit has gone beyond the policy of Expectation No. 9 to “provide adequate resources”
for the amenities specified. The South Bellevue Station design includes numerous amenities that will
serve riders and other visitors to the station alike. Public art will be installed under Sound Transit’s
“STart” program and the high-quality furnishings, open areas, and public spaces within the station,
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which include bicycle and pedestrian amenities as well as vendor areas, will distinguish the station as a
“place, not a project.” See Attachment N. Each of these amenities is designed to be consistent with the
context-sensitive, site-specific design of the South Bellevue Station which is subject to review and input
by both the CAC and other members of the public, in addition to collaborative efforts between the City
and Sound Transit.

With respect to Expectation No. 10, Sound Transit has worked with the City to select the location,
layout, and design of the South Bellevue Station included in this DMP Application. These station
locations were thoroughly analyzed and vetted prior to their approval by the Sound Transit Board and
the City. Each station has been designed with context-sensitivity and consistency with its surroundings.
See, e.g., discussion of Comprehensive Plan policies LU-9 and TR-75.12, above. Although the City has
elected not to conduct station area planning for the South Bellevue Station, Sound Transit will work with
the City on such planning efforts if the City decides to do so.

5. STREET DESIGN AND OPERATIONS
This topic of the Report focuses on design and operation practices that create a safe and efficient
street environment. The Best Practices for this topic are as follows:

Minimize confusion and maximize predictability for all street users.
Increase visibility at transit stops, intersections, and railroad crossings.
Employ design features at stations to enhance pedestrian and bicyclist safety.

S0 ®>

Design the light rail stations and line, and any street modifications, to avoid and minimize

potential impacts.

E. Apply principles of universal design in the design of streets and sidewalks adjacent to light rail
stations.

F. Employ transit signal priority to optimize transit operation, balanced with pedestrian bicycle,

and other vehicle movements.

The Expectations of Sound Transit are as follows:

12. Design light rail stations and intersections to direct pedestrians to safe, direct street crossings.

13. Use distinctive, paved (i.e., no tie and ballast) treatment of trackway when located in street
right- of-way for pedestrian-oriented residential and commercial areas.

14. Require quality design and materials in system facilities (for example, stations, tracks,
supports, access areas, and power substations) that mitigate impacts related to safety and
aesthetics and enhance the public regard for the system.

15. Minimize line-of-sight obstructions for light rail transit drivers.
16. Reduce people’s ability to rush across the tracks.
17. Make safety devices accessible to the visually impaired.
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18. Provide audible and visible warnings.
19. Apply traffic control devices uniformly and consistently throughout light rail system.

20. Provide light rail signals that are clearly distinguishable from traffic signals.

Sound Transit Discussion: The Facilities proposed in this DMP Application are consistent with the Street
Design and Operations Light Rail topic because they have incorporated each of the design and
operations elements raised in the Expectations of Sound Transit above.

With respect to Expectation No. 12 in the Street Design and Operations topic, pedestrian thoroughfares
in and surrounding the South Bellevue Station will connect directly to safe, direct street crossings. The
South Bellevue Station will connect to crosswalks across Bellevue Way SE to the west at the middle
entrance. Sidewalks are also provided to the north and south of the Station. See Attachment N. The
guideway can also be crossed at a number of crossings that are fully grade-separated. First, the South
Bellevue Station is elevated to allow unobstructed crossing underneath the station by all forms of traffic.
Second, there are two additional crossings at the Winter’s house; one for vehicular, bike, and pedestrian
traffic, and another pedestrian-only crossing. A third guideway undercrossing is located at SE 15%
Street. Here, all forms of traffic can safely cross the guideway using 112" Street and its associated
sidewalks. These access points will be available on the day the South Bellevue Station begins operating.
The South Bellevue Station will also connect to crosswalks across Bellevue Way SE and 112" Avenue SE
to the west, which will include a signalized intersection at the time of opening.

Consistent with Expectation No.13, all crossings include distinctive paved treatment of the guideway,
and ballasted track is used only in areas that have no vehicle or pedestrian access.

With respect to Expectation No. 14, an in-depth discussion of the aesthetic quality of the design and
materials used in the Facilities, including guideways, supports, access areas, substations and related
facilities, is included in the discussion of Comprehensive Plan policies LU-9 and TR-75.22. The design of
each of these elements was formulated based upon best practices for light rail design with input from
Sound Transit’s Safety and Security personnel. In addition to the safety features discussed above, these
include egress stairs, emergency phones, safety signage and fire alarms. Sound Transit has incorporated
each of these features into the design of the Facilities in a tasteful manner, which will preserve the
aesthetics of the Facilities and enhance the public regard for the system. Guideway supports have the
same design to create common and linked themes for this portion of the Facilities. See, e.g.,
Attachment M, Drawing E09-SBE101. The traction power substation near SE 30" Street will be behind a
fence and shielded from view as much as possible.

The alighment of the system addressed, among other concerns, drivers’ line of sight when operating
Sound Transit’s trains consistent with Expectation No. 15. For example, each turn along the Facilities’
guideway was designed to be gradual and ensure good visibility. All sight distances for the Facilities
meet standard engineering requirements for road speed, grades, and lane numbers.
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Among the safety-specific features included in the design of the Facilities are fences, walls, and other
barriers to reduce individuals’ ability to cross the tracks, which were incorporated into the design of the
Facilities consistent with Expectation No. 16. See, e.g., Attachment M, Drawing L85-GZK029.

Consistent with Expectation No. 17, Sound Transit will make safety devices accessible to its visually
impaired customers. The South Bellevue Station utilizes tactile way finding provisions to assist people
with disabilities, who are blind, or have vision impairments. These include a platform edge detectable
warning surface which meets ADA Accessibility Guidelines, a tactile path (“braid”) to guide the user
through the station, and tactile train waiting areas identifying the location of the set of center-most
doors of a two-car train based on the vehicles’ stopping location. These provisions begin at ticketing and
continue the length of the platform.

In addition to prominent safety signage, audible alarm systems will be used in the South Bellevue Station
and along the guideway to reduce the chances of anyone crossing the guideway in inappropriate or
unsafe locations, and to prevent accidents in case someone ends up in harm’s way in any place in the
Facilities. The RLRT System includes three types of audible safety warning devices which fall under this
category, each of which is designed to minimize sound levels while maintaining their effectiveness for
safety purposes. Train mounted bells will generally be sounded twice as a train approaches and passes
through an at-grade crossing, and also when the trains enter and exit stations. Station announcements
of arrivals and departures are made, as well. Finally, a louder horn is available to train operators for use
in emergency situations. Sound Transit has met Expectation No. 18 by incorporating each of these
elements into its design and the operation of the South Bellevue Station.

Traffic control devices for trains and the traffic that will be sharing the roads in and near the facilities
have been designed to preserve their uniformity throughout the City consistent with Expectation No. 19.
In addition to crosswalk lights and traffic lights, other control devices will be used in various locations
throughout the Facilities consistent with standard railroad and roadway requirements. Motorists,
pedestrians, and cyclists are accustomed to seeing these devices, which include standard traffic signals,
railway flashing lights/arms, pedestrian signals and signs. Consistent with Expectation No. 20, light rail
signals will be clearly distinguishable from traffic signals. These signal types were selected because they
look very different from traffic signals in the area—which will reduce the risk of driver confusion. The
Facilities proposed in this DMP Application do not include any non-grade separated pedestrian or motor
cross ways, with the exception of an access for emergency vehicles at SE 4™ Street. See Attachment M,
Drawing L85-RPP125.

Because the Facilities included in this DMP Application incorporate each of the above design and

operational measures, Sound Transit has met each of the Expectations under the Street Design and
Operations Light Rail Best Practices.
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6. ELEVATED, AT-GRADE, AND TUNNEL
This topic of the Report focuses on balancing the objectives of both the transportation system and the
community for the selected alignment profiles. The Best Practices for this topic are as follows:

A. Connect “somewhere to somewhere.”

B. Build it right the first time.

C. The alignment profile should support the land use plan for each of the area it travels through.
D. The alignment profile should minimize impacts on street operations.

E. The alignment profile should optimize ridership.

F. Employ urban design features to enhance safety and community integration.

The Expectations of Sound Transit are as follows:

9. Public art for the project should be coordinated with the Bellevue Arts Commission and

consistent with city policies on public art.

10. Use urban design features to enhance safety and community integration, including but not
limited to:
= Integrated public art, design, and finishes at stations to improve aesthetics;
= Use of sapling or larger trees and other landscaping along the trackway to visually screen

the catenary system.

11. At-grade systems should feature:

= Distinctive trackway treatment (i.e., no tie and ballast) and landscaping as a design
element;

= Landscaping, low bollards, chains, or ornamental fencing or art projects to define
pedestrian areas;

= |ntegrated public art, design, and finishes at stations to improve aesthetics;

= Design techniques such as “Z-crossings” in locations other than intersections to increase
pedestrian awareness and safety;

= Design and maintenance techniques that mitigate operational noise on adjacent
properties

= Designs that prevent train headlights from blinding oncoming motorists or creating a
nuisance for nearby land uses; and

=  Trackway finishes that complement community objectives.

12, Elevated systems should feature:
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= Integrated public art, design, and finishes at stations and on support structures to improve
aesthetics;

= Design and maintenance techniques that mitigate operational noise on adjacent
properties;

=  Placement of supports to accommodate motorist sight lines and avoid creation of visual
and pedestrian barriers;
=  Placement and design of aerial and support structures that address shadow effects; and

= Designs that prevent train headlights from creating a nuisance for adjacent land uses.

13. Tunnel systems should feature:

= Integrated public art, design, and finishes at stations to improve aesthetics;
= Portals and associated facilities integrated into the surrounding area;

= Portal design that prevents unauthorized vehicles and pedestrians from entering tunnel;

= Station entrances that create a recognizable visual signal that transit service is “available
here”;

= Design and maintenance techniques that mitigate operational noise for riders waiting on
station platforms;

= Underground station entrances that provide easy access for all patrons and avoid
impeding pedestrian movements; and

= Underground stations that use high ceilings, natural light and air, or other design
techniques to create bright, open, and safe feeling platforms.

Sound Transit Discussion: This DMP Application is consistent with the “Elevated, At-Grade, and Tunnel”
topic of the Light Rail Best Practices because it has incorporated each of the design and operations
elements provided in the above Expectations. There are two lidded track structures to the west of the
Winters House and an undercrossing, road over rail structure, of the guideway near SE 15" Street. None
of these structures qualify as a tunnel.

With respect to Expectation No. 9, public art for the Facilities, including art installed under Sound
Transit’s “STart” program, will be coordinated with the Bellevue Arts Commission and will be consistent
with City’s policies on public art.

As discussed in greater detail in the discussion relating to Comprehensive Plan policies LU-9 and TR-
75.12, sound urban design principles have been employed in the station design to enhance aesthetics—
including the planting of sapling or larger trees, and retaining significant trees throughout the alignment
where possible. The safety benefits of the design proposed in this DMP Application are enumerated
under the Street Design and Operations topic and the discussion of Comprehensive Plan policy 75.23.
As discussed above, public art, design, and the finishes selected provide a superior aesthetic for the
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South Bellevue Station consistent with this policy. The potential aesthetic impacts of the catenary
system (poles and wires) were addressed in several ways, in addition to the alignment, design, and
layout considerations described in detail above. Today the view of the area selected for the alignment,
in particular from the residences above the guideway to the West of Bellevue Way, includes numerous
power poles and a multitude of utility wires which will be undergrounded as a part of the Project. The
catenary system included in the Facilities is shorter and much less visually intrusive than the current
maze of poles and wires that exist along the alignment today. Trees planted along the guideway will
provide some screening of the Facilities, as well, though it may take several years for this screening to be
apparent from a ground-level perspective. Systems facilities such as signal bungalows and TPSS
structures exposed to public view will be screened. Sound Transit’s incorporation of these elements into
the design of the Facilities proposed in this DMP Application satisfies Expectation No. 10.

The design includes only one at-grade crossing in this DMP Application. This is the SE 4™ Street crossing,
which will be designated for emergency use only. There is a moveable noise wall blocking all but
emergency access at this location. The at-grade Facilities proposed in this DMP Application satisfy
Expectation No. 11 through their incorporation of the following design features, among others:

e Pedestrian and guideway areas use design features such as low bollards, chains, and ornamental
fencing, as well as landscaping, and other design techniques to increase pedestrian awareness
and safety. See, e.g., Attachment M, Drawing P0O9-APP301. As noted above, distinctive track
treatments are included in the design of the Facilities, ballasted track is confined to areas with no
vehicular or pedestrian access and the at-grade portions of the Project include no ballasted track.
Direct fixation of rails tracks is proposed for at-grade portions of the Project (See Attachment M
Drawing L85-KYX300).

e Integrated public art will be provided for the overall Facilities, as discussed above in reference to
Comprehensive Plan policy LU-9 and others.

e The Facilities have been designed to prevent train lights from blinding motorists or adversely
affecting nearby land uses. The trains’ lights will be directed to the tracked sections of the
Facilities, and Sound Transit does not anticipate interference with pedestrian or motorist use of
adjacent properties.

e Design features to mitigate operational noise on adjacent properties, as discussed in Section 5 of
this DMP application.

e Asnoted above in reference to Comprehensive Plan policy LU-9, the context-sensitive guideway
finishes included in the Project are shown best in the renderings of Attachment N.

The elevated Facilities covered by this DMP Application satisfy Expectation No. 12 through the
incorporation of the following design features:
a) Integrated public art, which will be installed per Sound Transit’s “STart” program at the South
Bellevue Station.
b) The design and finishes proposed for the South Bellevue Station and the elevated Facilities
leading to the station have been designed to be aesthetically pleasing. The guideway will share
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c)

d)

f)

g)

h)

design elements developed for segments throughout the Bellevue area including enhanced
detailing of the column and crosshead forms.

Design features to mitigate operational noise on adjacent properties are discussed in Section 5
of this DMP Application.

Sound Transit has worked with the City through the DAVE technical working group to identify
locations of columns for elevated guideway. The locations for columns were selected to avoid
undue placement in critical areas.

The elevated guideway segments are not located in areas where the guideways will create a
visual barrier. The column supports are not located within the roadway limits.

The creation of visual barriers was avoided by designing the supports to have a narrow visual
profile, in addition to optimizing the location of the supports to avoid impacts to pedestrians
and motorists’ sight lines. See Attachment M, Drawing L85-SEX001.

The potential shadow effects of the aerial and support structures were reviewed and analyzed in
Section 4.5 Visual and Aesthetics Resources of the East Link Project FEIS, July 2011. As set forth
in this document, the design proposed in this DMP Application was selected based on a balance
of performance and minimization of these shadow impacts consistent with the policy of
Expectation No. 12.

Design measures used to soften and mitigate the effects of train headlights on uses adjacent to
the elevated Facilities include a limit to horizontal curves within the street right of way to reduce
the effects of train headlights on oncoming motorists.

With respect to Expectation No. 13, no tunnel systems are included in the Facilities covered by this DMP

Application.

a)

b)

f)

g)

Integrated public art will be installed in and around the South Bellevue Station per Sound
Transit’s “STart” program. Selection of artists and specific art work for this station has begun, a
preview of selected artist was presented by Sound Transit at the May 21* CAC meeting.
Aesthetically pleasing finishes, as set forth in further detail in the discussion of Comprehensive
Plan policy LU-9, above.

Because the South Bellevue Station proposed in this DMP Application has above-ground and
elevated features, as well as a distinctive design and clear signage, the availability of transit
services at these locations will be clear to the public.

Operational noise for riders waiting on station platforms will be mitigated by the size of the
platforms, as well as their “open air” design.

Mechanical equipment and other components create “operational noise” at the South Bellevue
Station. A full analysis of these components and equipment has been completed. No excessive
noise will be produced by these systems.

Pedestrian routes leading up to the station entrances and from the entrances to the platforms
are designed to ensure comfortable movement even during peak travel times. See Attachment
M, Drawing E09-ANP100.

At night, lighting of the spacious platform areas will ensure bright, safe-feeling platforms. See
Attachment N.
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Based on Sound Transit’s incorporation of the above design features in elevated and at-grade portions
of the Facilities, the RLRT Facilities proposed in this DMP Application are consistent with the Elevated, at
Grade and Tunnel Light Rail Best Practices.

7. PROPERTY VALUES

This topic of the Report focuses on the best practices that could help protect properties from factors
that could decrease property values as well as maximize values where more urban development or
redevelopment is desired. The Best Practices for this topic are as follows:

A. Design and maintain high quality stations that are an asset to the community.
B. Develop a comprehensive strategy for limiting and mitigating negative impacts from light rail
construction and operations.

The Expectations of Sound Transit are as follows:

6. Coordinate with City of Bellevue on traffic-calming and diversion techniques to mitigate for
cut-through traffic in residential areas.

7. Coordinate infrastructure improvements with City of Bellevue to minimize disruptions and
identify efficiencies in construction timing.

8. Provide a high level of maintenance at stations and along tracks in order to meet community
standards and protect property values.

9. Collaborate with Bellevue on developing a comprehensive mitigation strategy to assign
responsibility for a full range of potential impacts including noise, vibration, traffic, safety, and
security.

Sound Transit Discussion: This DMP Application is consistent with the Property Values Light Rail Best
Practices because Sound Transit has met each of the above Expectations. As the Best Practices Report
notes under this topic, “designing and maintaining a quality system are the best practices that can be
applied to protect the value of properties along the light rail line and around stations.” As discussed in
detail in the discussion of Comprehensive Plan policy LU-9, the City and Sound Transit have prioritized
quality in the design and operations of the proposed RLRT Facilities.

With regards to Expectation No. 6, the Facilities proposed in this DMP Application are located in the
South Bellevue area, which is comprised of single and multifamily homes, offices, and partially-
developed natural areas. Sound Transit and the City will continue to coordinate detour and haul routes
to minimize impacts to existing residential neighborhoods. Minimal potential for cut-through traffic has
been identified for any residential area. The City and Sound Transit have satisfied this Expectation by
incorporating traffic-calming and detour techniques in the final right-of-way configuration for the
Project. This is in addition to the measures described in the discussion of Comprehensive Plan Policy TR-
75.18, which will be implemented and monitored to address the impacts of the Facilities’ ongoing
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operations on surrounding neighborhoods. Maintenance of Traffic is provided in Attachment M,
Drawings L85-TMP100 through TMP423.

Expectation No. 7 will be addressed through Sound Transit’s project management plan developed and
implemented in coordination with its contractor and the City.

Sound Transit has developed detailed protocols for upkeep, maintenance, and cleanliness of its facilities
as described in Central Link Maintenance Plan, and an East Link-specific maintenance plan is in
development. Expansion of the maintenance program to the Facilities in this DMP Application will
satisfy Expectation No. 8’s policy regarding “a high level of maintenance” for the proposed Facilities in
order to protect property values.

Sound Transit has satisfied Expectation No. 9 by coordinating with the City and other government
agencies to identify and implement a mitigation package for the overall Project. The mitigation
measures are summarized in Attachment F, and include mitigation for the full range of potential
impacts, including those specifically cited in this Expectation.

Based on Sound Transit’s implementation of the above measures, the Facilities proposed in this DMP
Application fully satisfy the policy of the Property Values Light Rail Best Practices.

8. STATION SECURITY
This topic of the Report focuses on developing proactive approaches to station design and operating
practices that can help deter criminal activity. The Best Practices for this topic are as follows:

A. Employ design techniques that deter crime.

B. Foster a sense of ownership by users and neighbors of stations.

C. Establish a fare paid zone at stations and program an active presence of transit and law
enforcement personnel on the train and on platforms.

D. Employ effective technologies to protect the safety of station users and neighbors.

The Expectations of Sound Transit are as follows:

8. All stations and related facilities should incorporate CPTED design principles.

9. All trains should be monitored with video surveillance equipment during operating hours. All
stations should be monitored with video surveillance equipment at all times.

10. All stations should be equipped with emergency phones connected directly to 911 or security
personnel.

11. Sound Transit, in coordination with the City, should initiate a crime prevention program that
includes public awareness campaigns and outreach to neighborhoods on crime prevention
techniques in and around stations.
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12.

13.

Sound Transit should establish a fare paid zone at stations and provide for the regular and
frequent presence of enforcement and security personnel on the platforms and trains.

Sound Transit should ensure that all facilities are maintained in good condition. Damage to
furnishings should be repaired promptly. Graffiti should be removed promptly.

Sound Transit Discussion: Sound Transit has satisfied the policies for station Security by incorporating a

number of safety-related design features in the Facilities proposed in this DMP Application, as well as a

number of safety measures in its ongoing operation of the Facilities. As noted above in the discussion

regarding Comprehensive Plan policy TR-75.23, the design of the South Bellevue Station includes a

number of features that will ensure station security consistent with these Best Practices. Specifically,

the design proposed in this DMP Application, and Sound Transit’s ongoing operations of the proposed

Facilities, incorporate the following:

a)

b)

c)

d)
e)

f)

The South Bellevue Station has been designed in accordance with CPTED design principles. See
discussion of Comprehensive Plan policy TR-75.23 above.

The Facilities outside the South Bellevue Station implement a number of CPTED design
principles. The park and ride garage and associated plazas and secure bike parking areas are
designed to enhance patron security by providing maximum visibility and clear lines of sight,
adequate illumination and ease of access for surveillance. The landscape design of the station
allows for maximum visibility and clear lines of sight by not permitting foliage in a range
between 36” and 84” to prevent vegetation from hindering fields of vision. Lighting of the park
and ride garage is designed to prevent the creation of dark areas during non-daylight hours. A
passenger emergency telephone is also provided and there is a secured bike parking area. CCTV
cameras provide surveillance of all public areas on Sound Transit property outside the station
proper (park and ride, plazas and associated bike parking areas).

All trains will be monitored with video surveillance equipment during operating hours, and
stations will be monitored with video surveillance at all times. See Sound Transit Design Criteria
Manual, Chapter 29.

Emergency phones to contact 911 and Sound Transit security personnel will be provided.

Sound Transit and the City will initiate and develop a crime prevention program to implement
public awareness and outreach campaigns to educate the public about safety issues and
assistance with crime prevention techniques in and around the stations. See Sound Transit
Design Criteria Manual, Chapter 29.

Sound Transit proposes frequent presence of its security personnel on the Station platforms and
on trains. This method has proven to be just as effective as, or more effective than, fare paid
zones in other Sound Transit stations throughout the region. Through its comprehensive
maintenance program detailed in the discussion of Expectation No. 8, Sound Transit will carry
out regularly scheduled maintenance to keep all of its Facilities in good condition. Per the
requirements of Sound Transit’s program for station and Facilities maintenance, any damage to
furnishings will be promptly repaired, and graffiti will be removed within 1-2 days after it is
discovered.
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9. CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS AND MITIGATION
This topic of the Report focuses on thoughtful planning and design practices to minimize the scope
and intensity of light rail construction impacts to businesses and residences. The Best Practices for this

topic are as follows:

A.
B.

Develop a Construction Management Plan.

Site and design construction staging areas to minimize disruption and inconvenience to
adjacent land uses.

Plan for and address the impacts of construction by providing adequate alternative access and
mitigating negative impacts such as noise and vibration.

Engage the business community in developing plans to provide support to businesses before,
during, and after construction.

Engage the residential community in developing approaches to minimize impacts and provide
support during construction.

Develop a broad public engagement program and provide regular communications to the
public about construction project activities and impacts.

The Expectations of Sound Transit are as follows:

10.

In collaboration with the City, develop a Construction Management Plan. At a minimum, the
plan should address mitigation techniques and timeline, parking and access, public
involvement, and contractor responsibilities. The plan should establish a process for
monitoring, reviewing, handling complaints, and adjusting techniques as necessary to ensure
effectiveness of the mitigation techniques.

In collaboration with the City, develop a public involvement program that defines the type and
extent of communications with the public. The goal should be to ensure extensive
communication about construction schedules, impacts, responsiveness, and effectiveness of
or changes to mitigation measures so that residents and businesses are provided with
predictability about project events and have a regular and convenient means of conducting a
dialogue with Sound Transit.

Minimize duration of construction in any given area through techniques such as:

= Divide construction into “reaches” or shorter segments and limit activity in one segment
until completion in another;
= Break construction into phases, which could coincide with the “reaches” guideline above;

= Detail and validate pre-planning for sensitive areas; and

= Allow a specified time for completion of work in each “reach.”

Minimize disruption and provide support to businesses by:
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11.

12,

13.

Establishing a construction mitigation fund;

Establishing a loan program;

Providing a local marketing campaign during construction;

Providing management and technical assistance;

Maintaining at least one vehicle and pedestrian access path during business hours;
Maintaining nearby parking;

Providing additional signage during construction.

When selecting and negotiating agreements with contractors:

Allow for selection of the contractor who is most capable of delivering the project in a
timely, professional, expedient manner while minimizing impacts and being responsive to
community interests (this may not be the lowest bidding contractor);

Provide opportunities for qualified businesses who may not typically be able to compete
on large projects;

Structure contractor payment to provide incentives for mitigating negative temporary
effects and to encourage responsiveness to complaints;

Structure construction phases and contracting arrangements to provide for timely repair
of individual owners’ properties, for example, by using separate contractors to perform
mitigation work.

Address impacts on Historic and Archaeological Resources by:

Conducting pre-construction surveys to identify presence of resources;

Coordinating mitigation measures with the State Department of Archeology and Historic
Preservation and local agencies;

Requiring the contractor to halt work if unidentified resources are encountered;

Minimizing fugitive emissions by watering areas of exposed soil, covering open body
trucks, and removing soil and other materials from paved streets;

Restricting hours of construction and using sound dampening equipment;

Establishing vibration limits and monitoring vibration and foundation conditions at nearby
historic buildings;

Working in phases for demolition, earth-moving, and other ground impacting operations;
and

Restoring sites to at least pre-construction condition.

Address impacts on Soil Erosion and Air Quality by:
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14.

15.

16.

Watering exposed soil to control dust;

Covering open body trucks traveling to and from construction sites;

Using wheel baths or rock aprons to prevent dirt from being carried onto public streets;
Promptly removing accumulated soil and other materials from paved streets; and

Temporarily paving, repaving, and/or revegetating exposed areas during specific phases.

Address Visual and Aesthetic impacts by:

Constructing temporary fences and screens to shield staging and construction areas; and

Integrating art (e.g., murals) on temporary fences or walls.

Address Noise impacts by:

Completing detailed assessment during final design to identify sensitive noise receptors;
Conducting construction activities according to state and local requirements;
Providing an appropriate waiver process for unique circumstances;

Employing design considerations such as constructing temporary noise barriers, routing
trucks away from residential areas, and locating noisy equipment away from residential
and environmentally sensitive areas;

Using an operations sequence that avoids nighttime construction in residential areas or
altering practices to reduce noise at night;

Using alternative demolition and construction methods (for example, drilled piles instead
of pile driving and noise suppressed equipment);

Providing a 24-hour staffed hotline for noise complaints;
Using temporary noise walls (for example, semi- trailer box cars) that can be moved; and

Using hotel vouchers for residents living very close to nighttime work.

Address Vibration impacts by:

Inspecting and monitoring nearby foundation conditions;

Establishing vibration limits during construction (historic structures may require special
attention);

Requiring contractors to monitor and report vibration levels at nearby buildings
throughout excavation and construction while adhering to the City of Bellevue
construction standards; and

Working in phases so that demolition, earth- moving, and other ground impacting
operations do not overlap.

41



17.

18.

19.

20.

Address Safety and Security issues by:

Using temporary construction fencing and barricades around construction sites;
Controlling access to construction sites; and

Requiring the contractor to provide adequate traffic control.

Address Transportation, Traffic, and Parking impacts by:

Conducting off-peak-hour construction;
Relocating utilities simultaneously with or in advance of light rail construction;
Placing mitigation measures in construction contract specifications and plans;

Providing full and controlled pedestrian access to businesses;

Limiting open excavation and trackway construction and coordinating phasing;
Including limitations on construction (for example, during holidays, festivals, and special
events) in specifications;

Using dynamic message signs (DMS) to inform the public about upcoming work, road
closures, and detours; and

Providing a project budget for transportation demand management activities (for
example, transit and vanpool subsidies, and community outreach and education).

Address impacts to Ecological Resources in the following ways:

Floodplains and floodways: Design bridge and culvert crossings to minimize backwater
conditions and design rail and/or road profiles to minimize overtopping.

Groundwater: Monitor groundwater table depth and contain and manage contaminants.

Surface water: Restrict in-stream construction activities to periods of low-flow or based on
needs of local fish populations and require contractors to install filter devices to prevent
sediments from discharging directly into stormwater system.

Wetlands: Install fabric filters along the periphery of the wetland (or construction zone),
revegetate within temporary construction areas with native plantings, and require
wetland replacement per local regulations.

Address Hazardous Materials and Contamination issues by:

Requiring a hazardous material spill prevention plan and emergency response procedures
prior to construction;

Requiring specialty subcontractors to remove contaminants or hazardous materials, and
requiring proper documentation of disposal at approved sites;
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21.

22.

23.

Monitoring excavation and dewatering to identify changes in conditions, requiring work to
stop with discovery of contaminated or potentially contaminated materials, and having
technically qualified personnel available to determine proper course of action;

Stockpiling excavated soils on heavy, waterproof plastic, and segregating and covering
contaminated materials;

Using innovative resource management techniques and creating an environmental
management plan with responsibilities for monitoring, maintaining, and managing
mitigation efforts.

Address Staging Area needs by:

Locating construction staging areas outside of residential neighborhoods except where no
practicable alternative exists;

Designing staging areas to minimize size and disruption to surrounding areas through early
consideration of avoidance and mitigation techniques;

Exploring opportunities to consolidate staging areas;

Providing design of staging areas in advance to evaluate trade-offs before selecting staging
areas;

Requiring staging area access and parking plan prior to construction;

Paving, applying water, or applying (nontoxic) soil stabilizers on all unpaved access roads,
parking areas, and staging areas at construction sites;

Sweeping daily (preferably using water sweepers) paved access roads, parking areas,
staging areas at construction sites, and adjacent public streets; and

Avoiding staging of construction equipment and idling of equipment within 200 feet of
noise- sensitive land uses whenever feasible.

Create a project tree farm using saplings that can mature during construction and provide
larger trees for project landscaping.

Minimize the effects of hauling activities through measures such as:

Operating on routes and/or during hours that do not coincide with peak traffic;

Daily sweeping of haul routes; and
Prompt repair of street damage.

Sound Transit Discussion: Sound Transit has satisfied, or will satisfy, the Construction Impacts and

Mitigation Best Practices by incorporating the measures discussed below.

Management of construction for the Project is principally addressed in the Contract E320 — South

Bellevue Right-of-Way Contract Specifications Divisions 01-34. The mitigation measures identified in the
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NEPA Documents will also be applicable to construction activities as described in those documents. See
Attachment F.

Sound Transit will identify constraints and requirements that provide the contractor flexibility to
prepare its work plans while addressing the items set forth in the Construction Impacts and Mitigation
topic of the Light Rail Best Practices. The expectations of Sound Transit listed under this topic are
discussed in some detail below, and may be among the measures incorporated into the contract and the
contractor’s work plan to ensure the Project’s consistency with these policies. The rules (constraints and
requirements) are included in the plans submitted for permits (e.g. in the traffic control plans and
specs). Sound Transit will prepare a Project Management Plan to document and optimize construction
sequencing and phasing. A Construction Management Plan will be developed by the contractor once
selected consistent with Expectation No. 7.

Consistent with Expectation No. 8, Sound Transit and the City will develop a construction outreach plan.
The construction outreach plan will be developed in coordination with the City through its Public
Outreach and Government Relations (POGR) program. Sound Transit will continue to work with partner
jurisdictions to reach local and regional members of the public by hosting public meetings and
workshops, speaking at open forums, attending community events and fairs/festivals, providing
briefings, and being available to discuss East Link with businesses, neighborhood, stakeholders,
interested individuals and transportation interest groups. As the Project progresses and the contractor
is selected by Sound Transit for the segment in this DMP Application, continual opportunities for public
involvement will be provided.

The Program will ensure frequent communications to the public regarding construction schedules,
traffic and other impacts, and the status of mitigation measures to provide as much predictability as
possible to the public regarding construction of the Project. To make information about East Link as
widely available as possible, Sound Transit continually updates a variety of communication tools and
materials, including a website, fact drawings, e-newsletter, press releases and graphic displays.

The Project will include phasing as suggested by Expectation No. 9, in order to minimize the duration of
construction-related impacts to any given area. As suggested by this item, the Project construction will
divide construction into “reaches.” Sound Transit will identify constraints and requirements that
provide the contractor flexibility to prepare work plans while balancing such plans with public impact.
The rules (constraints and requirements) are included in the plans submitted for permits (e.g. in the
Traffic Control plans and specs). As discussed in Section 9 of this DMP Application, mitigation has been
planned for the critical areas that could be affected by the Project, and these mitigation measures will
be included in Project construction at the earliest stages to ensure their quick and efficient
implementation. See Attachment P, East Link Light Rail Extension Critical Areas Report and Mitigation
Plan; see also Specification Sections 32 71 00 (Wetland and Stream Mitigation) and 32 72 00 (Wetland
and Stream Restoration). While exact dates of Project construction will, of course, vary, the general
timeframe for completion of each phase of construction is set forth in the Project schedule.
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Consistent with Expectation No. 10, Sound Transit will minimize disruption to and provide support to
business, including the following:

e Providing a local marketing campaign during construction

e Providing management and technical assistance

e Maintaining at least one vehicle and pedestrian access path during business hours.
e Maintaining nearby parking

e Providing additional signage during construction.

Project contractors will be selected using the Design Bid Build (DBB) project delivery method, consistent
with Expectation No. 11. Under this traditional method, an architectural and engineering firm is
selected by Sound Transit. The selected firm has numerous responsibilities including the selection of
sub-consultants. Its primary responsibility is to provide and oversee the design and construction
documents for the project. Once permit approvals are completed and the contractor scope of work is
finalized for release to the public, Sound Transit will issue an Invitation for Bid (IFB) for publication
within the construction industry to request bids from qualified businesses. The contract is awarded to
the general contractor who is the lowest responsive/responsible bidder. Construction phases and
contracting arrangements will be structured to provide for timely repair, if needed, of individual owners’
properties.

The Project’s potential impacts on historic and archeological resources, and mitigation measures to
protect these resources, are addressed in the 2011 East Link Light Rail Transit Project Final
Environmental Impact Statement. See Attachment F and in Attachment C of the FTA record of decision.
Sound transit has satisfied Expectation No. 12 through the implementation of the following measures in
its construction plans for the Project:
e Conducting extensive reviews of the Winters House and making extensive provisions for
avoidance of impacts to this structure.
e Conducting pre-construction surveys to identify the possible presence of these resources
e Coordinating mitigation measures with the State Department of Archeology and Historic
Preservation and local agencies.
e Requiring the contractor to halt work if unidentified resources are encountered.
e Minimizing fugitive emissions by watering areas of exposed soil, covering open body trucks, and
removing soil and other materials from paved streets.
e Restricting hours of construction and using sound dampening equipment.
e Establishing vibration limits and monitoring vibration and foundation conditions at nearby
historic buildings.
e Working in phases for demolition, earth-moving, and other ground impacting operations.
e Restoring sites to at least pre-construction condition, where applicable.

The Project’s potential impacts on soil and air quality as well as related mitigation measures are
addressed in the NEPA Documents in Attachment F and Attachment G. The ROD is provided at:
http://www.soundtransit.org/Projects-and-Plans/East-Link-Extension/East-Link-Extension-document-
archive/East-Link-Final-EIS-document-collection. Sound transit has satisfied Expectation No. 13 through
the implementation of the following measures in its construction plans for the Project:

e Watering exposed soil to control dust

e Covering open body trucks traveling to and from construction sites
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e Using wheel baths or rock aprons to prevent dirt from being carried onto public streets
e Promptly removing accumulated soil and other materials from paved streets
e Temporarily paving, repaving, and/or revegetating exposed areas during specific phases

Sound Transit has satisfied Expectation No. 14 by including requirements for shielding of staging and
construction areas by using temporary fences, screens, and other measures. In addition, art, such as
murals, will be integrated into construction sites by placing them on or near temporary fences or walls.
Sound Transit will develop construction outreach plans by mid-2014 that will include visual and
aesthetic mitigation techniques.

The Project’s potential noise and vibration impacts and related mitigation measures are addressed in
Section 5.0 of the DMP application, Noise and Vibration and in the ROD. Sound Transit has satisfied
Expectation No. 15 through the implementation of the mitigation measures in the ROD and in the Noise
Impact Analysis Using Bellevue City Code submitted in support of the DMP application, as reflected in
the construction plans for the Project.

Sound Transit has satisfied Expectation No. 16, regarding vibration impacts, through the implementation
of the following measures in its construction plans for the Project:

e Conducting pre-construction surveys

e Inspecting and monitoring nearby foundation conditions.

Sound Transit has satisfied Expectation No. 17 regarding safety and security as described in TR 75.23
beginning at page 15. Detailed site access and traffic control provisions are described in Attachment M,
in the drawings starting on Drawing number L85-TMP100.

Sound transit will satisfy Expectation No. 18 through the implementation of the following measures in
its construction specifications and plans:
e Relocating utilities simultaneously with or in advance of light rail construction
e Placing mitigation measures in construction contract specifications and plans
e Providing adequate and controlled pedestrian access to businesses
e Limiting open excavation and guideway construction and coordinating phasing
e Including limitations on construction (for example, during holidays, festivals, and special events)
in specifications.
e Using dynamic message signs (DMS) for short periods to inform the public about upcoming
work, road closures, and detours. Static signs are used when signage is installed for long periods
of time.

Sound transit has satisfied Expectation No. 19 by identifying potential impacts on ecological resources,
as well as related mitigation measures, in the NEPA documents and the critical areas approvals
discussed at Section 9 of this DMP Application, including for example the following measures:
e Design bridge and culvert crossings to minimize backwater conditions and design rail and/or
road profiles to minimize overtopping
e During tunnel construction, monitoring groundwater table depth and contain and manage
contaminants

46



Restrict in-stream construction activities to periods of low-flow or based on needs of local fish
populations and require contractors to install filter devices to prevent sediments from
discharging directly into stormwater system

Install fabric filters along the periphery of wetlands or construction zones, revegetate temporary
construction areas with native plantings, and require wetland replacement per local regulations.

Sound transit has satisfied Expectation No. 20 in its NEPA documents and through the implementation
of the following measures in its construction plans for the Project:

Sound Transit has adopted a hazardous material spill prevention plan and emergency response
procedures

Specialty subcontractors will be required to remove contaminants or hazardous materials, and
proper documentation of disposal at approved sites will be required.

Monitoring of excavation and dewatering to identify changes in conditions, requiring work to
stop with discovery of contaminated or potentially contaminated materials, and having
technically qualified personnel available to determine proper course of action.

Stockpiling excavated soils on heavy, waterproof plastic, and segregating and covering
contaminated materials.

Using resource management techniques, and monitoring, maintaining, and managing mitigation
efforts

Sound Transit has satisfied Expectation No. 21 through implementation of the following measures:

No staging areas are proposed in residential neighborhoods for the Facilities covered by this
DMP Application, consistent with the policy that staging will only occur in residential
neighborhoods where no practicable alternative exists.

All staging areas have been designed to minimize size and disruption to surrounding areas
through early consideration of avoidance and mitigation techniques. Construction staging will be
contained within the existing paved area of the park and ride site, in order to mitigate impacts
to the surrounding natural areas.

Staging areas have been consolidated consistently with this Expectation. Most potential staging
areas are mainly consolidated on select parcels within WSDOT ROW or within the existing park
and ride areas.

Staging areas have been designed and located in advance, to ensure adequate evaluation of
trade-offs before selecting staging areas.

All staging area access and parking plans will be complete prior to construction of the Facilities
covered by this DMP Application.

Paving, applying water, or applying (nontoxic) soil stabilizers on all unpaved access roads,
parking areas, and staging areas at construction sites.

Sweeping daily (preferably using water sweepers) paved access roads, parking areas, staging
areas at construction sites, and adjacent public streets.

No staging of construction equipment or idling of equipment within 200 feet of noise- sensitive
land uses is proposed in the construction of the Facilities covered in this DMP Application.

Consistent with Expectation No. 22, Sound Transit’s contractor will install tree saplings of the specified

caliper.
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Sound Transit will satisfy Expectation No. 23 by operating its haul routes during hours that do not
coincide with peak traffic. In addition, haul routes will be swept daily, and any street damage caused by
hauling activities will be promptly repaired.

Considering the above measures and the numerous additional mitigation measures incorporated into
the design, construction, and operations plans for the Facilities covered by this DMP Application, this
application is fully consistent with the Construction Impacts and Mitigation topic.
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DESIGN DRAWING INDEX

Drawing No. Drawing Title DMP Attachment M
Page Number
L85-GZK024 GENERAL ARRANGEMENT TYPICAL MIDDLE OF 1-90 TRACK ON FILL WITH MSE
WALL M-1
L85-GZK025 GENERAL ARRANGEMENT AERIAL GUIDEWAY DUAL TRACK TUB M-2
L85-GZK026 GENERAL ARRANGEMENT AERIAL GUIDEWAY SINGLE TRACK TUB M-3
L85-GZK027 GENERAL ARRANGEMENT AERIAL GUIDEWAY SOUTH BELLEVUE STATION M-4
L85-GZK028 GENERAL ARRANGEMENT TYPICAL RETAINED CUT TRACK SECTION WITH LID AT
WINTER’S HOUSE M-5
L85-GZK029 GENERAL ARRANGEMENT TYPICAL RETAINED CUT TRACK SECTION ADJACENT
TO BELLEVUE WAY M-6
L85-GZK031 GENERAL ARRANGEMENT TYPICAL AT-GRADE TRACK SECTION WITH BALLAST
WALL & TRACK SLAB M-7
L85-GZK032 GENERAL ARRANGEMENT TYPICAL AT-GRADE TRACK SECTION AT-GRADE
GUIDEWAY ON SLAB M-8
L85-GZK033 GENERAL ARRANGEMENT RETAINED CUT TRACK SECTION AT 112™ AVE SE M-9
L85-GZK035 GENERAL ARRANGEMENT TYPICAL AT-GRADE TRACK SECTION AT SURREY
DOWNS SIGNAL HOUSE M-10
L85-RPP101 RIGHT-OF-WAY PLAN EB STA 400+00 TO EB STA 404+50 M-11
L85-RPP113 RIGHT-OF-WAY PLAN EB STA 459+00 TO EB STA 464+00 M-12
L85-RPP125 RIGHT-OF-WAY PLAN EB STA 519+00 TO EB STA 524+50 M-13
L85-RPP129 RIGHT-OF-WAY PLAN SOUTH BELLEVUE STATION M-14
L85-KYX300 TRACKWORK TYPICAL SECTIONA & B M-15
L85-CHP101 CIVIL MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC HAUL ROUTES M-16
L85-CHP102 CIVIL MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC HAUL ROUTES M-17
L85-CHP103 CIVIL MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC HAUL ROUTES M-18
L85-CYX006 CIVIL TYPICAL SECTIONS 112™ AVE SE M-19
L85-UCP108 COMPOSITE UTILITY PLAN 1-90 TO BELLEVUE WAY EB STA 435+00 TO EB STA
440+50 M-20
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L85-UCP128 COMPOSITE UTILITY PLAN SE 30™ ST M-21
L85-UCP138 COMPOSITE UTILITY PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE M-22
L85-TMP100 TRAFFIC KEY LAYOUT INDEX — STAGING PLANS M-23
L85-TMP111 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A1 M-24
L85-TMP112 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A1 M-25
L85-TMP121 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A2 M-26
L85-TMP122 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A2 M-27
L85-TMP131 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A3 M-28
L85-TMP132 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A3 M-29
L85-TMP141 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A4 M-30
L85-TMP142 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A4 M-31
L85-TMP151 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A5 M-32
L85-TMP161 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A6 M-33
L85-TMP162 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A6 M-34
L85-TMP163 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A6 M-35
L85-TMP164 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A6 M-36
L85-TMP171 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A7 M-37
L85-TMP172 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A7 M-38
L85-TMP173 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A7 M-39
L85-TMP174 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 1-90 — PHASE A7 M-40
L85-TMP211 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B2 M-41
L85-TMP212 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B2 M-42
L85-TMP213 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B2 M-43
L85-TMP214 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B2 M-44
L85-TMP215 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B2 M-45
L85-TMP221 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B3 M-46
L85-TMP222 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B3 M-47
L85-TMP223 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B3 M-48
L85-TMP224 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B3 M-49
L85-TMP225 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B3 M-50
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L85-TMP231 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B4 M-51
L85-TMP232 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B4 M-52
L85-TMP233 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B4 M-53
L85-TMP234 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B4 M-54
L85-TMP235 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B4 M-55
L85-TMP241 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B5 M-56
L85-TMP242 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B5 M-57
L85-TMP243 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B5 M-58
L85-TMP244 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B5 M-59
L85-TMP245 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN BELLEVUE WAY SE - PHASE B5 M-60
L85-TMP311 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C1 M-61
L85-TMP312 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C1 M-62
L85-TMP313 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C1 M-63
L85-TMP314 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C2 M-64
L85-TMP315 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C2 M-65
L85-TMP316 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C2 M-66
L85-TMP321 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C3 M-67
L85-TMP322 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C3 M-68
L85-TMP323 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C3 M-69
L85-TMP331 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112" AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C4 M-70
L85-TMP332 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112" AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C4 M-71
L85-TMP333 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112" AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C4 M-72
L85-TMP341 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C5 M-73
L85-TMP342 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C5 M-74
L85-TMP343 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE C5 M-75
L85-TMP411 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE D1 M-76
L85-TMP412 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE D1 M-77
L85-TMP413 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112" AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE D1 M-78
L85-TMP421 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112" AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE D2 M-79
L85-TMP422 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112" AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE D2 M-80
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L85-TMP423 TRAFFIC STAGING PLAN 112™ AVE SE — SOUTH PHASE D2 M-81
L85-TNP101 TRAFFIC TRAFFIC OPERATIONAL SIGNAGE PLAN M-82
L85-TNP102 TRAFFIC TRAFFIC OPERATIONAL SIGNAGE PLAN M-83
L85-TNP103 TRAFFIC TRAFFIC OPERATIONAL SIGNAGE PLAN M-84
L85-TNP104 TRAFFIC TRAFFIC OPERATIONAL SIGNAGE PLAN M-85
L85-TNP105 TRAFFIC TRAFFIC OPERATIONAL SIGNAGE PLAN M-86
L85-TNP106 TRAFFIC TRAFFIC OPERATIONAL SIGNAGE PLAN M-87
L85-TNP107 TRAFFIC TRAFFIC OPERATIONAL SIGNAGE PLAN M-88
L85-TNP108 TRAFFIC TRAFFIC OPERATIONAL SIGNAGE PLAN M-89
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L85-LPS100B LANDSCAPE PLANTING SCHEDULE, NOTES & LEGEND CORRIDOR M-148
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L85-LPS300 LANDSCAPE PLANTING SCHEDULE, NOTES & LEGEND PARK MITIGATION BY
SOUTH BELLEVUE STATION M-151
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DETAILS M-161
E09-AEDO003 SOUTH BELLEVUE STATION — ARCHITECTURAL CANOPY DETAILS STATION
CANOPY DETAILS M-162
E09-AEDO07 SOUTH BELLEVUE STATION — ARCHITECTURAL EXTERIOR DETAILS PLATFORM
WINDSCREENS M-163
E09-ADS002 SOUTH BELLEVUE STATION — ARCHITECTURAL GLAZING SCHEDULES M-164
E09-ADS003 SOUTH BELLEVUE STATION — ARCHITECTURAL GLAZING SCHEDULES M-165
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E09-ADS004 SOUTH BELLEVUE STATION — ARCHITECTURAL GLAZING SCHEDULES M-166
E09-ADS005 SOUTH BELLEVUE STATION — ARCHITECTURAL GLAZING SCHEDULES M-167
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1. BEARINGS ARE REFERENCED TO THE STATE PLANE GRID OF THE WASHINGTON COORDINATE SYSTEM OF 1983, 1991 ADJUSTMENT (NAD83/91). COORDINATES AND .-'/
LENGTHS ARE REFERENCED TO A LOCAL DATUM PLANE KNOWN AS THE "EAST LINK LLRT CORRIDOR PROJECT DATUM", OR INFORMALLY AS THE SOUND TRANSIT /
"EAST LINK" DATUM, OR "EL" DATUM. THE EAST LINK PROJECT COORDINATES AND LENGTHS REPRESENT MEASURED GROUND DISTANCES. THE UNIT OF MEASURE y
IS THE U.S. SURVEY FOOT. TO CONVERT COORDINATES FROM THE EAST LINK PROJECT DATUM TO THE WASHINGTON COORDINATE SYSTEM, NAD83/91, NORTH /'
ZONE, FIRST SUBTRACT 328,083.333333 FROM BOTH THE NORTHING AND EASTING, THEN MULTIPLY THESE COORDINATES AND LENGTHS BY THE COMBINED SCALE /
FACTOR OF 0.999976415. TO CONVERT COORDINATES FROM THE EAST LINK PROJECT DATUM TO THE CITY OF BELLEVUE'S "BELLEVUE WAY" PROJECT DATUM, /'
FIRST MULTIPLY BOTH THE NORTHING AND EASTING BY 0.999991278, THEN ADD 252,162.4997 TO THE NORTHING, AND SUBTRACT 832,188.143 FROM THE EASTING. /
SAID MULTIPLICATION FACTOR IS THE QUOTIENT OF THE THE EAST LINK COMBINED SCALE FACTOR DIVIDED BY THE BELLEVUE WAY COMBINED SCALE FACTOR /
(0.999976415 + 0.9999851367 = 0.999991278). Iy,
2. ALL DISTANCES ARE SHOWN IN UNITS OF U.S. SURVEY FEET. STREET CENTER LINES AND R/W LINES WERE DETERMINED FROM MONUMENTS SURVEYED BY THE 5,/
CITY OF BELLEVUE AND UTILIZING SUPPORTING INFORMATION FROM BELLEVUE SURVEY DEPARTMENT SURVEYS, ASSESSOR MAPS, PLAT MAPS, HIGHWAY MAPS 1-90 WESTBOUND L/
AND RECORDED SURVEYS. GENERALLY, THE TRANSIT WAY IS PARALLEL WITH THE TRACK CENTERLINES. HOWEVER, WHERE THE TRACK CENTERLINES ARE 9 /
SPIRALS (COMING INTO AND OUT OF EACH CURVE), THE TRANSIT WAY LINES UTILIZE SHORT TANGENTS AND SIMPLE CURVES TO APPROXIMATE AN OFFSET FROM %
THE SPIRAL, SO THE DISTANCE FROM THE CENTERLINE TO THE TRANSIT WAY VARIES. 3/
3. DETAILED INFORMATION ABOUT THE PROPERTY ACQUISITIONS IS SHOWN ON THE INDIVIDUAL PARCEL MAPS (NOT IN THIS CONTRACT). /
4. THIS SHEET SHOWS THE LATEST ROW REQUIREMENTS AND IS FOR ROW USE ONLY. REFER TO THE APPROPRIATE DISCIPLINE SHEETS FOR IMPROVEMENTS. /
5. FOR A COMPLETE LISTING OF ROW MONUMENTS SURVEYED SEE DRAWING NUMBERS L85-RMP101 THROUGH L85-RMP103. /
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A2. AERIAL GUIDEWAY WORK SOUTH OF WESTBOUND B2. GUIDEWAY, SITE, STATION, AND PARKING GARAGE C2. 112TH AVE SE TEMPORARY BYPASS ROAD. D2. 112TH AVE SE FRONTAGE AND FINISH WORK.
| WORK EAST OF BELLEVUE WAY.
m C3. RETAINING WALLS AND 112TH AVE
A3. UIDEWAY WORK BETWEEN S-W HOV AND B3. GUIDEWAY, SITE, STATION, AND PARKING GARAGE UNDERCROSSING STRUCTURES.
S-W RAMPS. WORK EAST OF BELLEVUE WAY; AND ROADWAY
WORK ON EASTSIDE OF BELLEVUE WAY. C4. 112TH AVE SE UNDERCROSSING STRUCTURE
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B5. ROADWAY WORK ON WEST SIDE OF BELLEVUE
A6. AERIAL GUIDEWAY SUPERSTRUCTURE WORK. WAY; TRACK AND FINISH WORK. 400 200 0 400 800
A7. GUIDEWAY FINISH WORK.
SCALE IN FEET
DESIGNED BY: SCALE: DRAWING No.:
600/ S U B M ITTAL . MONKEN r 1" = 400 EAST LINK EXTENSION
(i} : 2|y = L85-TMP100
S B SE r Ay CONTRACT E320
J. TORR ; g E320-L85-TMP100 SOUTH BELLEVUE LOCATION ID:
CHECKED BY: El R CONTRACT No.: E12
& JAMES FINAL DESIGN PARTNERS. SOUNDTRANSIT [ TRAFFIC S =
APPROVED BY: SUBMITTED BY: DATE: REVIEWED BY: DATE: DATE: KEY LAYOUT INDEX - STAGING PLANS 0
No. DATE DSN_]CHK_|APP__[REVISION J. SCHETTLER 12/06/2013

M-23




XREFLIST:
XEL-0216r
XEL-0216s1
XEL-0516rx
XEL-051651
XE320-6B-TB2234
XE320-L85-KAP100
XE320-L85-GZV040
XE320-LE5-TMP101
XE320-L85-SFP100
XE320_XL3427_BP_PV_PM_EN
GB-SEALWIJZ4615

CORRECTED BY:/DATE:
VERIFIED BY: / DATE:

CHECKED BY: / DATE:
BACK-CHECKED BY:/DATE:

12/05/13 | 6:50 PM | CALDWELLJ

ORIGINATED BY: / DATE:

C:\USERS\PUBLIC\DOCUMENTS\CALDWELLI\CALDWELLI\HTTPS\SHAREPOINT.SOUNDTRANSIT.ORG\443\SITES\CAD\EL\BELRED\E320\DRAWINGS\E320-L85-TMP111.DWG

\ 4 /
\ 4 /
\ / /
/ /
K y
\ /
/
\ /
\ /
\ / 777"
\ / M
4 ™" 2 CONSTRUCTION EXIT
W/m/”’ g ACCESS TO CENTER ROADWAY
W”Wﬂ/
/,77/17//
— 1L -
N -
" _— ——
_— T S
— e —
e — — =1 a8
__/
_— :
/ 1
—_— £
|
2
[a)
L
L
n
CONCRETE BARRIER
INSTALLED WSDOT
STAGE 3A
,u//u//
/w/w/dw‘w
.,,,//wﬂ”’ﬂiﬂ
NOTES: SEE SPECIFICATIONS SPECIAL CONDITIONS FOR
ACCESS AND LANE OR RAMP CLOSURE
1. LOCATION OF TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES ARE RESTRICTIONS.
APPROXIMATE AND MAY BE RELOCATED TO AVOID
OBSTRUCTIONS. COORDINATE ACCESS TO CENTER ROADWAY WITH 0 20 o 0 80
E120 AND E130 CONTRACTORS. SEE
2. REMOVE ALL CONFLICTING STRIPING AND COVER SPECIFICATIONS.
CONFLICTING SIGNAGE. SCALE IN FEET
3. SEE TMD SHEETS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL DETAILS.
4. SEE TSP SHEETS FOR TEMPORARY SIGNAL
REVISIONS.
5. CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE TEMPORARY
ILLUMINATION, SEE SPECIFICATIONS.
6. FLAGGERS SHALL NOT BE USED ON MAINLINE
AND/OR RAMP CLOSURES.
DESIGNED BY: SCALE: DRAWING No.:
600/ SU BMI I TAL S MONAEN 3E 140 EAST LINK EXTENSION L85-TMP111
0 DRAWN BY: by Z r FILENAME: CONTRACT E320 B
J. TORR . é’ E320-L85-TMP111 SOUTH BELLEVUE LOCATION ID:
Z =)
CHECKED BY: Zle CONTRACT No.: E12
B, JAMES FINAL DESIGN PARTNERS. SOUNDTRANSIT """ TRAFFIC —— =
APPROVED BY: SUBMITTED BY: DATE: REVIEWED BY: DATE: DATE: IS;—éGlL’:iiSPELi';{ 0
No. DATE DSN__|CHK_|APP | REVISION J. SCHETTLER 12/06/2013 e

M-24




XREFLIST:
XEL-0216s1
XEL-0516r
XEL-05165f
XE320-GB-TB22:34
XE320-L85KAP100
XE320-L85-GZV040
XE320-L85-TMP101
XE320-L85-SFP100
XEL-0216r¢
XE320_XL3427_BP_PV_PM_EN
GB-SEALWIJZ4615

CORRECTED BY:/DATE:
VERIFIED BY: / DATE:

CHECKED BY: / DATE:
BACK-CHECKED BY:/DATE:

12/05/13 | 6:50 PM | CALDWELLJ

ORIGINATED BY: / DATE:

C:\USERS\PUBLIC\DOCUMENTS\CALDWELLI\CALDWELLJI\HTTPS\SHAREPOINT.SOUNDTRANSIT.ORG\443\SITES\CAD\EL\BELRED\E320\DRAWINGS\E320-L85-TMP112.DWG

—
~
—\
T
>
<
m
w
m

112TH AVE SE !

1/
2 11111777
v, /7, 17777
“rrs,, 1111177
////////////////////////////////// 22 22222 ////////////// 111177
(i

S
: ® Iy
p 1-90 WEsT, Q
o BOUND ,-LQ"Q
= 7, T A5 77 <
= - , lllllllll’ ﬁ ¢ :
; LL7
% . ....ﬂ..,...,,, \ 02
- y y L7
LA ..-77,&_.;7..;.;;
S JIIIII”IIIIIII{{{‘@?{W&?};\. ATTENUATOR '-'(,,J %
w I77 7777 o <5
) llllllllllll{g‘;‘{{lllllﬁllllllliﬁll ‘ ‘ CONSTRUCTION o =
- -~, \~
405 Hov Rayp ""Z""’l.ﬂlll,,,,,{lllllllllllllln,ﬁ,ﬁ;%\ 15 ENTRANCE, w
> el
///// // ///////////I//I’ o RAMP
gN H
/
-90 Easy, /
i, Bounp CONSTRUCT
M % TEMPORARY RAMP
%_“4‘_{, QCC orficC L VI TU L —
e T T — -
T | N ST~
T AN T~
- - \ \ \\ \ - S
— \ \ AN \ IS
\ \ ™~ —~— =
\ \ \ ™~ \ -
| AL \ \ \ -
NOTES: 7. SEE SPECIFICATIONS SPECIAL CONDITIONS FOR
ACCESS AND LANE OR RAMP CLOSURE
1. LOCATION OF TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES ARE RESTRICTIONS.
APPROXIMATE AND MAY BE RELOCATED TO AVOID
OBSTRUCTIONS. 40 20 0 40 80
2. REMOVE ALL CONFLICTING STRIPING AND COVER
CONFLICTING SIGNAGE. S-W HOV , SCALE IN FEET
LANE —
3. SEE TMD SHEETS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL DETAILS. 2, 12’MIN__,2
4. SEE TSP SHEETS FOR TEMPORARY SIGNAL
REVISIONS. WORKZONE
5. CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE TEMPORARY A A
ILLUMINATION, SEE SPECIFICATIONS.
SECTION A
6. FLAGGERS SHALL NOT BE USED ON MAINLINE NTS G
AND/OR RAMP CLOSURES.
DESIGNED BY: SCALE: DRAWING No.:
0 . MONKEN T 1= 40 EAST LINK EXTENSION
60 A) S U B M ITTAL DRAWN BY: by g ? FILENAME: CONTRACT E320 L85-TMP112
J. TORR ; é’ E320-L85-TMP112 SOUTH BELLEVUE LOCATION ID:
5. savies. FINAL DESIGN PARTNERS. |+ [ SOUNDTRANSIT [ "0""0" s e
APPROVED BY: SUBMITTED BY: DATE: REVIEWED BY: DATE: DATE: STAGING PLAN 0
No. DATE DSN__|CHK_|APP | REVISION J. SCHETTLER 12/06/2013 1-90 - PHASE A1

M-25




XREFLIST:
XEL-0216s1
XEL-0516r
XEL-05165f
XE320-GB-TB22:34
XE320-L85KAP100
XE320-L85-GZV040
XE320-L85-TMP102
XEL-G216r¢
XE320-LB5-SFP100
XE320_XL3427_BP_PV_PM_EN
GB-SEALWIJZ4615

CORRECTED BY:/DATE:
VERIFIED BY: / DATE:

CHECKED BY: / DATE:
BACK-CHECKED BY:/DATE:

12/05/13 | 6:50 PM | CALDWELLJ

ORIGINATED BY: / DATE:

C:\USERS\PUBLIC\DOCUMENTS\CALDWELLI\CALDWELLJI\HTTPS\SHAREPOINT.SOUNDTRANSIT.ORG\443\SITES\CAD\EL\BELRED\E320\DRAWINGS\E320-L85-TMP121.DWG

_ . N , >
\ 4 / X/
\ 4 / b4
\ 7 4 /
/ /
K v /
/ /
\ / /
\ /
\ / /,77//77/
\ / 777"
\ / M
/ 77//77"
>/ //77//77”77777777
7777 CONSTRUCTION EXIT
Wﬂ”/’” ACCESS TO CENTER ROADWAY
/,77/17//
_ N
—_— -l
N g
—— — e —
—_— =] 1 =
— —— [=
R __— ;
— — L
- R o
/ /
_ — =
[a)
W
L
n
CONCRETE BARRIER
INSTALLED WSDOT
STAGE 3A
,u//u//
/M/W/M
.,,,//wﬂ”’ﬂiﬂ
NOTES: SEE SPECIFICATIONS SPECIAL CONDITIONS FOR
ACCESS AND LANE OR RAMP CLOSURE
1. LOCATION OF TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES ARE RESTRICTIONS.
APPROXIMATE AND MAY BE RELOCATED TO AVOID
OBSTRUCTIONS. COORDINATE ACCESS TO CENTER ROADWAY WITH 0 20 o 0 80
E120 AND E130 CONTRACTORS. SEE
2. REMOVE ALL CONFLICTING STRIPING AND COVER SPECIFICATIONS.
CONFLICTING SIGNAGE. SCALE IN FEET
3. SEE TMD SHEETS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL DETAILS.
4. SEE TSP SHEETS FOR TEMPORARY SIGNAL
REVISIONS.
5. CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE TEMPORARY
ILLUMINATION, SEE SPECIFICATIONS.
6. FLAGGERS SHALL NOT BE USED ON MAINLINE
AND/OR RAMP CLOSURES.
DESIGNED BY: SCALE: EAST LI N K EXTEN SIO N DRAWING No.:
60(%) SU BMI I TAL S MONAEN 3E 140 L85-TMP121
DRAWN BY: 4| % r FILENAME: CONTRACT E320
J. TORR . é’ E320-L85-TMP121 SOUTH BELLEVUE LOCATION ID:
Z =)
CHECKED BY: Zle CONTRACT No.: E12
B, JAMES FINAL DESIGN PARTNERS. SOUNDTRANSIT """ TRAFFIC —— =
APPROVED BY: SUBMITTED BY: DATE: REVIEWED BY: DATE: DATE: |S;—6AG|L’;‘_EZ\SPELA\A'\ZI 0
No. DATE DSN__|CHK_|APP | REVISION J. SCHETTLER 12/06/2013 e

M-26




:: \\ | - ,///////”“
S \ w 1!
- _ = 11!
t 11"
b T //////l
N > //’///l
’71 < ///’//l
77777 m /,,//l”
f{; <2 "’
et m T
XEL-0216sf /
e it 1!
XE320-GB-TB22x34 112THA VE sE ////////
AERDLE5KAPIOO 11!
AER0LB5.GZVNM0 11
XE320-L85-TMP102 Yitry,,, 117171111777
XE320-L85-SFP100 ity o, 1117 117171117
e 5 Py U EN Pttt tt100010,, . Lt
GB-SEAL-WIJ24615
""
82>
§ ® v
a 1-9
s 7 TEMP IMPACT 0 WEs TBounp b:-LQ"QQ
= WE /410480 ATTENUATOR °
s = ....'.-.".{J:‘Z{{ll,{{’,{{lllll,,,, co2
177777 F AL T F AL T7 . awvm
o ""iﬂv';’;';%;'!f'.""""'ll,ﬂ-‘ﬁm s A CONSTRUCTION AN zz
o L/ y LLT 7777 FZALATT L7 77~ EXIT <
HLLLLTTT) 77772 77
2 27 ,,',;;,:-.,.,4’!/////,,,,;,-....,.....,, \ > . oa
; E 05 oy mag e T
L VRay, L1777 oa, i e nZ
» P L7777 Wi 50 <G
22777555407 (1O = Q
8 VT T g
g LA = 25
S48 &S PR T E ]
— LA ~: o
s (277 MP
/ N4 H, 72777/, mEIL 15 v RA
CONSTRUCTION ov R, / N HO
ENTRANCE -/ AMP / E—
~— CONSTRUCTION
l \\ ENTRANCE
'-90 E‘sr"'\:
D tars -
0 e, CUND 4 \— TEMP IMPACT
g8 W ATTENUATOR
q
E‘ W :
8
g
i e TN T T s —
N8 e \ \\\\ T~
H - - -
é T LS T —
% _ - \ \ \ \\ \ - T~~~
& _— =
g \ P ™~ \ —
‘ || ua N \ ~=
3 \
é \ \ \ \ \\ \ \\
Woao g \ v \ ‘ \ =
fE ¢
%]
ag u
S0 @
> > ]
22 3 NOTES: 7. SEE SPECIFICATIONS SPECIAL CONDITIONS FOR
gg oz ACCESS AND LANE OR RAMP CLOSURE
SE 5 1. LOCATION OF TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES ARE RESTRICTIONS.
g Y z APPROXIMATE AND MAY BE RELOCATED TO AVOID
S = OBSTRUCTIONS. 40 20 0 40 80
=z
2
@ 2. REMOVE ALL CONFLICTING STRIPING AND COVER
g CONFLICTING SIGNAGE. SCALE IN FEET
g _? 14 2\
NN § 3. SEE TMD SHEETS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL DETAILS. 2 LANE 2
I
[
£ 4. SEE TSP SHEETS FOR TEMPORARY SIGNAL
5 REVISIONS. WORKZONE WORKZONE
g 5. CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE TEMPORARY A A
8 ILLUMINATION, SEE SPECIFICATIONS.
SECTION AN
3 6. FLAGGERS SHALL NOT BE USED ON MAINLINE NTS U
Wowowo oz AND/OR RAMP CLOSURES.
< << .2
$8353
S IS N2 E DESIGNED BY: SCALE: DRAWING No.:
i 60% SUBMITTAL 7] B
'UQ;I g @ ig 0 DRAWN BY: : Z r FILENAME: CONTRACT E320 L85-TMP122
SRRz J. TORR 2|3 E£320-L85-TMP122 SOUTH BELLEVUE LOCATION ID:
o5 sa CHECKED BY: zlz2 CONTRACT No.: E12
9s5G8 e
AT & JAMES FINAL DESIGN PARTNERS. SOUNDTRANSIT """ TRAFFIC e e
O no STAGING PLAN
% S % APPROVED BY: SUBMITTED BY: DATE: REVIEWED BY: DATE: DATE: |_90 - PHASE A2 0
§ g No. |DATE DSN__|CHK_|APP | REVISION J. SCHETTLER 12/06/2013

M-27



XREFLIST.
XEL-0218sf
XEL-0516m
XEL-05165f
XE320-GB-TB22x34
XE320-L85-KAP100
XE320-L85-GZV040
XE320-L85-TMP103
XEL-0216rx
XE320-L85-SFP100
GB-SEAL-WI24615

CORRECTED BY:/DATE:

CHECKED BY: / DATE:
BACK-CHECKED BY:/DATE:

12/05/13 | 6:50 PM | CALDWELLJ

ORIGINATED BY: / DATE:

VERIFIED BY: / DATE:

C:\USERS\PUBLIC\DOCUMENTS\CALDWELLI\CALDWELLJI\HTTPS\SHAREPOINT.SOUNDTRANSIT.ORG\443\SITES\CAD\EL\BELRED\E320\DRAWINGS\E320-L85-TMP131.DWG

AN
™
< a
< ]
) =
0
< ©
T |
Q O
u =
%) [a)]
w
w
n
WORKZONE EXTENDS
BELOW ON-RAMP
CONSTRUCTION
ENTRANGCE yP)
y
TEMP IMPACT W
ATTENUATOR yp,u
]}Jl
|
W
e
1‘11
|‘l}
N'M
!
v
CONSTRUCTION EXIT
|
W \
' )
W \
NOTES: SEE SPECIFICATIONS SPECIAL CONDITIONS FOR
ACCESS AND LANE OR RAMP CLOSURE
1. LOCATION OF TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES ARE
APPROXIMATE AND MAY BE RELOCATED TO AVOID
OBSTRUCTIONS.
40 20 0 40 80
2. REMOVE ALL CONFLICTING STRIPING AND COVER
CONFLICTING SIGNAGE.
EXIST EXIST EXIST SCALE IN FEET
3. SEE TMD SHEETS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL DETAILS. LANE _, MEDIAN _, LANE
4. SEE TSP SHEETS FOR TEMPORARY SIGNAL J 1t
REVISIONS. WORKZONE
5. CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE TEMPORARY
ILLUMINATION, SEE SPECIFICATIONS.
SECTION /B
6. FLAGGERS SHALL NOT BE USED ON MAINLINE U
AND/OR RAMP CLOSURES.
SCALE: DRAWING No.:
60% SUBMITTAL Ty
0 S T CONTRACT E320 L85-TMP131
E ﬁ E320-L85-TMP131 SOUTH BELLEVUE LOCATION ID:
Z =)
=3 CONTRACT No.: E12
FINAL DESIGN PARTNERS. SOUNDTRANSIT """ TRAFFIC e e
SUBMITTED BY: DATE: REVIEWED BY: DATE: DATE: |S;—0AG|ID’:|'GA\:ELAA,\3‘ 0
No. DATE DSN__|CHK_|APP | REVISION 12/06/2013 e

M-28




XREFLIST.
XEL-0218sf
XEL-0516m
XEL-05165f

XE320-GB-TB22x34

XEL-0819sf
XEL-0619rx
XEL-0219sf
XEL-0219m

XE320-L85-KAP100
XE320-L85-GZV040
XE320-L85-TMP102
XE320-L85-TMP103

XEL-0216m¢

XE320-L85-SFP100
GB-SEAL-WII24615

ORIGINATED BY: / DATE:

CORRECTED BY:/DATE:

CHECKED BY: / DATE:
BACK-CHECKED BY:/DATE:

12/05/13 | 6:51 PM | CALDWELLJ

VERIFIED BY: / DATE:

C:\USERS\PUBLIC\DOCUMENTS\CALDWELLI)\CALDWELLJI\HTTPS\SHAREPOINT.SOUNDTRANSIT.ORG\443\SITES\CAD\EL\BELRED\E320\DRAWINGS\E320-L85-TMP132.DWG

/

—~

—~

Y7/ L
WHOV Wi g
b RAMP % % %
I Wik
o e’ WBC 440M/ = S
s E-N Hoy O h w
= RAMP @ - g O
0 E-NRg O - W=z
© mMP ) =
- @ y EB 440+00 — o
g \\ d <
o O § ~~ o
3 ® ® - w &
A ~
w @ Yz ~ w
w “.. EB 435+00 ~ n
i ) - —
e //////,//// 3 = =~
////,,////////// \\9 ~ 5 ~_ <
SO /////////////////,///// &y / ~_ ~ - — ~ -
SE 307_ “ ////////// > &\ / - \
H i, 3 < ~ -
> P PLACE < N / T~ _ ~_
Y = ~
_ — — N / ~ ~ -
- _ _— - N / < _
—~ ~ N S~
s / / - \§ / ~ _ \
— Tl \ / ~
- ) —__ \ M’M / / ~
T - — / /
\ ¢ / / / :
\ < /
i / / /
/ /
NOTES:
1. LOCATION OF TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES ARE
APPROXIMATE AND MAY BE RELOCATED TO AVOID
OBSTRUCTIONS.
40 20 O 40 80
2. REMOVE ALL CONFLICTING STRIPING AND COVER
CONFLICTING SIGNAGE. SCALEINFEET
3. SEE TMD SHEETS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL DETAILS.
4. SEE TSP SHEETS FOR TEMPORARY SIGNAL
REVISIONS.
5. CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE TEMPORARY
ILLUMINATION, SEE SPECIFICATIONS.
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NOTES: 7. SEE SPECIFICATIONS SPECIAL CONDITIONS FOR
ACCESS AND LANE OR RAMP CLOSURE
1. LOCATION OF TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES ARE RESTRICTIONS.
APPROXIMATE AND MAY BE RELOCATED TO AVOID
OBSTRUCTIONS.
2. REMOVE ALL CONFLICTING STRIPING AND COVER
CONFLICTING SIGNAGE.
3. SEE TMD SHEETS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL DETAILS.
4. SEE TSP SHEETS FOR TEMPORARY SIGNAL
REVISIONS.
5. CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE TEMPORARY
ILLUMINATION, SEE SPECIFICATIONS.
6. FLAGGERS SHALL NOT BE USED ON MAINLINE
AND/OR RAMP CLOSURES.
DESIGNED BY: SCALE: DRAWING No.:
600/ SU BMITTAL C VOMKED Jo e lewo EAST LINK EXTENSION L85-TMP141
0 DRAWN BY: by Z r FILENAME: CONTRACT E320
J. TORR . é’ E320-L85-TMP141 SOUTH BELLEVUE LOCATION ID:
Z =)
CHECKED BY: = CONTRACT No.: E12
B JAMES FINAL DESIGN PARTNERS. SOUNDTRANSIT RTAILR X000(XX TRAFFIC —
APPROVED BY: SUBMITTED BY: DATE: REVIEWED BY: DATE: DATE: S;—éGING SPLAN
No. DATE DSN__|CHK_|APP | REVISION J. SCHETTLER 12/06/2013 1-90 - PHASE A4

M-30




XREFLIST.
XEL-0516m
XEL-0516sf
XE320-GB-TB22x34
XEL-05195f

VERIFIED BY: / DATE:

XEL-0519rx
xE320-L85-KAP100
xE320-L85-GZV040
XE320-L85-TMP104
xE320-L85-SFP100
GB-SEAL-WIJ24615
N
g
Q
~
>
Q
Q
<
O
W
@
@
[}
O
NN
£

<
Q Q
~N O
P
o Q@
Q Q
53
s &

S
T ]

¢}

4 430*
00
'S“W/yo,//? TEMP CONC -
~__Ymp BARRIER -

/ /
/ /
/ N -
//
/ §
i §
/ ¢
/ N
/ ¢
../ Wﬂf
.y .
%L%Wmﬂ/ﬂ//ﬂ’”ﬂmﬂ “
TEMP IMPACT
ATTENUATOR
CONSTRUCTION
ENTRANCE

” WA

-

BACK-CHECKED BY:/DATE:

C:\USERS\PUBLIC\DOCUMENTS\CALDWELLI\CALDWELLJI\HTTPS\SHAREPOINT.SOUNDTRANSIT.ORG\443\SITES\CAD\EL\BELRED\E320\DRAWINGS\E320-L85-TMP142.DWG

12/05/13 | 6:51 PM | CALDWELLJ

DATE DSN__ICHK__[APP__]REVISION

J. SCHETTLER

12/06/2013

W
(‘_\\ S %)
- \‘ \\‘~“‘ <~ >0
N < =
g Wit P - i - o =%
o Ny TR . C 440+0 _
< = S NNNNENNY W . WB G4 o3
£ TEMP CONC SN \\\\\‘ O — \/\5' - _ 2
& BARRIER E-N Ramp = B - N ®) oS
[e¢] \ +00 —
3 W-N Rayp T LTS 0 3 EB 440 a5
) - AU r 7 -~ m <
—_— NERARAR O\ \ \ 0
9 — = mauuuuiE - \\\\\ X N < n
a Y W&\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\Q}\\\\\\\\\\\ c y\\‘\ Lel ﬁ
5 , O S .
‘ “ A///////M”’//}//// s ) - 7~ T~
= ///c///// 2 - =~
~ N SE 307.” p i, e, ° y’ / —~
jo> o LACE i, ‘ N / = T
“n,, \ 7 ~ -
O / / T ™
—~ $ ~_ Iy
$° - i _— - § § j S —
g — —_ / o
/ -~ — Su_ § / ~_
- . _— — _ - \iww,w / / >~
¢ - /
\ \c — B /
\ - / /
\/ - // / 0 20 0 / 40 80
/
// SCALF IN FEET
/ / /
NOTES:
1. LOCATION OF TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES ARE
APPROXIMATE AND MAY BE RELOCATED TO AVOID
OBSTRUCTIONS.
2. REMOVE ALL CONFLICTING STRIPING AND COVER
CON