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Chapter 10 Comments and Responses:
January 2003 Open House

10.1 Introduction

This section contains responses to comments received at the January 22, 2003,
public open house held at Edmonds City Hall to present the modified preferred
aternative. These comments were submitted by organizations and individuals

who attended the open house, collected by the court reporter, and/or submitted
via electronic mail. Summaries of the substantive comments and the responses
are listed by comment type in the following sections, immediately followed by
hard copies of the respective comments.

Where smilar comments are made by different individuals, the reader is referred
to preceding comments and responses by the individual making the comments
and by the comment number.

10.2 Organizations and Individuals Commenting

The following are the organizations and individua s who commented at the
Jaunary 22, 2003, open house.

e Organizations

— Town of Woodway
—  Port of Edmonds

e Individuals Submitting Written Comments

— Andrea Alexander

— Donna Bader

— Rick Bader

— Rex LeeCarlaw

— AllenClark

— John and Kathy Dewhirst
— GloriaGinnever

— Carol Hahn and Roger Oliver
— Brad Hanson

— VirginiaHardman

— Steve Hearn

— Roger Hertrich

— K. Johnson

— Judy McAdam

— John McGibbon

— Hank Moravec

— Henry and Evelyn Odell
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— Don G. Porter

— Janet R. Robertson

— Susie Schaefer

—  Geoff Scotton

— Harry Speiser

— RitaB. Speiser

—  Mary Wilson

— Wain and Karen Wischer

¢ Individuals Submitting Comments by Telephone or Per sonal
Conversation

— Sarah (Kitsap County)
— LesBloom

—  Carol Hahn

— Jan and Evelyn Odell
— Bill Mdan

e Individuals Submitting Verbal Comments

—  William Anderson
— Roabert London

—  William Mulkey

—  Ellen White

— RitaBurns Speiser
— Don Porter

—  Edward McMorrow
— Peter Block

10.2.1 Organizations
Town of Woodway
Comment 1:

On behalf of the Woodway Town Council and our residents, | am writing to
convey our community’s support for the proposed realignment of the Edmonds
Crossing Project’ s ferry dock. Aswe have learned from a presentation provided
by Stephen Clifton of your staff and Doug Playter and Jerry Weed of CH2M
HILL Engineering, the ferry loading dock has been redesigned to be located in
an alternative location along the Port of Edmonds’ breakwater. The
environmenta enhancements, increased recreational and aesthetic improvements
and safety issues collectively improve the impacts that will be realized from this
project.

Response 1.

Comment acknowledged.
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Comment 2:

While there are many planning issues to consider, we do want to register our
concern about traffic patterns associated with our northernmost neighborhood,
the Woodway Estates. The residents of this portion of our Town will be
impacted by the proposed traffic controls that will be implemented at the
intersection of Pine Street and State Highway 104 as well as the proposed
restriction to vehicles traveling from the east, desirous of entering the Edmonds
Crossing Project (and our adjacent neighborhood) via Pine Street. While this
issue will need additional negotiation, the proposed changes are exciting and
definitely worthwhile.

Response 2:

Please see Comment and Response 4 in Section 10.2.3, “ Other Comments
Received (Anonymous),” (page 10-19).

Comment 3:

The Town of Woodway strongly endorses the proposed ferry dock realignment
aswell asthetotal project. We appreciate the City of Edmonds' continued
efforts to bring this critical transportation resource to fruition. The multimodal
center will not only enhance the adjacent communities but our entire Puget
Sound region.

Response 3:

Comment acknowledged.

Port of Edmonds

Comment 1:

Thisisto inform you that the Port of Edmonds, at their March 10, 2003
Commission meeting, passed Resolution No. 03-01 expressing endorsement of
the Modified Point Edwards Alternative of the Edmonds Crossing Project and
supporting final agency adoption, funding, and implementation.

Response 1.

Comment acknowledged.
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Town of Woodway
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D M FEB 07 2003
February 5, 2003 OFFICE OF THE MAYOF

The Honorable Gary Haakenson

Edmonds City Mayor

121 5™ Avenue S

Edmonds, WA 98020 5
e

Dear Mayor Haakensdn, /™

On behalf of the Woodway Town Council and our residents, I am writing to convey our
community’s support for the proposed realignment of the Edmonds’ Crossing Project’s
ferry dock. As we have learned from a presentation provided by Stephan Clifton of your
staff and Doug Playter and Jerry Weed of CH2M Hill Engineering, the ferry loading dock
has been redesigned to be located in an alternative location along the Port of Edmonds’
breakwater. The enviropmental enhancements, increased recreational and aesthetic
improvements and safety issues collectively improve the impacts that will be realized
from this project.

While there are many planning issues to consider, we do want to register our concern
about traffic patterns associated with our northernmost neighborhood, the Woodway
Estates. The residents of this portion of our Town will be impacted by the proposed
traffic controls that will be implemented at the intersection of Pine Street and State
Highway 104 as well as the proposed restriction to vehicles traveling from the east,
desirous of entering the Edmonds Crossing Project (and our adjacent neighborhood) via
Pine Strect. While this issue will need additional negotiation, the proposed changes are
exciting and definitely worthwhile.

The Town of Woodway strongly endorses the proposed ferry dock realignment as well as
the total project. We appreciate the City of Edmonds’ continued efforts to bring this
critical transportation resource to fruition. The multi-modal center will not only enhance
the adjacent communities but our entire Puget Sound region.

Sincerely,
el

./ E P ~ S O
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Carla A. Michols [

-

Cc: Woodway Council
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RECEIVED
March 12,2003 MAR 1 4 2003

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

Mayor Gary Haakenson
City of Edmonds

121 - 5™ Avenue North
Edmonds, WA 98020

Dear Mayor Haakénson:

This is to inform you that the Port Commission of the Port of Edmonds, at their March
10, 2003 Commission meeting, passed Resolution No. 03-01 expressing endorsement of
the modified Pt. Edwards alternative of the Edmonds Crossing Project and supporting
final agency adoption, funding and implementation.

Respectfully Yours,

Cl
Christopher W. Keuss CMM
Executive Director

RECEIVED
MAR 17 2003

OOMMUNITY SERVICES
DIRECTOR




RESOLUTION NO. 03-01
PORT OF EDMONDS, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION

RESOLUTION EXPRESSING ENDORSEMENT OF THE MODIFIED PT. EDWARDS
ALTERNATIVE OF THE EDMONDS CROSSING PROJECT AND SUPPORTING FINAL
AGENCY ADOPTION, FUNDING AND IMPLEMENTATION.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE PORT COMMISSIONERS OF THE PORT OF EDMONDS:

WHEREAS, the Edmonds Crossing Project has been under consideration, analysis and public
review and discussion for many years; and

WHEREAS, the Port has been an interested and active participant, and has been consulted
regulatly by the project sponsors, the City of Edmonds and the Washington State Department of
Transportation; 2nd

WHEREAS, the Port is convinced that relocating the ferry terminal from its present congested
location, eliminating the miltoad grade crossing and collocating the terminal with other transportation
facilities is in the long term best interests of the community; and

WHEREAS, the Port agrees with the project sponsors that the Pt. Edwards site is, on balance, the
most desirable of those sites studied and analyzed in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement; and

WHEREAS, the Port is persuaded by the City’s analyses that the “Modibed” alternative is
superior to the original Pt. Edwards alternative in terms of its overall environmental impacts; and

WHEREAS, based on the City’s statements regarding its discussions with signatory agencies, the
Port is also convinced that the “Modified” altetnative represents a substantial improvement in the pro]cct’s
likelihood of final approval, funding and implementation; and

WHEREAS, the Port makes this resolution subject to the avoidance of or approptiate mitigation
of any negative impacts of the “modified” alternative on the Port’s properties, operations, plans or its
constituents; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Port Commission of the Port of
Edmonds encourage the project’s eatliest possible completion, so that the community, and its local
governments, may move with confidence and predictability towards a plan for integrating the waterfront
with the downtown upon the removal of the present ferry terminal and its operations.

Approved this_{©_dayof_ PHHEC( , 2003

PORT COMMISSION OF THE
PORT OFfEDMONDS

ATTEST:
Fred Gouge, Secrbrary




10.2.2 Individuals Submitting Written Comments
Andrea Alexander, 7104 230th Street SW, Montlake Terrace, WA
Comment 1:
The design changes are great. | like the park being incorporated into the design.
Response 1:
Comment acknowledged.
Donna Bader, 835 12th Avenue North, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1.
Likes the plan very much.
Response 1.
Comment acknowledged.
Rick Bader, 835 12th Avenue North, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1:

Changes are well conceived and appear to address a multitude of concerns. It
should be implemented as soon as possible.

Response 1:

Comment acknowledged.

Rex Lee Carlaw, Montlake Terrace, WA
Comment 1.

Point Edwards isinconvenient for foot passengers. Parking will be inadequate,
the dock long and exposed, the walk to city center lengthy, and furthermore the
Sounder and Amtrak station will be far removed for both residences and
businesses. The foot of Dayton Street location would be much better and even a
serious study of expanding and redesigning the existing location would be
handier for walk-ons. | am opposed to the Point Edwards project.

Response 1:

The Point Edwards alternative bal ances the needs of foot passengers and ferry,
bus, and rail traffic and the resulting intermodal connections while minimizing
environmenta impacts. Based on study thusfar, it appears that the Point
Edwards alternative achieves a better balance than the Mid-Waterfront
aternative. Studies have indicated that most of the foot passengers that are this
ferry route are connecting to locations other than to the City center. By
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improving the multimodal connections, this project will facilitate their mobility.
A loca connector bus would operate along Admiral Way to provide access for
those foot passengers needed to reach the downtown area. As many as 550
parking spaces would be provided at the Point Edwards site (460 longer-term
spaces in agarage and 90 short-term spaces in a surface lot). This amount of
parking is significantly more than what is provided at the existing ferry terminal
and is considered adequate for the projected demand. If additional demand
materializes, the Point Edwards site offers opportunities to expand the parking
supply. The distance between the multimodal center and the ferry is
approximately 1,300 feet (compared to 700 feet at the existing facility), or a6-
minute walk. An enclosed, weather-protected overhead walkway will be
provided for foot passengers. the Mid-Waterfront alternative at the foot of
Dayton Street would cause far greater impacts than the Point Edwards
aternative, including displacement of residential and commercia uses, loss of
Olympic Beach Park, and loss of Port of Edmonds property.

Allen Clark, 806 Dayton Street, Edmonds, WA

Comment 1.

The new plans are an excellent improvement to present conditions.
Response 1.

Comment acknowledged.

John and Kathy Dewhirst, via email

Comment 1:

It is my understanding that the ferry captains were concerned about the Point
Edwards location being exposed to southwest winds and strong currents off the
Point, especially in stormy weather, which would make docking an incoming
ferry difficult and time consuming. Are these concerns reduced by the new
location?

Response 1.

The Modified Point Edwards aternative location is slightly more protected from
heavy winds and currents. Winds and currents at this area, however, are
substantial during certain environmental conditions. During strong wind events,
25 knots or higher, the ferries likely would use the north dlip. This dip would be
oriented toward 190°True so that an approaching ferry would be heading into the
wind for winds from the south to southwest, with the wind nearly on the bow for
southerly winds and on the forward starboard quarter for southwesterly winds.
This would make the approach easier than at the existing ferry terminal where
these winds are nearly broadside on the vessel. The floating breakwater to be
placed southwest of the south slip would further help to protect the ferries from
southwest waves at all three dlips.
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Comment 2:

Are there sidewalks planned from the current Pine Street/SR 104 intersection to
the terminal building?

Response 2:

Y es, ashard 6-foot-wide sidewalk/bicycle path is provided along the site of both
the loading and existing lanes.

Comment 3:

Will the future residents on the condos on the "upper yard" site be able to walk
from their condosto the terminal building?

Response 3:

Y es, residents of the condos, as well as Woodway residents, would be ableto
access the terminal viathe Terminal Access Road.

Comment 4:

Will the project be responsible for building sidewalks along Admiral Way?
Response 4.

Sidewalks currently exist along Admiral Way.

Comment 5:

| assume that the condo project on the "upper yard" site will be built prior to the
Edmonds Crossing project. In order to prevent these new residents from trying
to stop construction of the project, the City of Edmonds needs to require that
each condo buyer sign some sort of legal agreement that acknowledges the
facilities.

Response 5:

The City has discussed this issue with the condo developer. The devel oper
intends to place appropriate language in their CCRs.

Comment 6:

Will the pedestrian connection between the park and the marina boardwal k
remain?

Response 6:

Yes. The height of the ferry terminal would be high enough above the existing
ground level to allow for continued use of activities beneath, including the
existing pedestrian walkway. It is estimated that the clearance above the
walkway would be at least 10 feet.
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Gloria Ginnever, 114 2nd Avenue South, No. 203, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1.

None of the plans address the parking needs at Marina Beach Park. At present,
there is not enough parking. By enlarging the park, parking will become an even
more serious issue.

Response 1:

Parking at Marina Beach Park is adequate to meet the need during the majority
of the time. During times of peak usage additional parking is availablein the
Marina approximately 500 feet north of the park. During final design of the
project, the need for additional parking within the park will be evaluated.

Comment 2:

| am glad to see that the plans do not include commercia development (shops)
that could detract from downtown.

Response 2:
Comment acknowledged.

Carol Hahn and Roger Oliver, 1031 Second Avenue South,
Edmonds, WA

Comment 1:

Supports Maodified Pt. Edwards Alternative. We feel that areasonable
compromise has been reached.

Response 1:

Comment acknowledged.

Brad Hanson, 210 Pine Street, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1.

The preferred aternative could do a better job of getting traffic to the ferry
terminal by eliminating the traffic light at the SR 104/Pine Street intersection
and incorporating an underpass for off-loading vehicles destined for northbound
SR 104. The use of atraffic light would be counterproductive in efficiently
moving vehicles to and from the termina in that unloading vehicles heading
north on SR 104 would be doing so at atime that would impede vehicles
arriving at the tollbooths to board the ferry. Forcing traffic travelling northbound
(and downhill) along SR 104 to stop at this traffic light could be hazardous and
noisy (especialy related to heavy trucks). This situation would be greatly
improved by 1) realigning SR 104 to a straight approach to the tollbooths and
2) use an underpass for unloading ferry vehicles to northbound SR 104.
Southbound SR 104 traffic north of Pine Street destined for the ferry terminal
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could also use the proposed underpass or an overpass. This maodification would
eliminate the need for at least one lane of SR 104 north of Pine Street; thislane
could be removed and reclaimed as a wetland or used as parking for City Park.

Response 1:

A number of improvementsto the SR 104/Pine Street intersection are proposed
as part of both build aternatives. With those improvements, the traffic analysis
indicates that the intersection would operate safely and with adequate capacity
to accommodate the projected volumes. An underpassis not considered
necessary to the operation of the intersection and would add significant costs to
the project.

Virginia Hardman, 916 9th Avenue South, Edmonds, WA

Comment 1.

I'd like the Mid-Waterfront alternative because the ferries could be seen from
many homes.

Response 1.

Comment acknowledged.

Steve Hearn, 1140 Third Avenue South, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1:

Looks great. | appreciate the inclusion of aesthetic and pedestrian safety
considerations into the plan.

Response 1:

Comment acknowledged.

Roger Hertrich, 1020 Puget Drive, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1.

| fish along the Port breakwater. The Modified Port Edwards alternative would
be abarrier for the passages of fish in that area.

Response 1:

The only potentia fish passage issue with regard to the proposed ferry pier
would be the same at Point Edwards, Mid-Waterfront, and the existing main
street ferry pier, and is related to juvenile salmonids. The proposed pier has been
redesigned to facilitate under-pier passage. It has been split into three piers with
gapsin between to let light in under the piers. Reflective paint would be applied
under the pier to further illuminate the area under the pier decks. The over-water
portion of the Point Edwards pier has been significantly reduced. Fish passage
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would not be an issue with adult salmonids or any other specieg/life stage other
than juvenile salmonids.

Comment 2:

The public is against view blockage from super-high ferries and associated
loading equipment. Who wants to look at that from the Port Marinaand Marina
Beach Park. Thereisno excuse for ruining thisview. Thisis avery negative
impact.

Response 2:

The Modified Point Edwards alternative would affect views at Marina Beach
Park and the Port of Edmonds Marina. The proposed project would lead to the
removal of the UNOCAL pier. With the removal of the pier, the views from the
park to the west and south would improve significantly by providing a unified
and unobstructed view of Puget Sound, the Kitsap Peninsula, and the Olympic
Mountains. These views are very important because they provide visitors their
first impression upon entering the park and their main focus as they enjoy the
facilities. Views of Puget Sound and the Kitsap Peninsulalooking north from
the park would be partially obstructed by the ferry pier. Views from the
pedestrian walkway in the marinalooking south toward Puget Sound are already
largely obstructed by the boat sheds and the breakwater. The southern views do
not open up until the pedestrian bridge over the breakwater. In away, the
proposed project would not eliminate this view for pedestrians but would rather
delay it until the pedestrians crossed underneath the proposed ferry pier. It
should be noted that the Mid-Waterfront aternative would have the same effect
on views from the marina to the north and from Olympic Park.

Comment 3:

The location of ferry traffic would be so close to the Port Marina entrance that it
would be detrimental to boats entering and leaving the Marina.

Response 3:

Operating to and from the existing terminal, ferries routinely cross within
approximately 500 yards of the entrance to the Marina. At the Point Edwards
location, ferry crossingsin front of the Marinawould only occur during
inclement weather when the most northerly slip would be used (lessthan 5
percent of the time). The typical approach to the Point Edwards terminal would
again be approximately 500 yards from the Marina entrance but would not bein
acrossing route.

Comment 4:
Thelack of emergency vehicle accessto the west side of the railroad tracks to

handle amagjor rail emergency is the largest unanswered question for this
project.
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Response 4.

The access of emergency vehiclesto Admiral Way (west side of railroad tracks)
isnot an issue that this project is required to address; however, the existing
access would not be negatively impacted by this project. If there were an
exigting access issue on Admiral Way, then this would be addressed by the
Edmonds Fire and Rescue Department. Fire Station 17 (located at 275 Sixth
Avenue North, in the Maxwell-McGinnis Public Safety Complex just north of
City Hall) serves downtown and the Edmonds Bow! area, waterfront, Port of
Edmonds, and Town of Woodway. Emergency vehicles would continue to
access Admiral Way by way of Dayton Street or Main Street. In the unlikely
event that atrain accident blocked both Dayton Avenue and Main Street at the
same time, there would be the opportunity for emergency vehiclesto driveto the
multimodal center parking area and walk across the tracks to provide emergency
aid, which is much closer access than is currently available.

K. Johnson, 9207 Park Road, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1.

A careful analysis and comparison of the Modified Pt. Edwards alternative and
the Mid-Waterfront aternative needs to be presented to the public and decision-
makers. What are the economic and socia costs of each? How will train,
commuter rail and bus service be accommodated with each alternative? How
will parking needs be handled with each?

Response 1.

Ten years of studies and multiple public meeting, open houses and committee
meetings have culminated in the proposed solution. The Environmental Impact
Statement details out all of the economic and social costs of each of the
aternatives. Train, commuter rail, and bus service concepts are clearly defined
for each alternative. Parking needs were studied and parking facilities were
proposed in each aternative to meet the identified demand.

Judy McAdam, 19902 Maplewood Drive, Edmonds, WA

Comment 1:

Itisdifficult to believe that a project of this size can not take care of emergency
access for police and fire protection for people who work, live, eat, and play
along the waterfront. It is a problem now and will still be after project
completion.

Response 1.

Please see Comment and Response 4 under Roger Hertrich above.
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John McGibbon, 842 Main Street, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1:

Full support for the proposed changes.

Response 1:

Comment acknowledged.

Hank Moravec, 915 Olympic Avenue, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1.

| like the new proposal. It integrates Edmond’ s “maritime” facilities well and
enhances Edmond’ simage as a boat-centric destination.

Response 1:
Comment acknowledged.

Henry and Evelyn Odell, 404 Third Avenue South, A202, Edmonds,
WA

Comment 1:

Great project. The plan seemsto be very well conceived in al ways. We wish to
show our strong support.

Response 1:

Comment acknowledged.

Don G. Porter, 200 Beach Place, No. 202, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1.

| support the Modified Pt. Edwards Alternative.

Response 1.

Comment acknowledged.

Janet R. Robertson, 10523 240th Place SW, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1:

What will this project cost us? Spell out the financial structure of the project for
the public. How will it be funded? Gas tax? V ehicle excess tax?
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Response 1.

The preliminary estimated cost associated with the full buildout of the Point
Edwards Alternative is $165.3 million.

As authorized under E2SSB 6140 “Regionalism Bill,” representatives from
King, Pierce, and Snohomish Counties are working together to promote
investment in the region’ stransportation system. This bill provides the citizens
of King, Pierce, and Snohomish Counties an opportunity to make direct
investments in the region’ s trangportation system by creating a Regiona
Transportation Investment District (RTID). Under the current Snohomish
County Unified List, funding proposed for the Edmonds Crossing project is
listed at $128 million. If approved by the RTID Executive Board and Planning
Committee, the voters will have an opportunity to vote on the funding package.
Existing and future federal funding will make up the remaining balance needed
to fund the project.

Susie Schaefer, 1055 Edmonds Street, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1.

My concern is about the impact to the “Dog Beach.” It looks like the possible
enlargement of Marina Beach Park and the removal of the UNOCAL pier will
eliminate the “Dog Beach.” We still need the “Dog Park.” It is heavily used
everyday. There is no dternative in Edmonds for an off-lease dog area.

Response 1:

It isimportant to note that the dog park is not a park but land secured with
federal transportation grant dollars for transportation purposes. Under the Draft
ElIS Point Edwards alternative, the 140-foot-wide pier would have traversed
through the existing area now used for dogs. Under the Modified Point Edwards
aternative, the existing area used by dog owners would not be impacted and, in
fact, would be improved with the removal of the UNOCAL pier. Following
issuance of the Final EIS, the City will examine what to do with the area south
of the existing Marina Beach Park used by dog owners.

Comment 2:

My other concern is the impact of widening the ferry access road in the vicinity
of the fish hatchery. The upland forest habitat on both sides of the road in this
area contains many nesting migratory and non-migratory birds. The increased
traffic and the wider road will impact the nesting activity.

Response 2:

Asnoted in the EIS, the project would result in a permanent loss of 3.56 acres of
upland forest habitat. Individuals displaced from this habitat would likely move
to other available forest habitat southeast and southwest of the site when
possible; this would be particularly true of birds and larger mammals. It is
possible that these other habitat areas are already populated with other
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competitive individuals. As aresult, some of the displaced wildlife would not be
ableto find suitable unoccupied habitat niches.

Geoff Scotton, 11301 Makah Road, Woodway, WA
Comment 1:

There is no noise mitigation planned in the vicinity of the Pine Street/SR 104
intersection. My concern is that truck traffic will slow for the corner and “hit”
SR 104 at anear stop. | believe that there will be a significant increase in noise
at ground level close to Pine Street. | urge that appropriate noise mitigation
measures be considered.

Response 1:

As part of this project, anumber of improvements will be made to the

SR 104/Pine Street intersection. One of those improvements would be afree
movement (nonstop) for two existing lanes destined southbound on SR 104.
While likely proceeding more slowly than traffic currently does at this location
along SR 104, the vehicles would still be climbing the same grade as currently
exists.

The noise analysis conducted for the project has taken into account the noise
from all vehicles, including trucks, at representative noise-sensitive locationsin
the vicinity of the SR 104/Pine Street intersection. At the backyard location of
theresidence at 11301 Makah Road, existing average daytime background noise
level isnear 52 dBA. Noise level calculations, without taking the shielding
effects of vegetation and trees into account, indicate that future (2030) average
traffic noise level at this|ocation would be approximately 59 dBA during peak-
hour traffic conditions. This noise level iswell below the FHWA noise
abatement criteria and does not exceed existing noise levels “ substantially” (by
10 dBA or more). Therefore, no noise mitigation measures are recommended for
these areas.

Rita and Harry Speiser, 200 Beach Place, No. 104, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1.

We prefer the Modified Port Edwards Alternative. We do not want the Mid-
Waterfront Alternative.

Response 1.

Comment acknowledged.

Mary Wilson, via email, 1116 Second Avenue South, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1:

I would like to voice support for the Edmonds Crossing, which, unlike
Brightwater, demonstrates government working with local elected officials,
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community groups, and the populace to address a pressing need, while taking
careful steps to enhance the public spaces and accommodate a wide variety of
community and environmental concerns.

Response 1:

Comment acknowledged.

Wain and Karen Wischer, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1.

A noise barrier should be provided along the east side of SR 104 to protect the
residential aress.

Response 1:

Future increases in traffic volumes on SR 104 would occur regardless of the
project. It is anticipated that, by 2030, the residentia areas south of Pine Street
and east of SR 104 would experience increases in noise levels of approximately
2 dBA over existing noise levels with or without the proposed project. Future
peak-hour traffic noise levels at these locations are not expected to approach or
exceed the FHWA noise abatement criteria. Therefore, noise mitigation would
not be necessary.

Comment 2:

A sidewak along Pine Street starting east of SR 104 to Third Avenue South
should be provided.

Response 2:

East of SR 104 is outside the Edmonds Crossing project area. Sidewalks along
this section of Pine Street would be developed as part of the City-sponsored
improvement projects.

10.2.3 Other Comments Received (Anonymous)
Comment 1:

Show that the City and County can devel op the area between downtown and the
exigting ferry terminal area before the terminal move decision is made.

Response 1:

With the exception of public rights-of-way, land between the existing Main
Street ferry dock and downtown (1st Avenue) is owned by the private sector
(specifically, land between Railroad Avenue and SR 104 (Edmonds Way) and
Dayton and Main Streets). Improvements within existing public rights of way
are planned along both sides of the railroad tracks as part of Sound Transit’s
proposed Edmonds Sounder Station. Improvements will aso be made to existing
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parking lots south and north of the existing Amtrak station as part of the
Edmonds Station project. The remaining land is owned by private individuas
and the City has no control, with the exception of zoning subject property. At
such time as the private parties choose to redevel op the properties, the City will
administer the processing of permits as required to ensure compliance with City,
State, and Federal regulations.

Comment 2:
| want individualsto be liable for any costs over the proposed $150 million.
Response 2:

Cost estimates that have been provided are based upon only rough estimates of
what the work might involve and are useful in determining the approximate
maximum funding needs. It islikely that variations may occur as the details of
the actual work and schedule of construction are finalized. It should be noted
that the $128 million currently identified in the Regiona Transportation
Investment District would pay for a significant portion of the project, but not all.
Existing and future federal funding will make up the remaining balance needed
to fund the project.

Comment 3:

It has not been presented that the current situation presents any significant
problems, and certainly not to justify this kind of expense. Edmonds does not
have atraffic problem. This represents a capricious and irresponsi ble use of
public funds. The current ferry terminal is part of the character and tradition of
Edmonds and should remain where it is, accessible from downtown by foot.
Why not have a public hearing about this?

Response 3:

The need for this project has been discussed and analyzed for more than

10 years; the need for the project is demonstrated throughout the EIS. Numerous
public meetings have been held, including the January 22, 2003, open house,
and the public sentiments expressed at these meetings over the years has
generally been favorable and supportive of the need for the project. The
Edmonds Downtown Waterfront Plan, which the City Council approved in
1994, contains supporting goals and policies for locating the Edmonds Crossing
project at the UNOCAL site.

Central Edmondsis currently served by multiple modes of transportation, each
with separate terminal facilities. The lack of an integrated terminal serving all
modes of travel makes transfers between modes cumbersome and time-
consuming, particularly for individuals who are forced to walk from one mode
to another. Theterminalsfor ferry, rail, and transit modes are not sited
appropriately, nor are the connecting linkages efficient from the user’s
perspective. Without improvement, inconvenience and delay to travelers could
be expected to increase in the future.” In afuture without the proposed project,
conditions for intermodal travelers would further deteriorate. As demand grows,
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the inefficiencies resulting from these conflicts would increase, and accident
hazards would worsen. Without improvements, the movement of people and
goods would be increasingly interrupted by the bottleneck at the Edmonds ferry
terminal and the downtown area.

Comment 4:

Make sure that cars that are going to or coming from the ferry terminal and
multimodal center do not have a chance to access SR 104 via Woodway streets.
All project traffic needs to be channeled via SR 104 only and not via Woodway
streets or 226th in South Edmonds.

Response 4:

Traffic coming from and going to the multimodal center will have direct access
to SR 104 without accessing local streets within Woodway. Local Woodway
citizens will also have access to the multimodal center by way of the new
signalized intersection on Pine Street, west of SR 104. This connection isa
result of requests from the citizens and officials of Woodway for access at the
north end of the community. Because the new design is able to hold enough
vehicles equivalent to four ferryboat loads, there will be very little ferry line
backup onto SR 104, thiswill eliminate the need for people cutting through
neighborhoods to avoid the backup. The network of neighborhood streets
through Woodway is avery long and circuitous route that would not be of any
advantage to someone trying to avoid the ferry line on SR 104. However, it is
important to remember that WSDOT has no legal authority to prevent people
from using public streets.

Comment 5:

Why don’t you think about having ferry routes from Kingston directly to Seattle
during the am./p.m. commuting hours?

Response 5:

Alternative ferry service from Kingston to Seattle has been tried in the past
during extended closures of the Edmonds ferry terminal. Any long-term plans
for service into Sesttle will require significant capital investment in the Sesttle
terminal (expanded dock and forth slip/overhead loading) with probable limited
success. Most recently in 1996, WSF ran direct service from Kingston to Seattle
during the Edmonds dock reconstruction. During that service, the vessels ran
partially full with autos, and had limited passenger traffic. Thetrip islong, and
limits the number of crossings avessel can make in any given period. Asa
result, the cost of direct Kingston to Seattle ferry serviceis very high, and would
result in unacceptable costs to WSF, or extraordinarily high tariffsfor our
customers. The current configuration is the best utilization of the state’ s capital
assets.
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Connecting ferries, bus & rail.

Open House—January 22,2003 °
- Tell us what you think S e

"""The City of Edmonds and the Washlngton State Department of Transportatlon (WSDOT) want you?é‘ : W”’
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments wm be e
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the project.

Please return this form tonight or send your comments vna e-manl to clifton@ci. edmonds wa. us :
to by January 24, 2002. :

i \\/L‘\Q\ \)L() \\mavl lJKQ
BN j@w f 0\9. cov,

' (Over)



Please mclude your name address and telephone number in case we need ctanflcatlon of your

comments.

Name.

Address - \{ W

_ ou'can alsdléend your comments via e-mail to chfton@cl"edmonds

R

.wd'ficfs" bf’d’anuaﬁgﬁl 00

cy Mg

.
v

. State |}

Telephone - - E-mail i/t

Would you like to receive future mailings about the project?

Zip Code

Yes

TR,
d

No>(
/

*.-Thank you for your com_nients g




EDMONDS

Connecting ferries, bus & rail

Open House—January 22, 2003

Eb it
i .

* Tellus whatyouthink =~ = 0

The C|ty of Edmonds and the Washlngton State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) wani yOur. SRS
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered during preparation the Final Env1ronmenta1 impact Statement for the pro;ect '

- Please return this form tonight or send your comments vna e-mall to chfton@cl edmonds wa us
to by January 24, 2002.
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Edmonds Crossing Open House Comments Continued
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~ ~You can also send your comments via e-mail fo clifton@cl.edmonds.wa.us by January 24,2002."

‘ Please include your name, address, and telephone number in case we need dlarification of your
comments. - -
Name 9@/4/4/_1 I=2 ADEA
Address = ¥ 2% /2t Ave. AV _
City ED o255 State &/ A Zip Code 50 22
Telephone 4/,?5'*—* 77%~022%  E-mail ' :

Would you like to receive future mailings about the project?  Yes 7[ No
: - F

Thank you for your comments .
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Connecting ferries, bus & rail
Open House—January 22, 2003
Tell us whatyouthink = = et

' The City of Edmonds and the Washlngton State Department of Transportatlon (WSDOT) want your
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the pro;ect ' :

Please return this form tonight or send your comments vna e—mall to chfton@cl edmonds wa.us
to by January 24, 2002.
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Edmonds Crossing Open Hause Comments Continued

.. You can also send yourcomments #ie e:mailto cllfton@gle nien'c:ie.w‘a.us' -‘by".la‘nua‘ry 24,"2002."_-

Please include your ‘name, address and telephone number in case we need clarmcatlon of your
comments.

Name E K BJME:DQ

Address D35 J2At pu= pO,

City LI mopDS | State &7F Zip Code F90 2.0
Telephone Y2577 OP2E E-mail rbAAer S8 2 KBS Con

Would you like to receive future mailings about the project? Yes No )(
‘ ' - ._ ul! / 3
. Thank you for your comments /}4’7 Uﬂ/ﬂ
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Swope, Bob/SEA

From: Clifton, Stephen [Clifton @ci.edmonds.wa.us]

Sent: January 23, 2003 12:37 PM

To: Swope, Bobh/SEA

Subject: FW: Comments on Modified Point Edwards Alternative

————— Original Message----—-

From: Rex Lee Carlaw [mailto:rex@actionusa.org]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:58 AM

To: clifton@eci.edmonds.wa.us

Subject: Comments on Modified Point Edwards Alternative

Point Edwards is incenvenient for foot passengers. Parking will be inadequate, the dock
long and exposed, the walk to city center lengthy, and furthermore the Sounder and Amtrak
station will be far removed for both residences and businesses. The foot of Dayton Street
location would be much better and even a serious study of expanding and redesigning the
existing leocation would be handier for walk-ons. I am opposed to the Point Edwards
project.

Rex Lee Carlaw

Rex Lee Carlaw, USA Director & Associate Latin America Director

Action International Ministries Web: www.actionintl.org
PO Box 398 Email: rex@actionusa.oxg
Mountlake Terrace, WA 58043-0398 USA Fax: 425-775-4800

Office: 425-775-4800 Cell: 360-620-4819 Home: 360-297-7553



EDNONDS

Connecting ferries, bus & rail

Open House—January 22, 2003 |

“Tellus what you thlnk -

 The Clty of Edmonds and the Washlngton State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) want your e
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered during preparation the Fina! Environmental Impact Statement for the project. : '

Please return this form tomght or send your comments via e-mall to clifton @cl edmonds wa. us_ -
to by January 24, 2002 ‘ ;
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Edmon_ds_ Crossing Open House Comments Continued

You can gl!lso' send your comments via e-mail to clifton@cl.edmonds.wa.us by January 24, 2002." -~

Please include your name, address, and telephone number in case we need clarification of your
comments.

Name /) ffonn [ 2%
Address ol T2y T2Mn ST |
Cty _J= oD s State (o x]  ZipCode FE24)-3337

Telephone A2¢ 774-37543 E-mail

Would you like to receive future mailings about the proj'ect? ‘ Yes > )< No

Thank you for your comments



Message Page 1 of 1

Swope, Bob/SEA

From: Clifton, Stephen [Clifton @ ci.edmonds.wa.us]
Sent:  January 27, 2003 10:03 AM

To: Swope, Bob/SEA

Subject: FW: Edmonds Crossing

From: Dewhirst, John [mailto:John.Dewhirst@co.snohomish.wa.us]
Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 10:11 AM

To: difton@ci.edmonds.wa.us

Subject: Edmonds Crossing

January 24, 2003

| found the new "Modified Point Edwards Alternative” superior in many ways to the older alternative, especially if this new alternative
is less expensive to build. | like not dividing the park in half and creating a barrier between the marina and the park.

One issue which needs to be brought to the public's attention is the operations aspects of the ferryboats. It was my understanding
that the ferryboat captains were very concerned about the Pt. Edwards location being exposed to SW winds and strong currents off
the point, especially in stormy weather, which would make docking an incoming ferry difficult and time consuming. Are these
concemns reduced by this aternative location?

The only concerns/questions | have are minor in nature, but still need to be addressed:
1. Are there sidewatks from the current Pine/SR 104 intersection to the terminal bilding?
2. Can the future residents of the condos on the "upper yard" site walk to the terminal building from their condos?

3. Will this project responsibile for building sidewalks along Admiral Way?

4, | assume the condo project on the "upper yard" will be built first. | am concerned that future condos will
protest and try to stop the construction ot this facility in the finest Edmonds' tradition. | think that the City needs to require
that each condo buyer sign some sort of legal agreement that acknowledges the terminal, etc, etc.

5. Will the pedestrian connection between the park and the marina's boardwalk remain? Hope that it will.

Many thanks on a good iob and good luck

John and Kathy Dewhirst

01/27/2003



EDNONDS

Connecting ferries, bus & rail

Open House—January 22, 2003

Tell us what youthink

The City of Edmonds and the Washmgton State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) want your - S
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the project.

Please return this form tonight or send your comments via e-ma:l to clifton@ci. edmonds wa.us
to by January 24, 2002.
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Edmonds Crossing Open House Comments Continued

" . You can also sénd your qurﬁeht_s via e-mall to cliﬂbn_@éi.édﬁiéﬁd:s‘ﬁé.ﬁ;'sﬂ.ﬁy'Jéﬁuérﬁ 24,2002 |

Please include your name, address, and telephone number in case we need clarification of your
comments. ‘ ' '

Name %244/ W

Address /7 ¥ -0 7. Za&@(. FFROB
cty Cohrorrmds State /A  ZipCode F8LR O

Telephone 4475 - 7 7/ #5365 E-ma"/me%LﬁA,

Would you like to receive future mailings about the project? ~ Yes 1/ No

- Thank you for your comments -



Comments on Edmonds Crossing Preferred Alternative - SR 104 Pine St intersection

Although the preferred alternative does a good job of getting traffic to the ferry terminal
while minimizing impacts on the local community it could be further improved by
realignment and elimination of the traffic light at SR104 and Pine St. by incorporating an
underpass for off-loading vehicles destined for northbound SR104. The use of a traffic
light at the bottom of the relatively steep hill with a significant right hand curve is an
extreme safety hazard because it is visually obscured. Besides being unsafe, requiring
large heavy vehicles to stop at the bottom of this hill would also increase noise in the
already noise impacted neighborhood. The use of a traffic light would be
counterproductive in efficiently moving vehicles to and from the ferry terminal in that
vehicles unloading and headed northbound on SR104 would be doing so at a time that
would impede vehicles arriving at the tollbooths to board the ferry that is being unloaded.
This situation could be greatly improved by '1) realigning SR 104 to a straight approach
to the tollbooths (see figure) and 2) use of an underpass for northbound SR 104 traffic.
Southbound SR104 traffic north of Pine would only be able to get access to the ferry
terminal unless an under or over pass was added. However, convenient assess from the
waterfront to SR 104 already exists on the 5" avenue arterial. This modification would
eliminate the need for at least one lane of SR104 north of Pine St.. This lane could either
be removed for wetland reclamation or used for parking for City Park.

Brad Hanson
210 Pine St.
Edmond, WA 98020
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EDMONDS

Connecting ferries, bus & rail
'Open House—January 22, 2003 o

Telluswhatyouthink 00

s e e g

The City of ‘Edn-"nonds and the W'ashington State Débénrhe“nt of Trénspaﬁatio'h-'(\NSDdT)' want‘your
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the project.

Please return this form tonight or send your comments via e-mail to clifton@ci.edmonds.wa.us
to by January 24, 2002. ' - -

P | (Over) |



. Edmonds Crossing Open House Comments Continued

. You can also send your comments via e-mail to clifton @ci.edmonds.wa.us by January 24, 2002 '

Please include your name, address, and telephone number in case we need clarification of your
comment

S.
Name ]ZAC;M c.. ?@(woémm

</
Address 2(6 -4 o ane _J

City Sole b State ZipCode 9¢pDa3o
Telephone Y2y 278 v &2 ¢ E-mail q,am,'ﬁ € Mf C g

[
Would you like to receive future mailings about the project? -~ Yes +#~ - No

Thank you for your commen’ts'



Connecting ferries, bus & rail

Open House—January 22, 2003

Tell us what you think

| The City of Edmdndé and theIWashingtoh State Dep'at't}ﬁént of -Trénspoﬂatioh (WSleﬁ Wa?f your _
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the project.

Please return this form tonight or send your comments via e-mail to clifton @ci. edmonds wa.us
to by January 24, 2002.
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Edmonds Crossing Open House Comments Continued
- - 7‘

A Y . - A N

You can also send your comments via e-mail to clifton@cl.edmonds.wa.us by January‘24, 2002.7 -

Please mclude your name, address and telephone number in case we need clarification of your |
comments. _
name _ Steve, Hearn

Address _[IHO Third AV'?/ SDM+h _ :

City Edmonds State WA ZipCode 9R02.0
Telephone (42507786200 email _seahearn® gahoo-com

Would you like to receive future mailihgs about the project? Yes X No

Thank you for your comments'




EDNONDS.

Connecting ferries, bus & rail

Open House—January 22, 2003

A

Tell us what you think

The Clty of Edmonds and the Washmgton State Department of Transportatlon (WSDOT) want your
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the project. \ :

Please return this form tomght or send your comments via e—mall to clifton@ci. edmonds wa us
to by January 24 2002 . :
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Edmonds Crossing Open House Comments Continued -

the o

[hewe 15 po exazse/iror 'mmug | Jeed
s Loenl [tC.—L\_ ¢ |
Thet ¢ ~ \avy Vléé?a e
| o

o ' r——
E:]/\,_\J rbirw\@\d&ecx\_ ]V/{Pﬁc"h

N}/

—
( @ajr/‘ﬂne. Lé%dé@-lrﬂ Aa(e_g; —
= # dhe (west Side o Pm\ﬂ,«ckg

"I"o T{‘Ud:ke Cppe B MAPR T ?‘”((o“"@(f”c}
: Z\[a_@é[ (O (Omcevcfewcx«?%.kx¢es {s o

/cn,c,c, Lo e Tlvpelke fs\_

H'ne, LA@QGSJC um cemswcv?ci ,62(;_.5_ Lo,

" You canalso send your comments _via e-mall to clifton @cl.edmonds.Wa.us by January 24, 2002.

Please include your name, address, and telephone number in case we need clarification of your
commenis’

Name l ogeY H ER VRO
Address D )_1-) D(ﬂ C/Q‘+ N‘l 19,0
City g WDMQJ, State (_1)@. Zip Code

Telephone ng 22 857>  Email

Would you like to receive future mailings about the project? Yes ' No

Thank you.i for your comments
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Connecting ferries, bus & rail

- Open House-—January 22, 2003

Z(ROSSING

Tell us what you think -

The Clty of Edmonds and the Washmgton State Department of Transportatlon (WSDOﬂ want your '
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered during preparation the Final Enwronmental Impact Statement for the project. -

Please return this form tomght or send your comments via e-mall to cllﬁon@cl edmonds.wa.us wa.us
to by January 24, 2002.
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Edmonds Crossing Open House Comments Continued

4 15 Not+ Cleav, 4o  me  hOu)

the &ishng  Hain servicee ,  the
Droposed  Spond Trapsie 1in Service
and”  eishng  and foture  bus Service
Wil be opccomodated — Under  These

+woo  Qldeynanves . ) wodid  glso  jiKe
jo_Knoed _phow  Yhese  two alHinahser
accomodaio  pating and fptvre pgrking
expansion yieeds o RS

v B

'You can also send your comments via e-mall to clifton@cl.edmonds.wa.us by January 24, 2002.

Please include your name, address, and telephone number in case we need clarification of your
comments. :

Name. ‘K )Ol/\ﬂwr\ '
Address Q&O‘7 PCHE R.d

cty  Admonds State _ | AJA Zip Code RO AL
Telephone ' E-mail
Would you like to receive future mailings about the project? Yes No

- Thank you for your comments
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Connecting ferries, bus & rail

Open House—January 22, 2003 3

Tell' us what you think

The City of Edmonds and the Washmgton State Department of Transportatlon (WSDOT) want your '
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments wall be
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the prolect

Please return this form tonight or send your comments v1a e-mall to cllfton@ci edmonds wa us i
to by January 24, 2002. '
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- Edmonds Crossing Open LHouse_Comments Continued

You can also send your comments via e-mail to clifton@ci.édmohds.vwia;us by January 24, 2002.

Please include your name, address, and telephone number in case we need clarification of your
comments.

name 7_Mwm7% .

Address 7?‘ )9 /‘;? %4 M///,a_gc—#_ao ///

~ ate U Za\c\de f 2 Qé
Telephone 27 7 <7 - f% =2 E-mail

Would you like to receive future mailings about the project? Yes +~——" No

Thank you for your comments



Feb 03 03 D9:25a CITY OF EDMONDS 425 771 0252

January 22, 2003

Stephen Clifton

Community Services Director
121 — 5" Avenue North
Edmonds, WA 98020

RE: Edmonds Crossing Proposed Modified Pt. Edwards Alternative

Dear Mr. Clifton,

I have reviewed the Edmonds Crossing Open House Newsletter and am sending you this
letter to express my full snsi?p rt the proposed changes.

M /t’ )

Jo ¢Gibbon
842 Main Street
Edmonds, WA 98020




Connecting ferries, bus & rail .
- Open House—January 22, 2003

Tel! us what you thlnk L

M e R w*,a' P e

The Clty of Edmonds and the Washmgton State Department of Transportatlon (WSDOT) want yourﬁ% # '

comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments WI|| be
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the prolect -

Please return this form tonight or send your comments via e—mall to ¢clifton@ci. edmonds wa us
to by January 24, 2002.
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Edmonds Crossing Open House Comments Continued

R

 You can also send your comments via e-mail 1o clifton@ci.edmonds.wa.us by January 24, 2002,

Please include your-name, address, and telephone number in case we.need clarification of your
comments.

Name F—\ ah K M gavec
Address __JLS Olymprc  AVE

City Edmonds, State ZipCode ¥ 8020
Telephone FF(-23F+S| - E-mail  C3 echermate © pnsn. Com
Would you like to receive future mai!ings about the project? . Yes No

o Thank you for your comments



Jan 27 03 11:56a

CITy OF EDMONDS 425 771 0252

Henry R. Odell
404 Third Ave. South A202

EQ. Box 128
Edmonds, Washington 98020
January 24, 2003

RECEIVED

JAN 27 2603
Mr, Stephen Clifton COMMUNITY SERVICES
Director of Community Services DIRECTOR
City of Edmonds
121 5" Avenue North
Edmonds, WA 98020

Reference: Project Update — Alternative for Point Edwards Ferry
Terminal, etc.
Dear Sir:

My wife and Y are residents of Edmonds. Our condo overlooks to
the west, the Unocal property and the Port of Edmonds Marina.

We have studied with great interest the above brochure dated
January 2003. The plan seems to be very well conceived in all
ways. We wish to show our strong support.




Swope, Bob/SEA

From: Clifton, Stephen [Clifton @ci.edmonds.wa.us]
Sent: January 27, 2003 10:24 AM

To: Swope, Bob/SEA

Subject: FW: (no subject)

————— Original Message-----

From: CHAHNORaol.com [mailto:CHAHNO@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 11:03 AM

To: clifton@ci.edmonds.wa. us

Subject: (no subject)

January 22, 2003
Dear Mr. Clifton,

Though we will be unable to attend the Edmonds Crossing Open House this
evening, we both wanted to let you know we have read and considered the
material received in the mail. We both feel that the committee has reached a
reasonable compromise in what is being presented this evening.

Thank vou for your diligent efforts toward the Edmonds Crossing Project.

Carol Hahn

Roger Oliver

1031 Second Avenue South
Edmonds, WA 98020-4101
425-776-7785
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Connecting ferries, bus

“Tell us what you thlnk

“The Clty of Edmonds and the Washmgton State Department of Transportatlon (WSDOT) want your i -
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be:.,.,;. wew
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the pro;ect L

Please return this form tonight or send your comments \na e—mall to cllfton@m.edmonds wa us | _-=“! -
to by January 24, 2002. S e
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- Edmonds Crossing Open House Comments Continued

2"+ You can‘alst send your comments via e-mall to clifton @¢l.edmonds.wa.us by January 24, 2002,

" Please include your name, address, and telephone number in case we need clarification of your

comments. -

Name Lovt <3 | .Zr 7?'£r‘“
Address ZL2 ﬂ Locte ﬁ_ FL. F R 2. ,
City FEorron 5 State. W7 ZipCode 72 0 Z 0

Telephone 425 =7/ 2-/477 E-mail

Would you like to'rebeiv_e future mailings about the project"? ' Yes X ~ No

. Thank you for your cbmmehts
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Connecting ferries, bus & rail

Open House—January 22, 2003

i Tell us what you think

The Clty of Edmonds and the Washmgton State Department of Transportatlon (WSDOT) want your
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered durmg preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the project.

Please return this form tonight or send your comments via e—mall to cllﬁon@c: edmonds wa.us
to by January 24, 2002.
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Edmonds Crossing Open House Comments Continued

2002

You can also send your comments vIa e—mail to cllfton@ci edmonds.wa us by JanUary.24

L ) - . . ; *

Please mclude your name, address and telephone number in case we need clarlflcatlon of your

comments. ' , cl
Name @i’/n,’-ﬂ'//d.ﬂ;pwﬂ)
nidress /(0505 2008l Sh) L

City _C@Zémmé State /¢ Je Zip Code
Telephone _ZAL - Held =558 E-mal ————

kY

Would you like to receive future mailings about the project? Yes L~ No.

. Thank you for your comments
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to by January 24, 2002. :
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Edmonds Crossing Open House Comments Continued
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Please include your name, address, and telephone number in case we need clarification of your™ "
comments. _ R At

Name \Sr,see \Scbpid )

Address /0 55 F£5 mor s J7 . :
City LD nowmys State  (J A. ZipCode 959.20

Telephone 7 2/- £/ 5 E-mail \Dyyics Shatlu @ oy rpm. pot
Would you like to receive future mailings about the project? - Yes l/ ~ No

Thank y0u for your comments
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Connecting ferries, bus & rail-

Open House—January 22, 2003 * -

Tell us what you thmk
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The Clty of Edmonds and the Washlngton State Department of Transportatlon (WSDOT) want your

comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments w:ll be i
conSIdered dunng preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the project. o
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Please return this form tomght or send your comments via e-mail to clifton@ci. edmonds wa.us

to by January 24 2002,
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comments. S
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 Would you like to receive future mailings about the project? Yes \/ " No
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EDMONDS

Connecting ferries, bus & rail

Open House—January 22, 2003
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“Tell us what youthink

The Clty of Edmonds and the Washington State Department of Transportatlon (WSDOT) want your
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered during preparation the Final Enwronmental Impact Statement for the project.’

B \ e m

Please return this form tonight or send your comments via e-mail to cllfton @ci.edmonds.wa. .Wa.us -
to by January 24, 2002.
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EDMONDS

Connecting ferries, bus & rail

- Open House—January 22, 2003

Tell us what you think -
‘The Gity of Edmonds and the Washington State Depariment of Transportation (WSDOT) wanit your
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the project.

R T

Please return this form tonight or send your comments via e-mail to clifton@ci.et_lmdnds.vﬁé.us
to by January 24, 2002. . : o :
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From: mary wilson [mailto:maryvwilson@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2003 9:58 PM

To: difton@ci.edmonds.wa.us

Subject: Edmonds Crossing

To the City of Edmonds:

I have recently worked against government projects, by helping found the Washington Tea Party in
opposition to locating King County's Brightwater plant in Edmonds.

I would like to voice support for the Edmonds Crossing, which, unlike Brightwater, demonstrates
government working with local elected officials, community groups, and the populace to address a
pressing need, while taking careful steps to enhance the public spaces and accommodate a wide variety
of community and environmental concems.

The dangerous backup of cars on streets waiting for the ferry has become an unmanageable problem
with the increase of ferry ridership in the last twelve years. While the ferry terminal adds to the charm
of downtown Edmonds, it threatens to overtake the downtown and strangle the natural flow of Edmonds
towards the water. The relocation and expansion of the terminal addresses the problem of the waiting
cars on local streets and frees up land for public space along the water. It also provides a hub for buses,
pedestrians, cars, trains, ferries, and perhaps a monorail !

Thank you.

Mary Wilson

Board Member of the Washington Tea Party
1116 2nd Ave S

Edmonds, WA 98020



Message Page 1 of 1

Swope, Bob/SEA

From: Clifton, Stephen [Clifton @ci.edmonds.wa.us]
Sent:  January 27, 2003 8:03 AM

To: Swope, Bob/SEA

Subject: FW:

From: Wain & Karen Wischer [mailto:edm.wisch@verizon.net]
Sent: Saturday, January 25, 2003 9:06 PM

To: clifton@ci.edmonds.wa.us

Subject:

Hi,

| was re-reading my e-mail from the other night and what | mean to say was: The two things we would request are:
1. Sound barrier on east side of Hwy. #104 to protect the residential areas
2. Sidewalk on Pine Street starting east of Hwy. #104 to 3™ Avenue So, (instead of east to Pine Street)
Thank you for your consideration in these matters.

Wain and Karen Wischer

01/27/2003
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Connecting ferries, bus & raJl

Open House—January 22,2003 - .

Tell us what you think

‘The City of Edmonds and the Washington State Department of Transportatlon (WSDOT) want your & Sl
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments willbe -
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the project. - —

Please return this form tonight or send your comments via e-ma|l to clifton@ci. edmonds wa.us
to by January 24, 2002. :
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EDMONDS

Con-necti'ng ferries, bus & rail

Open House—January 22, 2003

. \

Tell us what you think

The Clty of Edmonds and the Washmgton State Department of Transportat:on (WSDOT) want your R
‘comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the project.

Please return this form tomght or send your comments via e-mall to cltfton @ci edmonds wa us
to by January 24, 2002.
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Edmonds Crossing Open House Comments Continued

You can also send your comments via e-mail to clifton@ci.edmonds.wa.us by January 24, 2002.

Please include your name, address, and telephone number in case we need clarification of your
comments. :

Name

Address

City State Zip Code

Telephone E-mail

Would you like to receive future mailings about the project? Yes No

Thank you for your comments
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Connecting ferr,i_es, bus & rail

Open House—January 22, 2003

- Tell us what you think

The City of Edmonds and the Washmgton State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) wantyour

comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments Wl" be
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the project.

Please return this form tonight or send your comments v:a e—mall to cltﬁon@CI -edmonds.wa.us
to by January 24, 2002. '
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EDMONDY

Connecting ferries, bus & rail

Open House—January 22, 2003

Tell us what you think

The City of Edmonds and the Washlngton State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) want your
comments on the Modified Point Edwards Alternative and the proposed project. Your comments will be
considered during preparation the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the project.

Please return this form tonight or send your comments via e-mail to clifton@ci.edmonds. wa.us
- to by January 24, 2002.

(Over)



10.2.4 Individuals Submitting Comments by Telephone or In-Person
Sarah, Kitsap County
Comment 1:
Concerned about affordable parking at the new terminal.
Response 1:
The cost of parking has not been addressed in the EIS and any decision to
charge parking fees has not been made. If the Department of Transportation
decides to charge parking fees, they would be at a competitive market rate and
would help to pay for the construction and operation of the parking facility.
Les Bloom, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1:
Supports Modified Pt. Edwards Alternative.
Response 1.
Comment acknowledged.
Carol Hahn, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1.
Supports proposed project and changes at Pt. Edwards.
Response 1.
Comment acknowledged.
Anonymous
Comment 1:
Doesn't want ferry terminal moved.
Response 1:
Comment acknowledged.
Jan and Evelyn Odell, Edmonds, WA

Comment 1:

Unable to attend open house. Great project. Wonderful!
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Response 1.

Comment acknowledged.

Bill Malan, Edmonds, WA
Comment 1.

Likes the proposed culvert under Pine Street and the daylighting of Willow
Creek.

Response 1:

Comment acknowledged.
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Edmonds Crossing Open House
January 22, 2003
Comments and Responses

Date Name Address | Comments Contact
January 20, 2003 | Sarah Kitsap Concerned about affordable Phone
County parking at new terminal. Conversation
January 22, 2003 | Les Bloom Edmonds Supports proposed changes at Pt. | Phone
Edwards Conversation
January 22, 2003 | Carol Hahn Edmonds Supports proposed project and Phone
changes at Pt. Edwards. Conversation
January 22, 2003 | Wouldn't give | Edmonds Doesn’t want ferry terminal Phone
name. moved Conversation
January 22, 2003 | Jan and Edmonds Unable to attend open house. Dropped by
Evelyn Odell Great Project. Wonderful! City Hali -
Personal
Conversation
January 22, 2003 | Bill Malan Edmonds Unable to attend open house, Dropped by
Very supportive of project. Likes | City Hall.
proposed culvert under Pine Personal

Street SR104 Intersection and
Daylighting Willow Creek.

Conversation




This page intentionally left blank.

Page 10-70 Comments and Responses. January 2003 Open House Edmonds Crossing Final EIS



10.2.5 Transcribed Verbal Comments
William Anderson
Response 1.
Please see Comment and Response 1 for Geoff Scott above.
Robert London
Response 2:

Please see Comment and Response 3 in the previous Section 10.2.3, “Other
Comments Received (Anonymous),” (page 10-18).

William Mulkey
Response 3:

Y our proposed concept would be a solution for a high traffic volume
application. The situation at the proposed Point Edwards ferry terminal isnot a
high traffic volume application. The traffic to and from the ferry terminal is
limited by the number of vehiclesthat each ferry can carry (approximately 210
on existing vessels). While this causes a surge of traffic to occur during each
unloading of avessdl that surge of traffic dissipates within 5 to 10 minutes
through the existing signal controlled intersections. The forecast level of traffic
using the ferry terminal does not justify the expense of creating grade separated
traffic movements for access to the new terminal. The existing merge at 5th
Avenue where SR 104 comes in on the right of the 5th Avenue traffic currently
operates with very few accidents and limited congestion. Modification of this
interchange is not warranted by the existing or near term projected traffic
volumes.

Ellen White
Response 4:

One drop-off point would be directly in front of the multi-modal center between
the center and the surface parking lot. Buses accessing the center viathe
terminal access road would drop off passengers at the north end of the multi-
modal center and west of the parking garage. In both cases, pedestrians would
use stairways or elevators to reach the elevated passenger walkway to the ferry
terminal at the end of the pier or to reach the other side of the railroad tracks.
Buses connecting to downtown Edmonds would drop off passengers along
Admiral Way immediately west of the railroad tracks and the multi-modal
center. Again, those pedestrians would use stairways or e evators to reach the
other side of the tracks or the elevated passenger walkway to the ferry terminal.
Carts, similar to those used at airports, would be available along the wal kway to
transport individuals unable to walk between the multi-modal center and the
ferry termina.

Edmonds Crossing Final EIS Comments and Responses: January 2003 Open House Page 10-71



Response 5:

Comment acknowledged.
Rita Burns Speiser
Response 6:

Comment acknowledged.
Don Porter

Response 7:

Comment acknowledged.
Edward McMorrow
Response 8:

The Edmonds City Council first dealt with the issues related to the operation of
the ferry terminal in Edmonds by sending aletter to the Washington State
Department of Transportation on August 23, 1989. In that letter, the City stated
itsconcernsin alist that was referred to as the “four no’s.” Thislist of things
which the City did not want to happen included opposition to expanding the
operations at Main Street for additiona ferry dlips. In June of 1992 the City
completed afeasibility analysis of the Point Edwards area and provided a
concept defining multiple ferry dlips. Since this beginning all concepts for the
Edmonds Crossing Multimodal facility have included at least two ferry dips.
Numerous opportunities have been provided for interested individualsto review
and comment on the expansion of the facilities to multiple ferry slips for nearly
ten years.

Response 9:

Kingston currently has two active operational slipsand athird dlip that is used to
store vessels.

Response 10:

Kitsap County comprehensive plans and growth management concepts have
been factored into the travel demand information contained in the environmental
documentation. The relocation and accompanying expansion of the Edmonds
ferry terminal provides future flexibility in ferry operations but does not, by
itself, lead to the growth suggested in your comment. The key action that would
lead to growth in traffic is a decision to add vesselsto the ferry fleet to expand
the service between Edmonds and Kingston. One of the key concepts behind the
facility planning is to enhance the opportunities for travelers to use mass transit.
The facility isamulti-modal concept which encourages people to leave their
single occupant vehicles behind and to walk aboard the ferry and use mass
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transit when they arrive in Edmonds. Aslong as additional vessels are not added
growth will come primarily from walk-on users.

Response 11:

The City of Edmonds is currently the sponsor of this project and the use of
eminent domain procedures under the Growth Management Act has never been
considered part of the project implementation process. To date, the project has
seen significant support from most individuals and agencies. In fact, the project
is supported by the PSRC Destination 2030 MTP for Central Puget Sound
Region (Destination 2030); VISION 2020: 1996 Updated MTP; WSF System
Plan for 1999-2018; Snohomish County GMA Comprehensive Plan
Transportation Element; City of Edmonds Comprehensive Plan; and Port of
Edmonds Strategic Plan and Master Plan. The project is nhot seen as a threat that
would require someone to take legal action to stop its implementation.

Response 12:

The Mid-Waterfront location is not the preferred aternative for numerous
environmental and community impact reasons. Y our comment about the train
station being closer to downtown is obviously true but the number of users
coming from the core business and condo downtown areais very, very small
when compared to the total users of the multimodal facility. The Point Edwards
terminal location isless convenient for these downtown users and would require
either along walk or the use of the Community Transit bus linkage but the
overall result would be better for the community as awhole.

Peter Block
Response 13:

Pedestrian access would be available via a wakway from the SR 104/Pine Street
intersection along the terminal access road. Bicycles would be allowed to access
the terminal building along this access roadway as well.

Bicyclesintending to board the ferry would be required to access the ferry via
the auto tollbooths like other ferry terminals. The holding area has been
designed with 6-foot bicycle lanes for both loading and exiting bicycles.

Within the multimodal center, access will be provided across the railroad tracks
by either using an elevator or stairs to the second level from either side of the
tracks where an over crossing will be provided. The terminal building will be
accessible from both sides of the railroad.

SEA31009908192.doc/043010031
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January 2003 Open House—
Transcript of Testimony
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EDMONDS CROSSING PROJECT

TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY

January 22, 2003
5:30 p.m.

City Hall Brackett Meeting Room
121 5th Avenue North, Third Floor
Edmonds, Washington $802¢

Testimony Taken By
JOHANNA CHAPIN, C.C.R.
Van Pelt, Corbett & Asscciates
423 Second Avenue Extension South, Suite 21
Seattle, Washington 98020

VAN PELT, CORBETT & ASSOCIATES
(206) 682-9339
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Edmonds Crossing Project, January 22, 2003
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WILLIAM ANDERSON
11515 Bella Coola Road
Edmonds or Woodway
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William Mulke
23726 91st Place West
Edmends, Washington 98026

Ellen White
Pest Office Box 4341
Bremerton, Washington 98312

Rita Burns Speiser
200 Beach Place, Unit 104
Edmonds, Washington 98020

Don Porter
200 Beach Place, #202
Edmonds, Washington

Edward J. McMorrow
1024 4th Avenue South
98020

Peter Block
23821 115th Place West
Woodway, Washington
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Edmonds Crossing Project, January 22, 2003

TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM ANDERSON
11515 Bella Coocla Road

Edmonds or Woodway

The concern I have is the approach to -- the new
approach on Pine Street to Highway 104. That approach is
kind of a sharp right turn onto 104, cars both approaching
and, mainly the concern would be, leaving the ferry. That's
where the grade starts on Highway 104. That's where the
hill starts at 104.

Under the present system, the ferry, you have close
to a half a mile, if not three quarters of a mile of level
pavement of 104 that primarily commercial traffic can get up
some speed to go up the grade, and under the new system,
they will be nearly coming from a standing start on that
right turn on Pine Street and start going up the hill right
there where it starts at the beginning. That's going to
create a tremendous noise problem, and I haven't had any
comments -- or seen any comments of where they're going to
handle that increased noise.

My name is Robert London. My address is 910 12th
Place North in Edmonds. I'm opposed to the ferry being
moved at all. I think it should stay where it is. I don't
see any gignificant problem that's caused by its current

location. I do not think Edmonds remotely has a traffic -
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problem. I think the traffic looks fine. I'm down there
very frequently when the ferry is loading and unloading.

I'm here in Edmonds during the day, every day. I don't see
that prcblem. I think the ferry is part of the character
and nature of Edmonds where it is at the end of Main Street.
I think it's part of the Edmonds traditien. I think it
should be accessible to foot traffic from Main Street, as it
currently is, and accessible to foot traffic from the ferry
going to Main Street. People will want to come across by
foot and be able to walk to Main Street. And I ﬁhink, you
know, contemplating this kind of expense to solve, to me,
what is relatively a nonproblem or maybe small environmental
problems is a very inappropriate, capricious use of public

funds.
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TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM MULKEY
23726 91gt Place West

Edmonds, Washington 58026

What I have is, I have a problem with uging Pine
Street for the entrance rcad into the new ferry terminal.
What I would like to see them do is, as you come down the
hill over the bridge across 3rd that runs underneath, is to
take the right lane and go elevated with it, and then curve
it around acrogs the current 104 and build a parallel road
to Pine Street end of the parking lot at the ferry terminal.
And then coming out of the ferry terminal, to build the road
adjacent to the new one going in and elevate it and bring it
up over Pine Street and come into the current highway going
up the hill before they get to the 3rd Street Bridge -- or
3rd Avenue Bridge. And then when they get up to the top of
the hill where the 5th Avenue merges in, that they would
make Highway 104 the Main Street end of the two lanes going
on up the hill to the top of the hill around the cuxve, and
that Pine Street -- at Pine Street coming out of Edmonds
waterfront, the right lane could be made to turn right only
onto Pine Street, and the left inside lane should go to the
right and elevated -- should go underneath the exit from the
ferry that's elevated over Pine Street, which you have to go

past the intersection, should go to the right and underneath
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that elevation and be elevated up and come back in to the
main 104 and merge in from the right side. And then 5th
Avenue, before it gets to the current bridge where 104 goes
underneath it going down to the ferry, they should have it
elevated and turn to the right and swing around over the top
of everything and then merge back in from the right at the
top of the hill. That way there would be no traffic
crossing each other; everything would be free flowing.

I realize it will cost a lot of money to do that,
but if you're locking at a program that probably will last a
hundred years, it would be cost efficient, and that way Pine
Street would be left strictly as a local street and that
people coming down the hill could make a right turn onto
Pine or they could go straight into the Edmonds waterfront,
because a lot of people that live in South Edmonds use the
waterfront because of the senior centers there and Port of
Edmonds and parks that are along the waterfront. A lot of
people would like to have access to Pine, and then Pine
Street itself, west of the current Highway 104, can be used
strictly just for the people living in Woodway and new
condominium construction that's going to be in the Unical
site. SR104 should be separated from Pine Street on ite
entrance into the holding area and not use Pine Straight,

repeating, not use Pine Street as the Edmonds road to it.

VAN PELT, CORBETT & ASSOCIATES
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TESTIMONY OF ELLEN WHITE
Post Office Box 4341

Bremerton, Washington 98312

I like this revised point adversed alternative.
Although this does not show it, I wéuld also like to know
what are the drop-off points going to be for passengers and
what facilities are going to be made available for persons
of disabilities.

And let's see. What else was there? And I
understand that they're going to have -- the holding area
can hold 800 and some cars, which is better than what it is,
which T really like that. And other than that, I really
can't think of anything else, but I do like this proposal,

and I hope it gets passed.
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TESTIMONY OF RITA BURNS SPEISER
200 Beach Place, Unit 104

BEdmonds, Washington 98020

It's more commonly known as the uptide.

I am wanting a record that I'm in favor of Reviged
Point Edwards Alternative, and I would not be intereated in
having it the wmid waterfront alternative draft EIS. That
would not be desirable. The first one is my preference.

And I thank you very much.

VAN PELT, CORBETT & ASSOCIATES
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TESTIMONY OF DON PORTER
200 Beach Place, #202

Edmonds, Washington

I wanted to oppose these two alternatives. The one
that has the ferry landing down by the fishing pier and the
one that .hag it down by the Union 0il pier. What I would
support is what is called the Revised Point Edwards
Alternative. That's my main concern. I do not want those

two alternatives. I want this one.
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TESTIMONY OF EDWARD J. McMORROW

1024 4th Avenue South, 98020

I have followed the ferry dock relocapion issue
since it was first put on the agenda in the CiLy of Edmonds,
which I have been told was 1980 -- I thought it was '78 --
and I've been, I think, to every meeting. The first draft
EIS, which was put out two, three years ago, was the first
time that the expansion of the dock, by that I mean putting
in more than one auto ferry slip, which that shows three as
does the current one, that was never asked of the people of
Edmonds what they thought of that, if they wanted that. 2all
they talked about was, Do you want the dock to move? And I
went there specifically seeing if they would say, We're
going to make it bigger, too. They never did.

So I think the people of Edmonds have not properly
had a chance to consider the implications of expanding that
capacity of that dock, and that is, if you consider that if
you were to put a third dock in Kingston with overhead
loading, you possibly could actually at some point put nine
boats on the run as a maximum.

Of course I don't see that happening, but I point
that issue out in considering the nature of the northern
Kitsap Peninsula, specifically Port Gamble, which is

basically owned by -- I think they go under the name of
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Clympic Resources, which is the old Pope and Talbott
company. I believe they would put some sort of a resort
that would generally be classified as a resort under growth
management so they can avoid the urban designation. They
can probably pull that off -- golf course. They will put in
the sewage treatment plant, I am certain of that, which
would allow increasing densities in development everywhere
in the north Kitsap Peninsula.

But to do a project of that nature and tc sell it
at a decent price, thef need to have a connection to the
valuable economicrmarket of the east side of Puget Sound,
and that will come at the price of Edmonds real estate
values. Because if they can expand the runs on the ferry to
give more -- carry more capacity, then I think -- if they
can show at least that it's posgible, they'll get people to
buy into that, and then there will be the political pressure
to go ahead and expand this.

So what I've read in the previous discussions of
traffic implications, there was really no consideration for
increased urbanization that this development would allow in
the north Kitsap Peninsula and that effect on traffic in
Edmonds.” And I know under growth management that
jurisdictions can be forced to accept certain dritical
facilities in spite of their oppositions, but the whole

reason of existence for growth management is to confine
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urban sprawl. This project facilitates it.

So if the DOT were to attempt to use growth
management principles, the law of that eminent domain over
objections of the people of Edmonds, I believe the grounds
for a court challenge would be ample evidence, and if not
the letter of growth management, then the intent of the
legizlature, because that project, that legislation was
marketed to the people, presented to the people chiefly as a
way to contain urban sprawl. So if the DOT is planning to
use eminent domain essentially under growth management to
plant this thing on here, they're going to end up with a
court case. There's no doubt about that, and I believe I
have legal standing to bring that because of my previous
discussions of this and on the record in your previous
materials. So be preparea to go to court.

Of course, you can do like Sound Transit and buy
all the attorneys, I guess, around town, which they've done,
retained a whole bunch of different companies, but I do have
a few attorney clients myself, and I'm sure I can find one,
and I'm certain that various environmental groups would be
able to do this. And in spite of, there certainly are
advantages to the proposal in daylighting the creek and all
these other things, there certainly are advantages, however,
I actually think what this so-called mid waterfront location

ig better because it puts the train station close enough to
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downtown that people can walk to it. I think if you really
want to get people to be able-to walk from their condos in
downtown Edmonds and get on the train and go to downtown
Seattle, they need that mid waterfront park area to take the
old -- what they call it, waterfront antique place, what it
used to be the old Safeway store, that would have to be
taken under eminent domain, and that would be the bus
station, train sgtation, everything should really go there.
That'a my suggestions. 8o I think that's all I can think of

Iow.
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TESTIMONY OF PETER BLOCK
23821 115th Place West

Woodway, Washington

I would like to comment on the pedestrian
overcrossing aspects of thié project, and convey to the City
that the town of Wocdway is very interested in seeing that
gome form of pedestrian access is provided from the uplands
portion over the railroad tracks to the port or Marina Beach
area. I understand that from the presentations tonight that
there will be some access through the terminal, and it is
important that this access be unrestricted for pedestrians

and bicycles. Thank vyou.
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CERTIFICATE
STATE OF WASHINGTON )
) =8,
COUNTY OF KING )

I, the undersigned Notary Public in and for the State
of Washington, do hereby certify that:

I am not a relative or employee or counsel of any of
the parties to said action, or a relative or employee of any
such attorney or counsel, and that I am not financially
interested in the said action or the outcome thereof;

The witness, before examination, was duly sworn to
testify the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth; and —

The transcript attached thereto is a true record of
the proceedings.

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and

affixed my seal this _!J day of \f\c_ln IBFs V1 TWY '
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JOHANNA CHAPIN
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g 19 N State of Washington, residing
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at Seattle,
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