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I. OUTREACH PURPOSE & APPROACH

In City Council Resolution 8276, adopted August 8, 2011, Council directed the City Manager to
“develop a process for public engagement for consideration of B2ZM alignment revisions....” The
Council further directed that the public engagement process be completed at least one month
prior to the Council’s consideration of the memorandum of understanding (MOU) with Sound
Transit. This report describes the purpose and approach used in the public engagement
process as well as a summary of the feedback compiled. Notes from the meetings held and the
comments submitted are included in the appendix to this report.

Since late August, many City of Bellevue staff have been involved in a significant public
engagement process. The purpose of this outreach was three-fold:
1. Provide up-to-date information about the 112 (B2M) design options and a potential
southbound high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way south of the “Y”;
2. Answer questions about the design options and potential HOV lane project; and
3. Listen to concerns about impacts and potential mitigation to address the concerns.

The B2M design options and potential HOV lane represent new information about projects that
would impact different properties than those previously discussed. For that reason, the
approach was to initially focus on properties that could be most directly impacted by adjacency
(Zone 1) or very close proximity (Zone 2) to a potential project in four specific areas: a) along
111" Ave SE north of Surrey Downs Park; b) along 111" Place SE south of Surrey Downs Park; c)
Bellefield Residential Park; and d) Enatai along the west side of Bellevue Way SE. Owners of
these properties in Surrey Downs and Enatai received letters. Bellefield residents were
contacted through their neighborhood association. Where staff was able to locate telephone
numbers, follow-up phone calls were made inviting them to schedule a meeting with City staff.
In a couple of instances, residents asked that Sound Transit staff also attend and they
participated in those meetings. At each of the individual meetings, staff provided materials
showing the design options or HOV lane as it pertained to the particular property. Staff also
sent a copy of the meeting notes to the individual so they could confirm, clarify or add to their
comments. Some of the individuals that participated in meetings last week have not yet had
the opportunity to review the meeting notes. The report will be updated and finalized in the
next couple of weeks with any additional comments received.

Recognizing that the potential impacts from the design options and potential HOV lane go
beyond the immediate properties, and that the tunnel funding/MOU discussion has city-wide
implications, the next phase of the outreach process included an open house on September 20
and a public hearing on September 26 covering information on all three topics. The open house
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and public hearing were advertised on the City’s website, through an advertisement in the
Bellevue Reporter and through the City’s electronic notification lists (Gov_Alert, Neighborhood
News). Yard signs were also displayed in and around the Surrey Downs, Bellefield and Enatai
neighborhoods for the open house. The public hearing was further advertised through mailing
of a city-wide postcard and official notice in The Seattle Times. Sound Transit provided the
materials on the B2M design options for the open house, and many of their staff and
consultants were also on hand to explain the materials and answer questions.

It is important to note that the outreach process was not intended or designed to be conclusive
about or to develop a consensus around any of the design options, the potential HOV project or
the MOU. The intent and design of the process was to engage the publicin a discussion about
their specific concerns and ideas about the three topics, with particular attention to the design
options and the potential HOV lane. The information obtained from the process, particularly as
it pertains to impacts and mitigation for individual properties, is valuable and will be very
helpful in working with Sound Transit on the design and mitigation if any of these options are
approved. The same is true for the City design and mitigation of the potential HOV lane if it is
approved.

Il. SUMMARY OF COMMENTS

A. Overall
Summaries, by definition, do not include every comment submitted. In order to provide as
complete a record as possible, all of the meeting notes and written comments that form the
basis for this section of the report are included in the Appendix.

The following list of comments is not intended to be a compilation of all concerns; rather, it is
intended to highlight the overall, high-level themes that recurred throughout the process:

e B7 s still preferred by many, but if B2M is ultimately approved, people expressed
concerns about impacts and their desires and expectations for mitigation of the light rail
throughout the B segment (regardless of design option) and the potential HOV lane on
Bellevue Way.

e People’s lives are “in limbo” and there is anxiety about the unknown — where the
alignment will end up, when a decision will be made, when they might have to move if
being bought out, impacts on property values during design and construction, and the
impacts from and duration of construction.

e Residents want to know that the City will advocate for their individual interests with
Sound Transit.
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e As project design progresses, there is an ongoing need for information about impacts
and mitigation — more detailed information and time to digest it.

e Questions about construction impacts came up often and are becoming a growing
concern as the timeline gets closer.

B. Individual & Small Group Meetings
Summaries of the individual and group meetings and the open house provide more detailed
information on the feedback from those portions of the outreach process. The following lists of
“concerns” and “mitigation ideas” are intended to convey a general sense of the comments
heard by staff at the meetings — they are not an exhaustive list. Copies of the meeting notes
are included in Appendix B of this report.

North of Surrey Downs Park

City Staff identified 19 “Zone 1” residences that could be most directly impacted by the B2M
design options and 17 “Zone 2” residences in very close proximity that could be impacted in the
portion of the Surrey Downs neighborhood north of Surrey Downs Park. Staff had 13 meetings,
mostly with individual property owners. One meeting was attended by about 20 neighborhood
residents invited by the individual property owner.

Common themes:

The most common concern was about noise impacts of the light rail project, from construction
as well as train operations and activity at the proposed East Main station, and how the noise
would be mitigated. Another common concern was that light rail would reduce the value of
neighborhood homes and negatively impact neighborhood character. Many residents were
concerned that light rail would reduce the number of access points into the neighborhood,
forcing circuitous routes just to get into and out of the neighborhood.

Summary of concerns:
Noise & Vibration
e Noise, dust and vibration during construction; fear that light rail construction could last
as long as 8 years, and will be allowed 7 days/week and 24 hours/day.

e Noise from at-grade crossing at 112" Avenue SE and SE 6" Street from crossing warning
bells as well as the train horn/bell.
e Noise and vibration from train operations.
Visual
e Removal of trees and buildings along 112" Avenue SE changes neighborhood character.
Property Values
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e Homeowners will lose money because of the project. Properties not taken will lose
value. Properties taken will be purchased at “fair market value” in a down economy.
Some with little equity will end up owing more than they’re paid.
e Worried about long term property values — “biggest ongoing concern”.
e Light Rail will ruin the neighborhood, reducing property value.
e Some homes will be impossible to sell during the construction period.
Traffic and Access

e Negative impact on access in and out of neighborhood, removal of the most convenient
access may force more circuitous routing for many residents and force more traffic to
fewer neighborhood access points.

e Parking in the neighborhood by people using the station since there’s no parking being
provided at the station.

e Traffic along 112" and through the neighborhood, particularly with changes to SE 1°
Place and possibly SE 4™,

Summary of mitigation ideas:
e Manage the noise impacts

o Avoid demolition in summer months (most homes have no A/C and need to have
windows open).

o Have Sound Transit consider providing these homes with HVAC to maintain even
indoor temperatures with windows closed.

o Consider a temporary sound barrier during construction.

o Preserve a laurel border which was established as a sound and visual barrier

e Build the mitigation first (sound walls, landscape buffers, retaining walls, etc.) PRIOR to
light rail construction.

e Would like to see quiet zone crossings so trains don’t have to sound bell at an at-grade
crossing.

e Wants a trench to abate noise.

e Requests landscaping and sound barriers, landscaping high enough to hide train but
reestablish view to the east.

e Move the Main Street station closer to SE 6" to have less impact on neighborhood and
be closer to center of the Surrey Downs neighborhood, allowing more people to be
closer to the station, more access for hotels, Bellevue Club.

e Move the Main Street station to SE 8" Street.

e Turn SE 1% Place at 112" Avenue SE into a cul-de-sac and provide adequate landscaping.

e Would like to see the street closed at 112" and SE 4™

e Preference for green space and landscaping vs. industrial look for the light rail areas.
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e Consider residential parking signs and make sure they are enforced.

e Noise mitigation similar to Mercer Island lid with sound walls and landscaping.

e More Park and Ride spaces for the Clyde Hill/Medina areas may be needed so they don’t
drive and park in neighborhoods near stations.

e Consider a rezone of the homes on 110" Place SE to allow commercial and office uses as
these have access only from Main St and are not connected to the Surrey Downs
neighborhood. If the uses allowed on these properties were expanded, the opportunity
to rent the home during the next 8 years would also be expanded. For example, the
owners might have a better chance of leasing their homes to daytime-only use such as
law offices, rather than as residences.

e Provide compensation for reduction in homes’ market values.

e Do NOT build B2M Option B (elevated crossing over 112" Avenue SE in the vicinity of SE
15% Street) or any elevated rail line on 112" - considers it “hideous.”

Residents are concerned that light rail will negatively impact their neighborhood and reduce
the value of homes that they have invested in. Some concern that those who want to sell may
not be able to do so unless they take a big loss. While most people appreciated the City’s
outreach efforts and the opportunity for individual or small group discussions, there was some
frustration about the overall process and a decision on alighment being forced upon them.

South of Surrey Downs Park
South of Surrey Downs Park, staff identified fifteen “Zone 1” residences that could be most
directly impacted by the potential design options and six “Zone 2” residences in close proximity

whose views or other environmental features may change as a result of the design options.
Four property owners met with City staff on an individual basis, and eight property owners met
with both City and Sound Transit staff at a larger group meeting. This group meeting was
arranged and facilitated by the residents at one of the private residences.

Common themes:

There were a number of common themes from both the individual and group meetings. The
most clearly articulated was strong opposition to Option B which would place an elevated
structure on the west side of 112" Avenue SE. Of the three design options, residents in this
area preferred Option A on the east side of 112”’, with a strong desire to see design changes or
mitigation approaches be developed to eliminate the noise impacts from gates and bells. Major
concerns about all three options include construction noise, vibration, and dust; neighborhood
character and security; visual impacts and mitigation; and compensation for property acquired
and viability of remaining parcels. Finally, residents were extremely frustrated with the process
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for deciding on the 112 alignment, including the lack of specificity on the decision-making
timeframe, the lack of detailed analysis of the design options, and the overall uncertainty about
impacts to their properties.

Summary of concerns:

e Stability of soils and construction impacts to all homes, regardless of options.

e Construction noise, vibration, dust, and potential settling of homes.

e Changes to neighborhood character and security, including loss of significant mature
trees along 112" which provide a buffer and privacy for residents. Significant concern
about visual effect of potential for tall structures along west side of 112" near homes.

e Impacts on aging residents and on long-term financial security of residents who have a
significant investment in their homes. This includes concern about partial takes, viability
of rental homes, and loss in property values to those homes across the street from the
light rail guideway who do not receive any compensation.

e Uncertain decision-making process about design options in short-term and mitigation
and property acquisition process in long-term.

Summary of mitigation ideas:
e Close SE 8" Street and re-route cars to SE 6 to eliminate the need for gates and bells in
the Option A, SE 8" crossing.
e Buy out home owners; no partial acquisitions.
e Putthe trainin a trench the length of 112" to eliminate need for gates and bells.
e Maintain access to Surrey Downs Park.
e Close SE 15" access to Bellefields Office Park to eliminate need for gates and bells.
e Grade-separate road for cars to go under train at intersections.

In conclusion, residents are very concerned about the light rail design options on 112" Avenue
SE, in particular those that cross the west side at SE 15", Residents value their homes and
neighborhood, are very concerned about the potential negative impacts of all of the options,
and would like certainty about the future of their homes and neighborhood. Residents
appreciated the outreach effort, but are unsatisfied with the level of information available and
have a number of outstanding questions. There was also continued support expressed by some
for the B7 alternative.

Bellefield Residential Park
Bellefield Residential Park includes 61 privately owned units (and one rental unit owned by the
association), spread across 14 acres of wooded property. All property and amenities are jointly
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owned by resident-owners. The property is on the west side of 112" Avenue SE, with
entrances at SE 14" and SE 17%". A total of three meetings were held, the latter two at the
request of individual residents of the Park.

e One large community meeting was held on Sept. 13 with 23+ residents. The
meeting was scheduled through the Association, which agreed to notify all of the
residents.

o Another meeting on Sept. 19 at the Bellevue Club included 11 Bellefield residents in
addition to Bellevue Club staff.

e One individual meeting was held with a couple who own property on Bellefield Park
Lane.

Common themes:

Neighborhood character — The residential park has a strong outdoor orientation. Amenities
include walking trails, an outdoor swimming pool, tennis courts, two ponds and lots of wildlife,
in addition to the community clubhouse. Residents fear damage to this neighborhood’s
distinctive character and infringement on homeowners’ enjoyment of their individual property
and commonly held amenities.

Support for B7 — The Association has been a vocal and consistent supporter of the B7
alignment.

Noise — Largely because of the outdoor orientation of this neighborhood, noise impact from the
B2M alignment is the neighborhood’s dominant concern.

Summary of concerns:

e Noise — (1) from train bells at crossings; (2) from train noise on tracks; (3) from
construction.

e Visual impact — view of tracks (especially elevated) from common areas and homes
closest to rail line.

e Livability — rail line is seen as degrading the peaceful quality of the neighborhood.

e Compensation — Many believe they should receive compensation — individually and
as an association — not only for property that may be acquired, but also for damage
to livability.

e Removal of trees on 112" Avenue.

e Potential impacts from electromagnetic fields.

Summary of mitigation ideas:

e Close the 112" Avenue SE entry to Bellefield Office Park, eliminating necessity of
gates and bells at SE 15",
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e Cross 112" farther north as in Option A.

e Route train on the east side of 112" at or slightly below grade and cross under 112"
to the west side just before 15™.

e Have train emerge at or below grade on the west side of 112" ata point best suited
to take the curve without wheel squeal, but north of Bellefield.

e Curve profile walls along the track to direct sound away from residential areas.

e Install berms and trees at Bellefield Residential Park help offset visual/noise impact.

e Install additional plantings all along 112" to act as a buffer between the train tracks
and pedestrian sidewalks.

e Provide sound mitigation for individual homes, including: insulation in outer and
inside walls; triple-paned glazing on all south-facing windows; heat pumps so
windows can remain closed.

e Move Main Street Station farther south.

e Eliminate/delay the station at Main if there is a need to make this cost-neutral.

This is a community of friendly, cordial people. They all want to protect their neighborhood,
but they are not unanimous in their opinions on how to protect it. The association has been
focused on supporting B7. Individually, residents have diverse views about B2M design and

mitigation.

Enatai

Staff met or had phone conferences with 15 of 28 property owners identified in Zone 1 for the
potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project. Owners of the 17 properties identified in Zone 2
were invited to a drop-in session at Bellevue Christian Church. Sixteen people attended this
session, representing about 12 homes and one business, several of which were not located in
Zone 2, but heard about the meeting from the neighborhood association.

Common themes:

e Support of B-7 and/or eastside running alignment.

e Frustration that no further consideration being given to Bellevue Way portion of
alignment.

e Frustration that City did not include Enatai in the process from the beginning.

e Cost - what projects will suffer if $25 million spent on HOV lane; will less money be
available for mitigation if HOV lane is built?

¢ Mixed responses to necessity of HOV lane and a sense that it is primarily to serve
downtown Bellevue commuters, not the Enatai neighborhood.

e Negative feelings toward loss of trees and vegetation to accommodate HOV project.
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Summary of concerns:
Noise
e Construction noise (extended hours, sleep disruption).
e Wheel squeal.
e Increased road noise.
e Station bells/horns.
e Vibration from trucks, buses and train much closer to homes.

e Loss of vegetation, cutting into hillside, visual buffer compromised.
e Visibility of cement pillars and train from homes.
e Disturbance from lights at park & ride.
e Height of park and ride structure.
Loss of Property Value

e Many affected homes not walking distance to station, believe property values
permanently affected.

e Homes not saleable during years of construction; homeowners “stuck”.

e Will compensation for part/full takes be reasonable?

o Homes with children concerned about safety, kids possibly falling over the retaining wall
into the road, felt they would need to have properties entirely fenced.

e Air Quality — increased air pollution from expanded road and construction.

e Soil Stability — worried about houses sliding, foundations cracking, stability of remaining
trees, what recourse do homeowners have if problems found years later?

e Fear of more transients, higher crime rate, property trespassing.

Summary of Mitigation Ideas
e Run the train in a tunnel at the park and ride.
e Purchase of entire properties, rather than partial takes.
e Sound walls, any type of sound mitigation possible.
e Two tiered retaining wall, make visually attractive.
e Use “quiet pavement” or “rubber road” on Bellevue Way.
e Ensure no cut through traffic on 108" and 113”’, local access only.
e Replace trees that are removed, restore visual vegetation screen.
e Do not let construction happen outside of hours required by current code.
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e City should purchase all properties on “front line” and re-develop after the construction
of the light rail.

e Soundproof windows, insulation, air conditioning so windows can be kept closed in hot
weather.

e Re-grading of backyards to ensure stable slope and flat stable area to use and enjoy as
they have now, possible fencing of properties for safety.

e Possible additional stairway to access station.

e Provide baseline appraisal prior to construction and on an ongoing basis, so
homeowners know what to expect for re-sale value.

Residents were generally receptive to getting the information and very appreciative of staff
taking the time to discuss their individual property concerns. The response to the HOV lane
was mixed. Many residents seemed to struggle with balancing the need for traffic capacity and
growth in Bellevue against the impact it would have on them personally due to the location of
their property.

C. Open House
The open house was held on Tuesday, September 20, from 4:30 to 6:30 p.m. in the City Hall
concourse area. A total of 186 people signed in at the registration table and staff noted there
were several people that did not sign in. There were three information stations, one for each of
the topics: a) B2M design options —including large plot plans and visualizations of each option;
b) potential Bellevue Way HOV lane —including a large plot plan, several cross-sections and
light rail alignment information from the FEIS; and c) potential tunnel funding agreement/MOU
—including materials on funding principles, possible sources and affordability from previous
Council briefings. City and Sound Transit personnel staffed the tables for the B2M design
options and the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane. City personnel staffed the information
station on the potential tunnel funding agreement/MOU. All of the information stations
remained busy for the duration of the open house.

Participants were provided with two handouts: a sheet of Frequently Asked Questions (included
in Appendix) and a comment form with questions about each of the three topics. A total of 66
comment forms, letters or e-mails have been received to date and are included in their original
form in Appendix B. In addition, people were invited to post their comments directly on the
maps for the B2M design options and the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane, which resulted in
another 54 comments, all of which have been transcribed and are also included in Appendix B.

B2M Design Options
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Common themes:

Many expressed a strong, continued preference for the B7 or B7R alighments as a
preface to their comments.

Although there was no consensus on the design options, more commented favorably
toward options A and B than option C; comments favoring option B tended to cite the
use of a trench north of the crossing as a positive feature; there were also comments
opposing any elevated or at-grade crossings on 112"

Questions about the need or value of the East Main Station.

A desire to “get light rail done”.

More detailed plans for mitigation needed for any option.

Summary of concerns:

Location of East Main Station could lead to higher density, transit oriented development
(TOD) in that area.

Additional property takes, especially partial takes, along the west side of 112" south of
Surrey Downs Park that would place trains in their back yards.

Bellefield Residential Park — visual and noise impacts of an elevated crossing, traffic and
noise impacts of at-grade crossings, also vehicular and pedestrian access affected by the
different options.

Surrey Downs — noise, visual, vibration, access, property values, park access and use,
parking, crime and traffic.

Summary of mitigation ideas:

Close SE 15" access to Bellefield Office Park to eliminate need for crossing gates and
bells.

Close SE 8" to 112" traffic to eliminate need for crossing gates and bells and reroute
traffic along SE 6™ and 114" to access Bellefield offices.

Cross near SE 15" at-grade and stay at-grade all the way to Main St. and acquire enough
property to provide wider setback from neighborhood and train with additional
sidewalks and landscaping.

Defer or eliminate the proposed East Main Station to save money.

ST or City needs to make sure owners of the affected properties are fairly compensated
—including full acquisition if impacts cannot be mitigated.

Train should cross under 112" instead of over or at-grade.

Potential Bellevue Way HOV Lane
Common themes:
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e Mixed response, though overall more negative (i.e. opposed to the HOV lane) than
favorable; some commented on the benefits of maintaining capacity while others
guestioned the need for or the expenditure on the project; comments also noted the
negative impacts on the residents, including some who favored the project.

Summary of concerns:
o Added traffic from larger park and ride and increased congestion caused by an
additional traffic light for the park and ride.
e Additional noise for the neighborhood.
e Another lane would just invite more traffic and make situation worse.
e Loss of trees and other vegetation on the west side would expose more homes to noise
and visual impacts from Bellevue Way and the light rail train.

Summary of mitigation ideas:
o If built, should mitigate for existing traffic noise as well as added noise from HOV lane.
e Spend money from HOV project on mitigation for light rail or other projects that are
needed more.

Tunnel Funding Agreement/MOU
The question for this topic was framed in terms of reactions to the proposed approach for City
contributions and asking for other ideas Council should consider in evaluating potential
contributions to the tunnel. Although the responses were not as numerous as the other two
topics at the open house, there were several comments that are summarized below.
e Concern about any additional Bellevue taxes for the tunnel being used to continue to
support Sound Transit into the future.
e Reduce costs and reduce the City’s contribution to only those items that provide
benefits to the City.
e Not worth the cost at any price — money we don’t have or could be better spent.
e Quality project is worth the cost — tunnel is worth the cost.
e Why is Bellevue contributing to a tunnel when Seattle is not?
e Charge for park and ride parking or have a commuter tax for those that benefit from the
project.
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lll.  APPENDICES

A. Individual & Small Group Meeting Notes
e North of Surrey Downs Park
e South of Surrey Downs Park
e Bellefield Residential Park
e Enatai

B. Open House Comments
e Comment forms, letters and e-mails
e Notes on large plot maps

C. Frequently Asked Questions handout
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East Link Interviews
Surrey Downs — Zone One

Zone One property: 111" Ave. SE
Interview: Sept. 14, 1:00 p.m.

Notes about property:
e Citizen’s property doubles as his home and his workplace.

Major concerns:
1. Longterm property values — “biggest ongoing concern”
2. Noise
3. Construction impacts (noise and dirt)

Owner’s requests:
1. Manage the noise impacts
a. Avoid demolition in summer months (most homes have no A/C and need to have
windows open).
b. Have Sound Transit consider providing these homes with HVAC to maintain even indoor
temperatures with windows closed.
c. Consider a temporary sound barrier during construction.
d. Preserve his laurel border which was established as a sound and visual barrier.
2. Do NOT build B2M Option B (elevated crossing over 112" Ave SE in the vicinity of SE 15 St.) or
any elevated rail line on 112" — considers it “hideous.”

Other comments:

e He favors the East Main Station, and thinks it is “good for the neighborhood.”

e He has confidence that the City Council will make good decisions on behalf of the residents.

e He offers to help with community meetings; believes that “fighting” light rail will not produce the
best result for the neighborhood.



East Link Home visit — Surrey Downs, north of Park, Zone 1

111the Ave SE
Interview date and time: September 9™ at 5:00 PM

Notes about property:

Citizen owns the property and his parents live there with a caregiver.

We walked down the slope to the east property line with citizen to get a better sense of the
slope and the adjacent vegetation that could be removed. There are some large trees on the
condo property that could open up his view to the east if they are removed.

Comments & Concerns:

Citizen said he was not particularly concerned about “ambient” noise from the light rail, because
the train was to be built into the hillside he thought noise was not going to be an issue for him.
Citizen was concerned about vibration — and feared this impact could be significant on his
property. Staff mentioned that there was some analysis available on vibration impacts in the
DEIS and FEIS and thought he recalled that the vibration impacts were not anticipated to be
significant in this area. Mike stated that he would get this information and provide it to Rick via
e-mail.

Citizen did not like the location of the station at Main street, which he thought would not attract
riders (he believed that hotel guests would not use the train) and would have some impacts on
his property. His particular concerns were about noise from bells with the frequency of trains
and transients getting off at that station and hanging around the neighborhood or the park. He
preferred the location of the station to be farther away, such as at SE 8" Street if on 112", but
his first preference would be to have it by the freeway on 114" near offices.

Citizen was concerned that transients might wander into the neighborhood, especially along the
right-of-way adjacent to his house. He felt that fencing the right-of-way for security purposes
was appropriate. He also advocated increased security in Surrey Downs Park. He also
suggested that the station could be a “peak only” station so the train wouldn’t stop there except
in the morning and evening peak travel times. He asked whether restroom facilities would be
provided at the station and was told that they were typically not included in stations.

Citizen was concerned about the landscaping of the right-of-way adjacent to his property. He
felt that local residents should have some input into how the area was landscaped. He also
wanted to restore his view and protect it from future tall vegetation -- back deck has a partial
view of the Cascades and a territorial view of Wilburton Hill — so he was advocating the removal
of some of the taller trees and planting trees that would not grow as tall, say 25 feet maximum.
For the alternatives that involved rerouting SE 4™ Street so it connects with SE 6, Rick preferred
instead closing SE 4™ and extending SE 111" Street into Surrey Downs Park and then curving
east so it met up with SE 6™

Citizen said that the construction of East Link did not make sense to him. He did not think the
ridership would warrant the investment. He said he preferred the alignment that ran along
114™ Avenue by I-405. He also preferred the B7 alignment (“the farther away the better”) and
the BNSF to connect the 4 largest east side cities. Finally, he said that he would rather be
bought out by Sound Transit.



B2M Alignment Design Options — Resident meetings

North of Surrey Downs Park

Address: 111" Ave SE Is the home owner or renter occupied? Renter occupied
How long have you lived in the home? 37 years

Meeting Date/Time:
9/15 3pm

Questions:
Do you have any concerns about the light rail alignment and potential design options on 112™ Ave SE?

e No SE 4" Street re-route to SE 6™

e SE8"Sthas flooding issues, is Sound Transit confident that they won’t have sinking issues in the
future?

e Traffic concerns —lane closure during construction

e We don't need a station near us

e Move the station toward SE 8" and have it there instead

e Prefer the train underground instead

e Prefer the “retain cut” along 112" from the SD Park north

e Don’t want SE 4™ access thru the park

e How come there is no environmental studies done on this portion of the rail?

e Need a station on SE 8" St to drop off commuters

If the light rail alignment and station are located on 112™ are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?

Any other comments?




East Link Interview
Surrey Downs Zone One

Property Address: SE 4™ st (meeting was with potential buyer who has made offer on property)

Interview: 8/31, 3pm, City Hall
Notes about property:

e Property is currently for sale. Citizen is looking at purchasing it. She was under the impression
that the train would be on the east side of 112". She is concerned now that she knows it will
likely be on the west side

Major Concerns:
e Concerned about where the crossing is and the noise from bells at the crossing, not really
concerned about noise from train itself
e Would like to see quiet zone crossings
e Would like to see the street closed at 112" and SE 4™

General Comments:
e Supports light rail on 112", believes property owners will gain from it in the long run
e Feels noise is the only drawback and if they can mitigate for noise, she has no problem living
next to it.



East Link Interview
Surrey Downs Zone One

Property Address: SE 2™
Interview: 9/7, 1:30pm, City Hall
Notes about property:

e Homeis arental

Major Concerns:
e Worried about impact to his property, how close the train will actually be

General Comments:
e Interested in what streets will still have access into Surrey Downs

Mitigation:
e Wants a trench to abate noise
e Requests landscaping and sound barriers
e Move station closer to 6" to have less impact on neighborhood and be closer to center of
neighborhood, allowing more people to be closer to the station, more access for hotels,
Bellevue Club.



East Link interviews
Surrey Downs

Property Address: SE 1* Place, Bellevue
Interview: Sept. 6, 10:00 a.m.

Notes about property:

e Has lived in home for 13 years, parents owned it prior
e He had hoped his property would be taken by Sound Transit

e Loves Surrey Downs neighborhood, proximity to everything, wants to stay here — plans to
remodel now that he knows his house is not being taken, has total faith in COB and planners

Owner’s major concerns:
e Sound: concerned about being kept awake at night by bells and/or train noise
e Access in and out of neighborhood — would like the street turned into a cul de sac, feels there
would be less traffic near his home
e Construction Impacts
Owner’s requests:
o Make his street a culdesac and provide adequate landscaping

Owner’s general comments:

e Excited about light rail and change for Bellevue, much overdue.
e Neighbors don’t like him because he is a supporter of rail.



B2M Alignment Design Options — Resident meetings

North of Surrey Downs Park

Address: SE 4™ St
Is the home owner or renter occupied? renter, for sale
How long have you lived in the home? 1997-2000. Then rented.

Meeting Date/Time:
9/13 10:15 at BCH

Questions:
Do you have any concerns about the light rail alignment and station on 112" Ave SE?

e Noise from the train and the people

e \Visual patterns — what the area along 112" will look like with the train and all the buildings
removed.

e Parking in the neighborhood by people using the station since there’s no parking being provided
at the station.

e Trafficalong 112" and through the neighborhood, particularly with changes to SE 1 Place and
possibly SE 4™.

If the light rail alignment and station are located on 112" are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?

e Preference for green space and landscaping vs. industrial look for the light rail areas.

e Consider residential parking signs and make sure they are enforced.

o Noise mitigation similar to Mercer Island lid with sound walls and landscaping.

e No U-turns from Bellevue Way or 113" which would cut down on neighborhood traffic.

¢ More Park and Ride spaces for the Clyde Hill/Medina areas may be needed so they don’t drive

and park in neighborhoods near stations.

Any other comments:
e Q: How do the homes that are being taken down get assessed?
e Q:How much time and inconvenience can they expect in construction?
e Q: What kind of noise mitigation will there be?
e Q: Will the City be looking at traffic patterns during and after construction?




East Link Interview
Surrey Downs

Property Address: 111" Ave SE
Interview: 9/8, 1:30pm
Notes about property:

e Homeisarental
e Has owned home for 3 years
o Not familiar with project at all — Bernard updated on process up to now

Major Concerns:
e Noise impact
e Reduction in property value — feels like neighborhood would be ruined, though can see the
benefit of a nearby station.
Cost is very high

General Comments:
e Ok with station location

Mitigation:

Questions:
e  Would like a timeline for construction
e Wanted a list of the “pros” of building light rail
e Isthere any compensation for loss in property value? (answered no)
e Are there any extra considerations for homes highly impacted by noise?
e What s the train capacity?



B2M Alignment Design Options — Resident meetings

North of Surrey Downs Park, Zone 2

Address: 110" Place SE
Is the home owner or renter occupied? Owner occupied
How long have you lived in the home? Since 2003

Meeting Date/Time: (phone meeting)
9/19/2011 6 p.m.

Questions:
Do you have any concerns about the light rail alignment and potential design options on 112" Ave SE?

Yes, very concerned about construction impacts. Home is one property (75’) from the property on the
corner of Main Street and 110" PI. SE that is being acquired for the light rail tunnel. Issues include:

e Disturbance during construction. Has been told that light rail construction could last as long as 8
years, and will be allowed 7 days/week and 24 hours/day.

e Noise during construction.

e Access to property during construction.

e Ability to safely walk from home to her bus, or anywhere else, during construction

e Vibration impacts, during construction and from trains running in tunnel near her home (about
100’ away).

e Inability to relocate. No possibility of selling her house now, or for the next 8 years.

e Has been told by Sound Transit that noise mitigation is not engineered into train system but only
considered after the system is operating.

e She will have many negative impacts but sees little concern for residents, even for those being
displaced.

If the light rail alignment and station are located on 112", are there steps that the City or Sound
Transit could take to address your concerns?

Would like to rezone her property (and other 8 homes on 110" Place SE) to allow commercial and office
uses. If the uses allowed on her property were expanded, her opportunity to rent the home during the
next 8 years would also be expanded. For example, she might have a better chance of leasing her home
to a daytime-only use such as a law office, than as a residence.




Any other comments?

1. Whyis light rail needed at all in Bellevue? Who is it being built to serve? Microsoft? Business
community? She uses ST 550 bus to Seattle and it works fine.
2. Doesn’t trust Sound Transit to be responsive to impacted property owners or to maintain the
system once built. Examples given:
e Sound Transit said she would be noticed prior to nearby drilling to test soil, but the
contractor only hung a sign on her fence moments before work began.
e Sound Transit’s record for controlling train noise in the Seattle system.
e University Street tunnel escalator- it has been broken for months. ST says they have no
money to repair and are waiting for federal dollars. Sound Transit, and their customer
service, is a broken system.

3. She would prefer that her property be acquired, rather than suffer through the construction
impacts and devaluation.

4. Would like to have more information on the amount of vibration her home would experience
with the tunnel located about 100’ away.




East Link interviews
Surrey Downs Zone One

Zone One property: 111" Ave. SE
Interview: Sept. 1, 10:00 a.m.

Notes about property:
e Citizen has owned the property for nearly 10 years; he resides elsewhere in Bellevue.
e The property is currently vacant and for sale. Through most of its history, the home has been
rented.
e The home’s backyard is adjacent to condos which will be acquired for light rail, so the home is
very close to both the rail line and the proposed Main Street Station.
e Citizen sees the backyard and deck as major assets of this home.

Owner’s major concerns:
1. Noise —from bells at stops and station, and from screech as the train turns abruptly west just

northeast of the home.
Visual impact — from tracks, train, and station
Access — removal of the most convenient access/egress points on 112" Avenue and on Main St.

2

3

4. Station commotion — expected crowds, noise, litter

5. Vibration, ground slippage and other construction impacts
6

Loss of property value, potential loss of sale proceeds or rental income from home

Owner’s requests:
1. Build mitigation first (sound walls, landscape buffers, retaining walls, etc. ) PRIOR to light rail
construction.)
2. Provide 100 percent sound mitigation and 100 percent visual screening from this home.
3. Provide compensation for reduction in home’s market value

Owner’s additional comments:

Citizen describes himself as “very cynical.” He believes ST will do whatever it has already decided to do.
He believes ridership on ST in general is lower than expected, and that mitigation has proved less
effective than expected.

IM

Owner’s questions — to be followed up by City staff:

1. What is the estimated timeframe for demolishing the condos? (How long after final design
would demo begin?)

2. How does current ST light rail ridership compare with original estimates? (He wants
percentage.) And how much, if any, change in ridership has taken place since ST light rail started
running?

(Note: Owner will be out of town first half of September; follow up with letter or voice mail message.)



East Link Interviews
Surrey Downs — Zone One

Zone One property: SE 1% Place — approx. 20 other neighbors also attended the meeting at city hall
at the invitation of the property owner.

Meeting: Sept. 14, 3:00 pm.

Discussion of options:
Staff presented the three design options for B2ZM, with other staff fielding questions.

Option A —ST’s preferred alternative calls for the train to travel north on the east side of Bellevue Way
and 112" Avenue to approximately SE 6", where it crosses at grade to the west side, stops at the East
Main Street Station south of SE 1*' PI. and enters the downtown tunnel.

Comments, questions:

e Why was the station moved to a site with no parking? When was that decision made?
People going to the station will walk through our yards, drop litter.

e Are there plans for rezoning to accommodate Transit Oriented Development?

e  Which homes are likely to be taken?

Option B — The train travels on elevated tracks, crossing to the west side of 112" Ave SE at SE 15" and
moving into a trench at Surrey Downs Park. The train goes under SE 4™ with the possibility that bells
would be unnecessary at the intersection. Both entries to Surrey Downs Park from 112" are eliminated.

Comments, questions:

e What is the elevation of the train at the south end of the park? The train would be eye level
with my bedroom (Mr. Sirohi)

e Close the SE 15" entrance to Bellefield Office Park, and eliminate the need for elevated tracks.

e “Downgrading” Surrey Downs Park to a neighborhood park would be a benefit.

Option C —The train crosses at grade at SE 15" and stays on the surface as it continues on the west side.
SE 4™ is realigned with SE 6.

Comments, questions:
e  Why are there no cross sections for C? This option is under-developed.
e Options B and C are both bad for Surrey Downs.

Other questions and concerns:

1. Stability of soils & potential for ground shifting in the vicinity of SE 8" — Residents say SE 8" area is
environmentally unsuitable for light rail, citing long history of ground sinking, road failure, and
flooding.

2. Property values and acquisition issues— People will lose money because of the project. Properties
not taken will lose value. Properties taken will be purchased at “fair market value” in a down



economy. Some with little equity will end up owing more than they’re paid. What is a “partial
take”? Why won’t the City get involved in protecting residents’ property values?

3. Process — What are the criteria for deciding who is “impacted”? We're all impacted. Who evaluates
and compares these options? Who makes the final decisions? Where did these options come from?
It seems like you're making decisions without all the facts.

Apparent consensus
No votes were taken, but the majority seemed to agree on the following:

e Residents prefer B-7.

e With B2M, residents would prefer an east side-running train.

e Option A is preferable to options B and C.

e Soil conditions in the area of SE 8" are a major concern.

e The City needs to advocate actively on behalf of homeowners who stand to lose all or part of their
properties to ensure that they receive adequate compensation.



B2M Alignment Design Options — Resident meetings

North of Surrey Downs Park

Address: SE 2" Street

Is the home owner or renter occupied? 2010 purchased home
How long have you lived in the home? One year.

Do you work in Bellevue? Husband works at Microsoft in Redmond

Meeting Date/Time:
Sept. 8, 2011;5p

Do you have any concerns about the light rail alignment and station on 112" Ave SE?

e Noise by crossing signals, braking and accelerating noise from the train at the station and going
around the curve at Main Street.

e  Wondered why not underground and how far the noise wall would continue north from the
station.

If the light rail alignment and station are located on 112", are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?

e Biggest issue: construction impacts for a number of years.
e Had a concern about neighbors who have lived in the neighborhood for several years.

e How could sound be muffled?

e Any other comments:

They may end up selling their house and moving,.

The train won’t change Microsoft employee’s travel to Redmond from Bellevue.
“550 bus does it.”

“The means doesn’t justify the ends.”

With their East Coast experience, they see only single drivers in cars in Bellevue.
They hope that there will not be water disruption during construction.

“Drop the idea.”

They had liked the B7 Revised option because it moved away from 112" Avenue SE.
They wanted to know what ST would do with resident comments.

They asked about the cost of the ST/COB tunnel.

They asked about the construction; would it happen all areas at once.




B2M Alignment Design Options — Resident meetings

North of Surrey Downs Park

Address: SE 4" Street
Is the home owner or renter occupied? Rental
How long have you lived in the home? Purchased the house in 2009

Meeting Date/Time: 9/8/11 1lam

Questions:
Do you have any concerns about the light rail alignment and station on 112" Ave SE?

e MAIN CONCERN: Needs to be able to access SE 4™ Street since his house is one
block off of 112" Avenue SE.

If the light rail alignment and station are located on 112" are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?

e (Citizen likes the station location.

e Concern: Noise and landscaping; doesn’t want an eyesore.

Any other comments:

He thinks it’s a great project; although, he would like to see it all underground.
He has signed up for E-alerts so, he has been getting those.

Was interested in what concerns other Surrey Downs residents had.

Asked about when the COB plans are finalized. Staff described the schedule.







East Link Interviews
Surrey Downs —Zone Two property

Property owners: 111" Ave. SE
Interview: Sept. 19, 2:00 p.m.

Notes about property:
e Both families are long-term residents; one has lived there 45 years.

Major concerns:

1. Stability of soils in the vicinity of SE gih— 3 huge concern.” How can the peat and unstable soil
support a train?

2. Construction noise, vibration and dirt — owner fears that their serious asthma problems will be
worsened by construction dust. Rail construction — especially if it requires pile driving into
bedrock — will shake and damage the house. They also have the same concern about the
Winter’s House.

3. Neighborhood character and security — foresees more “strangers” in the neighborhood, an
increase in burglaries, more owners moving out and converting homes to rentals.

4. Impact on aging residents — Many older residents have planned their retirement, retrofitted
their homes to suit themselves —and this project upsets their plans at a time of life when
changes are most difficult.

5. Impact on property values.

Owner’s requests:
1. Shorten the duration of construction in areas closest to homes.
2. Place sound barrier and add street trees on the west side of 112'".
3. Do NOT build elevated rail lines on 112" Avenue.

Other comments and recommendations:
1. Residents would prefer east side-running on 112" Avenue. But they “can live with Option A.
Elevated rail would be unacceptable.
2. Close SE 8" Street at 112™ Avenue to reduce traffic and eliminate gates and bells from that
crossing.
Build no station on 112" Avenue at this time, but plan for future station(s).
4. Owners trust that the City will insist on “sensitive treatment” of the areas abutting 111"
Avenue.
5. Realignment of 4™ and 6" — with its impacts on the park —is not a concern. More concerned
with rail passengers using the park and making it less usable and secure for local residents.

w

Follow-up e-mail:

Thank you for the most gracious and informative session on Eastlink at our home on Monday afternoon.
[We] are not available to attend the open house Tuesday afternoon. Comments for that process
follows.

1. Support the B7R alignment including the A2 station. This is the only honest and practical
mitigation that our City should facilitate. Itis not appropriate to site regional transit and a
regional station adjacent to a 60 year old well established suburban style single family




community. Nor is it ethical to compromise in any way, the Nature Park, the Community Park,
and Bellevue's only building listed on the National Register of Historic Places. The Alignment
and the Station of the B2 alignment both suffer this fatal flaw.

If 1 above is not accommodated:
1. Utilize the B2M (option A) on 112th SE, and install a permanent barrier designed to protect the
west-side residential community from construction and operational intrusions.

And to mitigate B2M (Option A):

1. Permanently close the intersection at 112thSE and SE 8th to vehicle traffic to eliminate
the grade crossing with light at SE8th.

2. Facilitate use of SE 6th for through east-west vehicular traffic between 118thSE and 112thSE. SE
8th was not planned by the COB, but was a result of the Bellefield Business Park development,
and later deeded to the City. Itis not a well designed and necessary part of the street grid. Cut-
through use of SE 8th intrudes into the adjacent neighborhood esthetic.

3. Design vehicle access to Surrey Downs Park from the realigned SE 4th. Allow no further vehicle
access to the park from the neighborhood.

4. Cancel, or delay until ridership proves worthy, the construction and operation of a "Main Street
Station". A regionally accessed station adjacent to a community/neighborhood park will put the
park in jeopardy as a "hangout" and freedom of access to the adjacent family neighborhood. A
Main Street Station will promote the burgeoning incidences of burglary and vandalism occurring
there.

Replace the Mercer Slough Park & Ride with B7R's A2 Station and Park &Ride, which would eliminate
compromise of the Winters House, and allow return of the east-side property to the nature park
wetland.




East Link interviews
South of Surrey Downs Park Zone Two

Zone Two property: 111" PISE

Interview: Sept. 20, 7:00 p.m.

Concerns voiced by residents:
e visual impacts and the taking of neighboring properties that would be involved with Options B and C

e noise impacts of Option A

Conclusions — sent in email from citizen:

“ After discussion, our votes were 1) on the old tracks, 2) Option B, 3) Option A, in that order.”
Thank you.



B2M Alignment Design Options — Resident meetings

South of Surrey Downs Park

Address: 111" Avenue SE
Is the home owner or renter occupied? Has owned home for 33 years.
How long have you lived in the home? Has lived in the Surrey down neighborhood for 33 years.

Meeting Date/Time: Monday,
September 19, 2011, 9:30 a.m.

Do you have any concerns about the light rail alignment and potential design options on 112" Ave SE?
e In past Sound Transit meetings, she learned that her home would be taken (her home is parallel
to 112" Avenue. With this information, she felt that she would lose her home, which made her
very angry and devastated.

If the light rail alignment and station are located on 112" are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?

e Do not cut off access to Surrey Downs; it is already difficult to access SD and this will make it

worse.

o Keep the light rail train on the east side of 112",

e Maybe it would be okay to have it above grade on the east side by the Bellevue Athletic Club.

e Can’t the train be trenched to eliminate the sound of bells and whistles every five minutes?

e Where the train crosses 112", it’ll be better at grade or trenched --- not elevated.

e Have a wall that is a barrier to noise.

e Use aesthetics.

e Property is close to 112™; so, she will definitely see the train.

e The placement of the station is important. Without parking, who would use this station?
Any other comments?




East Link Interviews
Surrey Downs Zone One

Zone One Property: 111" Ave. SE
Interview: Sept. 15, 9:00 a.m.

Notes about property:
e (Citizen has owned the property since 1968 (before 112" Avenue was complete).
e He pointed out that his house is 50’ from the curb on 112",
e (Citizen is well informed, has had conversations with Sue Comis, Don Billen, Bellevue Council
members.

Major concerns:
1. Uncertainty; absence of decision on alignment; uncertain timeframe.
2. Visual impacts
3. Noise and vibration.

Owner’s requests:

1. “Give us some certainty.” He’s deferring maintenance, not knowing whether his home will be
taken — and not knowing when a decision will be made.

2. Buy him out. He favors light rail and thinks it’s a “great thing for Bellevue,” but all things
considered, he would prefer to have ST buy his property. (Note: If ST doesn’t take his home, he
intends to stay in place.)

3. Address other impacts —noise, vibration — to the extent possible.

4. Do NOT build Option B, elevated tracks — which he calls “an atrocity.”



B2M Alignment Design Options — Resident meetings

In the following notes B2M Alternative A is the B2M/C9T Sound Transit preferred alternative
that crosses 112" at grade near SE 6'" Street. Design Option B is elevated as it crosses over
112" just past SE 15" St, and then descends into a retained cut up the west side of 112™.
Design Option C crosses 112" at grade just past SE 15" Street, and then continues at-grade up
the west side of 112th. Design Option B will eliminate road crossings on the east side of 112"
at SE 15" St. and SE 8" St., reducing noise from train bells and whistles. Design Option C
eliminates the SE 8" crossing, reducing noise from train bells and whistles. However, these
design options will bring the train closer to residents of Surrey Downs south of the park Zone 1
and 2, and result in at least 7 partial and 3 total property acquisitions.

South of Surrey Downs Park ZONE 1 and 2 — Multiple Property Owners

Address: 111" Place SE

Is the home owner or renter occupied? Owner Occupied

How long have you lived in the home? Since 2002

Notes to impact: In B2M west running options B & C, there would be at least a partial acquisition from
rear property line, and the train would be very close to existing house. Mature trees that buffer the
home from 112" would be removed. In the elevated option B, the train support to the top of the
acoustic barrier would be very tall behind this home.

Address: 111" Place SE

Is the home owner or renter occupied? Owner Occupied

How long have you lived in the home? Since 2006

Notes to impact: In B2M west running options B & C, there would be at least a partial acquisition from
rear property line, and the train would be very close to the existing house. Mature trees that buffer the
home from 112" would be removed. In the elevated option B, the train support to the top of the
acoustic barrier would be very tall behind this home.

Address: 111" Place SE

Is the home owner or renter occupied? Owner Occupied

How long have you lived in the home? Since 1988 (longer?)

Notes to impact: In B2M west running options B & C, there would be at least a partial acquisition from
rear property line, and the train would be very close to the existing house. Mature trees that buffer the
home from 112" would be removed. In the elevated option B, the train support to the top of the
acoustic barrier would be very tall behind this home.

Address: 111" Place SE

Is the home owner or renter occupied? Renter Occupied

How long have you owned the home? Since 1998

Notes to impact: In B2M west running options B & C, this property is a potential acquisition. At the
9/20 open house, Citizen expressed concern for his tenant, who has children in high school and wants to
stay in the neighborhood at least 3 more years. Citizen was also concerned that if acquisition was longer
than 3 years, he may not be able to lease the property in the interim.

Address: 111th Place SE (present home)




111" Place SE (home he is remodeling, intends to move here)
Is the home owner or renter occupied? Owner Occupied
Notes to impact: In B2M west running options B & C, there would be no acquisition from this property,
and the train would be visible from the front of this home. In B2M west running options B & C, there
would be no acquisition from this property, and the train would be closer to the front of this home.
Citizen is concerned that he will have economic impacts to both properties, with no compensation from
ST. This impact will be even greater if the homes and trees on the east side of 111" Place SE are
removed, with no buffer between his homes and the train.

Address: 111" Place SE

Is the home owner or renter occupied? Owner Occupied

How long have you lived in the home? Since 1993 (longer?)

Notes to impact: In B2M west running options B & C, there would be no acquisition from this property,
and the train would be visible from the front of this home. Citizens are concerned that they will have
economic impacts to their home and neighborhood, with no compensation from ST. This impact will be
even greater if the homes and trees on the east side of 111" Place SE are removed, with no buffer
between this home and the train.

Address: 111" Place SE

Is the home owner or renter occupied? Owner Occupied

Notes to impact: This home extends farthest to the east as compared to other homes and would
potentially be most impacted by B2M west running options B & C.

Address: 111" Place SE

Is the home owner or renter occupied? Owner Occupied

Notes to impact: In B2M west running options B & C, this property is a potential acquisition. City staff
had one-on-one meeting with Citizen earlier in September.

Meeting Date/Time:
9/21/2011 5 p.m. to 7:15 p.m.

Questions:
Do you have any concerns about the light rail alignment and potential design options on 112" Ave SE?

Strong consensus that all alignments on 112" are unacceptable to the neighborhood.

All light rail alignment on 112" adversely impact families and the Surrey Downs neighborhood. It will
leave homes unlivable from impacts including but not limited to noise, vibration, visual degradation, loss
of privacy, and environmental degradation. {not only b and ¢}

Concern that potential full property acquisitions will severely, adversely impact families and the Surrey
Downs neighborhood. Concern that neighboring homes will be left without any buffer (building or
landscape) to train impacts.

Potential partial rear property acquisitions that would occur under design options B and C are
absolutely unacceptable and will severely, adversely impact families and the Surrey Downs
neighborhood. Acquisitions will leave homes unlivable from impacts including but not limited to noise,
vibration, visual degradation, loss of privacy, and environmental degradation. Partial acquisitions are




unacceptable because of these impacts and the resulting financial degradation to homes. Potential
partial rear property acquisitions on 111" PI. SE

The presentation packet “Neighborhood Meeting: Light Rail Concerns: 112" @ SE 8" is attached
(provided by property owners at meeting).

The Executive Summary of homeowners concerns {including Summary of Questions) is attached
(provided by property owners at meeting).

If the light rail alighment and station are located on 112", are there steps that the City or Sound
Transit could take to address your concerns?

Same concerns for Design Option A, B, and C. There have been no mitigation proposed to address the
concerns and know impacts, let alone the unknown.

Do not pursue design options B and C, which are unacceptable to the neighborhood.
Option A needs more mitigation to reduce/eliminate noise from bells and whistles.

The 112" east running options should be reconsidered.

Any other comments?
Notes from the meeting are included here:

Characterized the neighborhood as stable, homeowner occupied.
Presented key questions of the neighbors, including:
e  Whatis the minimum permissible distance for light rail from residences?
e How does ST determine that impacts to a home are “too severe” and the home should be
acquired?
e Why are the B2M design options being evaluated?
e  Why have the visualizations and drawings of the B2M options not shown the intersection of
112" and SE 8" (or accurately shown this area)?
Presented the powerpoint that is attached to these notes. Key issues covered in the powerpoint:
B2M Option A Neighborhood Concerns & Questions:
e Soil Stability
e Vibrations

e Noise
e Health & Safety
e Traffic

e Visual Impacts
e Property value decline

B2M Option B Neighborhood Concerns & Questions:
e Direct Impact to Property (notes that ST engineering drawings do not accurately depict SE g
intersection or the real impact of train encroachment and elevated platform structure on
properties with rear property lines on SE 112”‘).




e Soil Stability, potential adverse impacts may include: cracks to foundation or basement walls;
sink holes, mud slides.

e Vibration. Many questions re: mitigation

e Noise (both construction noise and noise from train on track)

e Visual Impacts, 40’ high train structure close to homes.

e Loss of Privacy. Train proximity and loss of mature trees.

e Environmental Impacts. Loss of mature trees increasing instability of soil, risk of flooding.

e Health & Safety

e Property value decline would be so great that partial acquisitions are absolutely unacceptable.

B2M Option C Neighborhood Concerns & Questions:
e All of the concerns above apply with at grade design option C except blocking of light and loss of
privacy. However, partial acquisitions that would occur as a result of design option C are
absolutely unacceptable to the neighborhood.

Citzen asked how the City of Bellevue and ST would mitigate these impacts.

A resident asked Sue Comis how often a train would pass. In peak times there would be a train in each
direction every 7 minutes (2 trains every 7 minutes).

Discussion of inadequacy of visualizations and schematics for the B2M design options. Call by resident
for transparency by accurately showing impacts to homeowners. Sue Comis said that ST’s technical
review of design option B and C continues.

Question about why an east side running option was not reconsidered.

Question about why the design options are being considered within such a short timeline.
Councilmember Wallace said that the October 25 deadline was unrealistic, in his perspective. It does
not provide adequate time to come to a cooperative agreement, or to address mitigation.

He added that he would like to see every possible option for getting the train across 112" considered,

including the below grade crossing of 112,

Question about why the east running option was not better, especially when you consider the impacts
to Surrey Downs residents from the current options.

Comment that residents have put 40+ years of their lives into their homes, to achieve the quality of life
of this neighborhood. It's not abstract.

Citizen told how they had remodeled 10 years ago, chose to stay.
Question about who made the decision to move light rail from the east side of 112" to the west side.
Citizen stated that the city sacrificed 112" for the sake of the DT tunnel.

Councilmember Wallace related his support for the B7 alignment. He understood residents’ frustration
at the last minute options. Stated that the elevated design option was totally unacceptable.




Citizen said that it was unacceptable that graphics and background information related to the B2M
design options was so inadequate; and that resident’s questions were not being answered.

Sue Comis explained that no decision has been made to change the B2M alighment; ST was tasked by
the City to “explore these options” only a few weeks ago. ST’s technical work on the design options was
ongoing. This meeting was not set up by ST. Suggested that residents voice their comments at the
Bellevue public hearing being held next Monday.

Citizen, asked what mitigations were proposed for noise, vibration, visual degradation, blight,
devaluation and other impacts. In fact years of light rail discussion have gone by, and we haven’t heard
what mitigation for impacts we can expect. We also need to know the proposed cost of those
mitigations. Without knowing the costs the alternatives could not be compared.

Resident asked why it was important to keep open SE 15™ St to the Bellfield office park. If the office
park eliminated or relocated this exit, the noise/train bell problem at SE 15" could be eliminated.

Citizen suggested that the cars coming and going into the Bellfield office park at SE 15" St could go
under the train.

Resident suggested that SE 8" could be closed and traffic rerouted to eliminate the noise/train bell at
the crossing of 112™.

Citizen recalled that when the Bellfield office park was constructed, her dining room chandelier shook,
and after that construction rooms in her home sunk 2”. This comment sparked many questions about
making a photo record of homes before and after light rail construction, and making claims to ST for

damages.

Sue Comis said that taking photos was a good idea, and that ST does have a claims department for
damages of this type.

Citizen said that he would prefer to have assurances that homes would not be damaged or sink.
Citizen questioned ST on how the options would be vetted for risks.

Citizen said that risk assessment starts at preliminary engineering phase. Risk assessment has been
done for option A, but not on the design options.

Citizen had heard that a retained cut alignment on the east side had been eliminated because of cost,
but asked if there is a possibility of a retained trench on the westside.

Sue Comis said that there were a number of reasons why the ST board chose the B2M west side
alignment, and that includes the willing condo owners.

Citizen said it doesn’t make it correct that one group was able to get out from the impacts, and shift
those impacts to us.

Citizen asked Roger Hanson how ST determines that impacts to a home are “too severe” and the home




should be acquired.

Roger Hanson emphasized that many factors are considered, including federal guidelines for noise and
economic impact. Loss of value was determined case-by-case, each determination made internally with
the consult of the ST legal department.

Citizen asked how livability was decided.

Citizen said he finds it disturbing that there are no set policies for determining what impacts determine
an acquisition. We are supposed to trust ST.

Resident asked if ST was determined to reach a final decision by 10/31.

Sue Comis said no; other that option A being the preferred alignment of the ST board, we will continue
to look at options.

Council member Robertson said that it would be helpful to know how acquisitions have been handled
historically, in other parts of Link LR.

Roger Hansen said that he would research this.
Citizen asked what was meant by “exceptional mitigation”.

Council member Robertson recounted that “exceptional mitigation” was called for in the Best Practices
report and adopted in the Comprehensive Plan.

Citizen summarized that design options B and C were unacceptable. Option A needs more mitigation to
reduce/eliminate noise from bells and whistles.

Citizen requested a copy of ST’s geotech and soil report for the impacted homes.







Executive Summary

Homeowner’s concerns with proposed B2M alignment Options and their impacts.

How will the City of Bellevue and Sound Transit eliminate impacts where
- possible and where not possible, mitigate the impacts ?

The impacts center around the following categories but not limited to:
Noise

Visual

Vibration

Health and Safety

Environmental

Financial _

Property Infringements

- There are specific impacts with each of the Options; A, B, and C, but many carry over to all
Options.

Also, quéstions on the viability of the construction plans in the speciﬁc area where the soil is
peat bog, and the impact to the existing properties.
We have provided a list of questions presented in this overview.




Summary of Questions:

1. Why is the intersection of 112" Ave SE 8" Street not depicted in the official drawings?
Where would the gate crossings be places?
How would the traffic intersections work?
Would 112" be widened?

2. Soil Stability: Does the soil on 112™ support the train line?
If there are incidents due to the soil support, foundation/wall cracks, what guarantees does City of Bellevue or
ST provide for direct and md:rect damages for such incidents?

3. Vibrations: What mitigation techniques are proposed? Springs underneath the homes or some other
technology? ‘

4. Noise: What is the mitigation for the Noise issues?
5. Health and Safety Concerns: What is the mitigation proposed for the Health and Safety issues?

6. How much time elapses between gates start closing and re-opening?
How much traffic back up will be caused? Has this been studied?
Any studies done/available on Traffic Accidents due to the train crossing?

7. Constructability: A 20’ +/- Fill wall under existing soil conditions
Is 2’ ROW for 20’ was accurate to build a footing or banter to the wall face?

Option B
8. Where would the sidewalk be placed, does the whole street shift eastward or the 4 ft taken from our property?

9. Why has Sourid Transit failed to mark these potential partlal acquisitions in these drawings? Why are measurements
not accurate?

10. What is being mitigated by this option and for whom? Certainly property owners and Surrey Downs neighborhood
are very severely, adversely impacted by this option.

11. Are these impacts not “too severe” and clearly fall under the FEIS commitment:” if mitigation were not possible
because the impacts are too severe, the property would be acquired”?

12. Visual Blight: how could the elevated structure blight be mitigated? Including blocked sunlight and loss of privacy
with the trains running by our windows and yards.

13. Environmental Impacts: Trees cut down, impact to soil stability and prlvacy to homes. If this happens, what plans
does ST or City have to mitigate the effects include losses?

14. Health and Safety Who Will Assume Liability for Loss of Property and Lives Due to this Risky Design?

15. Will Sound Transit compensate for loss of value due to partial takeover, depreciation, and loss of future values
appreciation?

16. Construction: Where and how woulid a retaining wall be built? On to our property?
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Bellefield Residential Park -- Neighborhood Meeting Summary

Introductory comments
Bellevue Outreach Manager Cheryl Kuhn provided a brief welcome, introductions and update on the
East Link Outreach process.

Sound Transit presentation

Project Manager Sue Comis provided an update on ST’s process for selecting its B2M preferred
alternative — based on ridership, access, and cost of the alignment. She briefly described the Term
Sheet, by which the City collaborates on permitting and agrees to contribute $160 million in 2010 dollars
to help build the downtown tunnel. ST agrees, among other things, to: consider grade separation to
reduce noise; to review 112" Avenue crossing locations; to share the cost of a Bellevue Way HOV lane;
and to build a downtown tunnel.

Discussion of Options

Option A — Comis described ST’s preferred alternative which has the train traveling north on the east
side of Bellevue Way and 112" Avenue to approximately SE 6™ where it crosses at grade to the west
side, stops at the East Main Street Station south of SE 1* PI. and enters the downtown tunnel. This
option is at grade on 112" and requires gates and bells at SE 15" Street by Bellefield Office Park.

Q: What are the noise impacts? How will they be mitigated?

A: Bell noise will be heard as the train goes through the SE 15" Street intersection. Nine homes
were identified as having noise impacts with the preferred alignment. There will be a sound wall
between the east-side running train and the roadway to reduce noise impacts for homes in Bellefield. .

Q: How frequently do trains run past this point? What are the hours of operation?

A Trains will pass in each direction every 7 minutes. Hours are 5a.m.to 1a.m.

Q: What is the decibel level of the bell. Has ST resolved Rainier noise issues?

A: Improvements have been made and ST is considering reducing bell noise at certain times.
Q: Does this option involve acquisition of Bellefield homes?

A: No.

Q: What is the height of the noise wall in Option A.

A Comis: 6-8 feet.

Option B — Comis described Option B, proposed as a design alternative to reduce noise from bells at
intersections: The train travels on elevated tracks, crossing to the west side of 112" Ave SE at SE 15"
and moving into a trench at Surrey Downs Park. The elevated track will include a “straddle bent” with
columns on the median and the west side. This brings the train closer to Bellefield, but it involves no
“takes” of Bellefield homes.

Q: How high is the elevated track?
A: The track is 26’ above road level and the train is 12’ high.



Q: How do noise impacts compare with Option A? Is the rail continuously welded?
A: Comis: It eliminates bells & gates at 15", More detailed info about noise impacts will be
available in October. The rail is continuously welded.

Resident: Says he’s done a “personal study,” concluding that elevated railways are
“considerably less noisy” than railways at grade.

Option C — Comis described the newest option which has the train crossing at grade at SE 15" and
staying on the surface as it passes Bellefield on the west side. ST foresees taking no homes with this
option.

General discussion and Q&A
Significant discussion took place around the issues of:

e Timing and process — Some residents said that they felt rushed into a decision, that they lacked
sufficient information — particularly with regard to the impacts of the B and C options. Some
asked questions about the MOU and whether it will be available to review and comment.

Maria Koengeter, Senior Transportation Planner, said more information about all options will be
available, and residents will be able to ask questions about, and comment on the draft MOU at
the 9/20 open house and the 9/26 public hearing.

e Property values — Several residents talked about the perceived loss of property values, and the
resulting inability of owners to sell their property for a reasonable price. Staff was asked to
describe the process for assessing damage to the value of individual properties and jointly
owned property, and for providing compensation.

Kent Melton, ST Real Estate agent, explained that ST can only acquire property needed to build
and operate light rail. In response to questions, he said that the Sound Transit Board, not the
courts, makes decisions about compensation.

¢ Noise mitigation — Many of the neighbors focused their comments on noise impacts and
mitigation. They pointed out potential impacts on the comfortable use of backyards and the
neighborhood’s outdoor amenities (pool, trails, ponds, etc.) They asked that each property be
evaluated individually.

Sue Comis said ST will look at all outdoor spaces and all units from all sides in determining noise
impacts and mitigation requirements. A resident suggested a substantial landscaped berm
adjacent to the guideway in Option B as noise mitigation.

While there was no group consensus on the three design options, some residents expressed

strong preference for the elevated railway of option B in order to eliminate the noise from at-
grade crossings. A couple voiced support for a crossing further north, as in option A, and one
resident proposed a tunnel or trench as the one acceptable option in the vicinity of Bellefield.



One suggestion to close the SE 15" entrance to the Bellefield residential neighborhood was
loudly opposed by the group.

Another suggestion to close the 112" access to Bellefield Office Park —and thereby eliminate the
need for bells at that intersection — was well received, and noted as a possibility by Sue Comis.

Miscellaneous Q&A:

Electromagnetic impacts? Comis: none known at this time.
Voltage? Comis: 1500.
Median route for train? Comis: considered and discarded as too disruptive to traffic.
Median removal? Comis: not under consideration.
Next steps:
= Technical review of design options
=  QOpen House & public hearing
=  Federal Record of Decision
= MOU
®  Final ST decision by ST — early next year after final environmental review

O O O O O



East Link Interviews at request of property owner
Surrey Downs — Zone Two

Zone Two property Bellefield Residential Park
Property : Bellefield Park Lane

Presentation of options:
Staff presented the three design options for the B2M alignment. Questions pertained to:
e Distance of track from Bellefield in Option C
e Height of rail in Option B
e Potential for compensation if a portion of the residential park is taken by Sound Transit

There were general questions about the differences of the options and their potential effects on
Bellefield Residential Park (e.g. visual, access, sidewalks, noise).

Presentation of Bellevue Club flyover:

A flyover depicting the B2M alignment from various angles was shown. The presentation included a
depiction of the citizen’s own preference for an all-west-side running train on 112", requiring additional
property acquisition on the west side, and providing for extensive streetscape treatments.

Consensus:
Bellefield residents talked about the advantages of presenting a unified neighborhood position. But the
only consensus reached at this meeting was concerning station location:

e All present agreed that that the Main Street station should be moved farther south.



Sound Transit East Link: Mitigation at 112" Ave SE and Bellefield Residential

Park — Meeting at request of property owner

Our Proposal:
* Train travels along the Slough on the east side of 112" at or slightly below grade and

crosses under 112" to the west side just before 15™

Curved profile walls along the track beam sound away from residential areas.

e Train emerges at or below grade on the west side of 112" ata point best suited to take
the curve without wheel squeal, but north of Bellefield Residential Park.

e Additional berms and planted trees at Bellefield Residential Park help offset visual/noise
impact.

e Northward, additional plantings all along 112™ act as a buffer between the train tracks
and pedestrian sidewalks.

e Eliminate/delay the station at Main if there is a need to make this cost-neutral.

This proposal addresses our main concerns which are noise, visual impact and safety by:

e Eliminating controlled or gated crossings and the need to sound the train’s warning
bells.

e Eliminating the need for an “option B” flyover.

e Eliminating the need for an at-grade crossing of 112™ as proposed in “option C”. (We are
strongly opposed to “option C”.)

o Keeping the existing Bellefield Parks access roads open as usual.

e Better preserving the existing beauty of 112",

Since we are only 120 feet or so from the sidewalk on 112" and our unit is where 112" curves,
we would receive loud train noise from all directions. We seek mitigation as follows:

e Sound insulation inside all walls.

e Triple-paned glazing on all south-facing windows.

e Heat pump for air conditioning (so that windows can remain closed).

e High berm placed between us and 112™.

Conclusion
e We feel strongly that controlled or gated crossings at or near 15" and SE 8" should be
avoided at all costs.

e We would be willing for our property to be purchased by Sound Transit.

Regards,
Bellefield Park Lane
Bellevue WA 98004-6858






SE 27" Place

Homeowner, 2 years, house is 5 years old

Sept. 21, 7:30 p.m.

Do you have any concerns about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project?

e Very concerned about view of pillars and elevated train. Home currently looks directly at Park
and Ride lot with minimal vegetation screening. Elevated train and pillars will be directly in sight
line out their expansive front living room windows.

e Screening is very important to them.

e [lllumination of station at night.

e Construction noise and bells in and out of station.

reduced property values.
If the project advances, are there steps that the City or ST could take to address your concerns?

e Would like baseline appraisal provided by the City prior to construction and an ongoing basis
after construction, so homeowners know what to expect for resale value.

e Want to be involved with ongoing conversations with ST and City to make sure screening is
adequate.

e Would like to see train at grade rather than elevated.



B2M Alignment Design Options — Resident meetings

Enatai Zonel

Address: SE 27" PL

Is the home owner or renter occupied? Owner
How long have you lived in the home? 12 years
Do you work in Bellevue? No

Meeting Date/Time:
9/15 4pm

Do you have any concerns about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project?
e Noise concerns: HOV construction, Light rail construction, and the train running near my house
e Soil stability? We have a slope, worried about walls become destabilized
e Thinks the HOV lane is a good thing but concerned about construction impact
e Works at night and sleeps during the day, so noise will be a problem

If the project advances, are there steps that the City or Sound Transit could take to address your
concerns?

e Sound wall — height not a concern, already has double pane windows
e Install some kinds of soundproof system in his wall? Sound Transit has done something similar
to a friend who lives near the train station in Tukwila

Any other comments?
¢ Worried ST will not address the noise concerns.




B2M Alignment Design Options — Resident meetings

Enatai Zonel

Address: SE 23" st

Is the home owner or renter occupied? Home owner occupied
How long have you lived in the home? 23 years

Do you work in Bellevue? Yes. They work out of their home.

Meeting Date/Time: Sept.14, 3 PM

Do you have any concerns about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project?
e Noise from the increased car traffic/ HOV lanes and the train

e Cost overruns: What would the City and ST cut back on? How to ensure that the noise mitigation

would not be in jeopardy.
e Construction timeframe: Allowable hours of work.
e Access to station is not within walking distance. Safety and convenience issues.
e |[f trees are taken out to provide widening, what about safety on the hill?
e Proximity of the easement to the house
e  Vibration caused by trucks and buses that are 23 feet closer to his house.

If the project advances, are there steps that the City or Sound Transit could take to address your

concerns?
e Ask Maher to come out in person and show them the exact easement placement.
o Noise mitigation idea is to deflect sound by curving the retaining wall.
e Check into the “rubber road” as 520 is having for noise mitigation
e Restrict hours of construction to accommodate neighborhood
e Traffic concerns: Ensure no cut throughs on 108" and 113™.
e Possible stairway to access station without public intrusion

Any other comments?




Bellevue Way SE

Phone conversation notes

Property is potential take

Supports B-7 or anything that utilizes the 1-405 corridor

Sound Transit talked with him about taking his property for 2-3 years. He has met with their real estate
people and assumes our process is similar. Always felt he would likely use his property no matter which

side alignment was on.

Interested in likely timing: reviewed the tentative schedule if HOV project goes forward
2013 — property acquisition, 2014-15 — construction

Would like to talk with real estate department to learn more about acquisition process, leaseback, etc.
Referred to Max Jacobs.



B2M Alignment Design Options — Resident meetings

Enatai Zonel

Address: SE 23" st

Is the home owner or renter occupied? Owner occupied
How long have you lived in the home? 17 years

Do you work in Bellevue? Yes

Meeting Date/Time:
9/12 Monday 1:30pm

Questions:
Do you have any concerns about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project?
e Noise concerns
o  When will construction start?
o When what does ST do about noise impact?
o lIs aretaining/sound wall an option?
o What s the construction time (working hours?)

e | don't think traffic will increase that much on Bellevue Way

If the project advances, are there steps that the City or Sound Transit could take to address your
concerns?
e #1 concern is noise (construction and rail running noise)
o If aretaining wall is an option, how tall is it going to be? It needs to be tall enough to
minimize the noise impact
o  WIill ST consider a replacement of our window glass with high quality soundproof glass?

e #2 concern is decrease value of property
o How much of my property are they going to use?

o How much compensation will we get from ST?

e  Will ST consider using a quieter material like rubber wheels they use in European rails?

Any other comments?
e Welive in France for about half the time.
e By the time the project is done, we probably won’t get to use the rail.




East Link Individual Meeting — Enatai Neighborhood, Zone 1

SE 24" PI.
Interview date & time: September 12" at 11:00 AM

Notes about property:

Meeting was at city hall, so property descriptions are based on citizen’s knowledge and
information from an aerial photo.
Citizens have lived there for 7 years.

Comments & Concerns:

Major concerns were related to noise from the train and a widened Bellevue Way, construction
noise, increased visibility of the train and the roadway due to removal of vegetation for the HOV
project, and maintaining a usable area in the backyard.

Current noise from Bellevue Way is noticeable unless all the doors and windows are closed.
Moving the traffic closer and removing the vegetation will increase noise from traffic and train.
We discussed the possibility of a noise wall that could be in addition to the retaining wall. She
was ok with that but didn’t feel it would necessarily help with noise, especially up the hill inside
the house.

She was not aware that the train was still elevated in front of the farm stand, which she can see
from the upstairs of the house. Removal of the vegetation will definitely open up the view from
all levels of the house, exposing their yard to views of Bellevue Way and the elevated portion of
the train in front of the farm stand.

Removing the mature vegetation on their property along Bellevue Way may also impact the
stability and value of the remaining trees further up the slope.

She would like to see mitigation that preserves or replaces the trees and other vegetation that
at least restores visual screen they currently enjoy and screen out the view of the elevated train
as well.

She would also like mitigation to include regrading of the backyard to ensure a stable slope and
to retain a flat, stable area that they can continue to use and enjoy as they do now, without
being so exposed to Bellevue Way.

Citizen thought the information was helpful and appreciated the opportunity to meet with us.



B2M Alignment Design Options — Resident meetings

Enatai Zonel

Site Address: 109" Ave SE
Is the home owner or renter occupied? Renter occupied

Meeting Date/Time:
Mon. Sept. 19, 2011 11:00 a.m.

Questions:
Do you have any concerns about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project?

Yes, regarding property acquisition for the proposed HOV lane.

If the HOV lane requires a partial land acquisition of our property, the City will need to purchase the
entire property. In 2008 we were not allowed to rebuild or enlarge the home, and we were told by the
City that any disturbance of the slope could cause the existing house to slide. These are the issues:

B The existing home was built under more lax regulations for critical areas. Today, no
development or redevelopment can occur on the site.

B The foundation of the existing home is 50 years old. Because of critical area regulations, it
cannot be reinforced.

B The soil on the site is sandy and unstable

B There are 3 critical area slopes on the property, and they encompass most of the property from
directly behind the house to the back property line on Bellevue Way.

B We proposed retaining walls when we proposed adding a 2" story to the home. We were told
that retaining walls could not stabilize the multiple issues and 3 critical area slopes on the
property.

B The hillside vegetation helps to stabilize the slope and provides some buffer to Bellevue Way.
We are not even able to remove brush/blackberries from the slope without a permit.

Citizens were adamant that the City cannot propose a retaining wall to stabilize disturbance of the slope
after they were told by the City that any disturbance of the slope could cause to slope to fail.
Furthermore, they were told that a retaining wall would not prevent this.

citizens added that they would be willing sellers of the entire property. However, if the City proposed a
partial acquisition they would take this to court.

If the project advances, are there steps that the City or Sound Transit could take to address your
concerns?

Any other comments?

Although citizens main concern is that the City may propose a partial acquisition; they also share the
concerns of their neighbors regarding noise and other neighborhood disturbance from light rail and
from construction.




East Link Home visit — Enatai, Zone 1

Bellevue Way SE
Interview date and time: Sept. 22nd at 12:30 PM

Notes about property:

The owners purchased the property in 2005. They said when the house was built Bellevue Way
was a dirt road. They have children.

Comments & Concerns:

The citizens were concerned about noise impacts from the rail line, from construction, and from
additional traffic if Bellevue Way is expanded with an HOV lane. Regarding the rail line they
acknowledged that the trains themselves were quiet, but that they could be affected by noise of
train bells at the station and possible wheel squeal from where the train turns from 1-90.

They wanted more information about what kind of sound mitigation might be possible as part of
the light rail project and were particularly interested in a sound wall. In a follow-up review of
the East Link Final EIS, the station design does show a sound wall along the tracks at the station,
as well as along the guideway both north and south of the station.

They were concerned that the road expansion and the take of their property would include a
row of mature evergreen trees at the base of their property. They said that these trees provide
important sound protection, especially in winter when the other trees are bare. They would like
to see a sound wall as part of the HOV project to address the existing noise issues.

They were also concerned about safety issues. They felt a high sound wall would be good
protection against transients brought in by the rail who might be tempted to trespass onto their
property.

They were concerned about traffic impacts, especially during construction, and they thought it
likely that 108" Street would get more traffic. They wanted more patrols to catch speeders and
possibly more speed bumps on 108™.

They were concerned about how the compensation for the possible partial take might happen.
In particular they wanted to know if it was calculated on a straight per square foot rate, and also
if they would be compensated for a loss of right of access on to Bellevue Way. They pointed out
that their 2" lot was developable, but would not be if it lost access onto Bellevue Way.

The citizens did not understand why the train was coming up Bellevue Way and “splitting the
neighborhood,” when the B7 route along the BN right of way was available.



East Link Home visit — Enatai, Zone 1

SE 24" Place
Interview date and time: September 13" at 10:00 AM

Notes about property:

Property purchased about a year ago. Two small children.
Property slopes down to Bellevue Way to the East. There are some large trees on the slope, but
it's pretty wild. The hope is to develop it into a more useable yard.

Comments & Concerns:

Citizens had heard about the potential expansion of Bellevue Way to create an additional HOV
lane. They were concerned that this expansion would create more noise from the road. They
wanted more information about what kind of sound mitigation might be possible as part of that
project.

They were also concerned about loss of vegetation with the lane expansion, and the possibility
that there visual buffer to the road would be compromised.

They were also concerned about safety issues. They have young kids, and would like to develop
their yard as a place the kids could play. Given the steep slope and the possibly expanded
roadway, they were concerned about kids possibly falling over the wall.

They were also concerned about increased air pollution from the expanded road, especially if
they lost some of the trees that currently screen the road and block the wind.

They did not like the HOV proposal in general, believing that it would just bring more traffic onto
Bellevue Way, and turn it into something more like a highway.

They were concerned about the possibility of hearing bells from the train. Phil explained that
they were not likely to hear bells since the train did not cross any rights of way at-grade near
their property.

Citizens saw some benefit to the light rail and having a station nearby. They were not so
concerned about impacts of the train (noise or visual). Their primary concern was with the
increase in traffic if an additional lane is put into Bellevue Way.



B2M Alignment Design Options — Resident meetings

Enatai Zonel

Address: 109" Ave SE
Is the home owner or renter occupied? Renter occupied

Meeting Date/Time: 9/14/2011
3:30 p.m.

Questions:
Do you have any concerns about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project?

Concerned about being close to the light rail route, including: noise from train running up Bellevue Way
especially at night, noise and light disturbance from the park & ride station. Commented that it would
be better for neighborhood if the train ran in a tunnel.

If the project advances, are there steps that the City or Sound Transit could take to address your
concerns?

Any other comments?

Citizens have received letters from Sound Transit, but have not met with Sound Transit or attended any
light rail public meetings. May be interested in Sept. 20" Open House.

Questions:

How much property could they lose for the HOV lane?

How far is their property from the S. Bellevue park & ride station?

What hours will the light rail train run? All night?

What is the schedule for potential HOV lane construction and light rail construction?




East Link interviews
Enatai Zone One

Zone One property:  Bellevue Way

Interview: Sept. 20, 10:00 a.m.

Notes about property:

1.

Traffic noise from Bellevue Way is very loud at this home. Resident notes that any additional
construction noise, such as the recent overlay, disrupts sleep in the household.

He noted that he is a real estate agent and that he would share this information with his
mother.

Information was provided about the potential full acquisition of the property if the HOV project
proceeds and the possible timeline for the project.

Owner’s major concerns:

1.

Noise — especially during construction — could make life “unbearable.” (The train would be on
the east side and below grade at this point.

Visibility of the train running on the east side of Bellevue Way since their house is on a slope
that would look down toward the light rail line — especially if the existing trees between the light
rail and Bellevue Way are removed.

Loss of property value; obtaining a fair price if the property is acquired. (Max provided Luis with
general information about the City’s property acquisition process.)

Additional comments:
Citizen was unfamiliar with plans for the HOV lane, and he indicated that he would attend the Sept. 26
public hearing to express his thoughts to the City Council.



111" Ave SE
Family status: 2 young children
Sept 22, 5:30

e Most critical concern is sound impact from construction, from train, and from increased traffic if
HOV lane.

e Wants sound measured at different times of day from different locations

e Wants to know if there are things ST can do to direct sound a different direction

e Not really concerned about visual impact at this stage, but doesn’t have enough information to
know how much of the thick vegetation will be removed and what the visual impact might really
be. A bit concerned about large picture window by shower in bathroom that looks out over the
P& R. Want to be informed which trees will be taken out. Not really worried about seeing train,
just about view into their home.

e Mixed feelings on HOV lane, understands need for traffic capacity, just wish it didn’t directly
affect their home.

e Concerned about noise from construction and with contractors wanting to work nights and
weekends, wants to know if there is a public comment period if they ask for construction
variances.

e Concerned about soil stability — what if something happens to their property after tree removal,
construction, etc. Do they have legal recourse, will it be fixed?

e Wants to know if they need to be working with ST or COB on noise mitigation — they expect
noise issues from train and from HOV lane.



SE 24" Place
Own home 4 years
Meeting: 9/21, 6:30pm (augmented with e-mail)

Do you have any concerns about potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project?

e Property sits over Bellevue Way looking at blueberry farm. Concerned about losing territorial
view of blueberry farm.

e Concerned about lights from construction at night.

e Concerned about night time construction, loss of sleep from light and noise — resident has
clinical insomnia.

e Concerned about wheel squeal from train — ST can’t explain why noise models in Tukwila have
not worked, and they are using the same models in Bellevue.

e Worried about plummeting home values — how will the city compensate for this?

e Concerned about more crime in neighborhood.

e Vibration effect is bad already from large trucks and buses, will be worse with construction.

e Would prefer to see HOV on east side of street.

If the project advances, are there steps the City or ST could take to address your concerns?

e  Would prefer to move out during construction and be compensated.

e Wants more specific sound engineering information —i.e....why sound studies are not accurate
in Tukwila.

e Visual screening and sound walls very important — visual screen to block view of train and noise
wall.

Other comments?

Wants to know why left turn lane is extended so far north on Bellevue Way?

Thinks HOV lane is a terrible idea for their property.

Disappointed in Bellevue City Council — do not feel they have done everything they can do get to best
outcome for Bellevue.

Would like to talk with City’s real estate acquisition department.

(The following was received via e-mail 9/22/2011)
When we spoke last night, | forgot one topic. | am gravely concerned about the stability of the soil on

our property. According to the records that came with the house, when the extension was built, special
engineering and oversight during construction was required to ensure the hill didn’t become unstable. If
the HOV lane is built and the hill is cut into, there may be a chance of our house sliding down the hill as a
result of instability created by cutting into the existing hill. | have horrible visions of the construction
crew making the cut into the hill, we get one of those big “pineapple express” rain storms, the soil

looses stability and the entire house slides into Bellevue Way.



If Bellevue goes forward with the HOV lane (and | *really* hope the city does not) | would want the
following specifics from the city:

1. independent soil engineering firm to oversee construction and monitor our property for
potential problems during the entire construction process

2. halting all construction if any possible issues arise, re-evaluating and understanding the
issues/risk before resuming construction

3. up-front, written, documentation from the city that Bellevue will, without quibble, pay for all
repair costs for any and all damage to the property which arise from the construction

up-front, written, documentation from the city that Bellevue will, without quibble, pay for actual
replacement costs of any and all contents of the home damaged by any issues resulting from the
construction.



Enatai Zone One — Bellevue Way

9/15 meeting at city hall

Property is owner-occupied — couple with young children, lived in home 4 years

Works in Seattle (but would not use train due to carpool with spouse and daycare drop off)

Do you have any concerns about potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project:

City on hook for cost — doesn’t think City should spend $25 million for this

Wall needs to be taller than shown as you go south

Prefers a two tiered retaining wall system

Opening up and reducing vegetation along Bellevue Way could cause more light spillage from
street lights

Ambient noise increased after 405 project — use quiet pavement along Bellevue Way

If project advances, are there steps that the City or Sound Transit could take to address your concerns?

Must maintain driveway access from property to Bellevue Way, for easiest access and for
emergency vehicles

Need to make sure tile sewer line is not damaged during construction

Protection of trees — wants trees replaced and vegetation screen. Can some of trees removed be
replanted on different parts of the property? Would also suggest bringing grade up by moving
soil, so that trees start out a few feet taller.

Physical barrier for retaining wall — worried about 8’ vertical drop into traffic lane, wants to
prevent his kids from accessing, worried about safety. Expects he would have to fence his entire
property to have a physical barrier.

Does not want to be living there during construction of HOV and Light Rail — would like to be
bought out, does not want to live through 6 years of construction

Other comments?

Take a serious look at A-2 station v. South Bellevue P&R, less traffic impact and less visual
impact as it drops down sooner

The three houses that will be takes — don’t leave them empty, take out right away

History in Seattle shows that ST likes to work 24/7 and will ask for variances to set construction
hours, not happy about this — one particular concern is decibels of pumps for dewatering during
construction around Winter’s House.

Believes the entire corridor is stuck with their properties until light rail is complete —
“condemnation blight”. Feels no one east of 108" can sell their homes — this will not be cured
by a resurgent real estate market as no one will buy during construction.

Bellevue needs to make sure that ST complies with concurrency and noise code

Will there be updated cost estimates that include mitigation?

Wants to know why no discussion of alignment south of the Y?

Would like to see ST buy all properties on front line, do the project and then dispose of the
properties

Concerned about height of park and ride structure, prefers A-2 station as it would alleviate need
for extra lane on Bellevue Way

Need to remove all at grade crossings — this is a public safety issue.

Should remove intermediate station in Bellevue



e Feel strongly that artificial deadline for the MOU, with the level of detail currently available, is
not sufficient for decision making. The outreach schedule is unacceptable and there should be
more time.



ENATAI ZONE 2 DROP IN SESSION — BELLEVUE CHRISTIAN CHURCH - SEPT. 15, 2011
Individual Comments:

Citizen 1:

No concerns about HOV as it is on the other side of the road from his produce stand. Knows he
needs to re-locate, wants more info on when (suggested he talk with ST about timing).

Wants to maintain access to fields by pump station. Concerned about HOV construction
impacts on farm stand. Additional temporary parking could be added at boat launch to provide
parking for picking blueberries while the other fields are inaccessible during construction.

Citizen 2:

Concerned about impact on Winters House from construction vibration. Not sure HOV will add
any value after construction. Traffic backup is at I-90, Bellevue Way doesn’t cause the
congestion, it is just where the traffic stops because 1-90 is backed up. Problem does need to be
addressed with traffic during construction.

General Resident Comments:

-Concerned about noise from light rail and HOV, already hear the [-405 noise.

-Make 113" exit only from local neighborhood to prevent cut thru or block off entirely, use
barrier to prevent turns.

-More traffic control on 112" to prevent u-turns into neighborhood.

-If you can put an HOV on west side of Bellevue Way, why not just move the LRT into hill on
west side at P&R and use $30M for this instead of HOV, not affecting the blueberry farm and
slough?

-Would like a lid like on Mercer Island, covered with vegetation.

-Noise from station, added to noise from [-90 and 1-405, also dust and view from P&R to homes
(concerns about privacy).

-Retain existing mature trees to block view of P&R.

-Worries about air quality and pollution levels, would like a baseline air quality measure pre-
construction and during construction.

-Concerns that City will at some later point re-zone area to multi family or commercial.
-People upset that there was no general notice of this meeting to the neighborhood, feel they
are being kept in the dark.

-Some feel HOV lane will help keep traffic from cutting through the neighborhood.






Appendix B



COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print:
Name:

Property Address:

Email: Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112'"? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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Please print: v .
Name: ahéi‘(;/) J’éﬂhr)
Property Address: _ 24 /5 |GFth Ave NE

Email: ( 'lwmjll . gkbn@ Oomcasst, net. Phone: YOS -H@ /4GS

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue

and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112™ Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:
1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it

crosses 1127 West side v. east side of 1122 Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit

could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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Please print:

Name: DAVID E PLUMMER
Property Address: | 4414 AE 14 TE PL BELBVVE WA 4207

Email: dea@ comcdast. yelt  phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue

and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112™ Ave SE alignment (B2M);

2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;

3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We

would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are

some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit

could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print:
Name:

Property Address:

Email: ‘ Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?

Please print: —— —

Name: o CJ\T\Q«\SW\‘/

Property Address: ___\\opy Ly S L QAS

Email: _ fonehnin® @ ‘\:ﬁt\\\ WU Phone: HAS — 507%— ’35’7.3\,’1

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112™? West side v. east side of 112'"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?
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Property Address: (o 4D 671" Auve SE

Email: _[a EJ»SEM& @ aa[d o0 (eaq Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue

and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:
1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it

crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 1122 Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are

some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If th)

project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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Please print:

Name:  ANTHWY T NicE

Property Address: 2 Ralefr) P zn
Email:_TONY @ THENIOS, COM Phone: __ &2 S-467- 8140

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print: ‘

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print:
Name:

Property Address:

Email: Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112'"? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print:

Name: Sohn 4 )

Property Address: 1o 21 S.E 26 W S

Email:  Jahell @ g c. com Phone: gg ~ 2343

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on .
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also :
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS. |




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are

some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit

could take to address your concerns?

NO oF 11 108/




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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Please print:
Name: JAECGEA “TJToHMNSOLO
Property Address: 1350 Bécecccrrcey> AR LA

Email: R Ton (@ ComcAST. NET~  Phone: {25. 788 - &92

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112™? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print:
Name: GHES {? é&\lon e

Property A}ddress: (3D 5= //61(/‘9,/&/ /%Vk /_ #. lge//éu;ze L [g 7&%
Email:*\j:m"S'@erce}z@Msﬂ' Copm Phone: 4/ 25 & Tif ~ 874/

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112™ Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from [-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"™? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?

2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print:
Name:

Property Address:

Email: Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:
1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it

crosses 112'"? West side v. east side of 1122 Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?
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Please print:

Name: Juisten  Nice
Property Address: Nl Bele Frer) {Ple  LArse OZlE N
Email:‘/@@‘@/ﬁed(?q;‘mﬁfo - G Phone: _ £23. #£¢2 S5k

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112™? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print:

Name: /%m/m/ﬂ/ -—yvs

PropertyAddress //13 @ﬂ,{,{é{//%%ﬂ

Email: MZ&QM /f/f Phone: 4425~ ¢/{¥/-34 ¢ 3

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"'? West side v. east side of 112'"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET |
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House 5

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112™ Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112""? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?
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Please print:
Name: /ﬁf[ * Lend 'Ed.f—c
Property Address: //Oéé/ﬁé— L SF

Email: ‘ Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.
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COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112™? West side v. east side of 112""? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:

funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are

some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit

could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?
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Please prlnt

Name: os:,o_;\) @A&"I\O\%%O\/
Property Address: \\030\ f 1nd St ’%Q/\,\Wﬂ WO %/( &\)u
Email: k‘oscg,mR-FO\'v\QSsov@%a ‘ c:s»uPhone

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?

Ll ST  pend semer e P

%&2 e 429/7;‘2422’%49/7 /”M =77

/é/ Vs /(/’4«9




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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Please print:

Name: Ly S s pepre

Property Address: o=z~ [(D2F fFre SE Lellrire T—e>d
Email: L'fg'/l’féf'{ﬂw@a[_ Y Phone: GpZ S — RS E ~ FASED

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112'"? West side v. east side of 1122 Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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'2. Whaflare your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have darly concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit

could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle {HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print: ‘

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112™? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?

Please print: <5 Bd@?[
Name: B"é 2‘*‘)

Property Address:
Email: S2a7zev @&aéﬂﬁyjuupwcnﬁw Phone: ¥ W -550-3 ¢y

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




— nilsike—~

&

— et ——=>

COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112™? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?

Please print:

Name: /B&{”\M}EV\\@Q

Property Address: _ (2l & | O%h~ Iw

Email: be;ﬁmﬁp@ ([YYLDL\( Gy Phone: H15- 97z ~qoop

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:
1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
. about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?
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Please print: l
Name:

Property Address:

Email: Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail
The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to

three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"™? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the i

project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print:
Name:

Property Address:

Email: Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 112™? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?

2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112'"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are

some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit

could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.
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COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112™ Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print:
Name:

Property Address:
Email: Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on _.
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also -
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council |
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112'"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit

could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print:,
Name: & O~ \W"‘?

Property Address: ]K@kﬂ‘ N an ?\

Email: Cde RN ,,_‘h)o-"-é/ \r‘“’k‘\r‘ . &&~Phone: 4?( 8\6\@§3’\\

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112""? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?

2,

2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit

could take to address your concerns?

i




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please prmt

Name: / W é)/f/”l 47[1/
Property Address: /4700 NEZ 4 ey #l]3

Email: gcéguﬁédd@wdéﬁ Phone: é/i’f)fé?’/ﬂ/f3

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112™ Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"™2 Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns? :




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
madifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

wﬂ‘(%c)“ &&&P@.}S A
Please print: ) — 233 NE S8+ St
Name: Kﬁ’\/ !@/\QQA Seattie WA aAfos

Property Address: 10(C d (W ¥ Pl S (ﬂmpef(j addeess ~ W)
Email: K\"\' T&@@\@ SM&?\.U}W\ Phone: __ 20b 4| -00F

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET

Sept. 20, 2011 Open House
City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112""? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns? ’
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?
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Please print K
Name: < q“'é Y ﬂ < v*

Property Address: __ 911 2 lH F»L S E 925 0'09(

Email: —Q\)\‘p er kK @ [’W"Ah\‘. LCOVVI Phone: HA& -7.80~ {34

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) apotential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 112"'? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are

some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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Please print:
Name: Loyd . ~Jaceb=

~J
Property Address: 2904 (281 Ave SE

Email:__boyd ~@ hobwail. comm Phone: 4= T747- 9770

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print: ‘

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 1122 Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?

P/éaéé Azw a Sfotvonn in Hae D/On&

Cor NANIE. T U be a  ovear

pene Cv- 4o e nelonberlhood  regfidentea

and__business Pfﬁme%e&, anedl ‘= vl racreg

e

ety d&fcccl(‘o

2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?

(rreat stratea,  dor mytigating conS o ireem

impacts and> \redoen \al %mn(‘?ég Flon oegd-Con,

g’!‘?‘ UC?‘(bﬂ .



3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print:
Name: J288¢€ [~aCln

Property Address: ¢/ (O /0?{-4‘/\ AVLSE

Email:_ Q’\QS&(;‘O&CQW\ @ ‘;\)akoo&af\« Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1.

What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the

project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

THE Ty SHOAD  #eD  (oo\D B THIE COBT

OF  AEFEDIESS DELAV T EEERT THAT VS

< = unEsul | BoT Ws Aps

N N T MoVE  THIZ Poo ey For L4

T dico Do NeT— WINT <= TiMe o2 $

losT  TD  LTIEATIN ZenoseR Jus oy

2 LoD TRASNT. THE YoTEnd oF THE

b

é[%l oF ey RUE UoTEDS ) Zoo® (D (14
CLEMZ — SusPorY  For. LT RAL

4. Any other comments?

Please print:

Name:_ 3 OE  ERURCHVS

Property Address: (oY 26 S  25™ Steegr  REUBEVUE

Email: Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 112'"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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What are your thoughts about thé potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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Please print:

Name: deccca gea-fs

Property Address: __ \0H\ 2.4 sg 255 &t
Email: Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on o
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS. i




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 112"'? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?

2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?
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Please print:

Name: _ Kyung /i To e preverved! /lwf bhd 191 /7y
Property Address: < 28/ 6 /llﬁﬁve & Belle vie wWh

Email: £k & uw, e du Phone: s oé- 7/78—(270

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:
1. What are your thoughts about the B2ZM design options? For example: Where and how it

crosses 1127 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other ccmments?

Please print:

Name: /()0/,//% 7%5( ,

Property Address: ///”9/ /ﬁg # % \6£
Email: _//; XXXY@/V%/W.wm Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.
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COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112™ Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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Please print: P v ”

Name: \gd/ﬁ Z‘% é , ;

Property Address: s SE /670 S
Email: xbé?/é[/////m j\@(’m{a}f{ #¢/ _ Phone: G0 S /—F23)

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.
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COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on o
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also S
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council '
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:
1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it

crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print: C\lé .
Name: Z\/ M&%;J oA

Property Address: {0% 7 (zeo¥= A= Se&
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112™? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?

2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112™ Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"'? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns? :
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
f'unding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?
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Name: L/J?
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to

three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);

2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questlons of City

and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would apprecnate your response to the following questions:

Please prmt

1. What.are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it .
crosses 112"'? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had

about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about Impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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at are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane pro;ect? If the

- project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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Please print:

- Name: ' /2 a 4 :
Property Address: %
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A summary of these comments will be provnded to Clty Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112™ Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) apotential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 1122 Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are

some possible ways to address your concerns?
A YAt
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit

could take to address your concerns?
o€t




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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Please print:
Name:  Aanry L [/ Faéi'ﬂ
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:
1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it

crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit

could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?

Please print:

Name: /Wﬂéw ?’W‘DU‘E

Property Address: __ [0A1§  s¢ 5T S

Email: AR uv.eny Phone: _ LIS h§ 67‘:\0

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2ZM design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112™? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Pleaseprin)p /
Name: NN\ (R_JtE RIS

Property Address: | @CD‘-‘F (0T I &

Email: Phone:

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from I-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:
1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it

crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 112""? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit

could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?

Please print:

Name:  Martin  Faquvetfe

PropertyA'ddress: /] 004 s& 7270 P), PBellevoe

Email: mdpdzue%fé@ comcast . netphone: 425~ 454 -1 76

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112™ Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?




3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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Please print:
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?

¢ pfPDeN R s 32 el

~ ~D . D
Yy O DPHyM < 5 WD CTICVAS o8 B pr(/'b/(( O NS

C Ltk Rhe om0 S gianagd DEFLKN  Foa

K FormmvriT A=) Mo Re) £ Al Us g

PV MY TRANS VRS A5 AR08 1S ooy

E G wjvéd T conananr DIBAES  ovih ZO yerhag

Please print: _
Name: R i+dep £ ovd
p PV —
Property Address: /&30 08T Avi $£7 15
Email: ﬂi(f'/LOWv/@smN(‘r4 cur Phone: L{Z';‘ 1/625 189

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.
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COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?

Please print: .

Name: (ar Y/ &Jelm

Property Address: /&2 A £ g5 c De

Email: 1 ar-}lrw@!ver/@m acast; Phone: _ 2 p 6-58Y ~ 2577
1€+

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue

and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:
1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it

crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit

could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address yaur concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?

Please print:
Name: /‘%lu (/0616)‘2/2_
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 1122 West side v. east side of 1122 Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




Hildonen, Erikka

From: Koengeter, Maria

Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2011 9:17 AM

To: Hildonen, Erikka

Subject: FW: Light Rail 112th Options and Bellevue Way mitigation

Hi Erikka — | understand you are typing up the comment forms. Joel requests this be grouped with the other Open
House comments. Thanks.

Maria

From: Van de Kamp, Bernard

Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2011 4:32 PM

To: Koengeter, Maria; Kattermann, Michael; Harris, Philip S.
Subject: FW: Light Rail 112th Options and Bellevue Way mitigation

From: Joel Glass [mailto:joelg@designguildhomes.com]
Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2011 3:55 PM

To: Van de Kamp, Bernard
Cc: Kuciemba, Katie; Council
Subject: Light Rail 112th Options and Bellevue Way mitigation

Bernard van de Kamp-

Thank you for all of your efforts on the East Link project, I'm sure it is a difficult project at best. I've been following the
project as my time allows via the television and internet and thought | would weigh in on a couple of the current
topics. Please add my comments and questions to those you receive at the Open House. | would attend but my
schedule prevents my attendance. By the way, the notification for this particular open house is terrific. Despite the
unsightly clutter of all of the political signs, the open house signs are a great reminder. | noticed the ad in the Bellevue
Reporter and the post card in the mail as well.

e 112 Ave SE Options. My vote is for the option not listed, “Option D”, a retained cut to cross from the east side
of 112™ to the west. Keeping the rail grade separated from traffic is one of the City’s best
practices. Additionally it helps mitigate the noise and visual defacement that will result from the other
options. This section of 112" Ave, as you know has a nice park like boulevard feel with the wide landscaped
median, no above ground power lines and the slough winding through to the east. The addition of the catenary
lines will forever mar this entrance to Bellevue. Sound Transit should continue work on finding a win-win
route. If ground water is not an issue to the south where the proposed retained cut runs by Winters house then
there must be areas where the retained cut will work to cross 112™ Ave.

I know this is an old argument, but since it continues to frustrate me when we (the tax payers of Bellevue)
encounter Sound Transit, | will continue to bring it up. How many Metro and Sound Transit tunnels does the
City of Seattle have? How much did the City of Seattle contribute over and above their citizens’ regular fees and
taxes? The City of Bellevue is being bent over on the tunnel and light rail route selection, from my perspective
we should insist on a retained cut to cross 112" Ave.

e Bellevue Way Mitigation. As a resident of Enatia, | frequently get stuck in the traffic on Bellevue Way. So I am
pleased to see that the B2M route discussions include adding a lane for south bound traffic on Bellevue
Way. My main question on this added lane is; how was it decided to make this lane an HOV lane as opposed to

1




a general purpose lane? Are there specific traffic studies for this section of Bellevue Way that suggest that an
HOV lane will improve traffic and Level of Service at effected intersections more than adding general purpose
lane?

l understand that HOV lanes can help facilitate traffic, but | question its benefit on this relatively short stretch of
road particularly when compared to the benefit of a general purpose lane. Further, since the proposed lane is
essentially for mitigation of mass transit, it seems logical that it would provide some relief to the majority of the
people paying for it and using it which from my admittedly biased perspective would be those in single occupant
vehicles.

Additionally | am concerned that the City of Bellevue is paying for Sound Transit’s mitigation by paying for the
costs of this lane. | would find it helpful to have an understanding of how much the City of Seattle spent
mitigating Sound Transit’s central link projects. Since the MOU/Tunnel agreement seems to be a foregone
conclusion it seems reasonable to me that the costs for this project would come out of the City’s current pledge
of $160M.

Thank you again for your time and effort on this project.
Joel Glass

1652 105™ Ave SE
Bellevue, WA 98004




Hildonen, Erikka

From: Koengeter, Maria

Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2011 9:18 AM
To: Hildonen, Erikka

Subject: FW: Eastlink Mitigation Requirements

Another Open House comment.

From: Van de Kamp, Bernard

Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2011 4:37 PM
To: Koengeter, Maria; Harris, Philip S.
Subject: FW: Eastlink Mitigation Requirements

From: Mccool, Kim

Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2011 3:13 PM

To: Sarkozy, Steve; Miyake, Brad; Basich, Myrna; Berg, David; Van de Kamp, Bernard
Subject: FW: Eastlink Mitigation Requirements

FYI: Input for Open House today.

From: Lee Maxwell [mailto:lorraineleemaxwell@comcast.net]
Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2011 3:04 PM

To: Kuhn, Cheryl; Kattermann, Michael

Cc: Council

Subject: Eastlink Mitigation Requirements

Thank you for the most gracious and informative session on Eastlink at our home on Monday afternoon. Sam
and I are not available to attend the open house Tuesday afternoon. Comments for that process follows.

1. Support the B7R alignment including the A2 station. This is the only honest and practical mitigation
that our City should facilitate. It is not appropriate to site regional transit and a regional station adjacent
to a 60 year old well established suburban style single family community. Nor is it ethical
to compromise in any way, the Nature Park, the Community Park, and Bellevue's only building listed on
the National Register of Historic Places. The Alignment and the Station of the B2 alignment both suffer
this fatal flaw.

If 1 above is not accommodated:

1. Utilize the B2M (option A) on 112th SE, and install a permanent barrier designed to protect the west-
side residential community from construction and operational intrusions.

And to mitigate B2M (Option A):

1. Permanently close the intersection at 112thSE and SE 8th to vehicle traffic to eliminate the grade

crossing with light at SE8th.
2. Facilitate use of SE 6th for through east-west vehicular traffic between 118thSE and 112thSE. SE 8th

was not planned by the COB, but was a result of the Bellefield Business Park development, and later




deeded to the City. It is not a well designed and necessary part of the street grid. Cut-through use of SE
8th intrudes into the adjacent neighborhood esthetic.

. Design vehicle access to Surrey Downs Park from the realigned SE 4th. Allow no further vehicle access
to the park from the neighborhood.

. Cancel, or delay until ridership proves worthy, the construction and operation of a "Main Street
Station". A regionally accessed station adjacent to a community/neighborhood park will put the park in
jeopardy as a "hangout" and freedom of access to the adjacent family neighborhood. A Main Street
Station will promote the burgeoning incidences of burglary and vandalism occurring there.

. Replace the Mercer Slough Park & Ride with B7R's A2 Station and Park &Ride, which would eliminate
compromise of the Winters House, and allow return of the east-side property to the nature park

wetland.




22’7\51
To: The City of Bellevue, WA Dated September 2011

We the undersigned neighbors of Bellecrest adjacent to 112" Ave SE require the following
for Light Rail to be implemented on the Eastside. We support the B7 alignment. This is the
only reasonable, feasible and affordable alignment with real mitigation that our City
should facilitate. It is not appropriate to site regional transit and a regional station
adjacent to well established single family neighborhoods. It is not appropriate

to compromise in any way, the Mercer Slough Nature Park, or Bellevue's Winters House,

the only property on the whole Eastside listed on the National Register of Historic Places.

The B2 alignment and the South Bellevue Park and Ride Station both suffer this fatal flaw.

A) If the above is not accommodated, then we Bellecrest neighbors of the Bellecrest
Neighborhood Association require that the B2M alignment be engineered by
extending the ‘cut and cover’ from 1-90 to the Winters house all along 112t Ave SE .

B) Require that Sound Transit to comply with all of the City’s noise, concurrency and
environmental regulations, which will establish minimum requirements for
construction and operation of the Project.

C) Should Sound Transit fail to satisfy A) and B) to protect the neighborhood then the
Agency shall purchase at fair market value residences whose exterior areas (i.e.,
yards) will be impacted by noise, dust or vibration caused by operation of the Project
that are in violation of Bellevue’s ordii’wances. |

We the undersigned do hereby require the City to adopt the above conditions with any
agreement with Sound Transit:-
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Kattermann, Michael

From: Kuhn, Cheryl

Sent: Thursday, September 22, 2011 4:43 PM

To: Kattermann, Michael; Ellenhorn, Julie

Subject: . FW: Comment Sheet from 9/20/2011 Open House on East Link

Wendy told me that she didn’t have time to complete her comment sheet at the Open House, so she was going to send
itin. I'm forwarding it to you two because Mike is summarizing the open house comments and Julie is summarizing
Enatai. You can fight over it if you want to!

S . N o “Cheryl Kuhn
Neighborhood Outreach Manager ~ City of Bellevue
425-452-4089 ~ 450 110" Avenue NE

From: Wendy Jones [mailto:wendyrjones@hotmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, September 22, 2011 4:23 PM

To: Kuhn, Cheryl; Lee, Conrad; Davidson, Don; Degginger, Grant; Balducci, Claudia; Wallace, Kevin R; Robertson,
Jennifer S.; Chelminiak, John

Subject: Comment Sheet from 9/20/2011 Open House on East Link

The following comments are in response to Bellevue's Open House Sept. 20, 2011 regarding East Link. I continue to
believe that the B7R alignment is superior to B2M and does not have the significant neighborhood impacts. However, I
understand that at this point B2M is Sound Transit's preferred/chosen alignment and make these comments accordingly.

The current design options proposed for 112th Ave. SE are worrisome to me. By moving the train to the west
side sooner, the neighborhoods are impacted to an even greater extent. The train is closer to more homes, with the
noise and visual impacts that much more disruptive to neighborhoods. I am against an elevated crossing of 112th
because of the visual impact, but I understand that the noise impacts will be lessened by alleviating at-grade crossings of
several intersections and 112th. Ave SE. Basically I feel that the final choices should be made after extensive
engagement by the City with those neighborhoods most affected.

The potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project has me confused. From my reading there does not appear to be a
substantiated need for this lane. With the true bottleneck apparently being caused by traffic from the South Bellevue
P&R entering Bellevue Way, relocating the P&R makes more sense. The price tag for the potential HOV lane is extremely
expensive. And, once again, the effects of the rail line are pushed further into a neighborhood. With additional property
acquisitions, 3 retaining walls and 18-30 feet of the hillside taken for the HOV lane the cost is way too high in terms
of impacts. None of this enhances the Enatai neighborhood. In addition, there would be additional traffic noise with no
real way to mitigate it for those living above the hiliside. I am aware that this HOV lane has long been on the "wish list"
of some, but I do not feel this is the time for the added expenditure. I feel the need for this lane needs to be more
thoroughly analyzed and the neighborhood more thoroughly informed before taking any action. I do not think it should
be part of the current "bargaining” with Sound Transit. It does not feel like mitigation--it feels like further
intrusion into a neighborhood. IF the HOV lane is pursued, it should be done well-ahead of any ST construction and
with great attention to anything that could help mitigate the noise for those living above it. The noise mitigated should
include that which will come from Light Rail, as well as the noise we get from I-405. ‘

The MOU is a source of great concern to me. I still do not understand why Bellevue is being required to pay for the
tunnel when other communities have tunnels and have not had to pay for them. Especially when we generate so much
sales tax revenue from Bellevue Square, Lincoln Square and the Bravern. Although the City seems to be prioritizing our
contributions carefully, the overall cost of the tunnel will place onerous burden on our City and its residents for
many years to come. And this, of course, is in a time of substantial economic stress. ST has not proven an ability to
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stay either on-budget or on time with other projects; this also gives me great caution. I DO NOT BELIEVE THE MOU
SHOULD BE SIGNED UNTIL EVERY GOOD EFFORT HAS BEEN MADE TO LOWER OUR CONTRIBUTION, UNTIL
THE PROPOSED HOV LANE HAS BEEN LOOKED AT IN FAR GREATER DETAIL AND UNTIL THE CITY OF
BELLEVUE IS ABLE TO CONDUCT AND COMPLETE FAR MORE PUBLIC OUTREACH THAN IT HAS THUS FAR.
This, of course, will take time. But then, with the recent release of the FEIS and such significant design options now
being proposed, it would be most prudent to take the time now rather than have great regret later.

In addition, the more I learn about Light Rail, the more I have concern that transit-oriented development is an eventual
goal for South Bellevue. Ethically I feel that if this is the case, it needs to come out in the open. I know that residential
density is desirable along a rail line to ensure its accessibility/ridership. We do not currently have this density. It has felt
that our neighborhoods are living under a cloud of great uncertainty as to future plans. Please respect our commitment
to our neighborhoods and our need to have full disclosure of future plans either by Sound Transit or by the City of
Bellevue.

City Council, please do not let Sound Transit intimidate our good city. I live here by choice; I do not live in Seattle by
choice. I treasure and love the neighborhoods of South Bellevue. This project will impact these neighborhoods beyond
comprehension. I turn to you to protect our neighborhoods and our fiscal resources with wisdom and with firmness!

Respectfully,

Wendy Jones

10824 SE 23rd St.
Bellevue, WA 98004
425-455-4067




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);

2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;

3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.
Please take a few minutes to review the mformatxon at the open house, ask questions of City -
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112"? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.
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COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House SEP 22 2011

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail CITY CuunGiL

RECEIVED

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit:

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-:90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel.

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:
1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example Where and how it
_crosses 112"™? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, If so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns? - :
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2. What are your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subséquent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?
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4. Any other comments?
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Please print:
Name:

Property Address: Z?Z //07”&@&' % @ETLE\[UE
Email: _ BBONNY @ MSA, D7 Phone: _ f2s — L. SBBS—

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




Please print: :
Name: MARTIN A. $ANGSTER

Property Address: 10919 S. E. 6th STREET

Email: Phone: 425-454-2863

A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




PARKING & TRAFFIC IN SURREY DOWNS

(1) HUMAN NATUREAWILL CAUSE SURREY DOWNS TO BE TRANSFORMED INTO

(2)
(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

the "park" OF "PARK & RIDE" BECAUSE COMMUTERS WILL BE ABLE

TO PARK IN SURREY DOWNS AND BOARD THE TRAINS BOUND FOR SEATTLE
AHEAD OF THE CROWD AT THE REGULAR "PARK & RIDE"A MILE DOWN THE K3
ROUTE. 1IN OTHER WORDS, THEY WILL BOARD THE TRAIN AT THE

S. E. 1lst ST. AND 112th AVE, 8. E.STATION AND PARK IN SURREYDOWN

PLENTY OF PARKING! PLENTY OF SEATING! NO CROWDS!
IT'S ALL DUE TO THE STATION LOCATED AT 112th s. E. & S.E. 1st!

WHAT ABOUT PARKING IN THE PROPOSED BOY'S & GIRL'S CLUB LOTS?
THEN CATCH THE SAME TRAIN FROM THE SAME STATION?
WHAT ABOUT HOUSEWIVES WHO WISH TO DROP HUBBY OFF AT THE SAME

SURREY DOWNS STATION AND HEAD TO SCHOOL WITH THE KIDS OR TO
THEIR OWN JOBS OR WHATEVER? IT WOULD APPEAR TO HAVE POTENTIAL
FOR A TRAFFIC DEBACLE.

~I DON'T ANTICIPATE THAT MANY SURREY DOWNS RESIDENTS WILL

FAVOR THE INSTALLATION OF A LOT OF "NO PARKING" SIGNS BUT
PERHAPS THAT"S THE ONLY SOLUTION.

PERHAPS A CEMENT WALL RUNNING ALL ALONG THE EAST AND NORTH
BORDERS OF SURREY DOWNS IS THE MOST EFFECTIVE AND ULTIMATE
ANSWER TO THIS AND OTHER PROBLEMS SUCH AS TRESPASS.

PERHAPS ALL OF THESE ANTICIPATED DIFFICULTIES ARE ALREADY SOLVED
BY SOME PLANNED PARKING LOT IN CLOSE PROXIMITY TO THE 1st
STREET STATION, BUT I WAS TOLD BY THE LIGHT RAIL PEOPLE THAT
THIS WAS BEING LEFT UP TO THE CITY. IT WOULD APPEAR CRITICAL
THAT A COMMITMENT FROM THE CITY BE PART OF THE FOUNDATION

FOR JUDGEMENT IN REACHING A DECISION IN THIS MATTER.

PERHAPS THE lst STREET STATION IS NOT A MATTER FOR SERIOUS
CONSIDERATION A ANYWAY.

SURREY DOWNS PRESENTLY HAS A DAILY TRAFFIC FLOW OF ABOUT

2 OR 3 HUNDRED CARS THAT USE OUR STREETS AS A SHORT-CUT

FROM THE N. W. CORNER OF SURREY DOWNS TO THE PRESENT ACCESS TO
112th AVE S. E. AT S. E. 4th STREET. THESE DRIVERS ARE INCLINED
TO DRIVE FASTER THAN ALLOWED SINCE THEIR WHOLE PURPOSE IS TO
SAVE TIME. THEY ALSO USE THE REVERSE ROUTES AND OTHER ENTRANCES.

WHAT CAN BE DONE TO DISCOURAGE THIS PRACTICE WHEN LAYING OUT

. THE NEW STREET ALIGNMENTS? PARTICULARLY WHAT ABOUT SE 6th STREET

AND DISCOURAGING ANY INCREASED USE OF THIS STREET?

THERE ARE TWO OR THREE ENTRANCES TO SURREY DOWNS PARK FROM
WITHIN SURREY DOWNS. THESE ARE VERY CONVENIENT FOR RESIDENTS
OF SURREY DOWNS WHO CAN THEN WALK FROM THEIR HOMES TO THE
WALKING TRACK OR TO THE CHILDREN's PLAY AREA WITHOUT THE
NECESSITY OF DRIVING AROUND BY 112th. HOWEVER THEY ALSO RESULT
IN PARENTS OF LITTLE LEAGUERS PARKING IN FRONT OF OUR MAILBOXES
AND CAUSING SOME MINOR DISRUPTION OF MAIL SERVICE. NOT A BIG
THING BUT WORTH A PLUG FOR OUR MAIL CARRIERS.




Kattermann, Michael

From: Van de Kamp, Bernard

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:39 AM

To: Kattermann, Michael; Koengeter, Maria; Harris, Philip S.
Subject: FW: East Linl Options at Sept. 20 Open House

From: Nunnelee, Sandra J.

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:29 AM

To: Sarkozy, Steve; Miyake, Brad; Sparrman, Goran; Van de Kamp, Bernard
Subject: FW: East Linl Options at Sept. 20 Open House

FYI

. From: psmarshall@comcast.net [mailto:psmarshall@comcast.net]
Sent: Friday, September 23, 2011 12:16 PM

To: Council

Subject: East Linl Options at Sept. 20 Open House

Dear Mayor and City Council:
Using the format of the comment sheets at the open house, here are my reactions to the options:

1. B2M Design Options

-- | favor Option C, the At-Grade Crossover of SE 15th St.

-- | think it is important to get the guideway to the west (uphill) side of 112th SE for more favorable
building conditions, and fewer heavy traffic crossings. Option C does this best of the 3 options
presented.

-- 1 think the at-grade configuration is visually most compatible with the green boulevard quality of
112th SE. It does not introduce a bulky and expensive flyover structure with its extensive transition
structures, as would be the case with Option B

-- Option C appears to maintain the planted median strips between Bellevue Way and SE 8th St., in
contrast to Options A and B which apparently eliminate them.

- | think the vehicle traffic impacts of a signalized 112th SE at-grade crossing, and of the SE4th/SE
6th St. crossing, would be acceptable. It is not reasonable or cost-effective to expect continued
unimpeded traffic movement on these roadways; a little bit of that automotive convenience needs to
be relinquished to accommodate the crossing of light rail to the west side of 112th SE.

2. Potential Bellevue Way HOV Lane

-- I 'am concerned that this proposal opens the door to unwelcome impacts along Bellevue Way. (le-
mailed the Council about this last month).




-- I'm uncertain about the traffic rationale. My recollection is the traffic data indicates the most
serious traffic issue on Bellevue Way is during southbound PM peak hours. Sound Transit's use of
one northbound lane would not affect that existing traffic condition. |-don't think Sound Transit needs
total, 24-hour use of a full lane for its staging area, as explained below.

-- Sound Transit would of course be happy to use a traffic-free northbound lane for their staging area;
and maybe they would even be willing to pay for that by building a southbound HOV lane, if Bellevue
insisted. But | think they could solve this problem for a lesser capital cost, i.e. managing the use of
one northbound lane between [-90 and the park and ride facility.. They could open that portion of
northbound capacity during the 2- or 3-hour peak period on weekday mornings, then close it for the
20+ hours when that is not needed. (Maybe when the park-and-ride is closed for reconstruction, most
of the peak traffic overload will be relocated anyway).

-- A more radical option occurs to me here: If taxpayers would support a southbound HOV lane on
the west side of Bellevue Way, with all its financial and environmental impacts--why not run the East
Link guideway on that side of Bellevue Way? The elevated guideway could turn north from 1-90, be
accessed by a footbridge from the existing Park and Ride across Bellevue Way, and come down to
grade north of the existing signalized intersection there. As it approached the "Y" intersection with
112th Ave. SE, it could rise to a flyover of Bellevue Way and continue then completely on the west
side of 112th SE to SE Main St.

(Possible financial and environmental benefits of this idea: simpler construction of a station
indipendent of the parking area east of Bellevue Way, and simpler expansion of parking capacity
there; no ditch in front of the Winters house; all uphill of the Mercer Slough wetland border; minimal
disruption of the 112th SE traffic --in operational phase)

3. MOU

Get it done. I'm sure Bellevue can come up with a reasonable share of the cost of completing the
essential tunnel connection to the city's vital retail and govenrnmental activities.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. | look forward to the Sept. 26 public hearing.
Sincerely,

Peter Marshall

3030 109th Ave. SE

Bellevue, 98004
(425) 453-9287




Kattermann, Michael

From: Van de Kamp, Bernard

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:37 AM

To: Kattermann, Michael; Koengeter, Maria; Harris, Philip S.
Subject: : Fw: ... COMMENTS ON B2M & OPEN HOUSE

From: Nunnelee, Sandra J.

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 8:30 AM

To: Sarkozy, Steve; Miyake, Brad; Sparrman, Goran; Van de Kamp, Bernard
Subject: FW: ... COMMENTS ON B2M & OPEN HOUSE ...

FYI

From: Richard Applestone [mailto:rapple96@comcast.net]
Sent: Friday, September 23, 2011 10:23 AM

To: Council

Cc: Richard Applestone

Subject: ... COMMENTS ON B2M & OPEN HOUSE ...

Dear Mayor Davidson and Council members,

Noted below are my comments and questions related to the Sound Transit East Link and the related Sept. 20,
2011 Open House. :

09/26 /2011
There are five areas that | would like to comment on or ask questions about:

* FIRST, there is no justification for a Main Street station;
* Despite Sound Transit's ridership numbers, there are few customers for a

station at that location because:

* It is primarily surrounded by hotels / motels and a few small local businesses

* It is only located about 300 yards from the Bellevue Transit Center

* Using the "Walking Distance from Park” map within the Surrey Downs Park
Master Plan, the distance from the proposed Main Street Station is less than
a ten minute walk.

* A proposed power sub-station is located within the current NE corner of
Surrey Downs = 24 hours of noise.

* It's location seems to support the TOD (Transportation Oriented Design)
concept which is not desirable along side a residential community such as
Surrey Downs! This is not the SODO district!

* SECOND, the re-routing of SE 4th Street on Options "A" and "C" make that
access very limiting, even stupid. '
* Both have new roads which cut off of SE 4th through the Park to SE 6th Street
on 112th Ave. SE.
* This will limit access in/out of Surrey Downs and the Park, create a massive
back-up, and reduce much needed parking.

1




* This road modification would create a severe negative impact to emergency
responders to the Surrey Downs community and the Park. | know from
personal experience these can be life threatening delays.

* Staff at the Open House stated that the Surrey Downs Park designation
could be changed from Regional to Local. Without the implementation of
the Surrey Downs Park Master Plan there has been no change in park usage.

This is primarily due to the presence of the King County Courthouse.

* Question: What is the reduction of Surrey Downs Park (acres and percent)
due to the B2M route?

* 1 coached and managed for over 20 years within the Bellevue Little League
system and there has always been a shortage of fields, and there still is.

* All three B2M Options make the recently approved Surrey Downs Park Master
Plan obsolete.

* THIRD, all three B2M Options heavily impact the environment on both Bellevue
Way and 112th Ave. SE by running close to the Mercer Slough. In fact, one
option (C) appears to actually touch the slough.

* It appears the B7R crossing of the slough near 1-90 has much less
environmental impact than the B2M which runs along the slough (2 1/4 Mi.).

* Has the city received a response to it's letter to The Federal Transit
Administration, dated August 29,2011, re: East Link Project - Section 4 (f)
Analysis, and if yes, what was it's response?

* Has the experience of having to raise SE 8th Street (July 2002 - July 2003)
at a cost of $2.543M been included in the B2M review?.

* Using the B2M route, it appears Sound Transit may need to issue scuba
gear to it's East Link riders.

* FOURTH, what will be the city's role in determining (and funding) the imminent
domain and mitigation decisions?
* Will these costs be included in the cost comparison between the B2M and
B7R routes?

* FIFTH, Forget the Tunnel
* It is a red herring, divisive issue, not needed, that Sound Transit is using
against Bellevue.
* The B7R-C7E route is much less costly and a better solution!

Don't trust Sound Transit numbers; they failed miserably on their Central Link
promises as to schedule, plan and costs. What makes anyone think they will do
a better job with the East Link.

Thank you for reading my comments, | know they are long.
Sincerely,

Dick Applestone

319 - 111th Ave. SE
Bellevue, Wa. 98004
425-454-0997
rapple96@comcast.net




COMMENT SHEET
Sept. 20, 2011 Open House

City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail

The purpose of this open house is to learn about your concerns, comments and ideas related to
three aspects of the East Link light rail project currently being discussed by the City of Bellevue
and Sound Transit: >

1) design options for the 112" Ave SE alignment (B2M);
2) a potential high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane on Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y”;
3) the potential City contribution to a Downtown tunnel,

Please take a few minutes to review the information at the open house, ask questions of City
and Sound Transit staff, and share your thoughts with staff and/or on this comment form. We
would appreciate your response to the following questions:

Please print:

1. What are your thoughts about the B2M design options? For example: Where and how it
crosses 112'"? West side v. east side of 112"? Does it address previous concerns you had
about impacts? Does it raise new concerns about impacts, if so, what are they? What are
some possible ways to address your concerns?

(7‘(~ (L* \'065 T ovding WLM\WR che ”Z{‘é\, Ge IE (o~ lhew oo

\/\6\\M mmmmnd Dwv &0 cw»@ M\/ay«)vxwxmﬂtwh Mﬁf/,w o

Voo, NUlther €le W) wae the E voue is aceeptslyle.

-0 Su Y e &qw Y M&V'AL s - v, Okcju Ol 00y Mﬂa@r%:%/

Value V\m('a.\hSU(d \/tbv(/\’\“nbu\ T\/@Mc ;M{)a&‘\” a1

/ []
CsDSEiu Ootvtc £.5 Bl g ||z Lol e cectint . A\ eyhote

xo o *Z ‘*’&\Aﬂ@@(/\ @5?/\} 4 14y b fusteod 01 1Z (..

2. Whatare your thoughts about the potential Bellevue Way HOV lane project? If the
project advances do you have any concerns? Are there steps that the City or Sound Transit
could take to address your concerns?
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3. The memorandum of understanding (MOU) would be a binding agreement between the
City of Bellevue and Sound Transit designed to cover items including, but not limited to:
funding commitments by both parties for the Downtown light rail tunnel; agreement on
modifications to the alignment in the B segment; and providing a basis for subsequent
agreements. Do you feel the proposed approach for City contributions (1st, no cost or low
cost items; 2nd, items that provide corollary benefits to the City, and 3rd; contingent
contributions) is generally the right approach? What else should the Council consider in
evaluating an East Link financial contribution?

4. Any other comments?
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Please print:

Name: 7 Vav) J ..X‘YV\QHQZ ‘FWVLCQ/} Hjxmemez
Property Address: 24 o Vilylh Aye SE :gt?i/(’\/um WA, 4?00¢
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A summary of these comments will be provided to City Council prior to the public hearing on
these topics in Council Chambers on Monday, Sept. 26, 2011 at 8:00 p.m. You are also
encouraged to speak at the public hearing and/or send your comments to the City Council
(council@bellevuwa.gov). THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME AND YOUR COMMENTS.




Kattermann, Michael

From: Cheryl Hoople [choople@hotmail.com]

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 10:05 AM

To: Kattermann, Michael; Council

Cc: katie.kuciemba@soundtransit.org; Carlson, Diane

Subject: Comment for the Public Record - COB East Link light-rail transit

Regarding the City of Bellevue East Link Light Rail:

As a 25+-year resident of this City and long-time resident of the Enatai Neighborhood near south
Bellevue Way, I respectfully submit comments in three areas for the public record:

B2M East Link 112th Ave. SE Alignment Design Options
I do not support any light-rail transit alignment along Bellevue Way SE and 112" St.

« Ridership - Table 4-14 in the DEIS shows clearly that projected differences between any of the
East Link segments is not substantial.

« Historical and environmental preservation - No proposed route along 112" St. respects
and retains the previous and current Council’s positive historical actions and constant level of
protection that Bellevue neighborhoods expect from its officials. I expect my City Council to
maintain this record—particularly in negotiations with Sound Transitregarding future light-rail
transit plans. The City should convey a consistent message: respect neighborhoods and
protect current Bellevue businesses and citizens.

Potential HOV Lane on Bellevue Way
I do not support construction or re-striping Bellevue Way SE. for an HOV lane. The cost is too high
and this solution to current and future traffic congestion is unproven.

I ask why? Built on the west side of Bellevue Way SE, this lane sets non-voter-approved precedence
within the City of Bellevue (COB) city limits. It also will require 18-30 feet of excavation from the
existing hillside to provide adequate space for the additional traffic lane. Also, 3 retaining walls will be
required. The height of one retaining wall is higher than a 2-story building. And at least one
retaining wall will be 1500 feet in length—the equivalent of 5 football fields. Does this action
constitute mitigation and environmental preservation to you?

Tunnel Funding

I do not support the COB acquiring additional debt for a tunnel in this precarious economic
environment. Sacrificing the quality and assurance of future community services in favor of one
sector of the total community is unconscionable.

Thank you.
Submitted by Cheryl G. Hoople

10637 SE 22™ Street
Bellevue, WA 98004




EMAIL MEMORANDUM

To: Mayor Davidson and Bellevue City Council Members Date: 26-Sep-2011
From: Bill Eager, TDA Inc

Subject: Sound Transit’s East Link Light Rail is a Waste

# Of Pages: 2 ’ Job #:n.a. |

Dear Mayor Davidson and Members of the Council,

East Link’s contribution to the transportation needs of Bellevue is so trivial that the project
should be abandoned. Consider the example of downtown Bellevue. Total travel demand
is projected to grow at an average +3.2% per year from 2008 to 2030, reaching 695,000
daily person-trips in 2030.1. Using Sound Transit estimates for 2030, only about 2,500
new daily transit trips would be added by the East Link project (most train passengers
would be previous bus riders). That 0.4% contribution is so small as to be insignificant;
East Link would serve only 1.5 months of growth. Please see the chart below. At a cost
of $3 billion or more (in 2007%) for basically zero contribution to downtown travel
needs, this East Link project will be a shameful waste.

East Link in Perspective: Daily Person-Trips in &
out of Downtown Bellevus, 2030
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During the 2030 PM peak hour, downtown Bellevue’s roadway network could only

! Source: BKR Documentation Report, City of Bellevue and Sound Transit, Feb 2010
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-serve about 78% of the trip demand?, leaving an un-served gap of about 11,000 person
trips. Hast Link could serve only about 350 of this 11,000 gap. Downtown Bellevue will
- have a problem in 2030 and East Link will do almost nothing to help.

East Link's Trivial Contribution for Gap in
Downtown Bellevue Person-Trips
2030 PM Peak Hour

B0,000
50,000
AD.G00 e
L A Network
_ Served
9,060
East Link Trips Total Trips

If it is not politically possible to abandon East Link, then the alignment option that
does the least damage to downtown, to streets serving downtown, and to Bellevue
neighborhoods should be chosen. That would appear to be Option C 14E/B7.
Ridership would be slightly reduced, but ridership would be only slightly more
trivial than the “preferred” alternatives.

Respectfully submitted,

Bill Eager

1120 Bellefield Park Lane
Bellevue, WA 98004
 206-719-2343
beager@tdanet.com

2 VISSIM Documentation Report, City of Bellevue/Sound Transit, p. 19, Feb. 2010
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. Kattermann, Michael

From: Nunnelee, Sandra J.
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 11:31 AM
To: Sarkozy, Steve; Miyake, Brad; Sparrman, Goran; Van de Kamp, Bernard; Kattermann,
Michael
- Subject: FW: Eastlink Public Hearing Comments
FYI

From: Todd Woosley [mailto:todd@woosleyproperties.com]
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 11:01 AM

To: Council

Subject: Eastlink Public Hearing Comments

Dear Bellevue City Council and Neighbors,

Tonight is a critical opportunity to ensure Bellevue protects its neighborhoods and economy from the impacts of
Sound Transit's proposed Eastlink light rail project.

Like any other development, the development, construction and operation of East Link must fully mitigate its
impacts. The City Council has the responsibility to ensure complete mitigation is performed by Sound Transit.

Currently, tail is wagging the dog. The scheme is to have the citizens of Bellevue pay for many of light rail's
impacts! This is unacceptable.

Therefore, it is imperative that we communicate to the Council the specific impacts that need to be mitigated.
Here is a list of many of the major impacts that need mitigation:

TRAFFIC: LIGHT RAIL COULD CAUSE INCREASED CONGESTION, CUT-THROUGH TRAFFIC
IN OUR NEIGHBORHOODS, AND EMERGENCY RESPONSE TIMES.

- Congestion caused by light rail taking over 1-90's center roadway. The baseline for comparison must be the
overall throughput of 1-90 with the R8A (two way HOV lanes) project and current operations of the center
roadway (buses, carpools, Mercer Island single occupant vehicles). For the record, R8A was approved
independently from Eastlink. Its construction should not be considered mitigation by Sound Transit.

- Congestion caused by construction of Eastlink along Bellevue Way and 112th Avenue S.E., as well as along
Segment C (CBD) and Segment D (Bel-Red Corridor).

- Congestion caused by any loss of current AND future transportation corridor capacity from Eastlink's
alignment. For example, the HOV lane on Bellevue Way.

- Congestion caused by any at-grade crossing, where the train tracks would cross an existing street. For
example, S.E. 8th Street.

- Congestion caused by the massive new park and ride structure. The proposed park and ride adds the
equivalent of several downtown highrises' worth of parking to a single family neighborhood.

FISCAL: ALL COSTS SHOULD BE COMMUNICATED TO BELLEVUE'S CITIZENS PRIOR TO THE
CITY ENTERING ANY FORMAL AGREEMENT WITH SOUND TRANSIT
- Costs to Bellevue's General Fund should be accounted for, and their impacts known. What programs and/or
staff will have to be cut to pay for General Fund expenses wrought by Eastlink?




- Costs to Bellevue's Capital Budget should be accounted for, and their impacts known. What projects will have
to be cut to pay for Bellevue's contribution to Eastlink?

- Any proposed new or increased taxes and/or fees must be made known BEFORE Bellevue commits to any
financial agreement with Sound Transit.

ECONOMIC: TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS IN BELLEVUE THREATEN THE ECONOMIC
HEALTH OF EXISTING BUSINESSES ,

- The economic impacts to businesses along Eastlink's route should be identified, and fully miticated. How
many businesses will be lost or dislocated by Eastlink?

- The devaluation of residential properties must be accounted for, and fully miticated. What is the overall loss
of property value caused by Eastlink?

- The Sales Tax (0./9%) and MVET (car tabs) for the Regional Transit Authority (dba Sound Transit) are a
drain on our consumer driven economy. What is the negative impact of these high taxes on Bellevue's
economy?

NOISE: SOUND TRANSIT'S LIGHT RAIL IS INFAMOUS FOR THE UNACCEPTABLE LEVEL OF
NOISE IT MAKES.

- Both interior AND exterior noise levels must be fully mitigated. The current residential ambient noise level
must not be exceeded.

ENVIRONMENTAL: LIGHT RAIL WILL TAKE SO FEW CARS OFF THE ROAD, THAT IT WILL
TAKE DECADES TO MAKE UP FOR THE CARBON IMPACTS JUST FOR ITS CONSTRUCTION.
WORSE, IT WILL PERMANENTLY DEGRADE BELLEVUE'S LARGEST, HIGHEST QUALITY
WETLANDS.

- There is no acceptable mitigation for the B2 alignment. Only the B7 alignment could fully mitigate its
impacts on the Mercer Slough. Conversely, if light rail "can't" be run across the slough, then Bellevue and
Sound Transit must state immediately that this is a permanent situation, and light rail cannot be extended to
Eastgate and Issaquah along the 1-90 corridor Perhaps Issaquah City Councimember and Sound Transit Board
member Fred Butler should be made aware of this first..

Sincerely,
Todd

Todd R. Woosley
10633 S.E. 20th Street
Bellevue, WA 98004
(425) 454-7150 mobile

Sincerely,
Todd

Todd R. Woosley

Hal Woosley Properties, Inc.
12001 N.E. 12th Street, Suite #44
Bellevue, WA 98005

(425) 455-5730 #3 office

(425) 454-7150 mobile




APPENDIX B
NOTES POSTED ON PLOT MAPS -9/20/2011 OPEN HOUSE

Option A: at grade crossing to west side at SE 6th

1. Having a station {East Main Station} six blocks from another station is stupid. People
who will not walk six blocks will not ride your train. You're just making the train ride

slower. Andrew Pardoe
2. TOD? Is {East Main} station for TOD? Bill Easterbrook
3. Why not move the at-grade cross over (on 112th) further north so it a) preserves more
of Surrey Park; b) affects tennis courts @ BAC instead of homes in Surrey Downs? Jinda
Rosmann
Move cross-over north of SE 4th. {Anonymous comment appended to #3 above}
At-grade xings are disruptive in many ways. Martin Paquette
Amen! {Anonymous comment appended to #5 above}
Details on SE 8th intersection. Gate? Whistle? Noise. Soil support- can it hold the

N o w» A

train? llvanakis
Crossing at SE 8th — bell, wheels noise, visual, noise, vibration impact. Susan llvanakis

9. Time to stop & re-open gates. How long will whistles go? Why no visualization of 112th
& SE 8th? Arjun Sirohi asirchi@vahoo.com

10. Like at-grade option, but move it west to keep it from crossing intersection of 15th, 8th
& 6th. Also at-grade eliminates ugly chain link fences at a retained cut. Betina

11. Safety concerns for right turning vehicles NB that may not observe on-coming trains.
Consider advance signalization to increase awareness @ SE 15th and SE 8th. John
Fenedick

12. Slopes/soils concerns; ground is very wet there (SE 10th & 112th). Is a noise
wall/barrier possible? Concerns about security — are there cameras watching the
tracks? Kit Tangen

13. | prefer Option A if the entrance to Bellefield Office Park (SE 15th) were closed. Thereby
eliminating the need for gates and bells. Kristen Nice

14. Why was there no noise study done on the effect of the train crossing the east channel
bridge on the homes west facing Lake Washington? Donna Stowe

{Notes added by staff to indicate references made to points on maps}

Option B: elevated crossing to west side at SE 15th
1. Noise level coming through the cul de sac on SE 1st will be greater due to the turn, and

the fact there is a station. Additional sound barriers should be required.
2. TOD? {at East Main Station area/Red Lion} Dick Applestone
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APPENDIX B
NOTES POSTED ON PLOT MAPS - 9/20/2011 OPEN HOUSE

3. Appears this {East Main} station is misplaced. Is it here to accommodate future transit
oriented development? Will there be parking there? Distance from SBP&R to Main is
too far to serve riders. Betina

4. Having a station {East Main} six blocks from the Transit Center is stupid. People who
won’t walk six blocks won’t ride a train. Thanks for giving Bellevue one tunnel for
Seattle’s two. Andrew Pardoe

5. Grade- separated avoids all the bells, stops and starts interruptions. Definitely a way to

go if possible. Option “B”. Martin Paquette

Property lines are not indicated on 112th. Partial taking.

What is speed of tunnel? Ric Weber

Purchase homes on 112"

© % N

Visual mitigation to cover the train windows. Susan llvanakis

10. Makes more sense to have a SE 8th station to serve Bellefield neighbors, SD residents
and Bellefield Office Park. Betina

11. Consider cost savings of keeping train at-grade, with a set-back and landscaping on west
side of 112th. (i.e. Bell Club / Thurston fly-by example) Betina

12. Love the elevated rail @ SE 15th —so it doesn’t affect traffic. Like that it is trenched
after coming off the elevation. Jan Miller

13. Park in / out only off SE 4th is bottleneck (to court and L.L. fields). Dick Appletstone

14. Concern: Landscaping east of retained properties on 112th south of Main St. (To
soften noise from train & transit station). Big fir trees are best for sound control. KT
Hodge

15. Why locate a station on 112th near Main St when the station at Transit Center is only

four blocks away? Is ridership really that much higher?

{Notes added by staff to indicate references made to points on maps}

Option C: at-grade crossing to west side at SE 15th
1. Staging area in this area? {Main @ 112"} Proximity to community. Bill Easterbrook
2. TOD? {East Main Station/Red Lion} Dick Applestone
3. Is {East Main} station necessary, where are riders coming from? Dick Applestone, Bill
Easterbrook
TOD? Why is station here? Bill Easterbrook
Noise from substation? {comment at 110th Ave SE/SE 1st area} Bill Easterbrook
Consider allowing a left turn from Main St onto 110", {Ave SE,southbound}

N o un s

Please just BUILD this and stop the arguing. | live in Overlake and am waiting. Please!
This needs to get built. Not concerned which plan. Liz Hayden richandliz@gmail.com
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NOTES POSTED ON PLOT MAPS - 9/20/2011 OPEN HOUSE

8.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18

.

Why can’t light rail be built along SE 114th that runs along 1-405 — less impact on
residential.

Consider traffic impacts to neighborhood, cut-through traffic with back-ups on 112th.
% of S.D. Park taken by reroute of SE 4th to SE 6th! Dick Applestone

Access to/from L.L. fields & parking. Dick Applestone

How much area is taken from SD Park — both for train and SE 6th access? Bill
Easterbrook

What type of partial property taking along 112th? This goes into property lines. No
documentation has been made. Susan llvanakis

Address traffic impacts of added signal at 15th/112th. Drivers will divert to other
streets.

| strongly reject this option — I live in Bellefield Residential Park and this option impedes
egress from my home quite dramatically while imposing much noise, gates and lights — a
bad alternative. Kristen Nice

Don't like crossing @ the 15th St SE at-grade — impacts local traffic too much. Don’t like
the rail running at grade — noise, visual impact. Crossing at grade involves bells, etc —
more noise. Jan Miller

Limited sight distance approaching this crossing location is a safety concern. John
Fenedick

Sound analysis and mitigation. Rick Weber

{Notes added by staff to indicate references made to points on maps}

Bellevue Way HOV

1.

Please don’t allow construction after 7 pm. This project will be going on for several
years. Residents value their sleep plus some peace and quiet in the evening. We want
to be outside and use our yards! Jan Miller

Looks like a practical win —win alternative for current & future south-bound congestion.
M. Paquette

Why is there no wall here (430+00)? Continuous would be more consistent and help
with noise. Richard Leeds

West side train cut into hillside with a lid takes it out of slough completely and
eliminates the sound & visual impacts (could even use a lid to help on west side). Betina
Save money from HOV and move alignment FULLY west w/one crossover at the Y at
112th. Keep it at grade setback w/landscaping then on west side up to Main Street.
Betina
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6. HOV cost is too high. $30-35M to what avail. Will likely create a larger bottleneck onto

I-90 going west. Eliminate HOV. Betina
7. Where is the pedestrian overpass for Enatai neighborhood? Or if you make a lid over

the entire line we could walk over anywhere! Anne Kroeker
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B2M Design Options/Bellevue Way HOV Lane - Frequently Asked Questions

Q: What is the B2M Alignment?

A: The B2M alignment is Sound Transit’s preferred routing for light rail from 1-90 to downtown Bellevue. It’s part of
Sound Transit’s East Link project to extend light rail from Seattle, across Lake Washington, through Bellevue to the
Overlake area of Redmond.

Q: Why are design options for the B2M alignment being evaluated?

A: The design options are being evaluated in response to concerns raised by residents and businesses along the
B2M alignment. Both the City and Sound Transit have heard concerns about potential noise, visual, and
transportation system impacts due to the construction and operation of light rail. Sound Transit and the City agreed
to look more closely at design options to try to eliminate impacts where possible, and, where not possible, to
minimize and mitigate impacts.

Q: Where is the currently proposed B2M alignment located and how would it look?

A: The B2M alignment exits 1-90 on an elevated structure, crossing over the 1-90 interchange and travelling on the
east side of Bellevue Way to a station at the existing South Bellevue Park-and-Ride. From the South Bellevue
Station, it runs along the east side of Bellevue Way from 1-90 to the “Y” intersection with 112" Avenue SE in a
retained cut, below the grade of Bellevue Way. North of the “Y”, the alignment comes back up to the grade of 112"
and travels along the east side of 112" with at-grade crossings of SE 15" and SE 8" Street. At SE 6" Street, the track
crosses to the west side of 112" and then continues along the west side of 112"Ave SE to a station just south of SE
1% Place. SE 4™ Street would be rerouted through the northeast portion of Surrey Downs Park to align with the
existing intersection and traffic light at SE 6" Street. SE 1°*' Place would only be accessible from 111" Avenue SE. At
Main Street, the alignment turns west and enters a tunnel.

Q: What are the design options for the B2M alignment?
A: Here’s a summary of significant proposed changes:

e  From I-90, the alignment would follow the current B2M design along Bellevue Way and the southern
portion of 112" Avenue SE.

e At SE 15" Street (the entrance to Bellefield Residential Park and Bellefield Office Park), the train would
cross from the east to the west side of 112" in either at-grade or elevated profile. From there it would
travel north, potentially displacing some homes south of Surrey Downs Park.

e Beginning just north of SE 8" Street, the trackway would gradually descend into a trench running alongside
112", eliminating both park driveways on 112" and travel under SE 4™ Street to preserve neighborhood
access (or travel at-grade north of SE 8" with a new connection from SE 4™ Street to SE 6" Street in the
northeast corner of Surrey Downs Park;

e SE 1*' Place would only be accessible from 111" Avenue SE.

e The new station location is on the west side of 112", just south of the existing SE 1*' Place.

e North of the station, the tunnel portal would be moved slightly south west, going into a tunnel on the south
side of Main Street just before 110" Place SE.

Q: How would proposed design changes impact Surrey Downs Park?

A: The design alternative would eliminate both existing driveways off of 112" Ave SE. Surrey Downs Park would
function more as a neighborhood park, and alternative access would be provided from the neighborhood, possibly
from SE 4™ or 111" Ave SE. If this option is chosen, the City would revisit the Surrey Downs Park Master Plan,
including seeking community input on key functions and access options.

Q. Why is a Bellevue Way HOV lane being evaluated?

A. An HOV lane on Bellevue Way has been proposed for two reasons. First, Sound Transit is planning to close one
northbound lane on Bellevue Way for the duration of construction, which could take 2-5 years. Building an
additional lane in advance of light rail would allow four lanes to remain open during construction. Second, after
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B2M Design Options/Bellevue Way HOV Lane - Frequently Asked Questions

light rail construction, the lane would provide additional southbound HOV capacity on Bellevue Way, which would
help improve street operations and reduce delay in the corridor.

Q: How are Bellevue and Sound Transit working on design options?

A: Sound Transit and the City worked together to develop the design options, including preparing drawings of the
options, to ensure that the options are feasible and meet required design parameters for the East Link Project. This
additional work was requested by the City of Bellevue to potentially address factors such as noise and traffic. Sound
Transit is responsible for all design and engineering of the East Link project.

Q: What is Sound Transit’s role in this community outreach process?

While the City of Bellevue is leading the current outreach efforts within the communities along 112" Avenue SE and
Bellevue Way, Sound Transit continues to be engaged and available along the entire East Link corridor. Sound
Transit staff will be available, alongside city staff, at drop-in sessions and public meetings scheduled later in
September. Additionally, Katie Kuciemba and Emily Mannetti, Sound Transit’s community outreach staff, continue
to be available to answer your questions and meet with you individually or in groups. Contact Katie at 206-398-
5459 (Katie . Kuciemba@soundtransit.org) or Emily at 206-398-5438 (Emily.Mannetti@soundtransit.org).

Q: How can the public get involved in the design process?
A: The City is initiating an outreach effort with the community to better understand concerns about the B2M
alighment, and to discuss potential design changes or possible mitigation to address concerns. The outreach
includes:
e C(City staff meeting individually and in small groups with property owners most directly affected by the light
rail alignment, regarding specific concerns and mitigation ideas for their properties.
e The City will host an open house to share design options and seek feedback from the community about
concerns and potential mitigation approaches.
e The City Council will host a public hearing for constituents to speak directly to the City Council about design
preferences, concerns, and mitigation opportunities.

Q: How can the public comment on a proposed funding agreement for a downtown tunnel?
A: The City will host an open house and public hearing to hear community comments about a proposed downtown
light rail tunnel funding agreement with Sound Transit, and the city’s financial contribution.

Q: What'’s the schedule for the upcoming public meetings?
A: Here are upcoming opportunities to learn more and provide comments:
e Sept. 20 open house on B2M design options, Bellevue Way HOV lane and MOU/tunnel funding, from 4:30
to 6:30 p.m. at Bellevue City Hall, 450 110" Ave. NE.
e Sept. 26 City Council public hearing on the same three topics as the open house at City Hall, beginning at 8
p.m.

Q: How will public comments be used?

A: Public input will be used in the design process to help refine design elements and develop mitigation. It will also
help the City Council make important decisions relating to the agreement with Sound Transit about light rail routing
in Bellevue.

Q: How | can get more information?
A: Visit the city’s web page at http://www.bellevuewa.gov/ or contact Bernard van de Kamp at 425-452-2042
(bvandekamp@believuewa.gov).

9/7/2011 Page 2






