
City of 
Bellevue                 Post Office Box 90012  Bellevue, Washington  98009 9012 

 

Development Services Department    (425) 452-6800    Fax (425) 452-5225    TDD (425) 452-4636 
Lobby floor of City Hall, 450 110th Avenue NE, Bellevue, WA 98004 

 
August 5, 2011 
 
Paul Krawczyk  
Transportation Department 
City of Bellevue 
450 110th Ave NE 
Bellevue, WA 98004 
 
RE: NE 4th Street/120th Ave NE SEPA Review 
 Supplemental Information Request 
 File Number: 11-114971-LM 
 
Paul- 
 
Thank you for submitting application for preliminary SEPA review of the NE 4th Street/120th Ave NE 
corridor project. In accordance with the City of Bellevue Land Use Code (LUC) section 20.35.210, a 
notice of application advertising the review of the proposal was placed in the City’s Permit Bulletin 
on July 7, 2011. A minimum comment period of 14 days was observed and during that time three 
public comment letter were received. Comment letters are included with this letter as Attachment 
1. Comments were received from: 
 

1) Brian Derdowski of Public Interest Associates representing the Lake Bellevue community 
2) Karen Walter of the Mukleshoot Indian Tribe Fisheries Division (MITFD) 
3) Gerald Lutz of Perkins Coie representing Best Buy 

 
Review of the project plans and documentation submitted as part of the application and review of 
the public comment letters received during the comment period has identified areas where 
supplemental information is required to continue SEPA review. To simplify the preparation of 
supplemental information, we have organized the requested information by topic. Please prepare 
the following information and submit it directly to the City’s Permit Center as a revision to file # 11-
114971-LM following the submittal instructions at the bottom of this letter.  
 
Supplemental Information Requested: 
 

1) Procedural Issues 
 

a. Corridor Review vs. Phased Review: Please revise the SEPA checklist to remove 
emphasis on “Phase 1”. Although Phase 1 is likely the first to be built and is most 
mature in level of design completed, the SEPA checklist should be oriented at 
analyzing all phases equally. 

b. SEPA Process and Project Review: Project design and engineering has progressed 
to an advanced level and construction permits have been submitted for two of the 5 
phases. Please clarify that applications have been made with the understanding that 
changes may be required as a result of environmental (SEPA) review and that it is 
the intent of the design team to hold project level design at a point where changes to 
the project can be made to ensure consistency with SEPA findings. 
 

2) Stream, Wetland, Habitat, and Slope Documentation - Impacts, and Mitigation 
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a. Stream Typing and Buffers: The west tributary of Kelsey Creek should be classified 
as a Type F stream (LUC 20.25H.075.B.1) and should include a 50 foot buffer (LUC 
20.25H.075.C.1.c). Impacts and mitigation measures taken should reflect the status 
as a Type F stream. 

b. Stream Impacts: Please provide a clear site plan that includes the stream top of bank 
(see LUC 20.50), stream buffer, and the proposed alignment (depicted as an 
overlay). The site plan must demonstrate where impacts are expected with the 
current alignment and quantify estimated square footage of impact to the stream and 
stream buffer.  

c. Stream and Stream Buffer Impact Mitigation: Please provide additional detail on how 
conceptual stream impact mitigation measures will comply with City of Bellevue 
stream mitigation preference and mitigation ratios found in LUC 20.25H.085. Please 
note that use of an out of basin and out of jurisdiction mitigation bank or in-lieu 
payment is only permitted through the preparation of a Critical Areas Report and is 
not considered a preferred option under  LUC 20.25H.085.A. Complete mitigation 
details may be deferred to the point of critical areas and construction permit review, 
although program level details are needed at this point. 

d. Existing Stream Culverts: Please review and clarify the existing conditions summary 
for the culvert that conveys the west tributary of Kelsey Creek under 120th Ave NE 
(see Fisheries, Wildlife, and Vegetation Technical Report Section 4.1.3. This section 
is confusing and it is unclear if there is one culvert that conveys the stream under the 
roadway, or two different culverts. 

e. Proposed Culvert Improvements: Please clarify that the culvert that conveys the west 
tributary of Kesley Creek under 120th Ave NE is planned for replacement with a new 
fish passable culvert. Please also clarify if this culvert replacement will affect the 
entire culvert leading to a newly aligned stream channel that is day-lighted on both 
ends of the new culvert. 

f. Wetland Impacts: Please provide a clear site plan for each wetland (A-D) that 
includes the wetland boundary, wetland buffer, and the proposed alignment 
(depicted as an overlay). The site plan must demonstrate where impacts are 
expected with the current alignment and quantify estimated square footage of impact 
for each wetland.  

g. Wetland and Wetland Buffer Impact Mitigation: Please provide additional detail on 
how conceptual wetland impact mitigation measures will comply with City of Bellevue 
wetland mitigation preference and mitigation ratios found in LUC 20.25H.105. Please 
note that use of an out of basin and out of jurisdiction mitigation location is not 
considered a preferred option under  LUC 20.25H.105.B. Complete mitigation details 
may be deferred to the point of critical areas and construction permit review, 
although program level details are needed at this point. 

h. Slope Impacts: Please provide a clear site plan for the NE 4th alignment that includes 
the delineated steep slope boundary, top of slope buffer, and the proposed 
alignment (depicted as an overlay). The site plan must demonstrate where impacts 
are expected with the current alignment and quantify estimated square footage of 
impact for the slope and associated buffer.  

i. Slope and Slope Buffer Impact Mitigation: Please provide additional detail on how 
conceptual slope impact mitigation measures will comply with City of Bellevue slope 
mitigation requirements found in LUC 20.25H.225.J. 

j. Habitat Resources – Tree Removal: The primary feature driving habitat viability for 
many species is the structure provided by mature trees. Please clarify plans for tree 
removal and replanting for areas that have been identified as providing habitat, and 
for areas of stream and wetland buffers to be impacted. To maintain the effect of 
canopy succession and augment wood recruitment in areas near aquatic resources, 
it is recommended that all trees located within a stream or wetland buffer or within a 
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habitat patch that are larger than 4 inches in diameter either be retained, or if 
removed be mitigated at an advanced ratio in an appropriate location.  

k. Preliminary Technical Feasibility Analysis: Please prepare a preliminary program 
level technical feasibility analysis that follows the requirements of LUC 
20.25H.055.C.2 and demonstrates that the selected alignment and identified impacts 
are supported through the analysis. A complete analysis of technical feasibility will be 
required with future critical areas and construction permit submittal. A preliminary 
analysis that considers impacts to streams, wetlands, slopes, buffers, and habitat 
features is required at this point to avoid future conflict by ensuring that the proposed 
alignment and identified impacts under review are consistent with applicable facilities 
and systems sitting requirements.  
 

3) Stormwater Detention and Water Quality Treatment 
 

a. Flow Control – Flow control is identified as required in Section 5.1.2 of the Water 
Quality Technical Report, although there is no discussion of the actual requirement. 
Please clarify how flow control is applied to the project.  

b. Water Quality Treatment - Please clarify which water quality treatment practices will 
be utilized. Will the entire surface (new and retrofit) be treated? 

c. Lake Bellevue – Groundwater vs. Surface Water – The project Water Quality 
Technical Report identifies possible impacts the groundwater (aquifer impacts) due 
to an increase in the quantity of impervious surface and the addition of a more 
effective conveyance system. Please provide additional detail on the current surface 
and ground water sources that support Lake Bellevue. How do these sources 
compare with the proposed use of bio-infiltration and natural drainage practices 
(LID)? Are infiltration rates estimated to be the same? 

d. Elevated levels of zinc and copper – impacts to fish populations. Section 5.1.2 of the 
Water Quality Technical Report identifies an elevated level of dissolved metals in 
stormwater that will flow into Kelsey and Sturtevant Creek. Both of these streams 
contain fish habitat and have a documented fish presence. Please clarify expected 
levels of dissolved metals and identify what measures are being taken to abate 
impacts to fish populations. 
 

4) Fisheries Documentation, Impacts, and Mitigation 
 

a. Sturtevant Creek Fish Presence/Absence: Please verify the point of fish 
presence/absence documentation in Sturtevant Creek. 

b. Documentation Requested: Please provide a copy of the City of Bellevue 2001 
Electro-Fishing Survey. 

c. Treaty Rights: Please clarify if the project area is within the Muckleshoot Indian 
Tribe’s treaty areas. 
 

5) Alternatives Analysis  
 

a. Inclusion of Mitigation – Best Buy Building: The alternatives report includes reliance 
on mitigation measures in alternatives 8, 9, and 10. The report identifies a preference 
for alternatives 8 and 9 and suggests mitigation measures will be included in the 
design of the selected NE 4th alignment. Are the mitigation measures identified with 
alternative 9 in the alternatives report included in the project? If so, please provide 
details of the mitigation effort and how it will be implemented with Phase 3 (NE 4th 
extension). 

b. Inclusion of Mitigation – NE 5th Traffic Abatement: A program intended to reduce cut 
through traffic on NE 5th has been referenced in documentation submitted. Please 
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indicate the status of the NE 5th Street traffic mitigation program. Is this program 
being considered as mitigation for the NE 4th extension? If so, more detail may need 
to be included. 

c. NE 4th Street Vs. NE 6th Street: Please clarify why NE 6th and NE 4th are non-
comparable corridors to provide an east/west connection (difference in function – i.e. 
what value the connection provides). Please also provide a summary of any planned 
expansions within the NE 6th corridor. 

 
6) Long Term Impacts – Operation 

 
a. Albedo:  With additional vehicles utilizing the 120th Ave NE corridor, an increase in 

the intensity of albedo from vehicles may be a factor. Has analysis of albedo been 
completed to date? What mitigation measures intended to reduce albedo are 
anticipated (i.e. landscaping)? 
 

7) Short Term Impacts – Construction Activity  
 

a. Vibration and Lake Bellevue Pile Supported Structures: Please verify that impacts to 
Lake Bellevue pile supported structures were considered within the Noise and 
Vibration Technical Report. Please summarize potential impacts to these types of 
structures and what measures will be taken to minimize vibration in Phase 2 of the 
project. 

b. Access During Construction: Please clarify how access during construction will be 
managed for each Phase. Will final project plans include an private property access 
plan to be implemented during construction? 

 
8) Transportation Elements 

 
a. Lake Bellevue Community Access: Please compare expected delays at the new 

signalized intersection that will provide access to Lake Bellevue businesses and 
residents with existing conditions. Are delays due to light timing expected to increase 
with project implementation? 

b. Staged Construction: The corridor project includes five phases that could be built as 
individual projects dependent on funding. Please clarify how each of the five phases 
may be built independently of each other without negatively impacting the 
transportation network. Has each phase been designed to be forward compatible 
with the other phases? What interim measures are required to avoid negative 
impacts? 

c. Funding and Mobilization: Please clarify what the status of each of the phases is with 
funding and level of design. Are any of the phases at full design? 

d. Coordination with East Link: Please clarify if how coordination with the East Link 
project has been approached. Is there ongoing cross-project coordination? If so, how 
has this coordination influenced the project alignment? 
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Revision Submittal Instructions 

 
• Submit a consolidated package of all the above revisions requested to Permit Processing 

within 60 days of this request. 
 
• Submit the same number of copies of the revised drawings or reports as you did for the 

original submittal.   
 
• Submit the revisions package with a complete Revisions/Additions Submittal form. 
 
• Submit a copy of this letter with your revisions/additions.  Permit Processing will perform a 

cursory “completeness check” for response to all items requested prior to accepting the 
revisions/additions.  A transmittal memo referencing the above required revisions to sheet 
numbers or designations of drawings which have been changed is helpful to the Permit 
Processing staff. 

 
Please contact me at (425)452-2973 or at dpyle@bellevuewa.gov  with any questions you may 
have. 
 
Sent Via Email 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David Pyle 
Senior Land Use Planner 
 
 
 
Attachments: Public Comment Letters 
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City of Bellevue 
Development Services Department     July 20, 2011 
Environmental Coordinator 
450 110th Ave NE., P.O. Box 90012 
Bellevue, WA  98009-9012 
 
Attention Mr. David Pyle: 
 
Re:  File Number 11-114971-LM 
        NE 4th Street/120th Ave NE Corridor Project 
        SEPA Review/ 120th Ave NE from Northup Way to NE 4th Street 
 
The purpose of this letter is to outline our concerns and offer important information 
regarding the above referenced project. 
 
For the purposes of SEPA, this letter is submitted within the 14 day minimum time period 
for public comment.  We understand from our communications with you that the City of 
Bellevue regards all comments received during the staff review period prior to decision 
as timely submitted and part of the SEPA record.  Your estimate of that review period 
extends for at least another two weeks from today, and so we will be transmitting 
additional comments and information over the coming days.   
 
We would appreciate a phone call to 425-260-0975 when you are getting close to 
decision so that we can ensure that all of our information has been submitted. 
 
We appreciate your approach to public participation.  We share your view that 
information from the public is useful and helps ensure the best possible outcomes. 
 
Outline of Substantive Concerns: 
 

1. Lake Bellevue is an important and valuable resource.  The proposed project will 
have negative impacts by isolating this open space resource from the surrounding 
community, and precluding the creation of future park, open space and trail 
opportunities.  Additionally, the proposed project will impair the current function 
and values of the lake, and harm the properties that surround it. 

 
2. Lake Bellevue is the headwaters for a creek system that has connectivity to Lake 

Washington, and Puget Sound.  The Lake is a critical source of cool water flows 
to that system, and also performs a crucial water quality role.  The proposed 
project will have negative impacts by reducing the quantity and quality of water 
inputs into the Lake and downstream. 

 
3. Lake Bellevue is particularly vulnerable to urban pollution.  The project will 

generate additional chemical, petroleum, heavy metal, and organic pollution.  
Additionally, the grading and soil disturbance will expose contaminated soils and 
cause their pollutants to migrate to the lake.  The project’s reliance on a 
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Construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (CSWPPP) and a Temporary 
Erosion and Sediment Control (TESC) is insufficient without analyzing the 
unique local conditions and establishing performance standards including 
monitoring and emergency response.  Moreover, the documented contamination 
of soils that will be exposed during construction require special consideration that 
go well beyond the scope of a CSWPPP or a TESC. 

 
4. Lake Bellevue has a small, but critical watershed.  The proposed project will fill 

one of its last remaining wetlands.  The proposed project will intercept subsurface 
water flows and de-water the construction site, further reducing water inputs into 
the lake. 

 
5. Lake Bellevue and its associated wetland and upland areas are a rare and fragile 

habitat for wildlife.  Numerous resident and transitory bird populations use the 
area.  Beaver and Western Pond Turtles are among the water dependent species 
that use the lake.  The proposed project will have negative impacts by reducing 
and degrading available habitat.  

 
6. Lake Bellevue Village Condominiums is a residential community with unique 

characteristics and special vulnerabilities.  The proposed project will have 
negative impacts as follows: 

 
 The current road access is a substandard single access “weave” through a busy 

commercial parking area.  This substandard access poses important public safety 
issues including limited emergency access, serious pedestrian-vehicle hazards, 
and limited sight distances.  The proposed project will exacerbate these problems 
by moving the road access even further south and thereby extending the distance 
and increasing the hazards of this extremely unsafe route. 

 
 The turning moments and other access issues for our community onto the newly 

widened five lane road will require special consideration, especially considering 
our single access condition.  The proposed project has not adequately addressed 
this issue. 

 
 The topography and lake surface pose unique sound attenuation issues.  There is a 

documented history of sound amplification in this area.  The proposed project will 
increase noise levels both during construction and after completion, possibly 
beyond relevant health standards. 

 
 The soils that underlay our development are unstable and prone to liquefaction.  

They are also extremely sensitive to changes in ground water and other 
hydrologic factors.  They are potentially vulnerable to even moderate levels of 
vibration.  Our developed upland areas (parking areas and structures) already 
experience considerable settling and buckling.  We have invested large sums in 
dealing with the technical challenges of this problem.  The proposed project poses 
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risks to the stability of our soils through alteration of groundwater flows and 
construction vibration. 

 
 The local air quality of our community is affected by our topography.  We are in a 

depression, backed up against a steep slope.  The additional traffic created by the 
project will have local air quality affects.  The proposed project appeared to 
consider regional air quality, but not local impacts. 

 
 The proposed project will increase glare and light pollution.   

 
 The proposed project will pose additional and potentially serious construction 

related impacts such as access interruption, dust, noise, and sediment flows.   
 
We Are Also Concerned About Regional and Sub-Regional Impacts As Follows: 
 

1. The project will negatively impact the open space and natural resource 
characteristics of the Kelsey Creek watershed system. 

 
2. The project’s land use impacts have not been fully considered in previous 

environmental documents.  The project will profoundly alter the long-term land 
uses of the sub-area, but could also create an opportunity for a redeveloped, 
mixed use, well planned and designed urban community.  The proposed project is 
an expensive commitment to a huge new auto focused arterial without an 
evaluation of all of its land use implications and opportunities.  

 
3. The project’s specific relationship to the proposed East Link rail route and 

stations has not been analyzed. 
 

4. The proposed project’s segmentation will create negative traffic impacts as each 
of five separate phases goes through its own project level review and 
construction. 

 
5. The project will negatively impact pedestrian uses.  No consideration has been 

given to preserve or enhance connections between local residential and business 
uses.   

 
6. The proposed project will negatively impact existing local businesses.  Several 

businesses will be condemned and parking and access will be reduced along the 
route.   

 
7. The proposed project will inhibit many kinds of desirable development along its 

route.  The project is a wide auto dependent road that will preclude many 
potentially viable residential and mixed use development opportunities, even as it 
seeks to enable one large re-development at the Safeway Distribution Center.  In 
effect, the property rights and quality of life of many individual property owners, 
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including ourselves, will be sacrificed for a speculative single use and a 
transportation and planning approach that is becoming increasingly outdated. 

 
 
We Are Concerned About the Following Procedural Issues: 
 

1. The proposed project has been submitted for review as a single phase, the first of 
five phases.  The SEPA checklist is limited to that first phase.  However, the 
attached technical documents appear to analyze the impacts of the entire corridor 
project including all five phases. 

 
We are puzzled by this approach.  Are we to comment on only the impacts of the 
first phase, or are we to comment on the substance of all of the technical 
documents that appear to analyze the entire corridor?  If we are to comment on 
the technical documents, where is the associated SEPA checklist for the other four 
phases? 

 
Will we be given the opportunity to comment on the SEPA checklist for all five 
of the phases individually, with an associated appeal right for each?! 

 
These questions suggest an important defect in the process that the City is using.  
The City is segmenting the SEPA review in a manner that is likely inconsistent 
with the statute.  We believe that the City should withdraw its checklist and 
reissue a new one to cover all five phases of the corridor. 

 
2. We believe that the SEPA Responsible Official should not issue a Determination 

of Non-Significance for the proposed project.  The findings of the technical 
analysis to date, issues cited here along with additional information that we are 
preparing to offer, the inadequacy of previously adopted environmental 
documents, and the massive scope and impacts of this major arterial should 
require a finding of significance and the preparation of an Environmental Impact 
Statement. 

 
 

3. The City’s “Alternatives Evaluation Technical Report” cites analysis and a 
sequence of decision-making that is not complete, and is at times misleading. The 
fundamental aspect of this corridor project is that the road project is driving the 
land use, rather than the land use driving the road project.  The alternatives 
examined by the City were too narrow, and appear to be based on a pre-
determined outcome.  
  

 
4. The City’s “No Effect” Letter is in error.  The Biological Resources Technical 

Report upon which it is based includes several incorrect facts regarding Sturtevant 
Creek, fish barriers, and downstream impacts to salmonid species of concern.   
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5. The City erred in its determination that its stormwater flow control and water 

quality standards would not apply to most of the impervious areas of the proposed 
project.  This is an error in law as well as policy.  It does not make sense to build 
this project without consideration of measures to address existing water quality 
problems and without exploring ways to address stormwater treatment 
requirements of future development.  Moreover, the City should consider using its 
SEPA substantive authority to apply more effective stormwater conditions such as 
requiring water quality treatment for runoff from all of the project’s impervious 
surfaces. 

 
 
Thank you for considering our comments, and for your service to the Public. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Brian Derdowski 
Public Interest Associates 
70 E. Sunset Way  #254 
Issaquah, WA  98027 
 
On Behalf of the Lake Bellevue Village Condominiums, the Lake Bellevue Water Quality 
Association, the Lake Bellevue Neighborhood Association, and a number of residents of 
the City of Bellevue 
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Pyle, David

From: Karen Walter [KWalter@muckleshoot.nsn.us]
Sent: Thursday, July 21, 2011 5:02 PM
To: Pyle, David
Cc: 'Pete.Jilek@dot.gov'; TaylorT@wsdot.wa.gov
Subject: NE 4th Street/120th Avenue NE Corridor Project, 120th Ave NE from Northup Way to NE 4th 

Street, 11-114971-LM, Optional Determination of Non-Significance Notice Materials

David, 
 
The Muckleshoot Indian Tribe Fisheries Division has reviewed the threshold determination, the environmental checklist, 
the Fisheries, Wildlife, and Vegetation Technical  Report; the Biological Resources Technical Report; the Wetland and 
Stream Delineation Technical Report; and the Water Quality Technical Report for the above referenced project.  We offer 
the following comments in the interest of protecting and restoring the Tribe’s treaty protected fisheries resources: 
 

1. Project area culverts 
We recommend that all culverts with the project area that convey streams that are or could be used by salmon 
(based on physical criteria from WAC 222-16-031) that are currently fish passage barriers be replaced with fish 
passable structures, preferably bridges or at a minimum culverts that meet or exceed the fish passage stream 
simulation design method from WDFW’s 2003 Fish Passage Guidelines.  The Fisheries, Wildlife, and Vegetation 
Technical Report (dated April 15, 2011, page 4-3) describes two culverts conveying the West Tributary of Kelsey 
Creek underneath 120th Avenue NE; however, it appears that only one culvert will be made fish passable to an 
unknown design standard.   
 
Please clarify the proposed culvert work and provide us with a copy of the conceptual culvert design. 
 

2. Stream impacts and mitigation measures 
If the West Tributary of Kelsey Creek meets the physical criteria from WAC 222-16-031 upstream of known 
human-create barriers, then it should be treated as potential fish bearing waters and any impacts to the stream 
and its buffer assessed accordingly.  It is not clear from Table 6-1 in the Wetland and Stream Delineation 
Technical Report the basis for the West Tributary of Kelsey Creek impact numbers shown.  If they are based on a 
Type N classification, instead of a Type F classification, then they may be underestimated.  In addition, for any 
stream buffer impacts, we recommend that they be mitigated at a minimum of 2:1 impacts.  Furthermore, any tree 
that is 4 inches in diameter or greater and within 200 feet of the project’ impacted streams should be placed back 
into the impacted stream as partial mitigation for impacts to future wood recruitment.  Finally,  addition, we would 
like to see the conceptual or draft drawings for the proposed stream mitigation measures, including the potential 
daylighting of West Tributary Kelsey Creek (Fisheries report, page 5-2).  
 

3. Please note that we will not accept the project’s proposal to use the WRIA 9 Springbrook Creek mitigation bank 
for this project or any other mitigation bank outside of WRIA 8 (see Wetland and Stream Report, page 6-3). 
 

4. Wetland impacts and mitigation 
Please provide a copy of the draft wetland mitigation plans for impacts to Wetlands A, B, and C.  We cannot 
assess the adequacy of the proposed mitigation for unavoidable impacts without this information. 
 

5. Potential water quality impacts 
The project should evaluate potential impacts to juvenile salmon that may be found in Sturtevant Creek and West 
Tributary Kelsey, including areas that could be accessible to salmon once existing barriers are removed.   From 
our review of the Water Quality Technical Report and the Biological Resources Report, only adult salmon were 
considered based on timing (September through November) for the HI-RUN calculations.  See page 5-2 of the 
Biological Resources report.  Both dissolved zinc and copper will increase as a result of the project (Table 5-2 of 
the Water Quality Technical Report) which can be harmful for juvenile salmon.  These pollutants are highly toxic 
to salmonids (http://www.fish4thefuture.com/pdfs/Copper_Abstracts.pdf; Meador et al., 2006).    Recent research 
has found that levels of copper as low as 2µg/l can cause sublethal effects on coho and other salmonids.  Low 
copper concentrations are shown to impair sensory physiology and predator avoidance in salmon 
(http://www.fish4thefuture.com/pdfs/Copper_Abstracts.pdf.).  Additional pollutant loading reductions may be 
necessary. 
 

NE 4th Street/120th Ave NE Corridor Project SEPA Review 
11-114971-LM 
Revisions Request Letter Attachment 18



2

6. Chinook salmon have been observed in Sturtevant Creek  per Kit Paulsen with the City of Bellevue. Chinook were 
also observed in Sturtevant Creek via the Salmon Watchers program in 2005.   See 
http://your.kingcounty.gov/dnrp/library/archive-documents/wlr/waterres/salmon/Maps/2005/0605distElakeWA.pdf. 
The Fisheries and Biological Resources Reports are both missing this information. Kit Paulsen may also have 
additional information regarding salmon use in both streams.  
 

7. Please note that the project is within the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe’s Usual and Accustomed Fishing Area.  The 
Fisheries report (page 4-4) implies that it is not.  
 

8. We would appreciate a copy of Bellevue’s electro-fishing work conducted in 2001 (cited on page 4-4 of the 
Fisheries report as City of Bellevue 2002b). 
 

We appreciate the opportunity to review this project and look forward to the City’s responses.   Please let me know if you 
have any questions. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Walter 
Watersheds and Land Use Team Leader 
 
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe Fisheries Division 
39015 172nd Ave SE 
Auburn, WA 98092 
253-876-3116 
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