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The information presented herein may substantially impact the decision being contemplated with
respect to Sound Transit’s (ST) preferred B2M alternative as represented in the project FEIS. As a result
of a review starting with FEIS Chapter 7, Section 7.6 Review of City of Bellevue B7R Study, we have
uncovered new information and opportunities as well as heretofore unrecognized crucial mistakes,
omissions, and some misrepresentations impacting the choices made in the selection of ST’s preferred
alternative. These new issues and opportunities were discovered by selectively reviewing information
in the DEIS, SDEIS, FEIS and the City of Bellevue’s B7R study (aka ARUP study or B7R/C9T study).

As you may be aware, the B7 alternative analyzed by ST in the SDEIS was B7/C9T which included a
station and small garage at a remote location (118th Ave SE) and another station at Main Street on the
Red Lion site with the alignment connecting directly to the Main Street tunnel portal of the 110™ Ave SE
CIT alignment. This is the same tunnel alignment that ST’s preferred alternative B2M connects to.

The B7R/C9T alternative included a station and large garage at 1-90/Bellevue Way (B7R portion), and a
station at Main Street with a connection to a shortened 110" Ave SE tunnel alignment via NE 2" Street.
The B7R/C9T alternative or possible variations thereof represent the City of Bellevue’s preference.

My standing to provide comments on this issue comes from 35 year residency in the impacted Enatai
neighborhood, many years of professionally compensated involvement with transportation planning
issues in Bellevue and the eastside of Lake Washington, and a background of regional transportation
planning with the Puget Sound Council of Governments (forerunner of Puget Sound Regional Council).
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Some of the foregoing comments on the FEIS are admittedly lengthy and technical but necessary to
convincingly frame the issues. The comments are decidedly focused on the Segment’s B and C and are
as follows:

1.  Future LOS estimates on Bellevue Way are irrational.

The ST intersection traffic analysis (Appendix H1, Sub Appendix D) shows PM peak LOS F at the South
Bellevue Park and Ride lot (SBP&R) signalized intersection for 2007 (believable) and LOS D for no-
build (unbelievable) as well as build in 2020 and 2030. The future year LOS estimate for no-build cannot
be better than existing when there is no improvement proposed for Bellevue Way, 1-405 is operating at
capacity even with its assumed Master Plan improvement, the Bellevue CBD is forecast to double in trip
generation, and there are frequent existing traffic congestion events in the corridor. And the ST
build proposal (signal at south driveway to P&R _and southbound HOV lane conversion of center turn
lane) only provides an insignificant (5 sec) improvement in the LOS delay value vs no-build. This
deficiency should be corrected prior to finalizing mitigation for the ROD.

2. ST Forecast model problem is recognized.

In the absence of Bellevue Way widening or significant diversion to I-405 which is at capacity in 2030,
the no-build can only be better than existing if the forecast volumes are lower than existing. And that is
what has apparently happened. The ST traffic forecast volumes on Bellevue Way and 112" Ave SE
are acknowledged as up to 20% "different" (translation -- lower) than the BKR volumes (see FEIS Chap 7
discussion on p.7-39). And 20% reduction in volume can cause a two level-of-service improvement
which would take it from F to D. Note -- when this author made a Public Records Request for the ST
forecast volumes in January 2011 (PD 10-211), the reply was these are not available, otherwise the
deductive reasoning would not be necessary.

According to the FEIS Appendix H, sub Appendix A, the PSRC model modal split run and adaption and
import of vehicle trip tables to Bellevue-Kirkland-Redmond (BKR) is supposed to "be consistent with the
vehicle demand distribution found in the future year BKR model" -- but there is no mention of trip
generation consistency. And to argue that the difference is due to diversion of SOV trips to transit trips
is disproved by the no-build results and is not believable for the build either given the anemic market
share of person trips that East Link actually captures. There is also no calibration
documentation, or formal approval information that we have found in the FEIS.

It is not likely that ST’s ad-hoc model would produce more credible traffic forecasts than the BKR model
on which the City has spent years and millions of $ and has produced documentation which has been
periodically reviewed by a number of agencies. In additionthe City basesits land use and
transportation plans and programs and concurrency approvals on use of this model as do the cities of
Kirkland and Redmond.

The obvious discrepancies in the ST traffic forecast should be corrected prior to finalizing mitigation for
the ROD.

3. Use of an understated forecast results in substantially understated B2M traffic
impacts.

Page 2 of 7


















