
Appendix O. Draft EIS Comment Summary and Response to Comments 

Avalon Neighborhood Form Letter 

I strongly support choosing the long tunnel preferred alternative (DEL-2a or DEL-2b + WSJ-3a or WSJ-3b). 

I strongly oppose the "Short” and “Medium” tunnel alternatives (WSJ-4 and WSJ-5) and I strongly oppose alternatives 
DEL-5 and DEL-6, all of which would result in significant displacement and environmental impacts in the 
Yancy/Avalon/32nd Ave corridor. Particular concerns with the “Medium Tunnel’ alternatives include: 

(1) displacement of Transitional Resources on Avalon Way;

(2) more housing displacements on and adjacent to 32nd Ave SW than preferred alternatives;

(3) accessibility of remaining residences given the alignment of guideway near the corner of 32nd Ave SW and SW
Andover St;

(4) construction impacts from excavation of retained cut; and

(5) operational visual/noise impacts to remaining residences along 32nd Ave SW, SW Andover St, and SW Genesee St.

(6) mitigation of construction and noise impacts for the residents of 32nd Ave. SW. and Fauntleroy Way, SW. will require
expensive concrete barriers for noise mitigation from the onset of the project and also to protect the residential
neighborhoods from the train noise ongoing.

Delridge Station: 

I strongly support a Delridge Station located to the south of Andover St, either the Preferred Dakota St Lower Height 
(DEL-2a) or Delridge Way Lower Height (DEL-4). I do not support locating the Delridge Station north of Andover St (DEL-
5 or DEL-6). Particular concerns with the Andover St. station include: 

(1) undesirable location of transit-oriented development adjacent to a steel mill and elevated highway ramp;

(2) poor walkshed of station;

(3) poor compatibility with racial equity toolkit;

(4) bus transfer requiring buses to turn off of Delridge Way SW;

(5) lack of community input from bus riders in south Delridge and Burien .

Comment Responses: 

Comment Response 
I strongly support choosing the long tunnel preferred 
alternative (DEL-2a or DEL-2b + WSJ-3a or WSJ-
3b). I strongly oppose the "Short” and “Medium” 
tunnel alternatives (WSJ-4 and WSJ-5) and I 
strongly oppose alternatives DEL-5 and DEL-6, all 
of which would  result in significant displacement 
and environmental impacts in the 
Yancy/Avalon/32nd Ave corridor.  

Your support for Alternative DEL-2a, Option DEL-2b, 
Alternative WSJ-3a, and Option WSJ-3b as well as opposition 
to Alternatives DEL-5, DEL-6, WSJ-4, and WSJ-5 has been 
noted. 

Please see responses to CCG2 and CCG3 in Table 7-1 in 
Chapter 7, Comment Summary, of the West Seattle Link 
Extension Final EIS. 

Particular concerns with the “Medium Tunnel’ 
alternatives include: 
1) displacement of Transitional Resources on

Avalon Way;
2) more housing displacements on and adjacent

to 32nd Ave SW than preferred alternatives;
3) accessibility of remaining residences given the

alignment of guideway near the corner of 32nd
Ave SW and SW Andover St;

4) construction impacts from excavation of
retained cut; and

5) operational visual/noise impacts to remaining
residences along 32nd Ave SW, SW Andover

Please see the response to CC4.4d in Table 7-1. 
For more information on the following topics, please see the 
noted sections of the West Seattle Link Extension Final EIS: 
• Residential displacements: Section 4.1, Acquisitions,

Displacements, and Relocations
• Changes to roads and access: Section 3.5, Affected

Environment and Impacts during Operation - Arterial and
Local Street Operations,  and Section 3.11, Construction
Impacts

• Description of construction methods: Section 2.6,
Construction Approach
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Comment Response 
St, and SW Genesee St. mitigation of 
construction and noise impacts for the residents 
of 32nd Ave. SW. and Fauntleroy Way, SW. will 
require expensive concrete barriers for noise 
mitigation from the onset of the project and also 
to protect the residential neighborhoods from 
the train noise ongoing. 

• Visual impacts and mitigation: Section 4.5, Visual and
Aesthetic Resouces

• Noise impacts and mitigation: Section 4.7, Noise and
Vibration
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Communication Contacts 

501844 Megan Zamora 

501848 Sergio Zamora 

502416 Paul Haury 

502514 Radhika Makhija 

502569 Alicia Gaynor 

503656 Joe Boomgard-Zagrodnik 

503702 Kathryn Vitelli 

503707 Sean Tamon 

503952 Alan McMurray 

504287 Sarah Stevenson,Judah Stevenson 

504608 Gary Reifel 

504626 Caitlin Singer 
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504919 Myra Ferriols 
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Communication ID: 501844 

Communication ( 4/26/2022 ) 

Dear Sound Transit Board Members, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the WSBLE Draft Environmental Impact Statement. 

My spouse and I have lived in the Avalon neighborhood at 4026 32nd Ave SW since 2018 - a 

wonderful neighborhood of single family homes, and within the walkshed of both the proposed 

Delridge and Avalon Stations and many businesses. We are excited about the potential for light rail 

expansion to our neighborhood, and strongly recommend the board select the options that will best 

respect the existing built and natural environment while creating potential sustainable West Seattle 

development in and around our neighborhood. We strongly believe that the best option available -

and the only one that we support - is the long tunnel preferred alternative (DEL-2a or DEL-2b + 

WSJ-3a or WSJ-3b). 

Avalon Station: 

First and foremost, we do not believe the Avalon Station will add significant value to the overall 

West Seattle community given its proximity (only -.5 miles) from the Alaska Junction Station. There 

isn't any other place along the Sound Transit line that has such a significant station density as 

these two proposed stations as those in Pioneer Square, and Pioneer square has significanHy 

higher population density than our combined neighborhoods in West Seattle. Furthermore, I 

regularly walk to the location of the proposed Alaska Junction Station in less than 15 minutes. 

Given our strong support for the long tunnel preferred alternative (DEL-2a or DEL-2b + WSJ-3a or 

WSJ-3b), but the uncertainty of 3rd party funding, we consider the Avalon station to be a lower 

priority than the longer tunnel and support dropping the Avalon Station (and all its associated costs 

and impacts) in exchange for a longer tunnel. 

Delridge Station: 

We strongly support a Delridge Station localed to the south of Andover SI, either the Preferred 

Dakota St Lower Height (DEL-2a) or Delridge Way Lower Height (DEL-4). 

We do not support locating the Delridge Station north of Andover St (DEL-5 or DEL-6). We believe 

that the Andover station alternatives (Del 5 and Del 6) are poorly designed to serve the community 

due to 

(1) poor walkability for the Del ridge community, and overall for walkshed of the station. Having 

regularly walked from Delridge up SW Yancy St, we know how steep the grade is on that street and 

we are very skeptical this "uphill walk" location will serve the Delridge community. 

(2) undesirable location of transit-oriented development adjacent to a steel mill and elevated 

highway ramp; 

(3) poor compatibility with racial equity toolkit; 

(4) poor compatibility with existing bus routes along Delridge Way SW; 

(5) lack of community input 

Furthermore, we believe it is an irresponsible use of public funding to continue to allocate 

resources - time, funding, and effort for additional studies around the Androver station. We have 

been consistently disappointed throughout this process by the last minute additions and 

alternatives that are proposed around the Andover station, with no details or additional information 

to allow neighborhood response that is shared proactively with the community. These changes 

erode our trust in Sound Transit, and any confidence that a logical and data-informed approach is 

being used to evaluate all options. 

Alignment: 

Of the options available, we strongly support choosing the long tunnel preferred alternative (DEL-

2a or DEL-2b + WSJ-3a or WSJ-3b) as the best overall option. We would support that option with 

or without the inclusion of the Avalon station, and would advocate for lowering the cost of this 

alternative by dropping/removing the Avalon station altogether. 

We strongly oppose the "Shor
t

" and "Medium" tunnel alternatives (WSJ-4 and WSJ-5), both of 

which would result in significant displacement and environmental impacts in the 

Yancy/Avalon/32nd Ave corridor. Particular concerns with the "Medium Tunnel' alternatives include: 

(1) displacement of Transitional Resources and childcare on Avalon Way; 

(2) more housing displacements on and adjacent to 32nd Ave SW than preferred alternatives; 

(3) accessibility of remaining residences given alignment of guideway near the corner of 32nd Ave 

SW and SW Andover St; 

(4) construction impacts from excavation of retained cut; and 

(5) operational visual/noise impacts to remaining residences along 32nd Ave SW, SW Andover St, 

and SW Genesee St. 

Additional alternatives to study: 

We strongly encourage Sound Transit to study removal of the Avalon Station from the "long tunnel" 

alternatives (WSJ-3a/WSJ-3b). This option is similar to cost savings proposals presented to the 


































	Avalon Neighborhood Form Letter
	Representative Letter
	List of Commenters
	All Communications




