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Il NDE X

PROCEEDI NGS:

Witten public comments will be all owed

W TNESS: WIIiam Gerken
Direct Exam nation by Ms. St. Ronmain
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Redi rect Exam nation by Ms. St. Romain

WTNESS: Kirk Harris

Direct Exam nation by M. Huff
Cross-Exam nation by M. OQten

Redi rect Exami nation by M. Huff

W TNESS: Doug Luetjen

Direct Exami nation by Ms. St. Romain
Cross- Exam nation by M. Qten
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Redi rect Exami nation by M. Qten
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--000- -

(BEG NNI NG OF TRANSCRI PTI ON)
(Proceedings begin at 9:02 a.m)

MR, VASQUEZ: Yes, Your Honor. For
housekeepi ng purposes, and for the record, |I'd just
like to advise the court that the parties have agreed
to a subm ssion of closing argunents in witing as
opposed to oral argunents.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ckay.

MR. VASQUEZ: And we've agreed to have
t hose subm ssions by Friday, June 1st, correct?

MR. OTTEN:  Yeah, close of business.

MR, VASQUEZ: d ose of business. And
limt the pages to 15 pages, which would al so include
t he | egal nenorandum regardi ng your authority to grant
the -- or your discretion to grant the extension.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ckay.

MR. VASQUEZ: Also, findings of facts
and conclusions of |aw, we've agreed that we've al so
submt them on June 1st.

MR OITEN. And those won't count
towards the 15.

MALE VO CE: No, no.

MR. VASQUEZ: Those are separate.

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
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THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: I f you can
squeeze that in 15 pages, the font wll be about point
2 font. Yeah. Gkay. That sounds good.

| would Iike to save sone tine
tomorrow. \Whenever we finish with testinony, | would
i ke sone coll oquy, because | would |ike to explore,
gi ve you the benefit of some of ny questions and
t houghts, so that otherwise I'mjust |ooking at the
paper. | can ask questions of the paper and it's not
going to tal k back to me.

MR. VASQUEZ: (Ckay. BSRE is
anticipated to end their testinony today probably
around lunchtine, just so that you know.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Don't threaten
me. Ckay. But at sonme point this week I would like
to have sone colloquy to explore discussions.

Now, the question with respect to
addi tional public coments, |I'mgoing to say cl ose of
busi ness June 1st, but let ne also warn people that it
isun -- and | wll read it, because | read
everyt hing, because that's ny job. That's, |I'm
supposed to read everything you tell ne.

It is unlikely in ny view, ny
experience, that |'mgoing to hear anything different

there than |I've already heard or will hear from

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
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counsel for the parties, but on the off chance that
there is, I wll accept it, and because that's part of
the job. Okay?

MR OITEN:. Just clarification. C ose
of busi ness?

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: What is cl ose
of busi ness?

MR. OTTEN.  Yeah.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Wel |, typically
we accept things by -- | assunme you'll want to send
them el ectronically as opposed to getting ABC to rush
sonmet hing over or you folks to wal k down fromthe 7th
or 8th Floor. By 4:00.

MR. OTTEN:.  4:00.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Pacific
Dayl i ght Ti ne.

MR. OITEN. Al right.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Si nce you don't
have to fly off to Singapore to be the advanced team
for the Summt, which is now off, you'll have tinme to
do that.

Ckay. Anything else for the way of
the order before we get started? No. Are we good?

Ckay. Well, 1'Il turn it over then to

BSRE. Who's next?

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
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M5. ST. ROMAIN:. BSRE calls Bil
Ger ken.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Thank you. M.

Gerken, would you raise your right hand, please.

Do you solemly swear or affirmthe
testinmony you' re about to give in this proceeding is
true and correct?

MR. GERKEN:. | do.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Nanme and
addr ess, pl ease.

MR GERKEN: W I |iam Gerken, 600

University Street, Suite 610, Seattle, Washi ngton.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY Ms. ST. ROVAI N
Q Jacque St. Romain, fromKarr Tuttle
Campbel |, on behal f of the applicant.
M. Cerken, would you pl ease give us your
job title?
A Seni or coastal engineer, (unintelligible)

team | ead Moffatt N chol, Seattle.

Q And how | ong have you been wth Mffatt and
Ni chol ?
A A year and a half.

Q Coul d you give us the description of your

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
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educati on?

A Ccean coastal engineering degree from Texas
A& 1993. Prior to that, year in an aerospace
program but | was stayed, two and a half years in a

general physics engineering program

Q Where did you work before Moffatt and
Ni chol ?
A | was with AECOVA engineers for five and a

hal f years, led their coastal engineering group in
Seattle, and then for the 18 years prior to that, |
was With a general engineering firmby the nanme of
Bradfitch Noddi ngham and Drage[ phonetic]. | was their
coastal engineer, coastal engineering |ead.

Q Wth Mffatt and Nichol, could you give us
a description of what your job entails?

A Project |ead, project nanager, technical
| ead on a variety of coastal engineering, urban
wat erfront projects, including shore protection,
channel nodifications, |arge hydrodynam cs, sedi nment
transport studies, marine reconfigurations,
breakwaters. Kind of, if it's in or near the water, |
seemto get ny feet into it.

Q What has been your involvenent with the
Point Wells project?

A Point Wells project, we were brought on the

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
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first week in March to take a | ook at the stability of
t he exi sting beach and devel op a concept to ensure the

proposed beach profile was stabl e and adequat e.

Q Who brought you on to the project?
A John Bi ngham Hart Crowser. W have worked
with -- 1'"ve worked with himon previous projects.

Probably nost recently prior to this one was the sea
wal | project in Seattle.

Q What docunents did you prepare related to
the Point Wells project?

A W prepared the coastal engineering

assessnent report.

Q Were there any other docunents?

A | prepared a followup nmeno in response to
coment s.

Q Ckay. In doing your work, what docunents

fromthe county did you review?

A We reviewed a portion of the initial letter
and then --
Q By letter, you nean the Cctober 2017

conment |ater?

A Cctober '17 comment letter and then al so
the two followon staff recomendati ons.

Q Okay. But the coastal assessnment report --

this is Exhibit G25 -- what was the purpose of that

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
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docunent ?

A The general purpose was twofold. First, it
was to take a |l ook at the existing shoreline, make an
assessnment on whet her existing shoreline was stable or
how it was evol ving, and then second was to basically
do a netocean anal ysis, determ ne the wave
environnment, which is the driving force for shoreline
sedi ment transport, sedinment erosion, and use that
information to help in the devel opment of a concept
| evel , stable shoreline.

Q What sort of specific questions were you
answering in preparing this report?

A Again, initially, twofold, you know, is the
exi sting shoreline stable and second is providing
concept for a stable, expanded, enhanced shoreline per
t he proposed project.

Q When you say concept, is that sort of
related to a feasibility stage?

A It's, yeah, feasibility level, prelimnary
| evel of design.

Q Okay. Wiat kinds of studies or analysis
did you to prepare the coastal engi neering assessnent?

A For data acquisition we gather rel evant
wi nd record, which were necessary to devel op w nd

gener ated waves avail able (unintelligible) topography,

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
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vessel passage information, to assess whet her ship
wakes were an issue.

FEMA fl ood information, tsunam i npact
information. That fed into the analysis, and the
numeri c nodel to determ ne wave heights, wave peri ods
fromvarious directions that would inpact the point.
That was all related to devel opnment of a stable
shoreline profile.

And then on the assessnent of existing
conditions, went back and | ooked at decades of
hi storical aerial photography as well as historical
| idar survey of the point and did an assessnent of
beach evol uti on based on aerial photography and |idar
survey.

Q Did you suggest any changes to the design
of the project based on your assessnents?

A Based on our assessnent, we did recomend
that the beach crest elevation or elevation of the S-1
(unintelligible) be set at 16, and that reconmendati on
was based on elimnating overtopping for the 50-year
desi gn wave condition at a high water level, with
i nclusion of sea |level rise.

Q I n your coastal engineering assessnent, you
have a di scussion of recomended shoreline protection.

Wuld you give a little bit of an explanation of that?

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
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A Well, first, maybe | should say that
there's a bit of a mscharacterization there as far as
the termnology. The intent of the design wasn't to
provi de shoreline protection. It was to provide a
st abl e, expanded, enhanced shoreline, with a
sufficient crest elevation and crest setback to
prevent overtopping.

Q What sort of shoreline protection nmeasures
are currently in place on the site?

A Currently the site has bul kheadi ng and
| arge stone revetnent throughout much of portions of
t he project.

Q WIIl those protection neasures be renoved
as part of this project?

A Yeah. The intent of the design is to
remove those protection nmeasures and excavate, |ay
t hi ngs back, to provide an expanded conti guous beach.
Ri ght now, the beach ends at that revetnent bul khead,
and then perched above that behind that you have
exi sting upland infrastructure.

Q So you said that you reviewed the May 9th
suppl enental staff report. Did you have any genera
t houghts after reading the conments?

A You know, | think there's a little bit of a

-- and this is ny opinion. There's alittle bit of a

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
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m sinterpretation here between shoreline stabilization
and creation of an expanded, stable shore that wll
attenuate your wave energy naturally as a natural
beach woul d.

And so, after reading that, ny genera
i npression was, like | said, that there's a little bit
of a m sunderstanding on interpretation here and
per haps semantics, the difference between shoreline
stabilization and a stable shoreline.

Q Did you believe that the issues brought up
in the May 9th staff report related to shoreline
managenent regul ati ons nunber five and the shoreline
stabilization had been addressed in your coastal
assessnent report?

A Yes, | believe they were addressed, and |
believe they were better clarified in ny follow up
neno.

M5. ST. ROVAIN. Okay. Could you go
to G 24.
Q (BY M5. ST. ROVAIN) Wen you say foll ow up

nmeno, you mean this docunment? This --

A Yes.

Q -- May 15th letter?

A Correct.

Q Sointhis letter it looks like you

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
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identified two i ssues brought up by the county in
their May 9th suppl enental staff recomrendati on.
Wul d you read general regulation nunber five, right
t here.

A (Unintelligible) nunber five for
residential devel opnent provides residential
devel opnent shall not be approved for which flood
control shoreline protection neasures of the
bul kheading will be required to protect residential

| ots unl ess a vari ance i s obtai ned.

shoreline protection for residential devel opnment.

that the applicant has provided plans for shoreline
protection for residential devel opnent?

A Again, | don't believe that we're | ooking
at traditional or conventional shoreline protection.

What we're providing is a natural, stable beach

and at a sufficient height for this natural beach to

provi de wave attenuation as a regular beach woul d.

any kind of conventional or traditional shoreline
protection. To the contrary, we're taking out the

traditional shoreline protection that's in place at

Here, the applicant has provided plans for

Q What is your response to the county's claim

profile, with the crest elevation set back far enough

It's not -- we're not |ooking at providing

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
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this tine.
Q Looki ng at P-17, which you have on your --

on the table right there.

A Uh- huh

Q Wul d you sort of explain what these inmages
are?

A Basically, these are concept |evel

schematics of what we are proposing to do at the site.
I f you look at the (unintelligible) schematic, you'l
see that we're renoving the existing sea wall and
revet nent and excavating out to provide a flat,

conti guous, expanded upper beach area.

That upper beach area provi des natural wave
attenuation and provides sufficient distance and
el evation to allow for wave run-up to dissipate and to
not have overtopping at the crest elevation of the
beach.

On the left-hand side of that figure you'l
see the esplanade with edge beam and separation wall.
That's a piece of the project infrastructure, and the
edge beam separation wall is provided. Edge beamis
structural for the edge of the espl anade.

Then the separation wall is basically
provi ded aspirati on between | arge grain porous

material that constitutes your beach, which isn't

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
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conpacted, and the subgrade materials that are
underlying your esplanade. You know, that woul dn't
even have to be a concrete wall. Done simlar design
proposal s where that was a geotextile system

And then if you |l ook at the beach, you'l
see that that is labeled with a | ayer one and a | ayer
two. At this concept level, to provide a stable beach
profile, your upper l|layer, layer two, is a coarse sand
gravel, small cobble. Depending upon where you are on
the site, the gradation will change a little bit.

That's intended to be stable, dynanmically
stabl e through nost wave conditions, storm conditions.
And then underlying that is |layer one, and that is
conposed of a |arger cobble gravel, with all the
interstitial spaces basically filled with a coarse
sand pea gravel, and that's intended to be stable, if
necessary, up to and beyond your design wave
condi ti ons.

Now, this is -- this is a concept |evel
design |'ve used other places. | think we need to
realize that this is concept |evel, and noving into
final design additional analysis and nuneri cal
nmodeling will refine these gradations and also likely
t he thickness and spacial variation of potential

| ayeri ng.

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
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Q Are these imges drawn to scal e?

A No, actually, that's another thing to keep
in mnd. Your vertical scale is skewed tw ce your
hori zontal scale. So if you're |looking at a real
worl d i mage, imagine stretching that out to your right
twice as far. Everything would appear, you know, far
flatter and thinner in scale.

Q Ckay.

A So this, this scale tends to exaggerate the

sl ope of the beach and the thickness of the project

el ement s.
Q So there have been sone questions about
this separation wall. Do you consider that separation

wall to be a shoreline protection nmeasure?

A No.

Q I n your expert opinion, does the espl anade
or the wall supporting the esplanade constitute a
shoreline protection nmeasure?

A No. They are a piece of project

i nfrastructure.

Q | f you renoved the esplanade, would the
shoreline still be stable?
A Yes, you can renove the esplanade and the

separation wall and create a stable crest for the

beach.

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
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Q | s the esplanade a | evy?
A No.
Q I n your opinion, does this devel opnment

i ncl ude residential devel opnent for which flood

control, shoreline protection neasures, or bul kheadi ng

will be required?
A No.
Q VWhat is the purpose of the shoreline

nodi fications that are proposed?

A The intent of the design is to provide the
expanded, enhanced, stable shoreline where the crest
el evation or the esplanade is, set back far enough and
at a sufficient elevation so that wave energy run-up
can be di ssipated throughout, you know, the range of
desi gn, wave heights, and water |evels that were
consi der ed.

Q kay. If we scroll down a little bit,
their other comment was on the shoreline
stabilization, and they say that the project shall be
cited and designed to prevent the need for shoreline
or bank stabilization and structural flood hazard
protection neasures.

Do you believe that has been done?
A Yes. The -- if | can expand a little bit.

Again, the crest elevation of the proposed beach is

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
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where the esplanade is located is sighted such that it
allows for sufficient setback el evation and sl ope
run-up di stance.

Q I n your expert opinion, do you believe
there's a substantial conflict with the county code
related to that regul ation nunber five we were
di scussi ng?

A No, | do not believe that.

Q Do you believe there's a substantia
conflict with the county code related to the shoreline
stabilization measures?

A No, | do not believe that.

M5. ST. ROMAIN:. That's all | have.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY Ms. KISl ELI US:

Q Good norning, M. Gerken. Laura Kisielius
fromthe prosecutor's office.

A Good nor ni ng.

Q Hopeful ly just a few questions for you. |
think I heard you say that you were first retained by
the applicant in March of 20187

A Correct.

Q Okay. And what was the date -- | don't

think I saw a date -- on the coastal engineering

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
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assessnent report that you prepared?

A There should be a date in the subm ssion
bl ock. | believe the final one was towards the end of
April .

Q Toward the end of April. ©OCh, | see. Thank
you.

A It should be in the revision. Rev block,

on the front.

Q kay. Got it. Thank you. So, prior to
the date of this report, the county had not received
any concrete plans for shoreline restoration?

A Not to ny know edge. That woul d have been
bef ore we were engaged.

Q Did you propose the |ocation of the
espl anade or was that a feature you were provi ded and
needed to work around?

A Horizontally, spacially, it was a feature
that we were working with. W recommended a design
el evation for the espl anade.

Q And that was the 16, the 16-foot design
el evati on?

A (I naudi bl e.)

Q And why did you -- | think you nentioned
that that 16 feet was recommended to elimnate

overtopping. Could you explain what that is?

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
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A Run-up. So we | ooked at design |evel wave
event, 50-year wave, and high water |evel and sea
| evel rise, and you take all those things conbined,
and if you' ve been on a beach when a wave approaches
shore, it will break in various fornms or not break and
the water will run up the beach

So we recommended that el evation based on
elimnating or elimnating all except for the run-up
fromthe highest one percent of waves. So it's --
basically, it's that elevation to which you will get
wat er running up fromwave acti on.

Q Wul d that then prevent and -- and by
overtopping, that neans then that the wave woul dn't
run --

A The wave could --

Q Except for the one percent, it wouldn't run

up and over the espl anade?

A Yeah.
Q So does it affect --
A Up and on to the espl anade, because by the

time you get up to that |evel, between your highest
one percent and maxi mum that run-up is so frequent
and the volune that is actually entailed by the tine
you reach that elevation is so small --

Q Ckay.
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A -- that you will not have any significant

anount of water, particularly water over tine --

Q Uh- huh
A -- passing that upper elevation.
Q And is that just at that one percent wave

or we're tal king about the nost extrene?

A That's like the maxi numto one percent. So
if you | ook at a wave spectrum you have a broad range
of wave heights and periods within a given wave field,
and here we're tal king about the maxi nrum wave that you

woul d anticipate in a stormevent or the upper one

per cent .
Q Uh- huh
A So that's, you know, |ess than one out of

every 100 waves that inpinges the beach.

Q Ckay. So even if the esplanade wasn't
originally intended to serve as a levy, does it in
effect act as a levy, even particularly given that 16
foot el evation you suggested?

A No. The espl anade -- the espl anade does
not need to be there for the stabl e expanded beach
shoreline to function to dissipate wave energy.

Q So the esplanade -- okay. So the espl anade
woul d not need to be there to deal with issues related

to flood protection or clinmate change sea |level rise?
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No.
Q Okay. | know you nentioned that there
m ght be an issue of -- | forget how you termed it --
vernacul ar or semantics, | think, but as |awers we

tend to deal in semantics.

Coul d you take a | ook at page 48 of your
report and that's the -- that is C25, and that final
par agr aph there, could you read that, please?

A Finally, a concrete wall is recommended to
be pl aced bel ow grade at the edge of the proposed
espl anade extendi ng down at | east one foot deeper than

| ayer two, paren, underm ning of esplanade if erosion

occurs under tinme -- over tinme under repeated extrene
st orns.

Q So I'"m focusing on the termerosion there
Coul d you -- can you explain that?

A | will expand on that. That is -- |"1l1I

admt to a mscharacterization. The text in the
report, again, based on this elevation and appropriate
gradation of |ayers one and | ayers two and what you do
at the crest, that wall is not necessary as erosion
protection, and in fact, it could be renoved and you
could provide an alternate design that would stil

mai ntai n the stable slope and a stabl e crest

el evati on.
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Q Ckay.

A The thing, you know, I will add is, |ike I
said, you do need sonme separation there between the
coarser material and |layers that are conprising your
beach and the finer grained and conpacted | ayers that
are underneath your esplanade, but you don't need to
provide a concrete wall to do that. That is just one
opti on.

Q Coul d you explain, if not a concrete wall
what anot her option m ght be?

A | nmean, you can sl ope your subgrade that's
under neat h your espl anade once you get bel ow t he
espl anade edge beam and do it wth geotextile.

Q |"msorry. Wiat was the last ternf

A Textil e.

Q What is that?

A They're construction fabrication, typically
of pol ypropyl ene or other plastics that are -- they're
a design fabric to provide strength filtration or a
variety of other functions when used in construction
appl i cati ons.

So here it would sinply be a geotextile
fabric to provide a filter barrier and sone
stabilization between your upland subgrade and your

shoreline beach materi al .
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Q Wul d the concrete wall be considered hard

shore arnoring, or...?

A No.

Q No, it wouldn't be?

A It's not necessary to provide a stable
shorel i ne.

Q But even if it's not necessary, it stil
exists, and it's a concrete wall, would that neet the

definition of hard shore arnoring?

A No.
Q No?
A. To be hard shore arnoring, ny

interpretation is to neet that, that's function based.
So if you have a piece of infrastructure that you're
considering hard shore arnoring, that's based on a
function that it's providing, not just the fact that
it exists. So if that wall is not providing an
arnoring function, it's not shoreline arnoring.

Q So even though it's the same concrete wall
it's not considered hard shore arnoring if it's not

for the purpose of stabilizing the beach?

A No.
Q Ckay. That's all the questions | have.
Thank you.
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REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY M5. ST. ROVAI N
Q | just have one question. You were
initially contacted by John Bi ngham because he
determ ned he needed your assistance to respond to
sone Cctober 2017 comment. 1Is that correct?
A Correct.

M5. ST. ROVAIN.  Ckay. It was
actual ly just one.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Wl | pl ayed.
Vel |l played. Anything else, Ms. Kisielius?

M5. KISIELIUS: No thank you.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Thank you, M.
Gerken. And M. Cerken, I'mnot a tea sip[phonetifc],
so it's okay. Tea sip. |It's old Southwest conference
t hi ng, folKks.

MR HUFF: BSRE will call Kirk Harris.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: M. Harri s,
give ne a nonent while | get my conputer back to where
it was.

Do you solemly swear or affirmthe
testinony you're about to give in this proceeding is
true and correct?

MR HARRIS: | do.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Thank you.
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Nane and address, please.
MR HARRIS: M nane is Kirk Harris.
My work address is 14432 Sout heast Eastgate Wy,

Bel | evue, Washi ngt on.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR HUFF:

Q M. Harris, could you pl ease describe your
j ob and by whom you' re enpl oyed.

A My job, I ama senior project manager for
transportation with David Evans and Associ at es.

Q And coul d you describe your educationa
background, please.

A Yes. | graduated fromthe University of
Washi ngton in 1992 with a bachelor's of science in

civil engi neering.

Q Are there transportation-related additiona
certifications? | don't know.
A Yes, | nean, |'ve taken a number of other

courses during the course of ny 20 years of working in
the transportation field, but not necessarily a
certification for transportation. | do have a
certification in project nmanagenent professional from
t he Project Managenent Institute.

Q How | ong have you been involved with the
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Point Wells project?

A | was -- began being involved either, |
think, late 2012.

Q And what has your experience with the
proj ect included?

A At that time | was asked to begin the
process coordinating with the Gty of Shoreline on a
transportation corridor study and devel opi ng
alternatives and working through a public invol venent
process with Shoreline.

Q Had t here been transportation work done
prior to your involvenent?

A There had been. In 20 -- April 2011, there
was a expanded traffic inpact analysis report that was
prepared by our office and several of ny coll eagues
and submtted, you know, in April of 2011, and a year
|ater or so, a year and a half later, that's when the
conversation or the project task involved coordinating
nore with the Gty of Shoreline, even though the
report was submtted to the county, because the --
because of the traffic going through that
jurisdiction.

Q Now, transportation inpact analysis is
known as TIA;, is that correct?

A. That's correct.
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Q So that's what those initials stand for
Can you describe what a TIA is?

A A TIA is devel oped for all proposed
projects to identify what traffic is comng to or
generated fromthe project, comng to the project,
fromthe project, and inpacts that it would have to
t he surroundi ng areas.

Q So that's a part of the application
requi renent with the county?

A Correct. That was submtted in 2011 al ong
with a checklist fromthe Snohom sh County on el enents
that were investigated for that TIA in 2011

Q And you descri bed being involved in
Shoreline-related -- City of Shoreline related
transportation i ssues. Wen did those begin?

A Yeah. So, those began -- the applicant
BSRE and Shoreline had been in a dialogue in comng to
a nenoranda of understandi ng of what would be invol ved
in a nore extensive track inpact analysis.

Soin -- on April 1, 2013, they reached an
agreenent between the applicant and Shoreline of what
woul d be included, and fromthat point on, we worked
on both the public involvenent, the traffic corridor
study, as well as updating and providing a nore

extensi ve TIA.
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Q You prepared a tineline of your efforts

involved in these transportation matters; is that

correct?
A That's correct.
MR HUFF: And can we mark that P?
THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  P- 18.
Q (BY MR HUFF) Can you tell from your

ti meline when di scussions with Shoreline began

regarding this process?

bei ng executed in 20 -- April 1, 2013. Thank you.
Yeah, so those discussions would have occurred
between, quite frankly, between BSRE and the Cty of
Shorel i ne and sone -- and sone ot her coll eagues of

m ne at David Evans and Associates late 2012 through

early 2013.

2011 wth Shoreline?

A Correct. Yeah, actually. Thank you. |
was goi ng through ny emails and | had added that in
t here because | did see sone correspondence from you
about discussions you'd had with the city, Scott
McCall with the Gty of Shoreline.

Q And the MOU was signed April 1, 2013?

A. Correct.

A Fromny menory, it began prior to the MOU

Q Your timeline shows neeting on Cctober 19
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Q Can you describe what that MOU says and
what it is attenpted to acconplish?

A Right, right. So the guidelines in the
county's checklist for the TIA is rather generic,
tal ki ng about what trip generation or what |evel of
servi ce needed to be cal cul ated, peak hour traffic
trips.

The MOU went into a lot nore detail as far
as what background grow h shoul d be assumed, what
specific intersections should be anal yzed on the
proj ect, and what the process would be for the public
i nvol venent process for this traffic corridor study.

Q There's not much road network in Snohom sh
County that serves our project, correct?

A That's correct.

Q And the inpacts are largely within the city
of Shoreline?

A Correct.

Q So is it correct to say that this effort
was designed to cone to an agreenent wi th Shoreline
about first how things would be studied, traffic would
be studi ed?

A Uh- huh

Q And then al so, how inpacts would be

m tigated?
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A That's correct.

Q And what was the process by which this
effort was to be undertaken?

A So the process -- so this was in April of
2013. The process began with Shoreline on the traffic
counts that they had already taken within their city
for these 48 intersections, which, by the way,
actual ly through the process coordinating with
Shorel i ne, expanded to 64 intersections.

Q Si xty-four intersections?

A Sixty-four. Right. So we changed the MOU
at the request to continue on, you know, eval uating
other intersections within their jurisdiction. So a
part of it was using traffic counts a.m and p.m The
original report only identified p.m traffic counts as
required by the county, but with Shoreline we wanted
to | ook at the norning conmmute hours as well.

So over the course of 2013, it was taking
counts fromthe city as well as augnenting them for
those intersections that they did not have counts for
outside of their jurisdiction as well. The Cty of
Seattle had had an intersection, the City of Ednonds,
WEDOT had intersections along H ghway 99. So we had
to augnent the existing information there.

And then part of that, late 2013 was
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devel oping a strategy for preparing the public
i nvol venent process -- or conducting a public

i nvol venent process.

Q Can you describe the public invol venent
process?
A Sure. The City of Shoreline also hired a

public invol venment consultant to help facilitate this
enviro issues, but we |ooked at -- well, not | ooked
at. W devel oped what woul d be a series of neetings,
settled on in the MOU six public involvenment neetings,
which is identified, but not necessarily what woul d be
t he content associated with each one of those
nmeetings, whether it's exhibits or, you know,
soliciting information fromthe public.

We ended up actually doing seven public
i nvol venent neetings. You know, one, one nore was
added at the request of the public to kind of have
anot her chance to provide input, but that was
occurring in sumer-fall of 2013.

At that time, it was decided -- a lot of
times for public involvenent project -- or public
i nvol vement processes on nmjor projects, you want to
give the public anple opportunity to cooment. |It's
generally not reconmended to do it during the holiday

mont hs, you know, essentially from Thanksgi ving
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t hrough Christrmas to the New Year's because of just
peopl e's busy lives.

So the decision was nade at that time to
start that in February of 2014 and have a series of
neetings that were every two or three weeks, just so
it's still fresh in people's m nds when we're having
t hem

So we had those, all of those neetings,
except for one, at City Hall of Shoreline. The other

one was at the library in Shoreline along the project

corridor.
Q What did those neetings involve?
A Each one of the neetings was set up a

little different. The corridor was broken into two
segnents, segnment A, which essentially was fromthe

begi nning of the project site along R chnond Beach

and a half of a corridor or so.

corridor, which is another three or four mles, is
Ri chmond Beach Road, and so that was consi dered
segnent -- segnent B.

So sone of the neetings were focused on

Drive and then the first turn of 196th is about a mle

It's nore -- it's a |lower volune road today

and it has a certain character. The upper part of the

segnent A, sone were focused on segnent B. At the end
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we brought them together, but the first sets of
nmeetings were basically soliciting input and ideas of
what the design mght |ook |ike should the -- should
the road design -- should the traffic influence how
t he road design woul d be changed or mtigated.

Q What was -- at the end of these seven
neeti ngs, what was the outconme of this process?

A The outcone of the process was essentially
a preferred alternative hel ped shaped by the public.
Ri chnond Beach Drive currently is a two-lane road with
narrow shoul ders, not really any place for pedestrians
to wal k very safely. There's a narrow shoul der on one
si de.

Q There's no shoul der on the shore, on the
beach side, right?

A Correct. Yeah, nost of the shoulder is on
t he east side of the road.

Q Yeah, what little shoulder there is, is on

the uphill side?

A Yeah, yeah. |It's pretty m ni mal
Q Ckay.
A At the end of the process, this preferred

alternative, essentially, the Gty of Shoreline has
kind of a standard roadway segnent sections based upon

t he roadway cl assification, which would be |Iike a

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



N

o 0o B~ W

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

959

standard five foot sidewal k on both sides of the road,
maybe sone | andscaping buffer on it, but through this
process it was preferred, both by staff and by the
city, to not have it on both sides of the road, but
actually have, | think, a 10 foot wide -- primarily, a
10 foot wide nulti-use path on the east side of the
road separated as nuch as possible with a | andscape
buffer and no wal ki ng source on the west side, on the
west side.

Q The Gty of Shoreline has standards for

their roads, correct?

A That's correct.
Q Coul d you descri be those?
A Each of the standards relates to vari ous

roadway functional classifications. So R chnond Beach
Drive has a functional classification that's different
t han Ri chnond Beach Road, but. ..

So when we were -- when we were proposing
to devel op an inproved roadway section for Ri chnond
Beach Drive and this first section on the south
portion, or, | should say, on the west portion of
196th, it was, how would it change -- how could we
change to accommpdate traffic as well as pedestrian
I nprovenents.

How the traffic standards are for each one
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of the classifications, I'"mnot -- you know, w thout
referring to the Shoreline standards, know ng, but |
do know that in general they require if you were to
build a new road, sidewal ks or pedestrian facilities
on either side -- on both sides.

Q | had in mind their |level of service

standard, or LOCS.

A. Oh, sure.
Q Can you descri be what that is, please?
A Sure, sure. Yes. Each one of their

classifications through as part of their
transportation plan has assigned what they desire to
have the all owabl e capacity for a road. So typically,
| think a minor arterial, 600 vehicles per hour in a
peak hour versus a major arterial would have 800
vehi cl es per hour as their preferred capacity.

Ri chnond Beach Drive, through conversations
wth the staff, they had said the way this is
designed, being that it's a little bit better than
this mnor arterial standard, that they -- that they
woul d al | ow 700 vehicl es per hour on Ri chnond Beach
Drive and 196t h.

Q So that plays into the volunme over capacity

A. Correct.
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Q -- standard? And can you explain that?

A Correct. So, so when we develop traffic
nodel s for projects when we do a traffic inpact
anal ysis, those nodels identify what the capacity is
for a roadway segnent based upon speed limts,
cl assifications, delay, but yet when a city has its
own prescriptive capacity limts, they trunp and we
have to actually revise the nodel to say, hey, you
know what? While the nodel says this roadway segnent
can handle nore, nore traffic the city's requirenents
trunmp that. So we have to revise that.

Q So the city requirenent is based on the
classification of the road, not its actual capacity.
Is that correct?

A Correct.

Q And so the calculation -- or the nunber
that goes into the calculation is based on the
term nol ogy used for the road rather than what can
actual ly be acconmpbdat ed?

A That's correct. And then the city also has
a requirenment that this volunme-to-capacity ratio, they
al so have a requirenent for each one of the |inks
wthin their systemthat this point nine VRT.

Q So can you explain volune to capacity,

pl ease?
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A Sure, sure. So the volunme of traffic is
the volune of traffic calcul ated using our nodels to
or fromthe site based upon the devel opnent, the plan
devel opment m x of Point Wells site. So we would
cal cul ate what that devel opnent is com ng out of or
drawn to the site, divided by the capacity of the road
as codified by Gty of Shoreline.

So the City of Shoreline then takes that
nunber and says, okay, the nunber cannot exceed a
poi nt nine volume to capacity.

Q But there is a nethodol ogy where under
certain circunstances that can be exceeded; is that
correct?

A That's correct. The city does have in its
transportati on managenent plan, it's Policy T-39, that
says in limted circunstances, with the council's

approval, they can exceed the point nine V over C

Q Can you explain the | evel of service
st andar d?

A The | evel of service standard. So there's
essentially when we -- when we do a nodel, we node

i nks, which |I have been describing, just volune to
capacity links and nodes, and then the nodes woul d be
the intersections wwthin the network. So the nodes in

our case, we had 64 nodes that we anal yzed.
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So the Cty of Shoreline has standards for
| evel of service within their jurisdiction, both for
overall intersection delay and delay is nmeasured | evel
of service A through F score. Each one of the |eve
of services has a correspondi ng nunber of seconds of
delay for that.

So their level of service standard is D
al ong their corridor.

Q So the | evel of service standard neasures
i ntersections?

A Correct.

Q And vol une over capacity is intended to
measure the flow of traffic between the intersections?

A That's correct.

Q Based on your anal ysis, does the project
conply with | evel of service standards, Shoreline's
| evel of service standards?

A Yes. For the intersection, for the
intersection | evel of service standards, yes.

Q And sane question with respect to vol une
over capacity.

A Vol unme over capacity, we had sone tables in
our report to identify that that |evel of service
standard of point nine V over C was al so one of the

was exceeded within certain |links of the R chnond
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beach road corri dor

Q And the report, your final report, also
i ncl uded proposed nmitigation neasures. |s that
correct?

A That's correct.

Q And do those mtigation neasures |argely

solve the locations where V over Cis exceeded?

A They largely solve. | mean, sone of them
we knew that we were going to have to coordi nate or
work with the Gty of Shoreline to see if certain
Iinks would be all owed to exceed the point nine V over
C.

There is a particular stretch within the
corridor, it's kind of a conmercial corridor between
3rd and 8th kind of m dway where there's a |ot nore
traffic coming in fromthe side streets, where with a
four-lane configuration and a three-lane configuration
it exceeded the point nine V over Ca fair anount.

However, we had been al so coordinating with
the Gty of Shoreline with their staff al ong the way,
where there had been | onger range plans to w den that
stretch of the corridor to a five-lane section, two
| anes in each direction, with a center turn lane, to
accommodate the commercial traffic, and then --

Q And that's -- whose proposal is it to w den

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
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to five | anes?

A Well, that would have to be fromthe c
| nmean, the applicant could partner with themfor
that, but they couldn't necessarily propose it.

Q But in your understandi ng, does Shor el

proposals in that one area, what is the before an

after V over C?

A Coul d you rephrase that?

Q What's the V over C before the road is
expanded?

A It's like 1.4.

Q And after the road goes to five | anes?

A Poi nt seven. Each |lane that you add

obvi ously adds a significant nore capacity to the
road, follow ng Shoreline's capacity standards.

Q Shoreline officials testified earlier

ity.

i ne

intend to do that on its own, to widen to five | anes

A Yes.

Q -- in that area from3rd to 8th?

A At some point, yes.

Q And if that in fact occurs, what is the V
over Cresulting cal culation?

A That was cl oser to point seven.

Q So with the city's own road expansi on

d

in
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t he hearing about the fact that the R chnond Beach
Road corridor had been converted fromfour |anes to
three, and inplied that we had the chance to oppose
that and didn't.

Can you speak to your view on the
advisability of the four to three | ane change?

A Well, and actually, you know, so it's been
four lanes for a long tine, and we had actually
anal yzed the three-lane alternative, and that was the
preferred alternative even after this traffic corridor
st udy.

So we were well aware that Shoreline had
wanted to do that. There were sone pros and cons.
You know, citizens that didn't want the change kind of
testified to that factor in our corridor study and
then nore recently.

But, but ultinmately, there was al so severa
benefits to doing a four to three-|ane conversion,
primarily, principally froma standpoint of providing
nmore buffer for pedestrians wal ki ng the sidewal ks.
There's actually no buffer between the sidewal ks and
the existing road. So we were aware of it.

Q And does our -- does BSRE s road plan and
mtigation alternatives incorporate the three-|ane

road systenf?
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A Yes. Yes, it did.

Q Let's nove to the what we can call the
nmet hods and assunption process with Snohom sh County.
Can you describe that, please?

A Yeah. So, so after we had concl uded the
traffic corridor study, which was spring of 2014, we
turned our attention to updating the traffic inpact
anal ysis report for the site in general.

So the public invol verrent process, the
traffic corridor study, was just focused on Gty of
Shorel i ne issues, but obviously we needed to then take
the MOU and then analyze all the intersections. So as
we started that -- or before we started that, we
coordinated with the county and their traffic
consultant for the EIS, the Transpo G oup, on how t hat
woul d be docunent ed.

Before we do all the analysis, let's just
all cone to the table, cone to an agreenent on what
t hose net hods and assunptions woul d be for
(unintelligible) report.

Q What was the tinme frame for those nethods
and assunptions nenos or agreenent?

A Sure. So, we -- maybe |let nme even back up
here a bit. So we concluded | ooking at this, we

concl uded our last public neeting with the Cty of
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Shoreline in April, on April 16, 2014, and then we had
met wi th Shoreline.

They had their traffic consultant, DKS,
provi de review comments to us, so then we knew we were
going to be revising our nethods a bit based upon
their input.

So we had devel oped a draft ETI, or
expanded traffic inpact analysis, for Shoreline,
submitted that to themin July of 2014, and then we
said, you know what? Let's take a step back. W net
with Transpo Group, who was Shoreline's traffic
consultant for the EIS.

Q Shoreline's traffic consultant?

A |"msorry. Snohom sh County's. Snohom sh
County's traffic consultant for the EIS. So we said,
let's take a step back. Let's nenorialize what those
nmet hods and assunptions were, and gai ned the approval

of Snohom sh County. So the first tinme we submtted

t hat --
Q Let me stop you there for just a second
A O course.
Q You nentioned that the |last neeting with

Shoreline was in spring of 2014. Shoreline
characterized the reason for the process endi ng at

that point was that we cane to an i npasse. Do you
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believe that's an accurate characterization?

A | don't believe so, no.

Q Whul d you descri be your view as to what
happened t hen?

A Well, we continued to submt things
formally to the City of Shoreline, wth copies going
to -- submit things formally to Snohom sh County, with
copies going to Shoreline for their review as well.

So over the next year plus we did continue
to receive comments from Shoreline on the either
nmet hods and assunptions, or the TIA as well.

Q Were you aware of BSRE being told that
there weren't the votes on the Shoreline council at
that point to proceed with the process?

A | had heard that.

Q And that was the reason for ending
di scussions at that point?

A That's ny under st andi ng.

Q But you still conpleted the analysis and

prepared a |list of necessary mtigation to resolve the

traffic issue. 1Is that right?
A That's correct.
Q Let's go back to the nethods and

assunpti ons nenb now.

A Ckay. So in order to nenorialize the
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nmet hods and assunptions, we submtted it formally
three tines to the City of Snohom sh County between
April 2015 and Decenber of 2015. So after each tine
we did receive comments fromthe county on how we
could revise it or, you know, strengthen it or, you

know, inprove it to address their coments.

Q When was the first submttal to the county?
A. April 17, 2015.
Q And do you recall when coments were
recei ved?
A | see here fromny notes they were received

about six weeks later, on May 27, 2015.
Q And then you revised the nethods and

assunption nmenos and resubmitted at what point?

July 6, 2015.

Q And when were comrents received on that?

A Septenber 8, 2015. |I'msorry. Cctober 14,
2015.

Q And when was the third submttal nade?

A Decenber 14, 2015.

Q And what happened t hen?

A At that point we were understanding that we

had addressed all of the county's comments, and their
traffic consultant, the Transpo G oup, did continue to

provi de us sone review comments and primarily addi ng
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sonme clarifications on a few | and use codes that
aren't specifically called out in the instituted
transportation engi neer's manual .

Q So, I'"'msorry. You said Decenber 14th

What year was it?

A 2015.
Q 2015. kay. So when did you receive the
county -- the comments of the county's peer review

consul tant ?

A January 18, 2016.

Q And at that point, was there agreenent
bet ween the county and you as to how the further
transportation anal ysis woul d proceed?

A There's an agreenent that, yeah, you're --

to my understandi ng, yes.

Q So that occurred. That occurred at what
poi nt ?
A That woul d have been in the foll ow ng

Transpo's review conments. They were relatively mnor
at that point, the January 18, 2015 -- 16 subm ssi on.
So then we basically, we proceeded with the nore
extensi ve anal ysis.

Q And how long did it take to do that nore
ext ensi ve anal ysi s?

A It took us about three plus nonths to do.
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Q So when was the expanded transportation
i npact analysis submtted to the county?

A The next expanded TI A was submtted on My
5, 2016.

Q And what happened next ?

A Then we -- | ooking here, we received sone
comments fromthe Cty of Shoreline over the next
nonth or so, comments fromthe City of Shoreline, from
Transpo, the peer reviewer for the EI'S, and Snohom sh
County, all within, within that nonth of May 2016.

We net with Shoreline to kind of discuss
their review coments in person. And I'mtrying to
see if we've net with... Yeah. So, basically we
reviewed a bunch of comments and provided responses to
t hem before we submtted our next, next version.

Q Did you make a formal witten response to
comments that had been received?

A W did. W did provide formal enuil ed
responses in a coment, conment response matrix format

to Transpo and to Shoreline.

Q And then, Transpo comrented again. |s that
correct?

A Yes, that's correct.

Q When were those coments received?

A July 1, 2016.
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Q 20167
A Correct.
Q So were you then in a position to conplete

t he expanded transportation inpact anal ysis?

A Yes.

Q And when was that submtted to the county?
A That was subnmitted Septenber 1, 2016.

Q Was there any further discussion with the

county about your inpact analysis?

A There was. It was nuch later. On May 10,
2017, we did receive coments from Snohom sh County;
however, they were on the May 5th submttal, not on

the Septenber 1st submttal.

Q So what was the date you received county
comment s?

A May 10, 2017.

Q And this was after the -- that was on the

-- they nmade comments on which submttal?

A They made comments on the May 5, 2016
subm ttal
Q So a year later, you received county

coments on the May 5, 6 -- 2016 submttal ?
A Correct.

Q Were there further county conments?

A Follow ng that, that letter, nmeno fromthe
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county, on May 10th, we had a conference call with
Snohom sh County to discuss the traffic comments and
where | pointed out that unfortunately they'd revi ened
the wong version of the report, or an ol der version
of the report.
So we had that conference call on June 1

2017. We net a couple weeks later, where | -- on June
16th, where we net with, you know, staff at Snohom sh
County for nme to kind of formally or informally wal k
t hrough the report, the Septenber 1st report, and just
di scuss what was in it and how -- how kind of even
goi ng back, as like, here's our nethods and
assunptions, and then, here's the outcone of, you
know, of the analysis.

Q So on what dates did you receive further
county coments?

A So following that, foll ow ng the conference
call and then the in-person neeting, we did receive

comments on July 14, 201.

Q And then again on August 1st?
A Yes, and again on August 1st. Correct.
When we -- in between there, we'd actually -- so we

recei ved coments on July 14th and then we net with
t he county and senior staff, where, again, to kind of

wal k t hrough
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There was sone other additional staff, so
didn't wal k through quite as extensively, but I
probably tal ked to her a few hours on what was in the
report.

|"msorry. The June 16th neeting was one
where | think | talked for a good two hours straight
goi ng through what the report was. Wen we net July
31st to receive the kind of second set of comments, it
was a shorter neeting, but we had received comments
froma few fol ks, and then the next day they realized,
oh, we didn't -- we left out one of the nenos.

So when we say | received nore comments, it
was because they were kind of inadvertently left out
of the July 14th nmeno to us.

Q Was one of the topic of discussion the
capture rate?
A Yes. Yeah, nultiple tines.

Q And that had -- that concept had initially
been approved by the county early on; is that correct?
A Correct. So the discussion of internal

capture rate was actually first raised in the 2011
report. There was a particul ar net hodol ogy that was
standard at the time in 2011 that was used in our TIA,
where there's internal capture rate cal cul ated, which

basically identifies how nuch traffic you expect to
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stay onsite and not go el sewhere for services.

So there's a rel ationship between
residential uses, comercial uses, and retail uses,
sort of a triangular fashion, and the old style, there
was a little bit nore engineering judgment on what
that relationship -- the percentage rel ationship was
bet ween those three uses.

When we actually prepared the nethods and
assunptions neno, before then, there had been a kind
of fundanmental change in the traffic engineering
community, where there was an established report
prepared by the National Cooperative H ghway Research
Program that, that devel oped a nethod to nore
enpirically identify what that internal capture rate
woul d be.

So when we worked with and coordinated with
the Transpo Group on how to devel op our nethods and
assunptions neno, they suggested that, hey, let's use
this new enpirical formula, because it's nore
national ly accepted for m xed unit devel opnent
proj ect s.

Q So the county's peer review consultant for
traffic suggested that we use this new net hodol ogy?
A That's correct.

Q Whi ch you di d?
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A Correct.

Q Yet, did the county accept that
nmet hodol ogy?

A | wouldn't -- | wouldn't characterize it as
that they accepted it. They acknow edged that that is
a way to calculate it. In ny opinion, really, the

nost wi dely accepted way, but yet there was not really

a --
Q They did not agree to --
A They didn't agree.
Q Yeah.
A | nmean, they thought, you know -- they

didn't really think that the nunbers com ng out of the

formul a were appropriate or accurate.

Q And to be fair, Shoreline had concerns
about --

A Correct.

Q -- that too?

A There's a concern, yeah.

Q So what approach did you decide to use to
address this issue, since it appeared that agreenent
on the internal capture rate could not be achieved?

A VWell, in our docunent we acknow edge t hat
there was -- in our traffic inpact anal ysis docunent

we acknow edge that this is really the accepted way to
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calculate it.

The county had suggested, well, maybe there
shoul d be a range of internal capture rates we could
calculate for that, but yet, the fornula that's used
we're only allowed to actually put in certain inputs,
such as how nmuch res -- how many units there are, how
much conmercial, how rmuch retail, wal king di stances,
transit use, you know, various factors that we're
allowed to put in, and essentially, a nunber for what
that certain capture rate is calculated, not a range
of nunbers.

Q Is it correct to say that we proposed the
triplimt as a way to avoid argunents over the
capture rate?

A Yeah, yeah. That even goes back as far as
the MOU and between the City of Shoreline and -- and
BSRE, that it was agreed upon at that tinme that, okay,
no matter how you cal cul ate the nunbers, we just don't
want your nunber of trips on Ri chnond Beach Road to
exceed a certain nunber. And so that was witten into
t he MOU.

We used that as well as the V over C
calculations as well as the intersection | evel surface
calculations, but the daily trip limt as well was

anot her factor that we needed to factor in.

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



N

o 0o B~ W

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

979

Q Did you have an opinion, based on your
conversations with Transpo, as to whether Transpo
agreed that a trip limt was a reasonable solution to
this probl enf

A Yeah, yeah, we -- they did. It's where it
all sort of culmnated after submttals and neetings
and conference calls and conmments and responses. Kind
of the nmeeting |I thought we -- was really a
break-through neeting, if you will, with county staff
and nyself and a nmenber of Transpo G oup, was on
Sept enber 13, 2017, where we net with them

Transpo Group had | ooked through our
anal ysis, the county had | ooked through our anal ysis,
and the county engi neer said, okay, we actually -- we
find no fault with the traffic analysis. W're
interested to nove forward on it. So | was worKking
wi th Ji m Bl oodgood or who said that.

We think between the anal ysis kind of
foll owi ng industry standards as well as nonitoring
triplimts, sort of a nonitoring program so that
after each phase of devel opnent or along the way to
validate that trips comng in, out of and into the
site match the forecasted trips.

Devel oping a nonitoring programat the --

essentially the two proposed access points, the second
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access in R chnmond Beach Drive, that was an
appropriate way to validate and nmanage the traffic.

Q Do you recall attenpts to get the county to
consult with their own peer reviewer on this issue?

A There was a nunber of tinmes where we, we
requested -- had requested that they consult with
them just because Transpo G oup does have an
ext ensi ve background in devel oping m xed unit sites.

Q What kind of reaction did we get fromthe
county to those requests?

A | think the preference was just to kind of
review it until a certain point where they felt
confortable.

Q But finally, in Septenber of 2017, |ess
than a year ago, there was finally agreenent fromthe
county on your traffic study?

A Correct. So on Cctober 6th, there was a --
the county's review conpletion letter, which
actually felt, again, pretty good. | felt good in the
meeting on Septenber 13, 2017, and then saw it in
witing in Cctober 6, 2017, where there was
essentially a passages.

We see there are differences in the Apri
2017 | and use configuration proposed by the applicant

and the | and use uses in your Septenber 1, 2016, but
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it was characterized as they're relatively mnor and
they're things that can be addressed at the FEI'S
st age.

MR HUFF: | think that'll do it for

now.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY MR OITEN

Q Hello, M. Harris. Matthew Oten, for the

prosecutor's office.
So you testified you becane involved with
the Point Wells project late 2012. 1Is that correct?
A Yes.
Q Ckay. And when again did you start

negotiations with the Cty of Shoreline regarding

traffic?
A It woul d have been about that sane tine.
Q Ckay. And was it -- two of the mmjor

i ssues that you worked on, it sounded |ike you said
traffic assunptions and then mtigation of inpacts?
A Correct. Yeah, both of those are in the
| arger report.
Q Ckay. In your testinony earlier you said
mtigation neasures were |largely solved. Wat does

t hat nean?

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



N

o 0o B~ W

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

982

A In our -- we have a chapter in our report
-- well, I should say, we proposed mtigation neasures
for all deficiencies within -- within the corridor

study area.

Q kay. So, largely solved doesn't nean
conpl etely solved, right?

A Meani ng we reconmend -- | have heard the
termfeasibility analysis. W recomended -- based
upon the inpacts that we see at this point, we
recommend, this is how you would -- you woul d resol ve
this deficiency at a particular intersection or on
along a corridor, yes. And, but we knew that there --
it was not -- that those recommendati ons were not --
how do | say?

Their reconmendations -- until sonmething is
actually built, you know, it's solved. So we
recommended, you know, here's ways to approach it.
There m ght be other ways that you can mtigate the

i npacts as wel | .

Q Ckay. You nentioned that Skykom sh --
Snohom sh County roads -- | can't even pronounce ny
own county -- are not really inpacted by this

devel opnent, correct? Not the primary jurisdiction
I npact ed?

A. That's correct.

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



N

o 0o B~ W

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

983

Q Okay. So Shoreline is the primary
jurisdiction that will be inpacted by the proposed
devel opnent's traffic?

A Yeah, they had the nobst nunber of inpacts.

Q kay. And then you said you had put
together, | think, the methods and assunpti ons.
don't know if it was a chapter, or..

A It was we included as an Appendix B. It's
i ke 120- page appendi x. But, yes.

Q Okay. And Snohom sh County is the
jurisdiction tasked with -- because the project's in

Snohomi sh County, it's tasked with review ng the

traffic submttals. Is that correct?
A That's correct.
Q And then, why is Shoreline involved in the

review of the traffic study and the traffic corridor?

A It's nmy understanding, and I wasn't, say,
at this neeting, but, say, in that 2012 range, after
the 2011 report was submtted, there was a point
where, you know, because Shoreline has the greatest
anount of inpacts, why don't you coordinate with them
and kind of cone to an agreenent or understandi ng of
how you will mtigate traffic inpacts fromthe project
with them

So that's why it was basically a approval
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of the county to coordinate directly with the Gty of
Shor el i ne.

Q Has either Snohom sh County or Shoreline
agreed with all your nethods and assunptions including
the traffic assunptions and mtigation?

A The letter in -- to answer your question.
Shoreline, I would say no, because we have never
really resolved as far as having a final neeting.

We've met with themeven a few other tines,
with the city traffic engineer, Kendra Dudinski, the
city attorney, and a few other tinmes afterwards, just
to go through it. But | would never say that
everyt hing was resol ved.

Wth the Snohom sh County, the letter dated
Cct ober 6th, again, gave ne a sense that they were
| argely resol ved and that certain inconsistencies
bet ween the, say, the anobunt of retail or office that
we had in our report in 2016, it was |like 119, 000
square feet, and then | think in the April 17th
submttal, in 2017, there was 3,000 square feet nore
of accommodation at comercial and retail.

And even this nost recent with one in Apri
2018, there's maybe 4,000 square feet accommbdati on of
commercial and retail that's different than what we

had in the assunptions. Relatively small, you know,
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| ess than five percent difference of commercial, and

we would at the FEI'S stage need to reconcile that.

Q So it would change | ater?

A It would change | ater sonewhat, yeah.

Q So you nentioned a --

A Sorry. Then it was al so, again, one other

thing I felt good about, is that on the letter dated
-- fromthe county, May 9, 2018, traffic, traffic was
dropped as one of the reasons for denial of the
extension. So it was |like, okay, good. Even though
we said we'll nove it on to another stage full -- to
fully resolve everything. But it wasn't one of the

reasons for denial.

Q Ckay. You nentioned a Septenber 27th
nmeeting with DPWstaff. |Is that correct?

A Whi ch year?

Q 2017.

A Septenber 13th, yes.

Q Yeah. And in that neeting you said that

t he Departnent of Public Wrks said that the nodel was

performed correctly. |Is that accurate?
A Correct.
Q Did they object for the nodel being

i nappropriate for this |ocation?

A No, not at that neeting. No.
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Q Did they object later?
A No.
Q kay. Does the -- there's nmany assunptions

made in a traffic study, correct?
A There is.
Q Do you know what the assunption that's

included in the traffic study for when phase one

devel opnment will cone online?
A |"msorry. | need to go back to your
previ ous question. | was kind of thinking.

Q Al right.

A And, and so, when you said did they object,
| would say that, yes, they have objected nmultiple
ti mes over the course of the project. However, |
still maintain that Ji m Bl oodgood saying we find no --
we don't |ike the nethodol ogy you' re using. W
recognize it's the only methodol ogy that's nationally
accepted to follow this, this process using this NCHRP
684 report, the National Cooperative H ghway Research
Program which is done through the transportation
research board.

It's kind of a national study. They

recogni ze that's the only thing. They don't -- the
county said, we don't like it, but we accept it. So,

so, again, | try not to m scharacterize when | say,
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hey, the county thought it was great.

They just said they -- there was just sort
of an acknow edgenent that's the only thing you have
at your disposal to use and it's better than what was
avai | abl e back in 2011.

Q Ckay.

A Sorry. So, going back, | thought of
sonething there. So if you could repeat your | ast
guesti on.

Q Yeah. The Septenber -- where was 1?7 Oh.
When did -- you said your traffic -- the traffic
studi es make assunpti ons?

A Correct.

Q What assunption did the traffic study make
with regards to when phase one would cone online and
have residents, you know, creating traffic?

A Yeah. So, when we sat down w th Shoreline
before we started doing our traffic work -- excuse ne
-- there were a nunber of years, forecast years for
that, and at that tinme, the dates, the forecast dates
that we were to use for phase one through four were
2020, 2025, 2030, and 2035, every five years.

Q Ckay. Gven where we are right now, do you
t hink those dates are inaccurate?

A. | don't believe those are accurate,
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correct.
Q kay. And that woul d have an inpact on the
-- onthis -- if the assunptions change, it's going to

have inpact on the outconme of the study, right?

A If it did take 15 years to build out,
correct. There was a background -- primarily, this
affects the background traffic that you add on to the
traffic fromthe site.

Q Uh- huh

A In the MOU, there was an assunption added
in that the city had wanted to include, which is a
guarter percent growth background growh within the
area, that was added into our nodel. So you would
have to extend that quarter percent background grow h
beyond 2035 to whatever that final build-out year is.
It's relatively mnor.

Actual ly, when we did an anal ysis when we
first started, there was actually sort of the
recession period. There was actually negative growh
of traffic through there and that -- that wasn't
acceptable to use as a background growth. So we said,
let's just settle on a quarter percent.

Q Ckay.

A And then al so because nmuch of -- nuch of

Rich -- I"'msorry -- nuch of Shoreline in this
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Ri chnond Beach northwest area of Shoreline is
primarily single famly residential and not
multi-famly residential, there's really not a | ot of
grom h of traffic within the neighborhoods that are
adj acent to Ri chnond Beach Road.

Q Ckay.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  So ny
understanding then is Shoreline either proposed or
agreed to the quarter percent annual growth?

MR- HARRIS: Yeah, that's correct. It
was in the -- the MOU assi gned between BSRE and
Shor el i ne.

Q (BY MR OTTEN) Is that assunption equally
appl i cable? You nentioned the | ower Richnond Beach
Drive is nostly single famly. Once you get closer to
99, is that gromh rate still acceptabl e?

A | think that background growh was across
all of Shoreline. So it wasn't, here's a background
growh in the residential areas and a background
gromh in 99. It was kind of across our entire nodel.

Q Okay. You sort of spoke -- you went
through the tinmeline with interactions you both had
with the county and Transpo and the City of Shoreline.
Wen was the date of the |last conversation you had

with the City of Shoreline regarding the study?
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A | m ght not have included one particul ar
meeting, you know, a neeting in there, but the |ast
one | have witten down was July 2017. 1In fact | know
that was -- that was receiving comments.

| know that Gary Huff and nyself net with
Kendra Dudi nski and the city attorney to di scuss kind
of next steps. | didn't really put that in the
schedule. So that woul d have been | ess than six
nont hs ago.

Q When was the | ast one you have listed on
your schedul e?

A July -- June 7, 2016.

Q Ckay. And when do you anticipate to have
-- having a traffic study with the Cty of Shoreline
bei ng conpl eted and approved?

A | don't know. | don't know that process.

It would -- it would follow kind of the county process
here and then kind of resum ng coordination with them
One of the things we tal ked about was, you

know, new, new forecast years for that. One of the

t hings we discussed with the traffic engi neer was
provi di ng new background traffic counts at the 64
intersections. Since nowthey're getting a little bit
dated, we would need to have new data in there to give

us a new basel i ne.
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Q Do you have no way to predict when this
traffic study wll be?

A It was ny understanding that that would
occur after the DI -- DEIS was issued and before the
FEI'S was i ssued.

Q kay.

Woul d be i ssued.

Q But in ternms of tineline --

A It would be between the DEI'S and FEIS.

Q | have no further questions for you. Thank
you.

A You' re wel cone.

REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR HUFF:

Q M. Harris, you were just asked about

county objections to nethodol ogy. The whole point --
what was the point of the nmerger -- or the nethods and

assunption nmeno was to agree on that in advance,

correct?
A That's correct. Before we did all of the
analysis for -- all the specific analysis for 64

intersections for the a.m and p.m, for the existing
year and the four forecast years, we wanted to | ock

down what the nethods and assunptions were going to
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be.

Q And the di scussion you had -- or your
testinmony earlier regarding the newly recogni zed
approach to internal capturing?

A Uh- huh

Q And to the extent that the county objected,
it was with respect to the use of that new
met hodol ogy; is that correct?

A Yes. Yeah, the -- | nmean, the -- we had
di scussed -- so the study that this -- this NCHRP 684
report is based upon three m xed unit devel opnents in
Florida, two in Texas, and one in Ceorgia, and they're
all different in and of thenselves and al so quite
different than Point Wells.

However, the document recognizes that
coming up with a internal capture rate can be
politically contentious, so they wanted to devel op an
enpirical fornmula that would apply for all m xed unit
devel opnents that have conmercial, residential,
retail, novie theaters, and civic things.

Q To the extent that the county objected to
t hat new net hodol ogy, was that resolved by the
i ncorporation of a triplimt?

A Yes. Yeah, they felt -- kind of the folks

way of saying it was sort of the belts and suspenders.
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Li ke, okay, you got your belts for the traffic inpact
anal ysis, but the suspenders were the nonitoring
programthat would sort of ensure that whatever was
cal cul ated for the TIA would be foll owed, would be
adhered to in the nonitoring program

MR. HUFF: No further questions.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Thank you, M.
Harris.

MR HARRIS: You're wel cone.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Let's take our
nor ni ng break. Cone back at 10: 45.

(Break in recording.)

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Who' s next ?

M5. ST. ROVAIN.  We would call Doug
Luet|j en.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Do you sol enmly
swear or affirmthe testinony you' re about to give in
this proceeding is true and correct?

MR, LUETJEN. | do.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Name and
addr ess, pl ease.

MR, LUETJEN. My nane is Doug Luetjen,
attorney at Karr Tuttle Canpbell, representing
applicant. M address is 701 Fifth Avenue, Suite

3300, Seattle, WAshington 98104.
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THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Thank you.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY M5. ST. ROVAI N

Q Jacque St. Romain, on behalf of the
appl i cant.

Wul d you pl ease tell us your invol venent

wi t h BSRE.

A | amthe client manager for originally it
was Paranount Petrol eum Corporation and then becane

BSRE Poi nt Wel | s.

Q How | ong have you been working on this
proj ect?
A |"ve been working on the site in various --

on various el enents of the project since 2004.

Q Wul d you like to provide a disclainer
her e?

A | would. |I'mproviding answers to question
of a factual nature. Nothing that |'m about to say
shoul d be intended as a waiver of the attorney-client
privilege, as | amone of the attorneys representing
BSRE

Q So first, | would like to ask you a couple
of questions about Sound Transit. Can you give us

sort of an overview of your history with Sound Transit
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for this project?

A Yes. Prior to the filing of the
application, we started discussions with Sound Transit
as to the feasibility possibility of having a transit
station at the site, because of the fact that the
Sounder, the comuter rail as opposed to the |ight
rail, the comruter rail runs through the site.

We worked with a firm Shiels CObletz
Johnsen, SQJ. They have extensive experience working
with railroad issues. They principally, it's ny
under standi ng, were accredited with the fact that the
Mariners Stadi um straddl es over the top of the
Burlington Northern tracks, and that was a significant
undertaking. So that was one of the reasons we were
interested in having themwork on this.

Brad Tong is particular -- is the person at
SOY that works with us on this project. So he and
and Steve Onhl enkanp and Mark Wells, who was with
Paramount -- or is with Paranount Petrol eum
Corporation, had several neetings with the various
transit agencies -- that included King County Metro
and Community Transit as well as Sound Transit -- to
di scuss transit-related i ssues for the devel opnent.

Sort of the first major mlestone was we

were able to get a letter, | believe, behind ne, the
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April 2010 letter addressed to Mark Wells from David
Beal of Sound Transit, where they essentially provided
an overvi ew of what would be required to have a
Transit Station there, and expl ained that as a quasi

or governnental agency, that they would -- this was
all subject to their board' s approval at a tine far
down the road when it was appropriate.

That we had expressed to themthat the
client was committed to including a station at their
expense on the site, and the letter nakes reference to
the fact that this letter -- or that that comm tnent
woul d have an inpact on the ability to have a site or
have a station at the site.

Q So just to clarify, this is the letter
that's in Exhibit H 24, and the proposal was that the
site would be built at BSRE s expense or the
applicant's expense?

A Yeah. Yes, that the station would be built
at the applicant's expense.

Q What happened in response to the April 2010
letter?

A Well, at that tinme that was sort of what we
needed, we felt, to continue with the project.
Utimately, Sound Transit, | believe, and Sound

Transit Il, there was a environnental inpact statenent

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



N

o 0o B~ W

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

997

bei ng conducted, and ny col | eague, Gary Huff, had
witten a letter to Sound Transit that, | believe, is
back down.

There we go. July 28, 2014 letter was
submtted as part of the EIS process, and it
essentially requested that reference be made with
regards to the Point Wlls being a possible site for a
station, and that that -- M. Huff's letter was
included in the final report, and that it was included
a comment, which | believe is also on this -- in this

exhibit, that nmakes reference to the fact that this is

still a possibility.

Q Uh- huh

A Wll, it was included in the docunent --
included in the docunent, and it was the -- on the

docunment was included their coment, that was a
positive comment, and it was included as an exhibit or
appendi x to the final EIS. It was in 2014.

Q And was the Point Wells site listed on the
| ong range plan in Appendi x A?

A The specifically a -- the possibility of a
station in the R chnond Beach Area, which woul d
include the Point Wlls site, was referenced, again,
sort of reaffirmng the fact that a station at the

Point Wells site was a possibility.
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Q And was it included in Sound Transit 1117
A It was not included in Sound Transit I11.
It's nmy understanding that Sound Transit 111 was

submtted to the voters to approve actual expenditures
for sites that were going to be built. It was not
used as a planning tool.

If you will, it was an approval tool. So

we were not concerned that there was no reference to

Point Wells in the Sound Transit 11l docunentation.
Q What steps have you taken to work with
Sound Transit since ST-111 was issued?
A We have nmade recent inquiries of Sound

Transit as a result of comments and docunentation
provi ded by the county, but really, once we received
the letter in 2010 and fromthe Sound Transit with the
statenents they nade about the feasibility of the
project and the possibility of the -- of our project
having a Sound Transit station, and the fact that we
were included in the 2014 EI S appendi x, we do not
believe that any further work needed to be done at
this time, because we were not aware of any changes
t hat had occurred, in the sense that Sound Transit is
still operating a route from Seattle to Everett.

They are still looking to increase

ridership. W understand that their ridership nunbers
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in the north corridor are not what they want themto
be, that there are heavy subsidies that have to be
provi ded because of the lack of ridership.

And so, again, and then seeing that in the
Sound Transit 11l that they are still making
i nprovenents and adding facilities and operations for
the north corridor, supported the concept that the
Sound Transit was still be in the business of
provi di ng high capacity transit in the north corridor
and that we're on that north corridor and that
presumably we'll have a project that will be a source
of custoners for Sound Transit.

Q Have you reviewed the email provided by
Sound Transit to M. Countryman earlier this nmonth?

A | have.

Q And is that surprising, that enmi
surprising to you in any way or contrary to your
under st andi ng of the process with Sound Transit?

A No. The emmil points out things that we
have known all along, one of which is that any station
that has to be built at the site has to be built to
Sound Transit standards, also to Burlington Northern
standards. It is ny understanding that in doing the
prelimnary design of the station that the architect

took that into consideration. So that was not a
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surpri se.

We understand and have understood that one
of the issues any time you have a stop along the
tracks, there's not sitings for these stations,
they're actually along the main line, is that slows or
potentially can slow the railroad traffic, and
therefore Burlington Northern has to agree to that
st oppage.

And we've known all along that either a
stop is included in the existing agreenment with
Burlington Northern, or, if it's not, that it would
have to be subject to negotiation with Burlington
Northern. So the fact that that was in the email was
not a surprise to us.

And the fact the concept that this would be
a difficult task we've known all along too. There's
not hi ng about this project that's easy, and that's in
part why it's taken so long to address so nmany of the
difficult issues.

Q Do you have any indication that it wll not
be possible to have a Sound Transit station at the
Point Wlls site?

A W' ve received no information that would
tell us that it's not possible.

Q Ckay. And with respect to the design
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guidelines, is it your understanding that Perkins and

W11 has incorporated those design guidelines into the

pl ans?

A Yes.

Q Al right. 1 would like to nove to Exhibit
P. This is the tineline that you have. | think a |ot

of di scussion has occurred this norning about what
happened with traffic, so let's just skip ahead to
Novenber 15th of 2016.

What happened at that point in tine?

A The county submtted a letter to us, in
which they identified issues that they had with the
project and indicated that there were four specific
i ssues that had to be addressed.

As a result of that, we enployed the
consultants for the project to come up with a
response. That response was submitted April 17, 2017.

Q What happened after that response was
subnmitted to the county?

A The response was submtted and | believe we

were initially told that we would have a response by

June 30t h.
Q A response, as in county conments?
A County comments back telling us -- |I'm

sorry. | should have said that about that tine the
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county had said that they were stopping the ElS,
preparation of the EI'S, because they felt that these
were four significant issues.

And so, our task or consultant's task was
to prepare a response that woul d address those issues
so the EIS could be restarted. So we had to wait for
the county to review that docunent, comment, and then
to tell us whether or not the EI'S could be restart ed.

Q When did you expect to receive those

comments fromthe county?

A | believe the first prom se date was June
30t h.

Q Did you receive conmments on June 30t h?

A W did not.

Q When did you receive those coments from

t he county?

A It was in their COctober 2017 letter, and
that was after repeated prom ses of providing
responses and then failure to provide the responses.
Understanding it was a lots of material to work wth,
but it pushed us out until Cctober.

Q VWhat happened after recei pt of the Cctober
6, 2017 comment letter?

A The materials were distributed to the

consul tants and asked to provide a prelimnary
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anal ysis of what needed to be done. Even though it
was over 300 pages, the question was how much work
woul d need to be done, who woul d be doing that work,
and what tinme frame would that work be avail abl e.

Q Did you nmeet with the county to discuss the
Oct ober 6, 2017 letter?

A W did. We net on Novenber 13, 2017, here
i n Snohom sh County. W net and the county had in
attendance Ryan Countrynman, M chael Dobesh -- |
apol ogize if | say these nanes wong -- Mke MCrary,
and Paul MacCready -- | mght have those backwards.
Sorry -- and the prosecuting attorney for the county,
Matt OQtten.

Q What was di scussed at that Novenber 13th
neet i ng?

A So one of our concerns was that we had
| ooked at the ability to provide answers to those
questions, and the prelimnary review said that had we
started on Novenber 1st, we would not be able to
provide the information until January, and that was
just based on a prelimnary review

Al so, there were parts of the coment

letter that really hadn't been reviewed in great
detail by then, but we just knew that it was going to

take us beyond the deadline the county had i nproved.
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Q The January 8th deadline?

A The January 8th deadline. So then the
di scussion was, is the January 8th really a deadline
or is that just a date the county picked.

Q What information did you receive about the
January 8th date?

A So the county explained that the January
date wasn't a deadline in the sense there was no
statutory requirenment to do anything by that date, but
it was based on the current application expiration
date of, | think, June 30th of 2018.

They said they had worked back and fi gured
t hey needed the answers by that January date to be
able to do their work in tine so that their work was

done before the expiration of the application

deadl i ne.

Q Did you discuss the expiration date?

A W did. One of the things the county had
said was, well, go ahead and you tell us when you can

get the materials submtted and, you know, tell us
what that date will be.

And the assunption that we had was that we
woul d be getting an extension, and therefore that went
i nto our thinking about what would be the -- what

woul d be the new deadli ne and woul d a extensi on
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request be asked.

Q Way woul d you nmake the assunption that you
woul d receive the extension?

A Vell, we did at the tinme, because at the
nmeeti ng when this was being discussed | nade a point
of sort of stopping the neeting and saying to the

county representatives, are any of you aware of any

reason we will not get an extension.
Q What was the county's response?
A There was no response that there was any

reason that any of themthought that we would get an

ext ensi on.
Q Not get an extension?
A Not get an extension, yes. Then we

continued the conversation of then, okay, howis this
going to play out, and the county nade the conm t nent
that if we would get the materials in whenever date we
said we would get themin, they would then pronptly
get a teamtogether and review those materials and
that we woul d expedite this process as the best they
could and as we woul d.

Q Did they give any reconmmendation on the
I ength of time you should request for an extension?

A The comment was made that we shoul d nmake

one final request, and that the discussion was that
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the request would be either 18 or 24 nonths, sonewhere
in that range, but that we woul d make one nore
request .

Q Wth the assunption that this m ght be the
final extension?

A | think everyone assuned that that woul d be
true.

Q kay. If the extension is granted today,
or whenever it's granted, if whenever if ever it's
granted, what is the tine period that you woul d
request that the extension be for?

A | believe the request would be -- our
request would be for 18 nonths.

Q And that woul d be consistent with what the
county suggested that you request previously?

A That woul d be consistent with our prior
di scussi ons, yes.

Q Ckay. And in response to that Novenber
neeting and the January 8th target, when did you
informthe county that -- in witing that you woul dn't
be -- that we wouldn't be able to neet the January 8th
target?

A | believe that there was a letter that was
sent to the county prior to the January deadline

saying that -- confirmng that we would not be able to
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reply, because by then getting -- after getting nore
i nput fromour consultants, we understood that this
was going to take several nonths, much | onger than
what we'd originally anticipated, and that it was
going to be a rather expensive endeavor, and that
therefore we would have to get contracts negoti ated
wi th consultants and that whol e process was going to
take a while.

So, so | believe -- so prior to the
deadline we told them we would not be able to provide
a response, but unfortunately at that tinme we were not
able to tell themthe exact date. W had thought it
woul d be April 30th, but we did not want to provide
themwith a date that wasn't an absol ute.

And so, it was, | think, within days after
that that we provided themw th confirmation that it
woul d be April 30th.

Q It was an April 30th date that you said you
woul d - -

Yes.

Q -- provide the information by?

And when was the information responsive to
the October 2017 letter submtted to the county?

A | believe it was on April 27th, | believe

was t he date.
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M5. ST. ROMAIN. Ckay. No further

guesti ons.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MR OTTEN
Q M. Luetjen. Did | get the nanme right,
wWrong?
A Luetjen, Kkitchen.
Q | think | have m spronounced it the past

several nonths. WMatt Oten, for the prosecutor's

of fice.

So you nentioned the Novenber 13th neeting,

whi ch has been a big subject of contention in this
hearing. Just to clarify, did the county promse to

give an app -- give the applicant an extension?

A No one in the roomhad the authority to do

so, is ny understandi ng.

Q So the answer's no?
A Correct.
Q Ckay. And you tal ked about the materials

that you -- that the applicant submtted by Apri

30th. Actually, | think you said April 27th. D d the

county review the materials that were submtted on
April 27, 2018?

A That's ny under st andi ng.
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Q kay. Is it your understanding that the

county is still recomrendi ng denial of the application

based on substantial conflict with the county code,
based on a review of those April 27th material s?
A | can say it's ny understanding that the
county is continuing to recomend a deni al .
MR. OITEN. Ckay. No further
guesti ons.
M5. ST. ROMAIN. Nothing further.
THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Thank you, M.
Luetj en.

MR. LUETJEN. Thank you.

M5. ST. ROVAIN. That's all we've got.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  That's it?

M5. ST. ROVMAIN. That's it.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ckay.

MR. OITEN. The county does have one
rebuttal witness. |'mexpecting it not to |ast nore

than 20 mnutes. M. Countryman

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Thank you. M.

Countryman, |'Il rem nd you, you're still under oath.

MR COUNTRYMAN: Under st ood.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR OITEN
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Q Good norning, M. Countryman
A Good nor ni ng.
Q You' ve been present for each day of this

hearing, correct?

A Correct.

Q Al right. You ve heard -- over the past
few days, have you heard quite a bit of testinony from
the applicant's w tnesses regardi ng whet her the
county's being reasonable in what application
materials it's requiring fromthe applicant?

A Yes.

Q Okay. | guess, could you explain the
nature of the urban center site plan application in
t he context of those conplaints?

A Yeah. So urban center site plan
application is a request to develop a specific site
plan with certain specific design criterias proposed
by the applicant. Once that site plan is approved,

t hen the applicant woul d have aut horization to proceed
Wi th proposing building permts and | and di sturbing
activities and such that conply with that site plan.

| f the applicant were proposing changes to
that site plan, then there would be a whol e process
for review ng anendnents to the site plan, and

dependi ng on the nature of those anendnents, many of
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whi ch the applicant has proposed during this hearing,
such changes woul d require additional design review

board and a new hearing with the hearing exam ner in
order to be approved.

Q So, an urban center site plan, does it
provi de a nmechani smfor a devel oper to build a general
devel opnent proposal that can be nodified at a | ater
date or is it a means of devel oping a specific urban
center devel opnent as explicitly depicted on the site
pl an?

A Yeah, it's the latter. An urban center
site plan is for a specific developnent. There is no
general conceptual approval, as several of the
applicant's wi tnesses have spoken to. That kind of a
conceptual approval, the type that was descri bed by
M. Mlver in his testinony yesterday, would require a
devel opnent agreenent from Snohom sh County. That has
not been requested by the applicant.

Q So I'd like to touch on, there's been
di scussion of the SEPA review and the EI S process.
Have you -- over the past few days, have you heard a
| ot of nmention of the termfeasibility stage as a
justification for not providing certain application
materials and not neeting certain code requirenents

t hat PDS has requested?
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A Yeah, we have heard a | ot of testinony
about feasibility and what the applicant believed was
necessary. This is kind of the nature of the problem
with reviewing this project to date, is that all of
these materials that have been introduced this year
are responsive to requests that were made in the
county's first review conpletion letter back in 2013.

That's Exhibit K-4, and so it took four
years for the applicant to respond and then the
response took a very long tinme to review, because the
response was not devel oped to conply with code. It
was not devel oped with internal consistency. There
are lots of drafting errors and conflicts between the
supporting reports and the plans that were submtted
to the county.

So that's why it took so long, is because,
frankly, it takes longer to review plans that have a
ot of flaws than it does plans that are well prepared
and prepared carefully with internal consistency.

And then, the additional third submtta
that came in this year is now still being argued by
the applicant to be conceptual and feasibility |evel,
but what we require is sonething that is denonstrating
conpliance wth county code for a specific urban

center site plan, not for a general conceptual
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feasibility question.

Q And what's your understandi ng of the SEPA
review and the EI'S process? Wat's the purpose of
preparing a ElI S?

A Right. So for a project level EIS, which
is what the EIS for this proposal wuld be, the
pur pose of SEPA is to determ ne mtigation nmeasures
for that specific action, which would be consistency
with, or the specific action would be the applicant's
pr oposal .

The scopi ng was done based on the 2011
application. Wrk was begun with the expectation that
the applicant would be submtting a second revised set
of plans by April of 2014, but we did not receive
those plans until three years later, in April of 2017.

And as | just described, they still weren't
of a nature that could be used to put -- prepare a
def ensi bl e environnental inpact statenent. By
defensi ble, | nean one where the project would
identify adequate mtigation neasures and have a
i kelihood of withstandi ng appeal, and based on that,
we felt that it still wasn't able to nove forward with
the environnental inpact statenent because there was
so many aspects of the project that were not in

conpliance with county code.
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Q So if the application materials for a
project are too vague or inconplete, does the EI'S
serve the purpose for which it is intended?

A No, vague application materials do not
allow an EIS to identify adequate mtigation for the
i npacts of the proposed action.

Q What woul d be the result noving forward on
a EIS for an application that substantially conflicts
with the code and is inconplete?

A Well, there's two possible scenarios there.
One is that we'd warn the applicant repeatedly nmany
ti mes docunented in the exhibits for this hearing that
a suppl enental draft environnental inpact statenent
woul d be necessary because the plans needed to be
revised in a substantial way to show conformance with
county code.

The other scenario is that you publish a
draft EIS that identifies a whole bunch of inpacts
t hat coul d have possibly been nmitigated by conpliance
with county code. Then you go to a final inpact
statenent, publish that, and then you have a hearing
on the project where the project ultinately gets
deni ed.

And that's the out -- those two, the first

scenario, there was a | ot of additional work that
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seened very unnecessary, when it's really the
applicant's responsibility to provide plans and
reports that conply with county requirenents.

And the second scenario would have been a
huge, frankly, waste of time for both the applicant
and the county.

Q That sort of dovetails into ny next
guestion. What's the purpose of a proceedi ng under 36
-- 30.61.2207?

A Yeah, 30.61.220 all ows denial w thout
conpl etion of an environnmental inpact statenent on the
basis of substantial conflicts with county code in
order to avoid needl ess county and applicant expense.

What we' ve described throughout this
hearing is that the applications received fromthe
applicant contain several substantial conflicts with
county code. The applicant has asserted the right to
revise those later, but as |'ve described, there would
be no purpose in proceeding through the environnental
i npact statenent process, because the result would be
either, A rework of the EIS indefinitely until the
pl ans conplied with county code, or B, denial of the
project at a SEPA-based heari ng.

Q Al right. Could | have you turn rea
qui ck --
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MR. OITEN. Ask you to bring up

Exhi bit Nunmber -- that one's not marked -- K-31.

Thanks for pulling all the stuff up for us. Page 248.

That's not PDF page; it's page nunber 248. | don't
know if it's different than this one. 1It's going to
be sub B. Is that the right one? Above 190.

Can you read that?

MR. COUNTRYMAN: We're both trying to
change it at the sane tinme. Yeah.

MR OITEN: It shifted a |lot faster

than | thought. Wat page are we on now?

Q (BY MR OTTEN) Can you read from sub E?
Ch, | guess, what is this docunent?
A So, this is the Cctober 6, 2017 review

conpletion letter, and | was | ooking for the code
section that sub Bis from so | could identify that
for the record, but noving pages and nessing it up.
Could I borrow the nouse?

Q 248, 247. This is out of order.

A All right. So it was just there. So this
is the former version of 30.34A. 180 urban center code
review process and decision criteria; and then is it
section 3(b) that we're | ooking at?

Q Correct.

A Subsection 3(b).
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Q What does that say?

A Hold on. | junped. Maybe | mssed it.
Now we're on a totally different page.

Q It keeps junping from 248.

A Yeah. So it says, any revision which
substantially alters the approved site plan is no
| onger vested and a resubmttal of a conplete
application is required pursuant to SEC 30. 34A. 170.
Revi sions not requiring resubmttal are vested to the
regul ations in place as of the date of the original
appl i cation.

Q Ckay. Wiat's your concern here in the
context of this application?

A So ny concern here in the context of this
application is that many of the changes that the
appl i cant has described or prom sed that they could
make in response to the issues raised at this hearing

would require a full new submttal and | oss of

vesti ng.
Q Ckay. And just to --
A I n other words, a new application.
Q Ckay. And that's in testinony we've heard

in this hearing the applicant has actually prom sed to
of provide additional studies and reports?

A. Yes.
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Q That haven't been provided to date that
m ght require substantial alterations?

A Yeah, so for instance, we've heard prom se
of a May 18th geotechnical nmeno that was prepared
during this hearing. One of the issues of concern
there is that the technical nenbs with respect to that
retaining wall and the second access road, the site
pl an shows the retaining wall as taking up two feet in
t he horizontal distance.

|f the design of the wall were to require
anything nore or less -- well, it wouldn't require
|l ess, so it would be nore, then you'd be shoving
ei ther the second access road into a new | ocation
potentially further on to the neighboring property
Iine or other changes.

Q s it --

A We have had conversation of about noving
units out of the urban plaza phase into the |ower
bench portion of the project, which would be a
substantial change to the site plan.

W' ve tal ked about how the applicant's own
W tnesses testified to the likely need to adjust the
| ocation, possibly phasing of several of the units in
the south village in response to the setback fromthe

ordinary high water mark issue, which the applicant's
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own experts testified to being aware of that
requi renent, but said that they were not authorized by

the client to include that information in the original

subm tt al
Q kay.
A Et cetera.
Q And what's -- |looking at the big picture,

30.61. 220, what is PDS tasked with review of an
application at this point? |Is it whether the project
is feasible? | think we've heard a 30 percent design
stage. |Is that the standard on which your
recomendat i on and deci sion is based?

A No, feasibility is not the standard for our
recommendati on. Conpliance with county code is the
standard for our reconmendati on.

Q Okay. And just to clarify, the provision
pointed to is when we get to the approval stage for an
urban center site plan?

A Ri ght .

Q So it would be after review and approval

if there's substantial alterations at that point.

A That's correct.
Q Correct? But at this point we're tasked
with seeing what -- how the application and if the

application doesn't substantially conflict with the
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county code, correct?

A That's correct, yeah.

Q And what -- and in PDS's role can it only
eval uate the application materials provided to it?

A That's correct. Qur job is to review what
we' ve received fromthe applicant.

Q kay. And aside from | think, we had,
just to sumup, there was five areas of substanti al
conflict identified?

A That's correct.

Q kay. And there was a nention, | think we
t ouched on the parking i ssue and assum ng that the
applicant agrees to the county's interpretation, what
was the outcome of that?

A Yeah, so the outconme of that discussion was
that if the applicant were commtted to providing
seni or housing, that we would not identify that as an
i ssue of substantial conflict with code and then that
woul d just be one where there were details to be
sorted out later.

Q kay. On the renmining issues of
substantial conflict, | guess on the remaining four
issues identified in the nost recent suppl enental
staff recomendation -- or | guess four areas.

A Ri ght .
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Q There's additional issues. Do you believe
the applicant's w tnesses have established any
reasonabl e doubt ?

A No, | do not. | still have a |ot of doubt
as to whether the application materials that were
provi ded could be nodified in such a way that this
site plan could be brought into conpliance with county
code.

Q kay. And is it true that any one of those
grounds can be an independent grounds for denial ?

A Yes, all of the four remaining areas of
substantial conflicts represents an i ndependent
grounds of possible denial for the project.

Q Ckay. Thank you, M. Countrynman

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY MR HUFF:

Q M. Countryman, you've been addressing
30. 34A. 183 as the basis for your concern that if we
make changes -- if BSRE nmakes changes to the
application that we woul d | ose our project vesting,
but the | anguage of that section says any revision
whi ch substantially alters the approved site plan. So
we're not at that stage?

A Right. And, | agree with that, and that
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was the context that | was discussing that in, is that
if there were sone kind of approval of the current
site plan, then bringing the current site plan into
conformance with county code, again, hypothetica
scenari o.

Q But the anticipated scenario, and the one
that's necessary if changes are to be nmade, are to do
t hose before this goes back to the hearing exam ner
and have themincluded in the -- as part of the
environmental review, correct?

A That that -- in the scenario that you're
proposing, that's how it would work. But the reason
that we -- part of the reason that we remain in doubt
that that's howit would play out is because we've had
repeat ed extension requests fromyou that were granted
in which you had pronmi sed that BSRE woul d submit
revised plans to conply with first the 2013 revi ew
letter, and then nore recently the comments received
in 2017.

Q We can disagree with the history, but you
now have substantial information before you that's
responsive to all comments received to date. W are
not now in a position where the EIS process could be
resunmed and have this eventually get back before the

exam ner for the kind of approval down the road that
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sets the tine limt for when changes can be nade?

A The new i nformati on provided responds to
but not -- does not adequately address the substanti al
remai ning four areas of concern, and our task is to
deci de whet her substantial conflicts with county code
remain, and | believe the answer is yes.

Q And part of those concerns have to do with
the fact that variances and devi ati ons have not yet
been approved?

A That's correct.

Q But they woul dn't have been approved by
this point in a normal review cycle, correct? Those
cone |ater?

A Wel |, those variances and devi ations woul d
have -- in a normal procedure, would have been applied
for in 2014 or 2015 in order to have feedback from
county staff on naybe the necessity to nodify sonme of
them or additional subsequent changes, but that was
not the case here.

Q Isn't it likely that, and isn't it al nost
al ways the case, that there are changes in a project
that are made follow ng the publication of a draft
i npact statenent and the receipt of comrents to then
be included in the final inpact statenment?

A. It is sonetimes the case that there are
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addi ti onal changes, but the nature of those changes
t hat occur between a draft and final environnental

i npact statenment are usually not significant changes
that materially alter the project application.

Q So there are pending variance requests that
have not been approved or denied, correct?

A Correct.

Q Your assunption is, or based on your staff
recommendati on appears to be, that PDS gets to decide
now whet her that can happen rather than let the
exam ner nmake that decision?

A W' ve made a reconmendation to the
exam ner. W haven't --

Q But you don't decide that, correct, the
vari ances?

A Yeah, for a type two project, which this
is, the variances are determ ned by the hearing
exam ner. W' ve made our reconmendati ons.

Q You' ve made your reconmendations, but there
is no conceivable way in a project like this that at
this point those decisions woul d have been nade?

After seven years and three extensions --

O

Answer ny questi on.
A -- nost projects are already approved.

Q Answer ny questi on.
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A Repeat the question.

Q At this stage of the proceeding, is it --
you woul d not expect decisions on variances?

A We're not expecting the hearing exam ner to
make deci sions on the variances during this
pr oceedi ng.

Q Correct. So how can you use the lack of a
variance decision as a basis for asking the exam ner
to term nate the application?

A It's a part of our recommendation to deny
rather than to remand.

Q Based on actions that can't have happened
yet?

A Based on county reconmendations that we
woul d al nost certainly be nmaintaining the sane
recommendation to the hearing exani ner.

Q But it's not your decision?

A It's the hearing exam ner's discretion on

how to interpret those reconmrendati ons.

Q The sane applies for deviation requests,
correct?
A Vell, let's be nore specific, because the

Title 30 deviations are not a hearing exam ner
deci sion, nor are deviations made by the public works

depart nent.
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Q Under st ood. But those have not been nade
yet ?

A You' ve gotten your answer on the Title 30
devi ati on request from Randy Sl eight regarding

| andsl i de hazard areas.

Q We have received a decision from hinf

A You applied at a date where could not fully
process.

Q So there is no decision yet. Has there or

has there not been a decision on deviation request?

A Yeah, there's not a formal witten decision
yet on the | andslide hazard devi ati on.

Q And we don't have site plan approval, so
changes can be made wi thout |osing vesting, correct?

A Correct.

Q And we are not currently in this proceedi ng

requesting approval of a site plan, correct?

A That's correct.

Q And after going through the SEPA process,
you still maintain the -- PDS still maintains the
ability to recormend denial. That's true, correct?

A That's al so correct.

Q Let's look briefly at what the urban center

code says is required for an application. Section

30.34A. 170 lists the submttal requirenents. The
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first itemlisted is a graphic representation
depi cting conceptual |ayout and design of the proposed
project. That's correct, right?

A Ri ght .

Q That doesn't say anything about near fina
bui | di ng pl ans?

A | didn't assert that we needed near final
bui | di ng pl ans.

Q You' ve asked such detail ed questions as
what is the headroomin the parking garage where the
end vac piping would be. That's, that's a fairly
detail ed request that isn't contenplated as a
subm ttal requirenent, correct?

A Well, first of all, that request is not an
issue for this hearing, and then second, that request
was nmade to show conpliance with the parking chapter
3026, because there was concern that the proposed
desi gn would not be able to provide the anount of
par ki ng proposed by the applicant.

Q But that issue is now behind us, correct?
W' ve provided enough parking?

A It has been agreed that it is no |onger an
i ssue of substantial conflict with county code.

Q Then section 170 says that the graphic

representati on should also include the size of the
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proposed devel opnent. W' ve conplied with that.
Proposed m x of |and uses, including the

square footage, the nunber of dwelling units and the
amount of nonresidential square footage. W've told
you how many units and what the nonresidential square
footage is, correct?

A Correct.

Q Proposed building parts and FAR W have
conplied with that?

A Well, you' ve told us what's proposed.

Q Vell, that's what this says, proposed
bui | di ng hei ght s.

A Your question was, we've conplied with

that. So you' ve conplied with --

Q We have conplied with the requirenent to
submt?
A To submt, yes. W accepted a submttal in

2011. That's not in dispute. W often turn away
submittals that are inconplete when an applicant
brings in sonmething that is clearly so deficient that
we cannot process it, tell them what they need to do,
and then invite themto cone back in a few days or a
few weeks when they're ready.

Q Rat her than nme going through every item

listed in section 170, can you point to any | anguage
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t hat supports your contention for the | evel of detai
that's required -- that you're requiring?

A Yeah, the level of detail we're requiring
is the sane standard that every other urban center
applicant provides, which is conpliance with the
appl i cabl e codes, which include parking, shorelines,
geol ogically hazard geotechnical reporting, if
necessary, if there are geologic hazards onsite, et
cetera.

Q We've provided all that information. What
this doesn't require, and which | don't think there's
a basis for you to require, is the fine tuning that
normal |y happens at the design stage. This has been
an ongoi ng di sagreenent between us. But show nme where
that's required.

A Yeah, that fine tuning is necessary before
the project can receive an approval, and any approval
woul d be based on a draft environnental inpact
statenent. But the degree of existing conflicts with
code and internal conflicts in the application are
such that the draft environnental inpact statenent
woul d have had to have been redone through a
suppl enental draft environnental inpact statenent.

And that's a big part of why after all

these years in extensions we're recomendi ng deni al,
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because we have reasonabl e doubt that the application
woul d ever be revised to address the substanti al
conflicts wth code.

Q | don't disagree with the fact that
i nternal consistency should be elimnated, and we've
done our best to do that. But there is enough
information with PDS now to proceed with environnent al

review of the project, is there not?

A That's a decision for the hearing exam ner
to make.
Q You, as PDS, have enough information to

have EA recomrence work and conplete a draft inpact
statenent, do you not?

A If we were to proceed based on the
information provided to date, the draft environnental
i npact statenment would say that a supplenent -- a
revi sed plan and suppl emental draft environmental
i npact statenent were necessary. |'ve said that
before and we woul d be sayi ng that again.

Q By the tine a draft is published, it is
al so possible, likely, that those kind of refinenments
that you're saying mght require a supplenental EIS,
t hose can be handl ed before the publication of a DS,
can't they?

A That's a question on tinelines, but based
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on prior witten commtnents fromthe applicant to

provide revisions and the length of time it took to
receive those revisions and the low quality of said
revi sions received, we do not believe that this is

likely to ever get fully resol ved.

Sonme of this is things that are outside the
application directly, such as getting sone kind of
witten agreement with Sound Transit on what it would
take to provide commuter rail service fromthe site.

Q You said in your earlier testinony that an
agreenent with Sound Transit, an agreenent, is not
necessary, is no |longer necessary as a condition to
proceedi ng --

A MOU or sonething |like that.

Q -- OR evidence that their design standards
have been incorporated into station design. Your
words. Correct?

A Correct. And we have no such evidence in
t he record.

Q But it wasn't until this hearing when you
first stated that that woul d be an acceptabl e
approach, correct?

A | don't believe that's the case.

Q When woul d you have told us that, that

i ncorporation of their design standards satisfies this
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requi renent at this stage?

A We' d be | ooking back at the project record,
but that kind of communication would have |ikely been
com ng fromthe county public works departnent.

Q There's been a question that if an
extension is granted, what's the appropriate |ength.
How long -- let's assune for this discussion that BSRE
and its consultants tinely respond and provi de any
additional information that you m ght require. Wat
is your best estimate as to how long it would take PDS
with -- in wrking with EA, to publish a draft
envi ronnment al i npact statenent?

A Well, the question isn't howlong it takes
to publish the draft environnental inpact statenent.
It's, how |l ong does the project have before the
proj ect expires, because even if a draft were
publ i shed, the project could still expire.

Q |"'masking this one step at a tine. How
long would it take PDS to publish a draft
envi ronnent al inpact statenent?

A Well, we'd have to confer with EA to
determne their availability and timng on resum ng
work as part of that.

Q And there would be a comment period and a

final EIS?
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A Correct.

Q And then, resunme the hearing before the
exam ner. So, assum ng full conpliance on the part of
BSRE, what's your best guess as to how Il ong that would
t ake?

A Vell, first, we would need a fourth
submttal to address issues identified with the
current project application. So part of that question
goes back on to the applicant for how long it would
take the applicant to prepare a fully responsive
fourth submttal, and then the county woul d need tine
to review that and then proceed.

Q But ny question was based on the
presunption that we fully and tinmely perform So if
that is the case, how long would it take the county to
performits part of the process?

A Yeah, our prior review, as much as you
conpl ai ned about that, took approximtely six nonths,
and then the publication of the draft environnental
i npact statenent based on that is probably in the
nei ghbor hood of a year.

It's a lot of what had been prelimnarily
drafted woul d have to be revised and edited.

Q Okay. But ny question goes to we need to

get this done within the |[ife of the permt. So how
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| ong do you expect it mght take to get through the
exam proceedi ng, so that we have everything done
during the life of the extension, if there is one?

A kay. I'msorry. | think I understood the
guestion. It's howlong to publish a draft
envi ronnment al inpact statenent, not for the whole
| ength of the project.

Q I " m aski ng about the whol e | ength.

A Well, again, that's -- you're asking ne to

specul at e on sonet hi ng.

Q | am asking you to specul ate

A Yeah.

Q But |I'm asking for your best guess

A Right. So six nonths to review a fourth

submittal, a year to prepare and publish a draft

envi ronnental inpact statement. EA engineering in
their ow internal scope of work, as | recall, said
that they figured they would need a year to respond to
t he comrents expected during the coment period.

Q A year?

A That's what | recall.
Q That seens hi ghly unusual
A Wll, they were, as | -- as | renenber it

anyway, there were two estimates for the nunber of

public comments, with two different tinme periods
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associated with that. The |onger of those two, as |
recall, was a year for EA engineering to respond to
the comments on the draft.

Then, creation of a -- at that point then,
there's a question on whether a fifth submttal of the
application was necessary, and then followed by --
follow that up with publication of a final
envi ronnment al i npact statenent and educati onal
background, then additional revisions, if necessary,
to the application before a reconmendation to the
heari ng exani ner.

Q Best guess as to overall time frane?

A Yeah, | nean, at that point you're | ooking
at several years' worth of work, and we would not be
recommendi ng an extension of several years to
conpletion. W suggest that if there were sone kind
of extension, that the extension be based on submttal
of a fourth application -- fourth submttal, rather,
and then review of that and before a determ nation was
made as to whether to proceed.

Q So in your viewit is at |east conceivable
to have an extension of sufficient duration to get
through the EIS -- the DEIS and then nmake a deci sion
as to whether an additional extension is avail able?

A Well, the hearing exam ner has the
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authority to grant an extension, but that's not what
our reconmendation is.

Q What woul d your -- 1 know your current
recommendation is to deny the project. But if sone
extension is to be granted, what --

A Then our recommendati on would be for a
period of time either |ong enough to review a fourth
subm ttal and determ ne whether we should proceed with
a draft environnmental inpact statenent or deny the
proj ect at that point.

So the question that | have to admt that |
don't know is, under what authority, if -- what |I'm
di scussing is worst case scenario. |f an extension
were granted to the project, is it possible to put in
sonme kind of performance m | estones before additional
extensions were granted, and | off the top of nmy head
don't know if that's a hearing exam ner authority for
subsequent extensions or if that's a PDS director
authority.

MR, HUFF. | think that is enough
guestioning from ne.

MR OTTEN: | have sone redirect.

REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR OITEN
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Q You just, M. Countryman, just spoke about
extensions and a | ot of speculation on how that woul d
wor k and who would do that. Wuld that be part of a
deci si on maybe |ike PDS staff team including
di scussion with the director, not a decision you nake

on your own?

A That's correct.
Q Al'l right. And there was sone di scussion
about devi ations and vari ances. | think -- and this

is in context of probably the structures on the upper
bench. | think there was sone m sinformation on the
variance and devi ati on.

Who approves a deviation request from

| andsl i de hazard regul ati ons?

A Yeah, that's an approval granted by the PDS
director.
Q kay. And the PDS director, in this case

M. Sleight would be the person nmaking that decision?
A Right. So the PDS director would defer to
the chief engineering officer.
Q And you were in the hearing when M.
Sleight testified, right?
A Ri ght .
Q VWhat was M. Sleight's conclusion regarding

whet her he woul d grant the deviation request fromthe
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| andsl i de hazard regul ati ons?

A Yeah, M. Sleight said he would not be
granting the deviation for the buildings in the
| andsl i de hazard area, but would require additional
information with respect to the second road.

Q Okay. And that deviation request is
totally difference fromthe variance request
(unintelligible)?

A That's correct.

Q M. Huff asked where PDS has identified how
the application, their application, fails to satisfy
the code. Doesn't PDS identify those reasons in
detail in both the staff recomendati on and the
suppl emental staff reconmendati on?

A That's correct.

Q Okay. No further questions. Thank you.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Thank you, M.
Countryman. Wat el se you got?

MR OITEN. No further w tnesses.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER.  Okay. It's
just before noon. Wat | propose is, let's take a
[ unch break and cone back and let's talk. | have sone
guestions, and you nmay want to tell ne sone things.
don't want to treat this as a formal closing argunent

kind of a thing, but at least, if nothing else, 1'd
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like to run through sonme of ny questions for counsel
on this, because it really should be ny | ast
opportunity to do that until | get your witten
subm ssi ons next week.

Does that make sense? Fair enough?
Geat. GCkay. W'Ill be in recess until 1:00, then.
Thank you.

(Proceedi ngs recessed at 11:53 a.m

To be reconvened at 1:00 p.m)
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AFTERNCON SESSI ON
1: 00 p. m
--000- -

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  First, 1'd like
to thank everyone for their hard work on this. Both
counsel have done a great job, and | really appreciate
that. As froma (unintelligible) perspective, it's a
pl easure to watch good | awers work. | know you've
got nore work to do, and | do appreciate that, but |
just want to let you know that | very nuch appreciate
t he work you' ve done so far.

| also, |I've got these sone questions
for you, and it's okay to tell me, you know, we'l
answer that in our closing papers. That woul d be
fine. Some of ny questions are | egal and sonme of them
are factual. And it's also okay if you want to
el aborate further in your closing papers next week.

So | want to start by picking on the
county a bit. So, aml correct -- and | could be
wong -- that at this point traffic is not identified
as a substantial conflict issue? That fromthe
county's perspective, at this point in the
proceedings, it appears that is a solvable,

potentially solvable problenf? There's not a basis for
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denial at this point?

M5. KISIELIUS: It is not a basis of
denial in this proceeding.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Right. That
doesn't nean that it's fixed or solved or it's not
going to be an issue later, if, but --

M5. KISIELIUS: That's correct.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: -- right now
it's not an issue in this proceeding.

M5. KISIELIUS: Correct.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  And this may be
a metaphysical question. |Is the county's argunent
that it reasonably doubts whether BSRE can conply with
county code or is it there is no reasonabl e doubt that
BSRE can conply? And nmaybe there's no difference
between the two. | want to nmake sure | understand
this reasonabl e doubt substantial conflict test you're
trying to...

MR OITEN:  Yeah. Just, | think that
was m sstated by sonme of our own witnesses in the
testinmony. |If you | ook back at 30.61.220, it's the
county has to establish a substantial conflict and it
speaks to whet her you uphold it or uphold the deni al
reconmendat i on.

| don't want to m squote the code, but
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it speaks of, is there reasonabl e doubt to any of
t hese issues of substantial conflict.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER.  Right. And
what |'mstruggling with --

MR OITEN.  Uh-huh

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  -- putting
aside this feels like a Law and Order, you know,
reasonabl e doubt kind of a thing, is ny inpression is
that when an application first comes in to PDS, it is
not uncomon that there be substantial conflicts in
that initial application with county code, in one or
nor e pl aces.

And through the iterative process of
review, those get squeezed out, so that by the tine it
gets to either a type one decision or adm nistrative
deci si on or quasi-judicial decision, those things are
i roned out.

| suppose it's theoretically possible
to have applicant and PDS be at | oggerheads about it
and comng to a decision by the director, by the
heari ng exam ner, to go one way or the other, but the
fact that an application initially has a substanti al
conflict as a practical matter isn't a basis for
denial, it seenms to ne.

Maybe |I''m wong on that, but if that
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were the case, then pretty nmuch every -- not every,
but a lot of applications that cone in should be and
could be denied. And where's the principal basis for
sayi ng these applications will be denied because
they're a substantial conflict and these won't be, |
mean?

M5. KISIELIUS: | think that could --
that is correct. However, in this particular process,
we're seven years into it, so |l think that's the
di stinction between if it conmes in on day one and
there's substantial conflict in the application
materials is different than seven years | ater where
there still substantial conflicts after a reasonabl e
opportunity to have worked out those substanti al
conflict.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  An urban center
application by code expires after three years absent
any extensions, right? 1Isn't it three years?

MR. OTTEN.  Yeah, | know that a new
expiration code was adopted two years ago? So the new
period -- without |ooking at it.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Yeah, | don't
know what the new period is. |'mjust thinking. But
in this one, for 2011.

MR. OTTEN.  Uh- huh.
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THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Was it three
years?

M5. KISIELIUS: No. In 2011, that
code did not -- that --

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: It didn't say.

M5. KISIELIUS: -- that code did not.
Right. At the time, it didn't in 2011. The new code
was adopted -- and this is actually in our prehearing
briefing material s.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ri ght, right.

M5. KISIELIUS: Was adopted several
years ago. However, the parties have both tal ked
about vesting and whether that provision applies, and
the county's position is, because expiration dates are
procedural, not substantive, under the state's vesting
doctrine, | think it would apply.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: It woul d?

M5. KISIELIUS: Yeah.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Woul d appl y.
Al t hough currently, and I'll get to this, but | know
you' ve got an issue right nowwith the director on
this. 1'lIl get to you.

M5. ST. ROVAIN. Oh, | was just going
to give you the original expiration date if you wanted

t hat .
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THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Let's take
turns. Let's take turns.

M5. KISIELIUS: And | think if | may
on that, then the question conmes down to what three
years fromwhen and that's where there is a dispute
bet ween the parties on that.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: It doesn't have
a date stanp best if used by.

M5. KISIELIUS: Right.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Okay. Is it
the county's position that if a variance is needed
there is necessarily a substantial conflict? And the
reason | ask is because, you know, |'ve been hearing
gquite a bit about this variance thing, and which is
clearly in a type two proceedi ng a quasi-judici al
pr oceedi ng.

If the county's position is that if
there's a variance needed, therefore there is
automatically by definition a substantial conflict,
then why woul dn't you then kind of automatically deny
pretty nmuch every project? Oherw se, you' re usurping
t he quasi-judicial process.

M5. KISIELIUS: Right. W haven't --
an initial answer to that, we mght want to follow up

in briefing on that, but | just want to nake sure that
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there's a clear distinction between a variance and the
devi ation request that applies to | andslide hazards.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Under st ood.

And | have no authority over deviations. | understand
t hat .

M5. KISIELIUS: COkay. So we're just
addressing the variance issue.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: This is not the
devi ati ons.

M5. KISIELIUS: | understand the
guandary. Part of the problemhere is that when staff
made its recomendati on, based on substanti al
conflict, there was no variance request.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ri ght .

M5. KISIELIUS: Again, that's part of
the frustration in this process, is it took seven
years, in April 27th, before a variance was subm tted.
So as of right now, staff's recommendati on was based
on a substantial conflict with code.

As of now, the position of the county
woul d be that there is still a substantial conflict
with the code because a variance has not been granted.
And again --

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER.  But a vari ance

couldn't be granted until -- | nean, because that's
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not an adnministrative issue. That's a -- | nean

the applicant in a catch-22 situation that, we're
going to deny you because you don't have a vari ance,
but you don't get a variance until you get past to
guasi -j udi ci al deci si on.

M5. KISIELIUS: Right. Again, and
understand the -- understand the situation, and agai
just ask you to consider that that variance was not

even requested until --

to beat themup --
M5. KISIELIUS: -- seven years into

the project. R ght?

things in a few m nutes.

M5. KISIELIUS: Right.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  They' || get
their turn at the barrel next.

M5. KISIELIUS: So, so it is an
awkward situation, but PDS s position at this point
time has to be that there is a substantial conflict
with the code, because of a variance --

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER.  Ckay.

MB. KI Sl ELI US: -- hasn't been

saying that it hasn't been granted kind of puts you --

n,

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ch. |' m goi ng

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: -- about a few

in
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gr ant ed.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Well, 1'm goi ng
to quote Enerson. That a foolish consistency is the
hobgoblin of little mnds, and what | |look for is a
principled basis to distinguish between things.

So, | try to be consistent with these
ki nds of decisions or decide it this way if they fall
into that bucket, and so one of the things | would be
| ooking for the county to explain is what's the
principle distinction between this versus virtually
every other case |'ve had which has a variance
attached to it, other than staff thought the variance
was a good idea in those situations.

Maybe it is sinply that the timng is
not -- I don't know. But that's one of the things I'm
| ooki ng for.

Assunming -- now, is the degree of
specificity of the design required for site plan
approval explicit or inmplicit in county code? And
that nay be sonething you want to address in your
cl osing, because as a practical matter, the county
has, in ny experience, taken the position that there
needs to be a denonstration that they will likely
conply with county code to get approval

In other words, that the -- while you

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



N

o 0o B~ W

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

1049

don't need to know the invert elevation of every pipe
sort of thing, you do need to be able to denobnstrate
that, yeah, you' ve got at |east a schematic and a
design that we m ght not have the exact elevation to
the inch, but it's going to conply with code.

M5. KISIELIUS: And we can address
this further, but | think there's -- | think the |evel
of specificity needs to be enough to denonstrate
conpliance with code. Not likely conpliance with
code.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: kay. Cood.

M5. KISIELIUS: Conpliance with code.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  But that it
will comply. Ckay.

MS. KISIELIUS: That's correct.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Fair enough
Good poi nt.

M5. KISIELIUS: And to the extent
you' re tal king about pipes and ot her things, that
could be deferred to the building permt stage.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: That's when the
actual elevations, invert, you know, slopes are al
dealt with. As long as the -- that everyone is
satisfied at the quasi-judicial stage, that, yeah, it

can be done. It will be done.
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M5. KISIELIUS: Well, again, it's not
-- it's the concept of feasibility.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Well, | want to
stay away fromthe F word right now.

MS. KISIELIUS: Yeah, |I know. So at
buil ding permt stage you are really only looking to
determ ne whether there's conpliance with the buil ding
codes. So you're not |ooking at |and use principles.
You're not revisiting --

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Wl |, but..

M5. KISIELIUS: -- the urban center
code.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Right. But
LDA, you know, let's just take the LDA, the |and
di sturbing activity phase. When we're doing the site
work prep, putting in the utilities, rough grading,
you know, may not have finish grading for all the
pads, but at |east you got rough grading. You' ve got
your road work done, you've got your storm water, your
donestics, potable water, electricity, sewer, all that
kind of stuff laid in there, and at that point in
construction review then it's, yeah, it's, folks are
going over that with their engineering scales to nake
sure that, yeah, there's enough gravity flow

If there's not, then it needs to be a
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force main or a punp of sone kind, and then what that
| ooks |ike sort of thing.

But | guess ny question is -- | know
t hat has been the practice of PDS to require that
| evel of detail to assure that it will meet code when
it is built. The questionis, and this is a part of,
| think, M. Huff's questioning of M. Countrynman,
where do you find that in the code. Is it explicit,
and if it's not explicit, it must be inplicit, because
that's how PDS has been doing it, and how do you get
there. Wat's the causal chain in the code that gets
you to that inplication.

M. KISIELIUS: Yeah, and | think

we'll have to --
THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  You'll have to
M5. KISIELIUS: -- look into that.
But, but I do -- | would stand by the assertion that
there probably is -- it's inplicit in the code that

the level of specificity is what is required to
denonstrate com-- actual conpliance with the code.
THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: That's --
understand that's the county's position.
MS. KISIELIUS: Uh-huh.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: | honestly do
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not know what I'mgoing to do with this case yet, but
l et me ask you question. And you can say, no, we're
not going to answer that.

If I were to grant an extension, does
the county want to offer a tinme period of what that
shoul d | ook 1ike?

M5. KISIELIUS: The county would
definitely need to neet with staff and the director in
order to contenplate that.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  That's a

strategic choice by the county to respond to that.

It's in every case where -- it's an alternative
damages scenario. Do you offer -- you know, you know,
the plaintiff is asking for X zillion dollars in

damages, and do you even respond to that.

"1l caution you that to nme the
apocryphal case for that was Pennzoil versus Texaco,
where Texaco rmade a strategic choice not to present to
the jury any alternative neasure of damages, and as a

result, all the jury had in front of it was Pennzoil's

damages proof of 3 billion dollars, which then was
doubl ed in punitive damages, because you -- any tort
gets you punitive damages. So it was a 9 billion

dol l ar award, upheld all the way up

So, it's a choice, it's a strategic
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choi ce, but think about whether you want to -- if, if
| go down that road, and I may not, but if I go down
that road, what do you think that should | ook IiKke,
so. ..

M5. KISIELIUS: And | do -- so staff,
the county will confer on that. | do think the
conplicating issue is that it's a two-way road and the
county can only do --

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  It's
under st ood.

M5. KISIELIUS: -- its side with the
information that it has.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Understood. |
totally get that.

M5. KISIELIUS: Ckay.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  But | just --
and by the way, I'mgoing to unilaterally exercise
command authority to increase the page limt to 20,
just in case, because |I'mthrowi ng out nore stuff here
you may want to add into it. So, I'll give you 20
pages.

BSRE, kind of procedural question. MW
understanding is that the director refused to grant an
extension and that you're asking nme to grant. So am|

giving you an extension, if | give an extension, based
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on nmy own authority or on ny overruling the director's
refusal to give you an extension?

MR. HUFF: The statute, under -- the
statute under which the county is proceeding gives the
director the authority to recomend denial. W cone
to you, and then that gives you the authority to make

this decision. So | think it's your independent

deci sion --
THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Yeah. That --
MR HUFF: -- not one that --
THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  It's good.

It's de novo. |It's not, aml| reviewing the director's

refusal to grant an extension --

MR. HUFF: Correct, correct.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: -- for abuse of
di scretion. That's what | thought.

And | al so understand there is
potentially a dispute that is not before nme over when
the application -- the current application expires?

MR. HUFF: Correct.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Al l right.

VWii ch may or may not conme in front of nme at sone
future tinme. So we're not going to go any farther on
t hat .

It is ny sense that as the plan stands
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today no one's asking ne for approval and, frankly,
it's not really approvable yet. It hopefully will be
soon, but as of today it's not approvable.

You want to plead the Fifth Amendnent
on that?

MR. HUFF: Pardon?

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER° O do you want
to plead the Fifth Amendnent on that?

MR. HUFF: Looks like ny partner has
sonmet hing to say.

M5. ST. ROVAIN.  Well, the very fact
that the EAS hasn't been done nakes it not approvabl e.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Right. Yeabh,

mean.
M5. ST. ROVAIN. It's not approvabl e.
MR HUFF: Yes.
THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  That makes it
easi er.
M5. ST. ROMAIN:  Yes.
THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ckay.
Actually, 1'd like -- I"mgoing to wal k back in a

moment. The last thing | want to talk about is the
hei ght setback issue, and what | would like is both
sides to wal k me through that factually again.

So just heads-up, | want you to wal k
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me through it, and you to wal k me through it, because
| want to make sure | have got the hei ght setback
i ssue and the | andslide hazards firmy in ny head.

It sure |ooks |ike several of the
bui | di ngs behi nd the espl anade nay need to be -- their
footprint may need to be adjusted based upon the
ordi nary high water mark.

MR HUFF: Well, waterward, yes.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ri ght .

MR. HUFF: Below the railroad track.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Right. It's --

MR. HUFF: It does appear that way.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: It certainly
| ooks that way. Okay. So, changi ng subj ects.
Assumi ng that approval of the urban center site plan
requires a denonstration that the proposal conplies
with county code requirenents, it sure |ooks like it's
taken seven years to get to where it's reasonably
close to that, wi thout being quite there.

MR, HUFF: W disagree with the seven
year contention. The first design review letter
wasn't until 2014. So that's the starting point.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  So from 2014 is
where you' d say, | ook at, because you were | ocked up

inlitigation for the first couple years.
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MR HUFF: Right. And it wasn't until
we got that first design review letter that we had
anything to react to.

And t hen, you've heard the chronol ogy
in dealing with the traffic issues. So, we strongly
di sagree with the seven year characterization

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: (Okay. Let's
say four years.

MR. HUFF: Ckay.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  And the four
years, let ne anticipate the answer then. The reason
for the four years is because it is a |large project on
a challenging brownfield site, with a nunber of
significant constraints, and so four years is not an
unreasonable time fromyour perspective, I'mgoing to
guess, to work through these issues.

MR. HUFF: Absol utely.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ckay.

MR HUFF: Yes.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER.  All right. So
can you wal k me through the hei ght setback issues in
the | andslide hazard zone from your perspective, just
factual ly?

MR HUFF: Sure. So, the code, that

section of the code says within 180 feet of the
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property line where the site is adjacent to | ow
density residential uses, the buildings have to be no
taller than half the distance to the property Iline.
So the three buildings that are in
guestion in the upper plaza are between 80 and 100
feet fromthe property line. So, strictly applied,
that woul d nmean that the portions of the buildings

that are within 180 feet, which it's nost all of the

bui l dings, can't be nore than 40 to 50 feet in height.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Ckay. And
that's where the variance conmes in?

MR HUFF: Yes.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ckay.

MR HUFF: Yes.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: O the
devi ati on?

MR HUFF: That's a vari ance.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  That's a
vari ance. GCkay. And the reason for the variance is
because it's a better planning solution, with | ess
i npact on the neighbors, et cetera, et cetera, et
cetera.

MR HUFF: Yes.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Got it. Ckay.

A hundred and eighty feet issue. Walk ne through
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t hat .

MR. HUFF: The code sets a base hei ght
of 90 feet, with the authority for an approval of up
to 180 feet when certain conditions are net, and the
hei ght transit -- high capacity transit is one of
them view analysis is one of them and those things
are all to be addressed in the DElIS.

So, if the satisfactory showing is
made that those conditions are conplied with, then
there is the authority for the county to approve up to
180 feet.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Does t he
footprint -- is the footprint likely to change whet her
it's 90 feet or 180 feet tall?

MR. HUFF: That's beyond ny pay grade.
But if we --

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER
(Unintelligible.)

MR. HUFF: If we could build buildings
t here.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ri ght, right.

MR HUFF: One solution, | believe, is
to just nmake them shorter.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ri ght.

MR HUFF: | think that's doabl e, but

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



N

o 0o B~ W

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

1060

|"mnot a reliable witness on that aspect.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Let nme ask the
county. Could you wal k nme through the hei ght setback
thing or just basically say that that's an accurate

sumary, M. Huff?

MR OTTEN: | think in terns of
di stance to height, it's accurate. There is -- we
focused on the three residential towers. | believe

there's two other buildings that are also in violation
of that that are shorter, but it's close enough to
trigger the need for a variance.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: And are those
two on the upper bench as well?

MR OITEN.  Yes.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: Are those two
in front of those three?

MR OITEN:  Yeah.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Wasn't there
three was the --

MR. OTTEN:. | think to the south
right.

MR. HUFF: They're to the south?

MR. OTTEN.  Yeah.

MR. HUFF: The two, the energency

vehicle first responder.
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THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  All right.

MR. HUFF: Those.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Those are to
t he south, kind of the entrance to the property.
They' re on Ri chnond Beach Dri ve.

MR OTTEN. Can | clarify one thing?

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Sur e.

MR OITEN: | think those are
m stakenly identified. The review conpletion letter
was in April 2013, so not 2014. So it's five years
i nstead of four.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Fi ve years
i nstead of four years. GCot it.

MR OITEN:  Yeah.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Ckay. Well, |
know you guys have put a ton of work into this.
You're al nost done with your stage. Now | got to put
a ton of work intoit. |'mkeenly aware that the
al l eged expiration is June 30th. The ordi nance says |
have 15 busi ness days to nake a decision, which is
going to be tough, but I will get you an answer as
early in June as possible. | look forward to your
sunmat i ons.

Is there anything el se you want to

tell nme at this point? Start with the county. You

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



N

o 0o B~ W

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

1062

guys want ne to deny thenf

M5. KISIELIUS: No. | was just going
to say, | appreciate you wanting to adhere to the 15
days, but | guess fromthe county's perspective the
real deadline is June 30th to nake a decision before
expiration. So | know fromour position, if you need
the extra tine, we're certainly anenable to that.

THE HEARING EXAMNER. | will do the
very best | can to get an answer as quickly as | can,
but you know that |I |ike to do very detailed

decisions. One of the challenges in witing these

decisions is I'mwiting for -- I"'mwiting for you
folks and for the clients. I'mwiting for the
public. I'mwiting for the electeds, and I'"'mwiting

for the court, and those are very different audi ences
that have very different |evels of understandi ng of
t hings | egal and things planning and things.

So that's why | try to make it as
detailed as | can, because it provides context for
everyone.

So, anything further from BSRE you'd
like to throwin the m x?

MR, HUFF. W appreciate your
statenments about how nmuch work has gone into this. W

just want to recognize that sitting here and |i stening
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to all of this by both of you is a considerable effort
too. So thank you for your part.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Thank you. And
Ms. Davis has done a marvel ous job of getting things
up on both on the website so it's visible to everyone,
and | think that transparency's really inportant for
what we do.

And | recogni ze that people nay not --
sonmebody' s not going to like my decision. Guaranteed.
| get that. That's why |I have to show ny work. But
what Ms. Davis does so well is providing the public
and the parties access to all the information and |
really appreciate that, so...

MR HUFF: One of the |essons that we
have | earned is that we need to be nore famliar with
t he SMART Board so that goes snoot her.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  |I'mtol d that
actually there aren't many -- that soneone from
Seattle or King County said they don't actually have
sonething |ike that down there, and we actually did
this a year or two -- about two years ago now, |
t hi nk, about two years ago.

We don't fully control this room W
were able to convince public works and the planning

departnent to help pay for it, and | did that by
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anal yzi ng who uses this room and how nmuch they use it
and then going with my hat in hand, saying, please,
sir, could I have sonme nore, because we fight budget
battles that you fol ks don't have to worry about as
much.

You have your own budget worries. W
deal with a different budgetary context. And | didn't
even bot her asking the prosecutor's office. That
woul d have been a fool's errand. Actually, the
superior court is the one. They had this roomtied up
on Monday nornings for jury overflow even if they
aren't going to use it.

And that m ght have been mtigated by
t he new courthouse had one been built, but now all
they're getting is new elevators and that's pretty
much it. And bathrooms. 65 mllion dollars for
bat hroons and el evators. Wll, thank you.

M5. ST. ROMAIN.  Wait. One |ast
procedural issue.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Yes, nma'am

M5. ST. ROMAIN. Just, because we are
asking for an extension, which would require another.
For a continuation of the open hearing, we would just
ask that it's not -- that the hearing isn't closed.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Onh, it's
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recessed.
M5. ST. ROMAIN. Ckay. Thank you.
THE HEARING EXAM NER. | amfirmy of
the belief that -- well, let's take Bakerview, where |

uphel d the SEPA appeal and renmanded it and then we
canme back two years later on that, | think, roughly.
M. MacCready's starting to twitch over in the corner.
It was his project. And | believe legally that was
one hearing --

M5. ST. ROVAIN.  Ckay.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER: -- with a two
year gap between

M5. ST. ROVAIN.  Perfect.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Kind of |ike a
Japanese litigation, where you neet once a nonth for
years. That's kind of howthat... Now, that hasn't
(unintelligible) no published appell ate decisions on
that, but that's ny story and I"'msticking toit. So
yes, thank you

M5. ST. ROVAIN. Thank you.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  That's ny
position, is that any further quasi-judicial hearings
wll be a continuation of this open record hearing.

M5. ST. ROMAIN.  Excellent.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Thank you.
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Menori al

IVS.

ST. ROVAI N:

Thank you.

THE HEARI NG EXAM NER:  Have a great

Day weekend.

IVB.
MR.
MR
V5.

ST. ROVAI N:

Thank you.

HUFF:  Thank you.

OITEN:  Thank you.

ST. ROVAIN:

You t oo0.

(Proceedings adjourned at 1:27 p.m)

(END OF TRANSCRI PTI ON)
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TRANSCRI PTI ON CERTI FI CATE

|, CHERYL J. HAMMER, the undersigned
Certified Court Reporter in and for the state of
Washi ngton, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing transcript was
transcri bed under ny direction; that the transcript is
true and accurate to the best of ny know edge and
ability to hear the audio; that | amnot a relative or
enpl oyee of any attorney or counsel enployed by the
parties hereto; nor aml financially interested in the

event of the cause.

W TNESS MY HAND this 7th day of January

2019.

CV W"L‘“ﬂ\%kl\\\v\x (L

CHERYL J. HAMMVER
Certified Court Reporter
CCR No. 2512
chamer @onr eporting. com

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: --o00--..30

--000--
927:11040:3

1
952:20
953:11,24
972:25 973:7
974:6 980:25

14
965:20

10
959:5,6
973:10,16

100
945:15 1058:5

10:45
993:11

10th
974:1

119,000
984:18

11:53
1039:8

120-page
983:9

13
979:11 980:20
1003:7

13th
985:18
1003:14
1008:12

14
970:17,20
974:19

14432
950:3

14th
971:4 974:23
975:14

15
927:15,23
928:2 988:5
1061:20
1062:3

15th
936:23 1001:9

16
934:19
943:20,24
945:18 968:1
971:20

16-foot
943:20

16th
974:8 975:5

17
932:22 970:8
1001:17

170
1027:24
1028:25

17th
984:19

18
931:10
971:10,20
1006:1,13

180
1057:25
1058:8
1059:4,11,14

18th
1018:4

19
953:17

190
1016:6

196th
957:17 959:22
960:22

1992
950:15

1993
931:3

1:00
1039:6,9
1040:2

1:27
1066:8

1st
927:12,21
928:19 973:13
974:10,20,21
1003:19

2
928:3

20
950:20 951:13
953:11
1009:19
1053:18,20

2004
994:15

201
974:19

2010
996:1,20
998:15

2011
951:13,16
952:10,12
953:18
975:21,23
983:19 987:5
1013:11
1028:18
1043:24

1044:3,7

2012
951:3 953:15
981:12 983:18

2013
952:20
953:11,16,24
955:5,18,25
956:19 1012:7
1022:17
1061:10

2014
957:4 967:6
968:1,9,23
997:4,18
998:19
1013:14
1023:16
1056:22,23
1061:10

2015
970:3,8,12,15,
17,18,20
971:6,7,20
1023:16

2016
971:10 972:4,
10,25 973:1,7,
19,22 980:25
984:18 990:12
1001:9

2017
932:20 949:6
973:11,16
974:7 979:11
980:14,20,21,
24 984:20
985:17 990:3
1001:17
1002:17,23
1003:6,7
1007:23
1013:15
1016:14
1022:19

2018

2020

2025

2030

2035

24

247

248

27

27th

28

942:22 984:23
985:8 1004:11
1008:24

987:22

987:22

987:22

987:22 988:15

1006:1

1016:19

1016:3,4,19
1017:4

970:12
1008:24

985:14
1007:24
1008:22
1009:4
1046:17

997:4

3(b)

3,000

30

1052:21

1016:23,25

984:20

1019:10
1025:23

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: 30.34A.170..adding

1026:3

30.34A.170
1017:8
1026:25

30.34A.180
1016:21

30.34A.183
1021:19

30.61.220
1015:9,10
1019:8
1041:21

300
1003:2

3026
1027:17

30th
1001:22
1002:12,13
1004:11
1007:13,17,18
1008:22
1061:19
1062:5

31st
975:8

3300
993:25

36
1015:8

3rd
964:15 965:9

4:00
929:13,14

5
972:4 973:19,
22

50
1058:9

50-year
934:20 944:2

5th
973:12

4,000
984:23

40
1058:9

48
946:6 955:7

970:15 973:22
980:21
1002:23
1003:6
1016:14

600
930:11 960:14

610
930:12

64
955:9 962:25
990:22 991:22

65
1064:16

684
986:19 992:10

6th
980:17 984:15

990:12
700

960:21

701
993:24

7th
929:12

8
970:17

80
1058:5

800
960:15

8th
929:13 964:15
965:9 1004:1,
2,3,6 1006:19,
21

9
985:8 1052:23

90
1059:3,14

98104
993:25

99
955:23
989:16,20

9:02
927:4
9th

935:21 936:11
937:2

A&m
931:3

a.m.

927:4 955:14
991:23 1039:8

ABC
929:11

ability
996:12
1003:17
1026:21

absent
1043:17

absolute
1007:14

Absolutely
1057:17

abuse
1054:15

accept
929:2,10
977:2 986:24

acceptable
988:21 989:16
1031:21

accepted
976:20 9775,
7,25 986:18
1028:17

access
979:25 980:1
1018:7,13
1063:12

accommodate
959:23 964:24

accommodate
d
961:19

accommodatio
n
984:21,23

accomplish
954:2

accredited

995:11

accurate
969:1 977:14
985:21 987:25
1060:4,7

achieved
977:22

acknowledge
977:23,25

acknowledged
9775

acknowledgem
ent
987:3

acquisition
933:23

act
945:18

action
944:11
1013:8,9
1014:6

actions
1025:12

activities
1010:21

activity
1050:15

actual
961:13 998:4
1049:22
1051:21

add
947:2 965:22
988:7 1053:20

added
953:20 956:17
988:10,13

adding
970:25 999:6

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: additional..applicant

additional
928:18 939:22
950:17 975:1
1011:2
1012:20
1014:25
1017:24
1021:1
1023:18
1024:1 1032:9
1035:9,24
1036:15
1038:4

address
930:10 950:1,
3970:6
977:21
993:21,24
1000:18
1002:5 1023:3
1030:2 1033:7
1048:20
1049:6

addressed
936:13,15
970:23 981:2
996:1 1001:14
1059:7

addressing
1021:18
1046:7

adds
965:23

adequate
932:31013:20
10145

adequately
1023:3

adhere
1062:3

adhered
993:5

adjacent
989:5 1058:1

adjourned
1066:8

adjust
1018:22

adjusted
1056:6

administrative
1042:15
1047:1

admit
946:18
1036:11

adopted
1043:20
1044:8,11

advance
991:19

advanced
929:19

advisability
966:6

advise
9277

AECOMA
931:8

aerial
934:11,13

aerospace
931:3

affect
944:19

affects
988:7

affirm
930:5 949:21
993:17

AFTERNOON
1040:1

agencies
995:21

agency
996:5

agree
977:9,10
991:19 1000:7
1021:25

agreed
927:7,11,20
978:17 979:3
984:4 989:9
1027:22

agreement
952:21 954:20
967:18,22
971:11,14
977:21 980:15
983:22
1000:10
1011:17
1031:8,11

agrees
1020:13

ahead
1001:8
1004:19

alleged
1061:19

allowable
960:13

allowed
964:11 978:5,
9

alter
1024:4

alterations
1018:2
1019:21

alternate
946:23

alternative
958:9,23
966:9,10

1052:12,19

alternatives
951:9 966:24

alters
1017:6
1021:23

amenable
1062:7

Amendment
1055:4,8

amendments
1010:24,25

amount
945:2 964:18
983:21 984:17
1027:18
1028:4

ample
956:23

analysis
933:6,21
934:4 939:22
951:14,23
952:19 961:4
963:15 967:8,
17 968:8
969:19
971:13,22,24
972:2973:4,9
974:14 977:24
979:13,15,18
982:8 988:17
991:22 993:2
1003:1 1059:6

analyze
967:12

analyzed
954:10 962:25
966:9

analyzing
1064:1

annual

989:9

answer's
1008:18

answering
933:12

answers
994:18
1003:17
1004:13

anticipate
945:11 990:13
1057:11

anticipated
928:12 1007:4
1022:6

apocryphal
1052:17

apologize
1003:10

app
1008:15

appeal
1013:21
1065:5

appeared
977:21

appears
1024:9
1040:24

appellate
1065:17

appendix
983:8,9
997:18,20
998:19

applicable
989:14 1029:6

applicant
930:17
937:11,14
942:22

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: applicant's..attorney-client

952:16,21
965:3 980:24
993:24 994:6
1008:15,21
1010:10,18,
19,22 1011:1,
18 1012:2,9,
221013:13
1014:11
1015:5,13,16,
17 1017:16,23
1020:6,13,16
1027:19
1028:19
1029:5 1031:1
1033:9,10
1042:19
1047:3

applicant's
996:17,19
1010:8
1011:14
1013:9 1015:2
1018:21,25
1021:2

application
952:8 995:3
1004:10,15
1009:2
1010:9,13,16
1011:23
1013:12
1014:1,4,8
1017:8,11,13,
15,21 1019:9,
24,25 1020:4
1021:5,21
1024:4 1025:9
1026:24
1029:20
1030:1 1031:7
1033:8
1035:6,10,18
1038:11
1042:9,11,22
1043:11,17
1054:19

applications
947:21
1015:15
1043:2,4

applied
1023:15
1026:7 1058:6

applies
1025:20
1044:13
1046:2

apply
992:18
1044:16,19

approach
977:20 982:17
992:4 1031:22

approaches
944:4

approvable
1055:2,3,12,
15

approval
962:17 968:17
983:25 996:6
998:7
1011:13,15
1019:17,20
1022:2,25
1026:13,17
1029:17
1037:15
1048:19,24
1055:1
1056:15
1059:3

approve
998:4 1059:10

approved
937:7 975:19
990:15
1010:18
1011:4 1017:6
1021:23

1023:9,11
1024:6,24

approves
1037:13

approximately
1033:18

April
943:4,5
951:13,16
952:20
953:11,24
955:4 968:1
970:3,8
980:23
984:19,22
996:1,20
1001:17
1007:13,17,
18,24
1008:21,22,24
1009:4
1013:14,15
1046:17
1061:10

architect
999:24

area
938:12,13
965:9,15
982:4 988:13
989:1 997:22
1038:4

areas
952:7 989:19
1020:8,24
1021:11
1023:4 1026:5

argued
1012:21

argument
1038:24
1041:12

arguments
927:8,9

978:13

armoring
948:2,9,12,15,
18,20

arterial
960:14,15,20

aspect
1060:1

aspects
1013:24

aspiration
938:24

assert
10277

asserted
1015:17

assertion
1051:18

assess
934:1

assessment
932:12,24
933:4,22
934:9,12,17,
23 936:14
943:1

assessments
934:16

assigned
960:12 989:11

assistance
949:5

Associates
950:11 953:15

assume
929:10 1032:7

assumed
954:9 1006:6

assuming
1020:12

1033:3
1048:17
1056:15

assumption
967:3 970:14
986:6 987:14
988:10 989:13
991:19
1004:22
1005:2 1006:4
1024:8

assumptions
967:19,22
968:17
969:11,24
970:1 974:13
976:9,18
981:20 983:6
984:4,5,25
986:3 987:12
988:3 991:25

assure
1051:5

attached
1048:12

attempted
954:2

attempts
980:3

attendance
1003:9

attention
967:7

attenuate
936:3

attenuation
937:21 938:14

attorney
984:11 990:6
993:23
1003:12

attorney-client

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: attorneys..board

994:20

attorneys
994:21

audiences
1062:15

augment
955:24

augmenting
955:19

August
974:20,21

authority
927:16
1008:16
1036:1,12,17,
19 1046:4
1053:18
1054:1,5,6
1059:3,10

authorization
1010:19

authorized
1019:2

automatically
1045:19,20

availability
1032:22

Avenue
993:24

avoid
978:13
1015:13

award
1052:24

aware
966:12,22
969:12 998:21
1005:7 1019:1
1061:18

awkward
1047:21

B

bachelor's
950:15

back
928:10 934:10
935:17 937:19
941:12 949:19
967:23
968:10,16
969:23 974:12
978:15 986:9
987:5,7
993:11 997:3
1001:24
1004:12
1012:7
1022:8,24
1028:22
1032:2 1033:9
1038:22
1041:21
1055:21
1065:6

background
950:13 954:9
980:8 988:6,7,
12,14,21
989:17,18,19
990:22 1035:9

backwards
1003:11

Bakerview
1065:4

bank
941:21

barrel
1047:19

barrier
947:23

base
1059:2

based
934:13,16,17,
209447
946:19
948:13,15
958:24 961.:5,
12,17 962:3
963:15 968:5
979:1 982:8
992:11
1003:21
1004:10
1009:3,4
1013:11,21
1019:12
1024:8
1025:12,14
1029:18
1030:14,25
1033:13,20
1035:17
1046:12,18
1053:25
1056:6

baseline
990:25

basically
933:5938:7,
23 939:15
944:10 958:2
971:21 972:13
975:25 983:25
1060:4

basis

1015:12
1021:19
1025:8
1029:12
1040:25
1041:2
1042:23
1043:3 1048:5

bathrooms
1064:16,17

battles

1064:4

beach
932:2,3
934:13,18
935:17,18
936:4 937:18,
20,21 938:12,
13,17,25
939:5,7
940:10,25
941:25 944:4,
6 945:15,21
947:5,25
948:21
957:16,22
958:10,15
959:15,17,20
960:17,21
964:1 966:1
978:19 980:1
989:1,5,14
997:22 1061:5

Beal
996:2

beam
938:19,21
947:13

beat
1047:12

began
951:2 952:16
953:8,10
955:5

begin
927:4 951:6
952:15
beginning
927:3 957:16

begun
1013:12

behalf
930:17 994:5

belief

1065:4

believed
1012:2

Bellevue
950:4

belts
992:25 993:1

bench
1018:19
1037:11
1060:13

benefit
928:7

benefits
966:18

big
1008:13

1019:7
1029:24

Bill
930:1

billion
1052:21,23

Bingham
932:5949:4

bit
934:25 935:2,
24,25 936:6
939:10
941:17,24
960:19 967:24
968:5 976:5
990:23 1010:7
1040:20
1045:14

block
943:3,7

Bloodgood
979:17 986:15

board
986:21 1011:3

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: board's..chapter

1063:16

board's
996:6

borrow
1016:18

bother
1064:8

Brad
995:16

Bradfitch
931:12

break
944:5 993:11,
12 1038:22

break-through
979:9

breakwaters
931:21

briefing
1044:9
1045:25

briefly
1026:23

bring
1016:1

bringing
1022:3

brings
1028:20

broad
945:8

broken
957:14

brought
931:25 932:4
936:10 937:1
958:1 1021:7

brownfield
1057:13

BSRE
928:11 929:25
930:1 949:17
952:17 953:13
969:12 978:17
989:11 994:8,
11,22 1021:20
1022:16
1032:7 1033:4
1041:13,15
1053:22
1062:21

BSRE's
966:23 996:16

bucket
1048:8

budget
1064:3,6

budgetary
1064:7

buffer
959:2,8
966:20,21

build
960:4 988:5
1011:6
1059:19

build-out
988:15

building
1010:20
1027:6,8
1028:8,12
1049:20
1050:6,7

buildings
1038:3 1056:5
1058:2,4,7,9
1059:19
1060:9

built
982:16
996:16,18

998:5 999:21
10516
1064:14

bulkhead
935:18

bulkheading
935:10 937:9
941:5

bunch
972:14
1014:18

Burlington
995:13 999:22
1000:7,11,12

business
927:13,14
928:19 929:5,
7 999:8
1061:20

busy
957:2

C-25
932:25 946:7

calculate
962:5 977:6
978:1,4,18

calculated
954:6 962:2
975:24 978:10
993:4

calculation
961:16,17
965:12

calculations
978:23,24

call
949:17 967:2
974:1,6,18
993:14

called
971:2

calls
930:1 979:7

Campbell
930:17 993:23

capacity
960:13,16,23
961:4,7,13,24
962:6,10,23
963:12,21,22
965:23,24
999:9 1059:5

capture
975:16,21,24
976:14 977:22
978:3,10,14
992:16

capturing
992:4

carefully
1012:19

case
962:25
1023:19,21,25
1031:23
1033:15
1036:13
1037:17
1043:1
1048:11
1052:1,12,17
1053:19

catch-22
1047:3

causal
1051:11

caution
1052:16

center
964:23
1010:13,15
1011:5,9,11

1012:25
1016:21
1019:18
1026:23
1029:4

1043:16
1050:11
1056:15

certification
950:22,23

certifications
950:18

cetera
1019:6 1029:9
1058:21,22

chain
1051:11

challenges
1062:11

challenging
1057:13

chance
929:1 956:18
966:3

change
939:10 945:25
959:22,23
966:6,14
976:10 985:3,
4988:3
1016:9
1018:20
1059:13

changed
955:11 958:5

changing
1056:14

channel
931:19

chapter
982:1 983:7
1027:16

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: character..complaints

character
957:20

characterizatio
n
969:1 1057:6

characterize
977:4

characterized
968:24 981:1

checklist
952:11 954:4

chief
1037:20

choice
1052:11,18,25
1053:1

Christmas
957:1

chronology
1057:4

circumstances
962:12,16

cited
941:20

citizens
966:14

city
951:7,19
952:14
953:13,22,23
954:16 955:6,
19,21,22
956:6 957:9
958:23 959:4,
10 961:6,12,
20 962:7,8,14
963:1 964:10,
20 965:2
967:10,25
969:6 970:2
972:7,8
978:16 981:15

984:1,10,11
988:11
989:23,25
990:6,14
city's
961:10 965:14
civic
992:20
civil
950:16

claim
937:13

clarification
929:4

clarifications
971:1

clarified
936:16

clarify
996:14
1008:14
1019:16
1061:6

classification
958:25 959:16
961:13

classifications
959:15 960:1,
11 961:6

clear
1046:1

client
994:9 996:9
1019:3

clients
1062:13

climate
945:25

close
927:13,14
928:18 929:4,

6 1056:19
1060:10

closed
1064:24

closer
965:13 989:15

closing
927:8 1038:24
1040:15,18
1048:21

coarse
939:8,15

coarser
947:4

coastal
930:20 931.:2,
9,13,17
932:11,24
933:22 934:23
936:13 942:25

cobble
939:9,14

code
942:5,10
1009:3
1011:24
1012:11,24
1013:25
1014:9,16,20
1015:12,17,22
1016:15,21
1019:14
1020:1,18
1021:8 1022:4
10235
1026:24
1027:23
1029:20
1030:3
1038:12
1041:14,25
1042:11
1043:17,20
1044:4,6,7

1046:19,22
1047:23
1048:19,24
1049:5,9,10,
12 1050:12
1051:5,8,11,
19,21 1056:17
1057:24,25
1059:2

codes
971:1 1029:6
1050:8

codified
962:7

colleague
997:1

colleagues
951:15 953:14

colloquy
928:6,16

combined
944:3

comfortable
980:13

command
1053:18

comment
932:21,22
941:18 949:6
956:23 972:19
997:10,16,17
1002:7,23
1003:22
1005:24
1032:24
1034:19

commented
972:21

comments
928:18 932:15
935:23 968:4
969:10 970:4,
6,9,16,23,25

971:8,19
972:7,8,12,14,
17,24 973:11,
15,18,19,22,
24 974:2,16,
19,23 975:8,9,
12 979:7
990:4 998:13
1001:23,24
1002:10,13,15
1022:18,22
1023:23
1034:19,25
1035:3

commercial
964:14,24
976:3 9787
984:21,24
985:1 992:19

commitment
996:11
1005:16

commitments
1031:1

committed
996:9 1020:16

communicatio
n
1032:3

community
976:11 995:22

commute
955:17

commuter
995:6,7
1031:9

compacted
939:1 9475

complained
1033:18

complaints
1010:14

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: complete..control

complete
973:31017:7
1030:12

completed
969:19 990:15

completely
982:6

completion
980:18 1012:7
1015:11
1016:15
1035:16
1061:9

compliance
1012:24
1013:25
1014:19
1019:14
1021:7
1027:16
1029:5 1033:3
1049:9,12
1050:7
1051:21

complicating
1053:7

complied
1015:22
1028:1,9,13,
14,15 1059:9

complies
1056:16

comply
963:16
1010:21
1012:11
1015:3
1022:17
1041:13,15
1048:24
1049:5,14

composed
939:14

comprising
947:4

computer
949:19

conceivable
1024:20
1035:21

concept
932:2 933:9,
15,17 938:7
939:7,19,21
975:18 999:7
1000:15
1050:2

conceptual
1011:13,15
1012:22,25
1027:2

concern
977:19
1017:12,14
1018:5
1021:19
1023:4
1027:17

concerned
998:8

concerns
977:15
1003:16
1023:7

concluded
967:5,24,25

conclusion
1037:24

conclusions
927:20

concrete
939:3 943:11
946:9 947:7,9
948:1,8,19

condition

934:21
1031:12

conditions
934:10
939:12,18
1059:4,9

conducted
997:1

conducting
956:2

confer
1032:21
1053:6

conference
949:15 974:1,
6,17 979:7

configuration
964:17 980:24

confirmation
1007:16

confirming
1006:25

conflict
942:5,10
1009:3
1019:25
1020:9,18,22
1027:23
1040:22
1041:17,22
1042:2,23
1043:5,11,15
1045:12,19
1046:13,19,21
1047:22

conflicts
1012:13
1014:8
1015:12,16
1021:12
1023:5
1029:19,20
1030:3

1042:10
1043:13

conformance
1014:15
1022:4

cons
966:13

considerable
1063:1

consideration
999:25

considered
941:16 948:1,
20 957:22

consistency
1012:12,19
1013:8 1030:5
1048:3

consistent
1006:14,16
1048:6

constitute
940:17

constitutes
938:25

constraints
1057:14

construction
947:17,20
1050:22

consult
980:4,6

consultant
956:7 967:15
968:3,12,13,
15 970:24
971:9 976:22

consultant's
1002:4

consultants
1001:16

1002:25
1007:2,7
1032:8

contacted
949:4

contemplate
1052:9

contemplated
1027:12

content
956:12

contention
1008:13
1029:1
1056:21

contentious
992:17

context
1010:14
1017:13,14
1022:1
1037:10
1062:19
1064:7

contiguous
935:17 938:12

continuation
1064:23
1065:23

continue
955:12 969:9
970:24 996:23

continued
969:5 1005:15

continuing
1009:6

contracts
1007:6

contrary
937:24 999:17

control

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: conventional..criteria

937:8 941:5
1063:23

conventional
937:17,23

conversation
951:18 989:24
1005:15
1018:17

conversations
960:17 979:2

conversion
966:18

converted
966:2

convince
1063:24

Cooperative
976:12 986:19

coordinate
964:9 983:21
984:1

coordinated
967:14 976:16

coordinating
951:7,18
955:8 964:19

coordination
990:18

copies
969:6,8

corner
1065:7

Corporation
994:10 995:20

correct
927:12 930:7
936:24 942:23
949:6,7,23
951:24,25
952:10 953:3,
4,19,25

954:14,15,18,
19 955:1
958:16
959:11,12
960:25 961.:2,
14,15,20
962:13,14
963:11,14
964:4,5
969:22
972:22,23
973:2,23
974:21
975:19,20
976:24 977:1,
17 978:12
980:17
981:12,21
982:23,25
983:13,14
985:15,22
986:4 987:13
988:1,6
989:10
991:20,21
992:8 993:18
1008:19
1010:4,5
1016:24
1019:22,23
1020:1,2,5,10
1022:10
1023:10,12
1024:6,7,14
1025:7,21
1026:14,15,
17,18,21,22
1027:3,13,20
1028:6,7
1031:17,18,22
1033:1 1037:7
1038:9,15
1040:20
1041:7,10
1043:8
1049:15
1054:14,20

correctly
985:21

correspondenc
e
953:21

corridor
951:8 952:23
954:12
957:11,14,18,
21 963:8
964:1,14,22
966:2,10,15
967:6,10
982:3,12
983:16 999:1,
7,9,10

council
969:13

council's
962:16

counsel
929:1 1039:1
1040:7

count
927:22

Countryman
999:14 1003:9
1009:19,21,22
1010:1 1016:8
1021:14,18
1037:1
1038:18
1051:7

counts
955:6,14,15,
19,20 990:22

county

932:17 937:1
942:5,10
943:10 951:20
952:9,11
954:14 955:16
967:3,14
968:18 969:7

970:2,4,7
971:8,12
972:2,10
973:6,9,11,14,
21,24 974:1,2,
9,16,24
975:19 977:2
978:2 979:9,
13,14 980:3,
10,16 982:21,
22 983:10,12
984:1,3,14
985:8 986:24
987:1 989:23
990:17 991:17
992:6,21
995:21 998:14
1001:11,19,
23,24 1002:1,
7,10,16
1003:5,8,12,
251004:4,7,
18 1005:7,16
1006:15,20,24
1007:23
1008:14,23
1009:2,3,6,17
1011:17
1012:15,24
1013:25
1014:16,20
1015:3,6,12,
13,17,22
1019:14
1020:1 1021:7
1022:4
1023:5,17
1025:14
1027:23
1032:4
1033:11,15
1040:20
1041:14,22
1042:11
1046:20
1048:9,19,21,
24 1052:5,7,
11 1053.6,8

1054:4
1056:17
1059:10
1060:3
1061:25
1063:19

county's
937:13954:4
968:14,15
970:23 971:8
976:22 980:18
1005:9 1010:9
1012:7
1020:13
1040:23
1041:12
1044:14
1045:11,17
1051:23
1062:4

couple
974:7 994:23
1056:25

courses
950:20

court
927:7 1062:15
1064:10

courthouse
1064:14

create
940:24

creating
987:16

creation
936:2 1035:4

crest
934:18 935:6
937:19 938:16
940:24
941:11,25
946:21,24

criteria

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: criterias..design

1016:22

criterias
1010:17

CROSS-
EXAMINATION
942:15 981:7
1008:4
1021:16

Crowser
932:5

culminated
979:6

current
1004:10
1022:2,3
1033:8 1036:3
1054:19

customers
999:12

cycle
1023:12

daily
978:24

damages
1052:13,15,
19,21,22,23

data
933:23 990:24

date
942:24,25
943:2,10
973:14 989:24
1002:11
1004:4,6,8,9,
11,13,17,21
1005:17
1007:12,14,
18,25 1011:8
1012:4
1017:10

1018:1
1022:22
1026:7
1030:15
1044:24
1045:8

dated
984:14 985:7
990:24

dates
974:15
987:20,24
1044:14

David
950:11 953:15
996:1

Davis
1063:4,11

day
975:10 1010:3
1043:10
1066:3

Daylight
929:16

days
1007:15
1010:7
1011:21
1028:22
1061:20
1062:4

de
1054:12

deadline
1003:25
1004:1,2,3,8,
16,25 1006:24
1007:10
1062:5

deal
945:24 946:5
1064:7

dealing
1057:5

dealt
1049:23

decades
934:10

December
970:3,20
971:4

decide
977:20 1023:5
1024:9,14
1048:7

decided
956:20

decision
957:3 1016:22
1019:12
1024:11
1025:8,17,24
1026:6,9,10,
11 1030:9
1035:23
1037:4,5,18
1042:15,16,20
10476
1054:7,8
1061:20
1062:5 1063:9

decisions
1024:21
1025:3,5
1048:7
1062:11,12
1065:17

deeper
946:11

defensible
1013:18,19

defer
1037:19

deferred
1049:20

deficiencies
982:3

deficiency
982:11

deficient
1028:20

definition
948:9 1045:19

degree
931:2 1029:19
1048:17

DEIS
991:4,9
1035:23
1059:7

delay
961:6 963:3,6

demonstrate
1049:2,8
1051:21

demonstrating
1012:23

demonstration
1048:23
1056:16

denial
985:9,13
1009:2,6
1015:10,22
1021:10,13
1026:21
1029:25
1041:1,3,23
1042:24
1054:5

denied
1014:23
1024:6
1043:3,4

density
1058:2

deny
1025:10
1036:4,9
1045:20
1047:4 1062:1

department
985:20
1025:25
1032:4
1063:25

depending
939:9 1010:25

depicted
1011:9

depicting
1027:2

describe
950:8,12
952:2 954:1
956:4 959:13
960:9 967:4
969:3

describing
962:22

description
930:25 931:15

design
933:20
934:15,21
935:3,15
939:3,17,20,
22 941:10,15
943:18,20
944:1 946:23
947:19 958:3,
4,5999:24
1000:25
1001:2
1010:17
1011:2
1018:10
1019:10
1027:2,18
1029:13

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: designed..doubts

1031:15,16,25
1048:18
1049:4
1056:21
1057:2

designed
941:20 954:20
960:19

desire
960:12

detail
954:8 1003:24
1029:1,3
1038:13
1051:5

detailed
1027:9,12
1062:10,19

details
1020:19

determination
1035:19

determine
933:6 934:5
1013:7
1032:22
1036:8 1050:7

determined
949:5 1024:17

develop
932:2 933:24
959:19 961:2
976:17 992:17
1010:16

developed
952:3 956:9
968:7 976:13
1012:11,12

developer
1011:6

developing
951:8 956:1

979:24 980:8
1011:8

development
933:9 934:7
937:6,7,12,15
941:3,4 962:3,
4,5 976:20
979:21 982:23
986:8 995:23
1011:7,9,12,
17 1028:1

development's
983:3

developments
992:11,19

deviation
1025:20
1026:4,10,12
1037:12,13,25
1038:3,6
1046:2
1058:16

deviations
1023:8,14
1025:23,24
1037:9
1046:4,9

DI
991:4

dialogue
952:17

difference
936:8 985:1
1038:7
1041:15

differences
980:23

difficult
1000:16,19

DIRECT
930:14 950:6
994:3 1009:24

direction
964:23

directions
934:6

directly
984:1 1031:7

director
1036:18
1037:5,16,17,
19 1042:20
1044:21
1052:8
1053:23
1054:5

director's
1054:1,12

DIS
1030:23

disagree
1022:20
1030:4
1056:20
1057:6

disagreement
1029:14

disclaimer
994:16

discretion
927:17
1025:18
1054:16

discuss
972:11 974:2,
11 990:6
995:23 1003:5
1004:17

discussed
990:21 992:10
1003:14
1005:5

discussing
942:7 1022:1

1036:13

discussion
934:24 973:8
975:15,20
992:2 1001:7
1004:3
1005:25
1011:20
1020:15
1032:7
1037:5,8

discussions
928:16 953:8,
12,22 969:17
995:3 1006:17

disposal
987:4

dispute
1028:18
1045:5
1054:18

dissipate
938:15 945:22

dissipated
941:14

distance
938:14 942:3
1018:9 1058:3
1060:7

distances
978:7

distinction
1043:10
1046:1
1048:10

distinguish
1048:5

distributed
1002:24

disturbing
1010:20
1050:15

divided
962:6

DKS
968:3

doable
1059:25

Dobesh
1003:9

doctrine
1044:16

document
933:1 936:21
977:23,24
992:15
997:14,15,16
1002:7
1016:13

documentation
998:9,13

documented
967:16
1014:12

documents
932:9,13,16

dollar
1052:24

dollars
1052:14,21
1064:16

domestics
1050:20

doubled
1052:22

doubt
1021:3,4
1022:13
1030:1
1041:14,17
1042:1,8

doubts
1041:13

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: Doug..environment

Doug
993:14,22

dovetails
1015:7

DPW
985:15

draft
968:7
1014:13,18
1023:22
1024:2
1029:18,21,23
1030:12,15,
17,20
1032:11,14,
16,19 1033:19
1034:5,15
1035:3 1036:9

drafted
1033:23

drafting
1012:13

Drage][
phonetic
931:12

drawn
940:1 962:6

Drive
957:17 958:10
959:16,20
960:17,22
980:1 989:15
1061:5

driving
933:7

dropped
985:9

Dudinski
984:10 990:6

duration
1035:22

dwelling
1028:3

dynamically
939:11

EA
1030:12
1032:11,21
1034:16
1035:2

earlier
965:25 981:23
992:3 999:14
1031:10

early
953:16 975:19
1061:22

EAS
1055:12

easier
1055:18

east
958:17 959:6

Eastgate
950:3

easy
1000:17

edge
938:19,21,22
946:10 947:13

edited
1033:23

Edmonds
955:22

education
931:1

educational
950:12 1035:8

effect

945:18

effort
954:19 955:3
1063:1

efforts
953:1

eighty
1058:25

EIS
967:15
968:12,15
972:9 997:5,
18 998:19
1002:1,2,6,8
1011:20
1013:3,4,5,6
1014:2,5,8,18
1015:21
1022:23
1030:22
1032:25
1035:23

elaborate
1040:18

electeds
1062:14

electricity
1050:20

electronically
929:11

elements
940:11 952:11
994:15

elevation
934:18 935:6
937:19
938:15,16
941:12,13,25
942:2 943:19,
21 944:7,10,
24 945:4,19
946:19,25
1049:1,4

elevations
1049:22

elevators
1064:15,17

eliminate
943:24

eliminated
1030:5

eliminating
934:20 944:8

email
999:13,16,19
1000:13

emailed
972:18

emails
953:20

emergency
1060:24

Emerson
1048:3

empirical
976:19 992:18

empirically
976:14

employed
950:9 1001:15

end
928:12 943:3,
5 957:25
958:6,22
1027:11
1066:9

endeavor
1007:5

ended
956:15

ending
968:24 969:16

ends

935:18

energy
936:3 941:13
945:22

engaged
943:13

engineer
930:20 931:13
979:14 984:10
990:21

engineer's
971:3

engineering
931:2,5,9,11,
13,17 932:11
933:22 934:23
942:25 950:16
976:5,10
1034:16
1035:2
1037:20
1050:23

engineers
931:8

enhanced
933:15 935:5
941:11

ensure
932:2 993:3

entailed
944:23

entails
931:15

entire
989:20

entrance
1061:4

enviro
956:8

environment
933:7

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: environmental..expiration

environmental
996:25
1013:18,23
1014:13
1015:11,19
1022:10
1024:2
1029:18,21,23
1030:7,15,17
1032:12,14,20
1033:19
1034:6,16
1035:8 1036:9

equally
989:13

erosion
933:8 946:12,
15,21

errand
1064:9

errors
1012:13

esplanade
938:19,22
939:2 940:186,
17,21,23
941:1,12
942:1 943:15,
19 944:17,20
945:16,20,23
946:11,12
947:6,12,13
1056:5

essentially
956:25 957:15
958:8,23
962:21 978:9
979:25 980:22
996:2 997:6

establish
1041:22

established
976:11 1021:2

estimate
1032:10

estimates
1034:24

ETI
968:7

evaluate
1020:4

evaluating
955:12

Evans
950:11 953:15

event
944:2 945:11

eventually
1022:24

Everett
998:23

evidence
1031:15,18

evolution
934:13

evolving
933:5

exact
1007:12
1049:4

exaggerate
940:9

exam
1034:2

EXAMINATION
930:14 949:1
950:6 991:14
994:3 1009:24
1036:24

examiner
927:10,18
928:1,14
929:6,9,15,18

930:3,9
949:10,13,18,
25953:6
989:7 993:7,
10,13,16,20
994:1
1009:10,14,
16,20 1011:3
1022:8,25
1024:11,13,18
1025:4,8,16,
23 1030:9
1033:3
1035:11,25
1036:17
1038:17,20
1040:5
1041:4,8,11
1042:3,6,21
1043:16,22
1044:1,5,10,
17,19 1045:1,
7,10 1046:3,8,
14,24
1047:11,15,
18,24 1048:2
1049:11,13,
16,21 1050:3,
10,13
1051:15,22,25
1052:10
1053:9,13,16
1054:9,11,15,
21 1055:7,13,
17,20 1056:9,
11,13,23
1057:7,10,18,
20 1058:10,
13,15,18,24
1059:12,17,
21,24 1060:2,
12,15,18
1061:1,3,7,12,
15 1062:8
1063:3,17
1064:20,25
1065:3,11,14,
21,25 1066:2

examiner's
1025:18

excavate
935:16

excavating
938:11

exceed
962:9,17
964:11 978:20

exceeded
962:12 963:25
964:7,18

Excellent
1065:24

excuse
987:18

executed
953:11

exercise
1053:17

exhibit
932:25 996:15
997:11,17
1001:5 1012:8
1016:2

exhibits
956:13
1014:12

existing
932:2 933:3,4,
14 934:9
935:20 938:10
955:24 966:22
991:23
1000:10
1029:19

exists
948:8,17

expand
941:24 946:17

expanded

933:15 935:5,
17 936:2
938:12 941:11
945:21 951:14
955:9 965:19
968:8 972:1,3
973:4

expansion
965:14

expect
975:25 1002:9
1025:3 1034:1

expectation
1013:12

expected
1034:19

expecting
1009:18
1025:4

expedite
1005:20

expenditures
998:4

expense
996:10,16,17,
19 1015:13

expensive
1007:5

experience
928:24 951:4
995:9 1048:22

expert
940:16 942:4

experts
1019:1

expiration
1004:10,15,17
1043:20
1044:14,24
1061:19
1062:6

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: expire..firm

expire
1032:17

expires
1032:16
1043:17
1054:19

explain
938:5 943:25
946:16 947:9
961:1,24
962:18
1010:12
1048:9

explained
996:4 1004:7

explanation
934:25

explicit
1048:19
1051:8,9

explicitly
1011:9

explore
928:6,16

expressed
996:8

extend
988:14

extending
946:11

extension
927:17 985:10
1004:23,25
1005:3,8,12,
13,14,23
1006:5,8,11
1008:15
1022:15
1032:6 1034:3
1035:15,17,
22,24 1036:1,
5,13 1052:4
1053:24,25

1054:2,13
1064:22

extensions
1024:22
1029:25
1036:16,18
1037:2
1043:18

extensive
952:19,25
971:22,24
980:8 995:9

extensively
975:2

extent
992:6,21
1049:18

extra
1062:7

extreme
945:6 946:13

fabric
947:19,23

fabrication
947:17

facilitate
956:7

facilities
960:4 999:6

fact
946:22 948:16
965:11 966:1
990:3 995:5,
11 996:11
997:11,24
998:18
1000:13,15
1023:8 1030:4
1042:22
1055:11

factor
966:15 978:25

factors
978:8

facts
927:19

factual
994:19
1040:17

factually
1055:24
1057:23

fails
1038:11

failure
1002:19

fair
964:18 977:15
1039:5
1049:16

fairly
1027:11

fall
1048:7

familiar
1063:15

family
989:2,15

farther
1054:23

fashion
976:4

faster
1016:10

fault
979:15

feasibility
933:18,19
982:8 995:4
908:16

1011:22
1012:2,22
1013:1
1019:13
1050:2

feasible
1019:10

feature
943:15,17

February
957:4

fed
934:4

feedback
1023:16

feels
1042:7

feet
931:22 943:24
984:19,20,23
1018:8
1057:25
1058:6,8,9,25
1059:3,4,11,
14

FEIS
981:2 985:2
991:5,9

felt
980:12,19
985:7 992:24
996:23 1002:2
1013:22

FEMA
934:3

field

945:9 950:21
fight

1064:3

figure
938:18

figured
1004:12
1034:18

filing
995:2

filled
939:15

filter
947:23

filtration
947:19

final
939:22 943:3
946:7 964:2
984:8 988:15
997:9,18
1005:25
1006:5
1014:20
1023:24
1024:2
1027:5,7
1032:25
1035:7

finally
946:9 980:14,
15

find
979:15 986:15
1051:8

findings
927:19

fine
1029:12,16
1040:16

finer

947:5
finish

928:5 1050:17
firm

931:11 995:8

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: firmly..good

firmly
1056:3 1065:3

five-lane
964:22

fixed
1041:5

flat
038:11

flatter
940:7

flaws
1012:18

flood
934:3 937:7
941:4,21
945:25

Floor
929:13

Florida
992:12

flow
963:13
1050:24

fly
929:19

focused
957:24,25
967:10 1060:8

focusing
946:15

folks
929:12 949:16
975:10
1050:22
1062:13
1064:4

folks'
992:24

follow
986:18 990:17
1035:7

1045:24

follow-on
932:23

follow-up
932:14
936:16,20

font
928:2,3

fool's
1064:9

foolish
1048:3

foot
945:19 946:11
959:1,5,6

footage
1028:3,4,6

footprint
1056:6
1059:13

force
933:7 1051:1

forecast
987:19,20
990:20 991:24

forecasted
979:23

forget
946:3

formal
972:16,18
1026:11
1038:24

formally
969:6,7 970:1
974:9

format
972:19

forms
944:5

formula
976:19 977:14
978:4 992:18

forward
979:16
1013:22
1014:7
1061:22

four-lane
964:17

fourth
1033:6,11
1034:14
1035:18
1036:7

frame
967:21 1003:4
1035:12

frankly
953:13
1012:17
1015:5 1055:1

frequent
944:22

fresh
957:6

Friday
927:12

front
943:8 1052:20
1054:22
1060:16

frustration
1046:16

full
985:11
1017:18
1033:3

fully
985:12 1026:7
10315
1033:10,14

1063:23

function
945:22
948:13,16,18

functional
959:15,16

functions
947:20

fundamental
976:10

future
1054:23

G

G-24
936:19

gained
968:17

gap
1065:12

garage
1027:10

Gary
990:5 997:1

gather
933:23

gave
984:15

general
931:5,11
933:2 935:22
936:5 937:3
960:3 967:8
1011:6,13
1012:25

generally
956:24

generated
933:25 952:5

generation
9545

generic
954:4

geologic
1029:8

geologically
1029:7

Georgia
992:12

geotechnical
1018:4 1029:7

geotextile
939:4 947:13,
22

Gerken
930:2,4,8,11,
18 942:17
949:14

give
928:7 930:6,
18,25 931:14
934:25
949:19,22
956:23 990:24
993:17 994:24
1005:22
1008:15
1044:24
1053:20,25
1054:2

giving
1053:25

good
928:3 929:23
942:17,19
975:6 980:19
985:7,10
1010:1,2
1040:9
1048:13
1049:11,17
1054:11

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: governmental..height

governmental
996:5

gradation
939:10 946:20

gradations
939:23

grade
946:10
1059:15

grading
1050:16,17,18

graduated
950:14

grain
938:24

grained
947:5

grant
927:16,17
1036:1
1037:25
1052:4
1053:23,24
1054:13

granted
1006:8,9,10
1022:15
1032:6
1036:5,14,16
1037:15
1046:22,25
1047:2 1048:1

granting
1038:3

graphic
1027:1,24

gravel
939:9,14,16

gravity
1050:24

great

987:1 1003:23
1039:6 1040:7
1066:2

greatest
983:20

grounds
1021:10,13

group
931:9 967:15
968:11 970:24
976:17
979:10,12
980:7

growth
954:9 988:12,
14,19,21
989:4,9,16,17,
19,20

Guaranteed
1063:9

guess

1010:12
1016:13
1020:22,24
1033:4
1034:13
1035:12
1051:3
1057:16
1062:4

guidelines
954:3 1001:1,
2

guys
1061:16
1062:1

H-24
996:15

half
930:24 931:4,

9 951:17
957:18 1058:3

Hall
957:9

hand
930:4 1064:2

handle
961:10

handled
1030:23

happen
1024:10

happened
969:4 970:21
972:5 996:20
1001:8,10,18
1002:22
1025:12

hard
948:1,9,12,15,
20 1040:6

Harris
949:17,18,24
950:2,8 981:9
989:10 991:16
993:8,9

Hart
932:5

hat
1064:2

hazard
941:21
1026:5,12
1029:7
1037:14
1038:1,4
1057:22

hazards
1029:8 1046:2
1056:3

head
1036:16

1056:3

headroom
1027:10

heads-up
1055:25

hear
928:24,25

heard
928:25 942:21
969:15 982:7
1010:6,7
1011:21
1012:1
1017:22
1018:3
1019:10
1057:4

hearing
927:10,18
928:1,14
929:6,9,15,18
930:3,9
949:10,13,18,
25 953:6
966:1 989:7
993:7,10,13,
16,20 994:1
1008:14
1009:10,14,
16,20 1010:4
1011:1,3
1014:12,21
1015:15,23
1017:17,23
1018:5 1022:8
1024:17
1025:4,16,18,
231027:15
1030:9
1031:20
1033:2
1035:11,25
1036:17
1037:21
1038:17,20

1040:5
1041:4,8,11
1042:3,6,21
1043:16,22
1044:1,5,10,
17,19 1045:1,
7,10,13
1046:3,8,14,
24 1047:11,
15,18,24
1048:2
1049:11,13,
16,21 1050:3,
10,13
1051:15,22,25
1052:10
1053:9,13,16
1054:9,11,15,
21 1055:7,13,
17,20 1056:9,
11,13,23
1057:7,10,18,
20 1058:10,
13,15,18,24
1059:12,17,
21,24 1060:2,
12,15,18
1061:1,3,7,12,
15 1062:8
1063:3,17
1064:20,23,
24,25 1065:3,
9,11,14,21,23,
25 1066:2

hearings
1065:22

heavy
999:2

height
937:20
1055:23
1056:2
1057:21
1058:9
1059:2,5
1060:3,7

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: heights..incomplete

heights
934:5941:15
945:9 1028:12

helped
958:9

hey
961:8 976:18
987:1

high
934:21 944:2
999:9 1018:25
1056:7 1059:5

highest
944:9,21

highly
1034:22

Highway
955:23 976:12
986:19

hired
956:6

historical
934:11

history
994:25
1022:20

hobgoblin
1048:4

Hold
1017:2

holiday
956:24

honestly
1051:25

Honor
927:5

horizontal
940:4 1018:9

Horizontally
943:17

hour
954:6 960:14,
15,16,21

hours
955:17 975:3,
6

housekeeping
927:6

housing
1020:17

Huff
949:17 950:7
953:5,7 981:4
990:5 991:15
993:6 997:1
1021:17
1036:20
1038:10
1054:3,10,14,
20 1055:6,9,
16 1056:8,10,
12,20 1057:1,
9,17,19,24
1058:12,14,
17,23 1059:2,
15,19,22,25
1060:5,22,24
1061:2
1062:23
1063:14
1066:5

Huff's
997:8 1051:7

huge
1015:5

hundred
1058:25

hydrodynamic
s
931:19

hypothetical
1022:4

idea
1048:13

ideas
958:2

identified
937:1 955:15
956:11
1001:12
1020:9,23
1033:7
1038:10
1040:21
1061:9

identifies
975:25
1014:18

identify
952:4 961:4
963:23 976:14
1013:20
1014:5
1016:16
1020:17
1038:12

Il
996:25

1l
998:1,2,3,9
999:5

image
940:5

images
938:5 940:1

imagine
940:5

impact
934:3,6
951:14,23
952:19 961:3
967:7 968:8

972:2 973:4,9
977:24 988:2,
4993:1
996:12,25
1013:18,23
1014:13,20
1015:11,20
1023:23,24
1024:3
1029:18,21,23
1030:12,16,18
1032:12,14,20
1033:20
1034:6,16
1035:8 1036:9
1058:21

impacted
982:22,24
983:2

impacts
952:6 954:16,
24 981:20
982:9,19
983:4,21,23
1014:6,18

impasse
968:25
impinges
945:15
implication
1051:12
implicit
1048:19
1051:9,19
implied
966:3

important
1063:6

impression
936:6 1042:8

improve
970:6

improved
959:19
1003:25

improvements
959:24 999:6

in-person
974:18

inaccurate
987:24

inadvertently
975:13

inappropriate
985:24

Inaudible
943:22

inch
1049:5

include
927:15941:4
988:11 997:23
1019:3
1027:25
1029:6

included
951:5 952:22
964:3 983:8
986:7 990:1
995:21 997:9,
14,15,16,17
998:1,2,19
1000:10
1022:9
1023:24

including
931:18 984:4
996:9 1028:2
1037:4

inclusion
934:22

incomplete
1014:2,9
1028:19

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: inconsistencies..June

inconsistencie 1032:9 1038:5 interested 983:15 1028:24
S 1053:12 979:16 995:15 involvement iterative
984:16 1063:12 internal 931:23 951:9, 1042:13
incorporate infrastructure 975:20,24 12 952:23
966:24 935:20 938:20 976:14 977:22 954:12 956:2, ]
. 940:20 948:14 978:3 992:4, 3,4,7,10,16,
incorporated 16 1012:12,19 21,22 967:9
1001:2 initial 1029_20' ’ 99'4_7 ' Jacque
1031:16 932:18 1030;5 : 930:16 994:5
incorporation 1042511 1034:17 |r0ned. January
992:23 1045:24 1042:17 971:10,20
1031:25 initially s issue 1003:20
increase 933:13 949:4 ' 934:2 946:3 1004:1,2,3,6,
998:24 975:18 interpretation 969:21 977:21 7,13 1006:19,
105'3_18 1001:21 936:7 948:13 980:4 1018:25 21,24
' 1042:22 1020:13 1020:12,18 Japanese
indefinitel - .
1015:21 y initials intersection 1823:;2’20’23 1065:15
' 952:1 955:22 963:3, 104169 Jim
independent : 18,19 978:23 > 979:17 986:15
10547 956:18 958:2 ' 1046:7 1047:1 | job
' 968:6 1007:2 intersections 1053:7 028:21 9293
ndication inputs 954:10 95577, | 1055:23 930:19 931:15
1000:20 9785 9,10,13,20,23 1056:3 950:9,10
industry o 962:24 1058:25 1020:5 1040:7
979:19 inquiries 963:10,13 1064:19 1063:4
998:12 967:12 990:23 | .
influence , 991:23 issued John
958:4 Instance 991:4,5,7 932:5 949:4
1018:3 interstitial 998:11 Joh
inform , 939:15 _ ohnsen
1006:20 Institute | issues 995:9
. 950:24 introduced 936:10 937:1 .
informally instituted 1012:5 945:24 952:15 | Judgment
974:9 971:2 vert 956:8 967:11 | 976
information . q 1049:1,22 981:19 July
933:0934:1,3, | 'MteN _ _ 995:10,23 968:9 970:15
4 95524 965:6 investigated 1000:3,19 972:25
956:14 intended 952:12 1001:12,14 974:19,23
1000:23 939:11,16 invite 1002:3,5 975:7,14
1003:20 945:17 963:12 1028:22 1017:17 990:3,12
1004:5 994:20 1014:3 volve 1018:5 997:4
1007:21,22 . 1020:21,23 ,
1019:3 Intent 957:12 1021:1 1033:7 | umped
935:3,15 , _ 1017:2
1022:21 94110 involved 1042:2 s
1023:2 ' 950:25 951:2, 1057:5,16,21 jumping
1029:10 interactions 18 952:13,18 item 1017:4
1030:7,11,15 989:22 953:2 981:11 10271 June

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: jurisdiction..level

927:12,21
928:19 974:6,
7 975:5
990:12
1001:22
1002:11,13
1004:11
1061:19,22
1062:5
jurisdiction
951:22
955:13,21
963:2 982:23
983:2,11

jury
1052:19,20
1064:11

justification
1011:23

K-31
1016:2

K-4
1012:8

Karr
930:16 993:23

keenly
1061:18

Kendra
984:10 990:6

kind
931:21 937:23
956:17 958:24
964:14,15
966:14 972:11
974:9,11,24
975:8,13
976:9 979:7,
18 980:9,11
983:22
986:10,22
989:20 990:6,

17,18 992:24
1011:14
1012:3
1022:2,25
1030:21
1031:7 1032:3
1035:16
1036:15
1038:25
1042:8
1045:20
1047:2
1050:21
1051:1
1053:22
1061:4
1065:14,16

kinds
933:21 1048:7

King
995:21
1063:19

Kirk
949:17 950:2

Kisielius
942:16,17
949:11,12
1041:2,7,10
1043:7
1044:3,6,11,
18 1045:3,9,
23 1046:6,10,
15 1047:7,13,
17,20,25
1049:6,12,15,
18 1050:1,5,
11 1051:13,
17,24 1052:7
1053:5,11,15
1062:2

kitchen
1008:8

knew
964:9 968:4
982:12

1003:24

knowing
960:2

knowledge
943:12

labeled
939:6

lack
999:3 1025:7

laid
1050:21

land
971:1 980:24,
251010:20
1028:2
1050:8,14

landscape
959:7

landscaping
959:2

landslide
1026:5,12
1037:14
1038:1,4
1046:2 1056:3
1057:22

lane
964:23 965:22
966:6

lanes
964:23 965:1,
6,21 966:2,8

language
1021:22
1028:25

large
931:19 935:11
938:24
1057:12

largely
954:16 964:6,
8981:24
982:5984:16

larger
939:14 981.:22

late
951:3 953:15
955:25 981:12

Laura
942:17

law
927:20 1042:7

lawyers
946:4 1040:9

lay
935:16

layer
939:6,8,13
946:12

layering
939:25

layers
946:20 947:4,
5

layout
1027:2

LDA
1050:14

lead
930:21
931:13,16,17

learned
1063:15

led
931:9

left
975:11,13

left-hand
938:18

legal
927:16
1040:16
1062:17

legally
1065:8

length
1005:23
1031:2 1032:6
1034:7,8

lessons
1063:14

letter
932:18,20,22
936:23,25
973:25 980:18
984.6,14
985:7 995:25
996:1,10,11,
14,21 997:2,4,
8 998:15
1001:11
1002:17,23
1003:6,23
1006:23
1007:23
1012:7
1016:15
1022:18
1056:21
1057:2 1061:9

level
933:10,19,20
934:21,22
938:7 939:7,
19,21 944:1,2,
3,21 945:25
954:5 960:6
962:18,20
963:2,3,4,7,9,
16,17,19,23
978:23
1012:22
1013:5
1029:1,3

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: levels..material

1049:7
1051:5,20

levels
941:15
1062:16

levy
941:1 945:17,
18

library
957:10

lidar
934:12,13

life
1033:25
1034:3

light
995:6

likelihood
1013:21

limit
927:15
978:13,24
979:3 992:23
1023:1
1053:18

limited
962:16

limits
961:5,7
979:20

links
961:22
962:22,23
963:25 964:11

list
969:20
listed
990:10 997:19

1027:1
1028:25

listening

1062:25

lists
1026:25

litigation
1056:25
1065:15

lives
957:2

located
942:1

location
943:14 985:24
1018:13,23

locations
964:7

lock
991:24

locked
1056:24

loggerheads
1042:19

long
930:22 950:25
966:8 971:23
994:12 997:20
1000:18
1012:10,16
1032:7,10,13,
15,19 1033:4,
9,15 1034:1,5
1036:7
1049:23

longer
964:21 1007:3
1012:17
1017:7
1027:22
1031:12
1035:1

looked
934:10 944:1
956:8 979:12,

13 1003:17

LOS
960:7

lose
1021:21

losing
1026:14

loss
1017:18

lot
954:8 956:20
964:15 989:3
1001:6
1011:22
1012:1,18
1014:25
1016:10
1021:4
1033:22
1037:2 1043:2

lots
937:10
1002:20
1012:13

low
1031:3 1058:1

lower
957:19 989:14
1018:18

Luetjen
993:15,19,22
1008:6,8
1009:11,12

lunch
1038:22

lunchtime
928:13

M

Maccready
1003:11

Maccready's
1065:7

made
957:3 970:19
973:18,19
986:4 997:6
998:12,16
1005:5,16,24
1012:6 1022:7
1023:1,22
1024:12,18,
19,21 1025:24
1026:1,14
1027:16
1035:20
1046:12
1052:18
1059:9

main
1000:5 1051:1

maintain
946:24 986:15
1026:20

maintaining
1025:15

maintains
1026:20

major
956:22 960:15
981:18 995:24

make
933:3972:16
987:12,14
1005:2,24
1006:2
1017:17
1021:20
1024:11
1025:5
1030:10
1035:23
1037:5 1039:5
1041:16
1045:25
1050:23

1054:6 1056:2
1059:23
1061:20
1062:5,18

makes
996:10 997:11
1021:20
1055:12,17

making
999:5 1037:18

MALE
927:24

manage
980:2

management
936:12
950:23,24
962:15

manager
931:16 950:10
994:9

manual
971:3

March
932:1 942:22

marine
931:20

Mariners
995:12

mark
953:5 995:18
996:1 1018:25
1056:7

marked
1016:2

marvelous
1063:4

match
979:23

material
938:25 947:4,

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: materially..mitigation

251002:20

materially
1024:4

materials
939:1 1002:24
1004:20
1005:17,19
1008:20,23
1009:4
1010:10
1011:24
1012:5
1014:1,4
1020:4 1021:5
1043:12
1044:9

matrix
972:19

Matt
1003:13
1008:10

matter
978:18
1042:23
1048:21

matters
953:2

Matthew
981:9

maximum
944:22 9457,
10

Mccall
953:23

Mccrary
1003:10

Meaning
982:7

means
944:13 10118

measure
940:14,18

963:13
1052:19

measured
963:3

measures
935:8,13,16
937:8 941.:5,
22 942:11
963:9 964:3,6
981:24 982:2
1013:7,20

mechanism
1011:6

meet
948:8,13
1003:5
1006:21
1051:5 1052:8
1065:15

meeting

953:17 967:25
968:22 974:18
975:5,9 979:8,
9 980:20
983:18 984:8
985:15,19,25
990:2 1003:15
1005:5,6
1006:19
1008:12
1011:24

meetings
956:9,10,13,
16 957:5,8,12,
13,24 958:2,7
979:6 995:20

member
979:10

memo
932:14
936:17,21
969:24 973:25
975:14 976:9,
18 991:19

1018:4

memoranda
952:18

memorandum
927:16

Memorial
1066:3

memorialize
968:16 969:25

memory
953:10

memos
967:22 970:14
975:11 1018:6

mention
1011:22
1020:11

mentioned
943:23 946:2
968:22 982:20
985:5,14
989:14
1008:12

merger
991:18

messing
1016:17

met
968:2,10
972:11,13
974:7,8,23
975:7 979:11
984:9 990:5
1003:7,8
1059:4

metaphysical
1041:12

method
976:13

methodology
962:11 975:22

976:23 977:3
986:16,17
991:17 992:8,
22

methods
967:3,19,21
968:5,17
969:11,23
970:1,13
974:12 976:8,
17 983:6
984:4 991:18,
25

metocean
933:6

Metro
995:21

Michael
1003:9

midway
964:15

Mike
1003:10

mile
957:17

miles
957:21

milestone
995:24

milestones

1036:15
million

1064:16
mind

940:3 960:6
minds

957:6 1048:4
mine

953:15
minimal

958:20

minor
960:14,20
971:19981:1
988:16

minutes
1009:19
1047:16

mischaracteriz
ation
935:2 946:18

mischaracteriz
e
986:25

misinformation
1037:11

misinterpretati
on
936:1

mispronounce
d
1008:9

misquote
1041:25

missed
1017:2

misstated
1041:20

mistakenly
1061:9

misunderstand
ing
936:7
mitigate
982:18 983:23

mitigated
954:25 958:5
1014:19
1064:13

mitigation
964:3,6
966:24 969:20

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: mix..Obletz

981:20,24
982:2 984:5
1013:7,20
10145

mix
962:4 1028:2
1062:22

mixed
976:20 980:8
992:11,18

model
934:5 961:8,9
962:21
985:20,23
988:13 989:20

modeling
939:23

models
961:3,4 962:2

modifications
931:19 941:9

modified
1011:7 1021:6

modify
1023:17

Moffatt
930:21,22
931:6,14

Molver
1011:16

moment
949:19
1055:22

Monday
1064:11

monitoring
979:19,20,24
993:2,5

month
972:8,10
999:14

1065:15

months
956:25 971:25
990:9 1006:1,
13 1007:3
1008:10
1033:18
1034:14

morning
942:17,19
955:17 993:11
1001:7
1010:1,2

mornings
1064:11

MOU
953:10,24
954:1,8
955:11 956:10
967:12
978:16,21
988:10 989:11
1031:14

mouse
1016:18

move
967:2 979:16
985:11 1001:5
1013:22

movie
992:20

moving
939:21 1014:7
1016:17
1018:17

multi-family
989:3

multi-use
959:6

multiple
975:17 986:13

names
1003:10

narrow
958:11,12

national
976:12
986:19,22

nationally
976:20 986:17

natural
936:3 937:18,
20 938:13

naturally
936:3

nature
994:19
1010:13,25
1012:3
1013:17
1024:1

NCHRP
986:18 992:10

necessarily
950:21 956:11
965:4 1045:12

necessity
1023:17

needed
943:16 949:5
954:6 967:11
978:25 996:23
998:20 1003:1
1004:13
1014:14
1027:7
1045:11,18

needless
1015:13

negative

988:19

negotiated
1007:6

negotiation
1000:12

negotiations
981:15

neighborhood
1033:21

neighborhood
s
989:4

neighboring
1018:14

neighbors
1058:21

network
954:13 962:24

newly
992:3

Nichol
930:21,23
931:7,14

Noddingham
931:12

nodes
962:23,24,25

nonresidential
1028:4,5

noon
1038:21

normal
1023:12,15

north
999:1,7,9,10

Northern
995:13 999:22
1000:7,11,13

northwest
989:1

notes
970:11

November
1001:9
1003:7,14,19
1006:18
1008:12

novo
1054:12

number
936:12 937:3,
5942:6
950:19 961:16
962:9 963:5
978:9,19,20
980:5 983:4
987:19
1016:2,4
1028:3
1034:24
1057:13

numbers
977:13
978:11,18
998:25

numeric
934:5

numerical
939:22

@)

oath
1009:21

object
985:23 986:1,
12

objected
986:13 992:6,
21

objections
991:17

Obletz

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: obtained..PDS

995:8

obtained
937:10

occur
991:4 1024:2

occurred
953:12 971:16
998:22 1001:7

occurring
956:19

occurs
946:13 965:11

Ocean
931:2

October
932:20,22
949:6 953:17
970:17
980:17,21
984:15
1002:17,21,22
1003:6
1007:23
1016:14

offer
1052:5,13

office
942:18 951:15
981:10 984:17
1008:11
1064:8

officer
1037:20

officials
965:25

Ohlenkamp
995:18

older
974:4
one's
1016:2 1055:1

ongoing
1029:14

online
986:8 987:15

onsite
976:1 1029:8

open
1064:23
1065:23

operating
998:23

operations
999:6

opinion
935:25 940:16
941:3 942:4
977:6 979:1

opportunity
956:23 1039:3
1043:14

oppose
966:3

opposed
927:9 929:11
995:6

option
947:8,10

oral
927:9

order
929:23 969:25
1011:4
1015:13
1016:19
1023:16
1042:7 1052:9

ordinance
1061:19

ordinary
1018:25
1056:7

original
955:15
1017:10
1019:3
1044:24

originally
945:17 994:9
1007:4

Otten
927:13,22
929:4,8,14,17
981:8,9
989:13
1003:13
1008:5,10
1009:7,17,25
1016:1,10,12
1036:22,25
1038:19
1041:19
1042:5
1043:19,25
1060:6,14,17,
20,23 1061:6,
8,14 1066:6

outcome
958:7,8
974:13 988:4
1020:14,15

overflow
1064:11

overruling
1054:1

overtopping
934:20 935:7
938:16 943:25
944:13

overview
994:25 996:3

P-17
938:2

P-18
953:6

p.m.
955:14,15
991:23 1039:9
1040:2 1066:8

Pacific
929:15

pads
1050:18

pages
927:15 928:2
1003:2
1016:17
1053:21

paper
928:9

papers
1040:15,18

paragraph
946:8

Paramount
994:10 995:19

Pardon
1055:6

paren
946:12

parking
1020:12
1027:10,16,
19,21 1029:6

part
929:2 935:14
952:8 955:14,
25 957:20
960:11 997:5
1000:18
1022:9,13
1023:7
1025:10
1029:24
1032:23

1033:3,8,16
1037:3
1046:11,15
1051:6 1063:2

parties
927:7 929:1
1044:12
1045:6
1063:12

partner
965:3 1055:9

parts
1003:22
1028:8

passage
934:1

passages
980:22

passing
945:4

past
1008:9 1010:6
1011:21
1047:5

path
959:6

Paul
1003:11

pay
1059:15
1063:25

PDF
1016:4

PDS
1011:25
1019:8 1024:9
1026:20
1030:7,11
1032:10,19
1036:18
1037:4,15,17,
19 1038:10,12

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: Pds's..position

1042:9,19
1051:4,10

PDS's
1020:3
1047:21

pea
939:16

peak
954:6 960:15

pedestrian
959:23 960:4

pedestrians
958:11 966:20

peer
971:8 972:9
976:22 980:4

pending
1024:5

Pennzoil
1052:17

Pennzoil's
1052:20

people
928:19 1063:8

people's
957:2,6

percent
944:9,16,22
945:5,7,12
985:1 988:12,
14,22 989:9
1019:10

percentage
976:6

perched
935:19

Perfect
1065:13

perform
1033:14,16

performance
1036:15

performed
985:21

period

988:19
1006:10
1032:24
1034:19
1036:7
1043:21,23
1052:5

periods
934:5 945:9
1034:25

Perkins
1001:1

permit
1033:25
1049:20
1050:6

permits
1010:20

person
972:12 995:16
1037:18

perspective
1040:8,23
1057:15,22
1062:4

Petroleum
994:10 995:19

phase
979:21 986:7
987:15,21
1018:18
1050:15

phasing
1018:23

photography
934:11,13

physics
931:5

picked
1004:4

picking
1040:19

picture
1019:7

piece
938:20 940:19
948:14

pipe
1049:1

pipes

1049:19
piping

1027:11
place

935:9 937:25

958:11
1017:10

places
939:20
1042:12

plaintiff
1052:14

plan
960:12 962:3,
15 966:23
997:20
1010:13,15,
17,18,21,23,
241011:5,10,
12 1012:25
1017:6
1018:8,20
1019:18
1021:7,23
1022:3
1026:13,17
1030:17
1048:18
1054:25

1056:15

planning
998:6 1058:20
1062:17
1063:24

plans
937:11,14
943:11 964:21
1001:3
1012:14,17,18
1013:14,15
1014:14
1015:2,22
1022:17
1027:6,8

plastics
947:18

play
1005:16
1022:14

played
949:10,11

plays
960:23

plaza
1018:18
1058:5

plead
1055:4,8

pleasure
1040:9

point
928:2,15
931:24,25
932:10 934:6,
12 951:1
952:22 961:23
962:4,10,17
963:24
964:11,18
965:10,13,22
968:25
969:14,17

970:14,22
971:11,17,20
980:12 981:12
982:9 983:19
991:17,18
992:14 994:11
997:7,19,23,
25998:9
1000:22
1001:10
1005:5
1019:9,21,23
1023:12
1024:21
1028:25
1035:4,13
1036:10
1040:21,23
1041:1
1047:21
1049:17
1050:21
1056:22
1061:25

pointed
974:3 1019:17

points
979:25 999:19

Policy
962:15

politically
992:17

polypropylene
947:18

porous
938:24

portion
932:18 959:21
1018:19

portions
935:11 1058:7

position
973:31022:23
1044:14

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: positive..project

1045:11,17
1046:20
1047:21
1048:22
1051:23
1062:6
1065:22

positive
997:17

possibility
995:4 997:12,
21,25 998:17

possibly
1014:19
1018:23

potable
1050:20

potential
939:24

potentially
1000:6
1018:14
1040:25
1054:18

practical
1042:23
1048:21

practice
1051:4

predict
991:1

preference
980:11

preferred
958:9,22
959:3 960:16
966:10

prehearing
1044:8

preliminarily
1033:22

preliminary
933:19 999:24
1002:25
1003:18,21

prep
1050:16

preparation
1002:2

prepare
932:9 933:22
1002:5
1013:17
1033:10
1034:15

prepared
932:11,14
943:1 951:15
953:1 969:20
976:8,12
1012:18,19
1018:4

preparing
933:12 956:1
1013:4

prescriptive
961:7

present
1010:3
1052:18

presumption
1033:14

pretty
958:20 980:19
1043:1
1045:21
1064:15

prevent
935:7 941:20
944:12

previous
932:6 986:10

previously

1006:15

primarily
959:5 966:19
970:25 988:6
989:2

primary
982:23 983:1

principal
1043:3

principally
966:19 995:10

principle
1048:10

principled
1048:5

principles
1050:8

prior
931:3,10
932:7 943:9
951:12 953:10
995:2
1006:16,24
1007:9 1031:1
1033:17

privilege
994:21

problem
979:4 1012:3
1040:25
1046:11

procedural
1044:15
1053:22
1064:19

procedure
1023:15

proceed
969:14 971:13
1010:19
1030:7,14
1033:12

1035:20
1036:8

proceeded
971:21

proceeding
930:6 949:22
993:18
1015:8,19
1025:2,6
1026:16
1031:13
1034:2
1041:3,9
1045:15,16
1054:4

proceedings
927:4 1039:8
1040:24
1066:8

process
951:7,10
953:9 954:11,
12 955:2,4,5,8
956:2,3,5
958:7,8,22
959:3 967:3,9
968:24 969:14
986:18
990:16,17
997:5 999:18
1005:20
1007:7
1010:23
1011:20
1013:3
1015:20
1016:22
1022:23
1026:8,19
1028:21
1033:16
1042:13
1043:8
1045:22
1046:16

processes
956:22

professional
950:23

profile
932:3934:8
937:19 939:8

program
931:4,5
976:13
979:20,24
986:20 993:3,
5

project
931:16,24,25
932:4,8,10
933:16 934:16
935:12,14
938:20
940:10,19
941:19
950:10,23,24
951:1,5,18
952:5,6
954:11,14
956:21
957:10,16
963:15 981:12
983:23 986:14
994:13,15
995:1,17
996:23 998:17
999:11
1000:17
1001:13,16
1012:4
1013:5,19,24
1014:2,22
1015:23
1018:19
1019:9
1021:13,21
1023:21
1024:4,16,20
1027:3
1029:17

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: project's..questions

1030:8
1032:2,15,16,
17 1033:8
1034:7
1036:4,10,14
1045:21
1047:14
1057:12
1065:8

project's
983:11

projects
931:18 932:6
952:4 956:22
961:3 976:21
1024:24

promise
1002:11
1008:14
1018:3

promised
1017:16,23
1022:16

promises
1002:18

promptly
1005:18

pronounce
982:21

proof
1052:21

property
1018:14
1058:1,3,6
1061:4

proposal
964:25 996:15
1011:7
1013:6,10
1056:16

proposals
939:4 965:15

propose
943:14 965:4
1038:21

proposed
932:3 933:16
941:9,25
946:10 952:3
964:3 978:12
979:25 980:24
982:2 983:2
989:8 1010:17
1011:1 1014:6
1027:2,17,19
1028:1,2,8,10,
11

proposing
938:8 959:18
1010:20,22
1022:12

pros
966:13

prosecuting
1003:12

prosecutor's
942:18 981:10
1008:10
1064:8

protect
937:9

protection
931:18 934:24
935:4,8,13,16
937:8,12,15,
17,24,25
940:14,18
941:5,22
945:25 946:22

provide
935:4,17
937:21 938:11
939:7 941:10
946:23 947:7,
19,23 948:5
956:18 968:4

970:25 972:18
994:16
1002:19,25
1003:17,20
1007:10,13,21
1011:6 1015:2
1017:24
1027:18
1031:2,9
1032:8

provided
937:11,14
938:21,24
943:15 972:14
996:2 998:14
999:3,13
1007:16
1018:1 1020:4
1021:6 1023:2
1027:21
1029:10
1030:15

providing
933:14
937:18,22
948:16,17
952:24 966:19
990:22 994:18
999:9 1002:18
1011:23
1020:16
1063:11

provision
1019:16
1044:13

public
928:18 951:9
952:23 954:11
956:1,2,4,7,
10,14,15,17,
21,23 958:9
967:9,25
985:20
1025:24
1032:4
1034:25

1062:14
1063:11,24

publication
1023:22
1030:23
1033:19
1035:7

publish
1014:17,21
1032:11,14,19
1034:5,15

published
1030:20
1032:17
1065:17

pulling
1016:3

pump
1051:1

punitive
1052:22,23

purpose
932:25 933:2
941:8 948:21
1013:3,7
1014:3
1015:8,19

purposes
927:6

pursuant
1017:8

pushed
1002:21

put
978:5,9 983:5
990:7 1013:17
1036:14
1061:16,17

puts
1047:2

putting
1042:6

1050:16

Q

quality
1031:3

guandary
1046:11

quarter
988:12,14,22
989:9

guasi
996:4

guasi-judicial
1042:16
1045:15,22
1047:6
1049:24
1065:22

guestion
928:17 949:3
963:20 984:6
986:10 987:9
994:18 1003:2
1013:1 1015:8
1024:23,25
1025:1
1028:13
1030:25
1032:5,13
1033:8,13,24
1034:5 1035:5
1036:11
1041:12
1045:4
1051:3,6
1052:2
1053:22
1058:5

guestioning
1036:21
1051:7

guestions
928:7,9

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: quick..refused

933:11 940:12
942:20 948:23
991:10 993:6
994:24
1003:18
1008:2 1009:8
1027:9
1038:16,23
1039:1
1040:13,16

quick
1015:25

quickly
1062:9

quote
1048:3

rail
995:6,7
1031:9

railroad
995:10 1000:6
1056:10

raise
930:4

raised
975:21
1017:17

Randy
1026:4

range
941:14 945:8
964:21 978:3,
10 983:18
997:20 1006:2

rate
975:16,21,24
976:14 977:22
978:10,14
989:16 992:16

rates

978:3

ratio
961:21

reach
944:24

reached
952:20

react
1057:3

reaction
980:9

read
928:20,22
937:3 946:8
1016:7,12

reading
935:23 936:5

ready
1028:23

reaffirming
997:24

real
940:4 1015:24
1062:5

realize
939:21

realized
975:10

reason
968:24 969:16
1005:8,11
1022:12,13
1045:13
1057:11
1058:19

reasonable
979:3 1010:9
1021:3 1030:1
1041:14,17
1042:1,8
1043:13

reasons
985:9,13
995:14
1038:12

rebuttal
1009:18

recall
970:9 980:3
1034:17,21
1035:2

receipt
1002:22
1023:23

receive
969:10 970:4
971:7 973:11
974:15,18
975:8 1002:9,
13,15 1004:5
1005:3
1013:14
1029:17
1031:3

received
943:10
970:10,11,16
972:6,17,24
973:14,21
974:23 975:9,
12 998:14
1000:23
1015:15
1020:6
1022:18,22
1026:6 1031:4

receiving
990:4

recent
984:22 998:12
1020:23

recently
932:7 966:16
1022:18

recess
1039:6

recessed
1039:8 1065:1

recession
988:19

recognize
986:17,23
1062:25
1063:8

recognized
992:3

recognizes
992:15

recommence
1030:12

recommend
934:17 982:7,
10 1009:6
1026:21
1054:5

recommendati

on
934:19 937:2
1005:22
1019:12,14,15
1020:24
1024:9,12
1025:10,16
1035:10
1036:2,4,6
1038:13,14
1041:24
1046:12,18

recommendati
ons
932:23
982:13,15
1024:18,19
1025:14,19

recommended
934:24
943:18,24

944:7 946:9
956:24 982:8,
17

recommending
1009:2
1029:25
1035:15

reconcile
985:2

reconfiguratio
ns
931:20

reconvened
1039:9

record
927:6 933:24
1016:17
1031:19
1032:2
1065:23

recording
993:12

redirect
949:1 991:14
1036:22,24

redone
1029:22

reference
996:10 997:6,
11 998:8

referenced
997:23

referring
960:2

refine
939:23

refinements
1030:21

refusal
1054:2,13

refused

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: regular..result

1053:23

regular
937:21

regulation
937:3942:6

regulations
936:12
1017:10
1037:14
1038:1

related
932:9 933:18
934:7 936:11
942:6,10
945:24 952:14

relates
959:14

relationship
976:2,6

relevant
933:23

reliable
1060:1

remain
1022:13
1023:6

remaining
1020:21,22
1021:11
1023:4

remand
1025:11

remanded
1065:5

remember
1034:23

remind
1009:21

remove
935:16 940:23

removed
935:13 940:21
946:22

removing
938:10

repeat
987:8 1025:1

repeated
946:13
1002:18
1022:15

repeatedly
1014:11

rephrase
965:17

reply
1007:1

report
932:12,24
933:12 935:22
936:11,14
943:1,10
946:7,19
951:14,20
955:15 963:23
964:2 967:8,
20974:4,5,10
975:4,7,22
976:11 981:22
082:1 983:19
984:18 986:19
992:11 997:9

reporting
1029:7

reports
1012:14
1015:3
1017:24

representation
1027:1,25

representative
s
1005:7

representing
993:23 994:21

represents
1021:12

request
955:12 956:17
1005:1,23,25
1006:1,3,11,
12,13,15
1010:16
1026:4,10
1027:12,14,15
1037:13,25
1038.6,7
1046:2,13

requested
980:6 997:6
1011:18,25
1047:10

requesting
1026:17

requests
980:10 1012:6
1022:15
10245
1025:20

require
960:3 1011:2,
16 1012:23
1017:18
1018:2,10,11
1029:11,12
1030:22
1032:9 1038:4
1051:4
1064:22

required
937:9 941:6
955:16 996:3
1017:8
1026:24
1029:2,15
1048:18
1051:20

requirement
952:9 961:12,
21,22 1004:9
1019:2
1027:13
1028:15
1032:1

requirements
961:10
1011:24
1015:3
1026:25
1056:17

requires
1056:16

requiring
1010:10
1017:9
1029:2,3

res
978:6

research
976:12
986:19,21

residential
937:6,9,12,15
941:4 976:3
989:2,3,19
992:19 1058:2
1060:8

residents
987:16

resolve
969:20 982:10
985:12

resolved
984:8,13,16
992:22 1031:5

respect
928:17 963:20
992:7 1000:25
1018:6 1038:5

respond
949:51012:9
1032:8
1034:18
1035:2
1052:11,15

responder
1060:25

responds
1023:2

response
932:14 937:13
972:16,19
996:20
1001:17,18,
20,21,23
1002:5
1005:9,10
1006:18
1007:11
1012:10,11
1017:17
1018:24

responses
972:14,19
979:7 1002:19

responsibility
1015:2

responsive
1007:22
1012:6
1022:22
1033:10

restarted
1002:6,8

restoration
943:11

resubmittal
1017:7,9

resubmitted
970:14

result
998:13

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: resulting..scope

1001:15
1014:7

1015:20
1052:20

resulting
965:12

resume
1033:2

resumed
1022:24

resuming
990:18
1032:22

retail
976:3 978:7
984:17,21,24
992:20

retained
942:21

retaining
1018:7,8

Rev
943:7

revetment
935:11,18
938:11

review
932:17 968:4
969:8 970:25
971:8,19
972:12 976:22
980:12,18
983:16 1002:7
1003:18,21
1005:19
1008:23
1009:4
1011:2,20
1012:7,10,17
1013:3
1016:14,22
1019:8,20
1020:5

1022:10,17
1023:12
1030:8
1033:12,17
1034:14
1035:19
1036:7
1042:14
1050:22
1056:21
1057:2 1061:9

reviewed
932:18 935:21
972:14 974:3
999:13
1003:23

reviewer
972:9 980:4

reviewing
983:12
1010:24
1012:4
1054:12

revise
961:8,11
970:5 1015:18

revised
970:13
1013:13
1014:15
1022:17
1030:2,17
1033:23

revising
968:5

revision
943:7 1017:5
1021:22

revisions
1017:9
1031:2,3,4
1035:9

revisiting
1050:9

rework
1015:21

Rich
988:25

Richmond
957:16,22
958:10
959:15,17,19
960:17,21
963:25 966:1
978:19 980:1
989:1,5,14
997:22 1061:5

ridership
998:25 999:3

rise
934:22 944:3
945:25

road
954:13
957:19,22
958:4,5,10,17
959:1,4,7,17
960:4,13
961:13,18
962:6 964:1
965:14,18,21,
24 966:2,22,
23,25 978:19
989:5 996:7
1018:7,13
1022:25
1038:5
1050:19
1053:2,3,7

roads
959:11 982:21

roadway
958:24,25
959:15,19
961:5,9

role
1020:3

Romain
930:1,15,16
936:18,20
942:13 949:2,
8 993:14
994:4,5
1008:1
1009:9,13,15
1044:23
1055:11,15,19
1064:18,21
1065:2,10,13,
20,24 1066:1,
4,7

room
1008:16
1063:23
1064:1,10

rough
1050:16,18

roughly
1065:6

route
998:23

run
944:6,14,16
1039:1

run-up
938:15941:13
942:3 944:1,8,
22

running
944:11

runs
995:7

rush
929:11

Ryan
1003:9

S-1

934:18

safely
958:12

sand
939:8,16

sat
987:17

satisfactory
1059:8

satisfied
1049:24

satisfies
1031:25

satisfy
1038:11

save
928:4

scale
940:1,3,4,7,9

scales
1050:23

scenario
1014:17,25
1015:4
1022:5,6,11
1036:13
1052:13

scenarios
1014:10

schedule
990:8,11

schematic
938:9 1049:3

schematics
938:8

science
950:15

scope
1034:17

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: scoping..similar

scoping
1013:11

score
963:4

Scott
953:22

scroll
941:17

sea
932:7 934:22
938:10 944:2
945:25

Seattle
930:12,21
931:10 932:8
955:22 993:25
998:23
1063:19

SEC
1017:8

seconds
963:5

section
959:19,20
964:22
1016:16,23
1021:22
1026:24
1027:24
1028:25
1057:25

sections
958:24

sediment
931:19 933:8

segment
957:15,23,25
958:24 961.:5,
9

segments
957:15

semantics
936:8 946:4,5

send
929:10

senior
930:20 950:10
974:24
1020:17

sense
984:15 998:22
1004:8 1039:5
1054:25

SEPA
1011:20
1013:2,7
1026:19
1065:5

SEPA-BASED
1015:23

separate
927:25

separated
959:7

separation
938:19,21,23
940:13,24
947:3

September
970:17 973:7,
13 974:10
979:11
980:14,20,25
985:14,18
987:10

series
956:9 957:4

serve
945:17 1014:3

serves
954:14

service
954:6 960:6

962:18,20
963:2,4,7,9,
16,17,19,23
1031:9

services
963:5 976:1

SESSION
1040:1

set
934:19 937:19
941:12 957:13
975:8 1013:13

setback
935:6 942:2
1018:24
1055:23
1056:2
1057:21
1060:3

sets
958:1 1023:1
1059:2

settle
988:22

settled
956:10

sewer
1050:20

shaped
958:9

Shiels
995:8

shifted
1016:10

ship
934:1

shore
931:18 936:2
944:5 948:2,9,
12,15,20
958:14

shoreline
933:3,4,7,10,
14,15 934:8,
24 935:4,5,8
936:1,8,9,11,
12 937:8,12,
14,17,23,25
940:14,18,22
941:5,8,11,18,
20 942:10
943:11 945:22
947:25 948:6,
18 951:7,10,
19 952:14,17,
21 953:8,14,
18,23 954:17,
20 955:5,9,16
956:6 957:9,
10 958:23
959:10 960:2
962:7,8 963:1
964:10,20
965:5,25
966:12 967:11
968:1,2,8,23
969:6,8,10,13
972:7,8,11,20
977:15 978:16
981:15 983:1,
15,20 984:2,3,
7987:17
988:25 989:1,
8,12,18,23,25
990:14

Shoreline's
963:16 965:24
968:11,13

Shoreline-
related
952:14

shorelines
1029:6

shorter
975:9 1059:23
1060:10

shoulder
958:12,14,16,
18

shoulders
958:11

shoving
1018:12

show
1014:15
1027:16
1029:14
1063:10

showing
1059:8

shows
953:17 1018:8

side
938:18
958:13,15,17,
19 959:6,8,9
960:5 964:16
1053:11

sides
959:1,4 960:5
1055:24

sidewalk
959:1

sidewalks
960:4 966:20,
21

sighted
942:1

signed
953:24

significant
945:1 965:23
995:13 1002:3
1024:3
1057:14

similar
939:3

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: simply..St

simply
947:22
1048:14

Singapore
929:19

single
989:2,15

sip
949:15

sip[phonetifc
949:14

sir
1064:3

site
935:9,10
938:8 939:10
957:16 962:3,
4,6 967:8
979:23 988:8
994:14 995:5,
7 996:10,12,
13,16 997:7,
19,23,25
999:21
1000:22
1010:13,15,
16,18,21,23,
24 1011:5,9,
12 1012:25
1017:6
1018:7,20
1019:18
1021:7,23
1022:3
1026:13,17
1031:9
1048:18
1050:15
1056:15
1057:13
1058:1

sites
980:8 998:5

sitings

1000:4

sitting
1062:25

situation
1047:3,8,21

situations
1048:13

Sixty-four
955:10,11

size
1027:25

skewed
940:3

skip
1001:8

Skykomish
982:20

Sleight
1026:4
1037:18,22
1038:2

Sleight's
1037:24

slope
940:10 942:2
946:24 947:11

slopes
1049:22

slow
1000:6

slows
1000:5

small
939:9 944:24
984:25

SMART
1063:16

smoother
1063:16

Snohomish
952:11 954:13
967:3 968:14,
18 969:7
970:2 972:9
973:11 974:2,
8 982:21
983:10,12
984:3,14
1003:8
1011:17

SOJ
995:9

solemnly
930:5 949:21
993:16

soliciting
956:14 958:2

solution
979:3 1058:20
1059:22

solvable
1040:24,25

solve
964:7,8

solved
981:24 982:5,
6,16 1041:5

somebody's
1063:9

sort
933:11,17
935:8 938:5
976:4 979:6,
20987:2
088:18 989:21
992:25 993:3
994:25 995:24
996:22 997:24
1005:6 1015:7
1049:2 1051:2

sorted
1020:20

Sound
994:24,25
995:3,22
996:2,24
997:2 998:1,2,
3,9,11,12,15,
18,22 999:5,8,
12,14,18,22
1000:21
1031:8,11

sounded
981:19

Sounder
995:6

sounds
928:3

source
959:8 999:11

south
959:20
1018:24
1060:20,22
1061:4

Southeast
950:3

Southwest
949:15

SOY
995:17

spaces
939:15

spacial
939:24

spacially
943:17

speak
966:5

speaks
1041:23
1042:1

specific

933:11 954:10
991:22
1001:13
1010:16,17
1011:8,12
1012:24
1013:8,9
1025:22

specifically
971:2 997:21

specificity
1048:18
1049:8
1051:20

spectrum
945:8

speculate
1034:10,11

speculation
1037:2

speed
961:5

spoke
989:21 1037:1

spoken
1011:14

spring
967:6 968:23

square
984:19,20,23
1028:3,4,5

squeeze
928:2

squeezed
1042:14

St
930:1,15,16
936:18,20
942:13 949:2,
8 993:14
994:4,5
1008:1

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: ST-I11..subject

1009:9,13,15
1044:23
1055:11,15,19
1064:18,21
1065:2,10,13,
20,24 1066:1,
4,7

ST-l
998:11

stability
932:1

stabilization
936:1,9,13
941:19,21
942:11 947:24

stabilizing
948:21

stable
932:3 933:4,
10,14,15
934:7 935:5
936:2,9
937:18 939:7,
11,12,16
940:22,24
941:11 945:21
946:24 948:5

Stadium
995:12

staff
932:23 935:22
936:11 937:2
959:3 960:18
964:20 974:8,
24 975:1
979:9 985:15
1020:24
1023:17
1024:8 1037:4
1038:13,14
1046:11
1048:12
1052:8 1053:5

staff's

1046:18

stage
933:18 981:3
985:2,11
1011:22
1019:11,17
1021:24
1025:2
1029:13
1032:1
1049:20,24
1050:6
1061:17

stamp
1045:8

stand
952:1 1051:18

standard
958:24 959:1
960:7,20
961:1 962:19,
20 963:7,9,24
975:23
1019:11,13,15
1029:4

standards
959:10,14,25
960:2 963:1,
16,17,19
965:24 979:19
999:22,23
1031:15,25

standpoint
966:19

stands
1054:25

start
957:4 981:14
1040:19
1061:25

started
929:23 967:13
987:18 988:18
995:3 1003:19

starting
1056:22
1065:7

state's
1044:15

stated
1031:21

statement
996:25
1013:18,23
1014:13,21
1015:11,20
1023:23,24
1024:3
1029:19,21,23
1030:13,16,18
1032:12,14,20
1033:20
1034:6,16
1035:8 1036:9

statements
998:16
1062:24

station
995:5 996:4,9,
13,18 9978,
22,24 998:18
999:20,24
1000:21
1031:16

stations
1000:4

statute
1054:3,4

statutory
1004:9

stay
976:1 1050:4

stayed
931:4

step
968:10,16
1032:18

steps
990:7 998:10

Steve
995:18

sticking
1065:18

stone
935:11

stop
968:20
1000:3,10

stoppage
1000:8

stopping
1002:1 1005:6
storm

939:12 945:11
1050:19

storms
946:14

story
1065:18

straddles
995:12

straight
975:6

strategic
1052:11,18,25

strategy
956:1

Street
930:12

streets
964:16

strength
947:19

strengthen
970:5

stretch
964:13,22

stretching
940:5

strictly
1058:6

strongly
1057:5

structural
938:22 941:21

structures
1037:10

struggling
1042:4

studied
954:21,22

studies
931:20 933:21
987:12
1017:24

study
951:8 952:24
954:12
966:11,15
967:6,10
980:16 982:4
983:16 986:4,
7,22 987:14
988:4 989:25
990:14 991:2
992:10

stuff
1016:3
1050:21
1053:19

style
976:4

subgrade
939:1947:11,
24

subject
996:6 1000:12
1008:13

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: subjects..testified

subjects
1056:14

submission
927:8 943:2
971:20

submissions
927:12 1039:4

submit
927:21 969:5,
7 1022:16
1028:16,17

submittal
970:7,19
973:12,13,18,
20,22 984:20
1012:20
1017:18
1019:4
1026:25
1027:13
1028:17
1033:7,11
1034:15
1035:5,17,18
1036:8

submittals
979:6 983:13
1028:19

submitted
951:16,20
952:10 968:9,
18 970:1
972:2,3,15
973:6,7
983:19 997:5
998:4
1001:11,17,
19,20 1004:20
1007:23
1008:21,23
1012:14
1046:17

submitting
1013:13

Subsection
1016:25

subsequent
1023:18
1036:18

subsidies
999:2

substantial
942:5,9
1009:3
1014:15
1015:12,16
1018:2,20
1019:21
1020:8,18,22
1021:12
1022:21
1023:3,5
1027:23
1030:2
1040:22
1041:17,22
1042:2,10,22
1043:5,11,13,
14 1045:12,19
1046:12,19,21
1047:22

substantially
1014:8 1017:6
1019:25
1021:23

substantive
1044:15

sufficient
935:6 937:20
938:14 941:13
942:2 1035:22

suggest
934:15
1035:16

suggested
945:19
976:18,23
978:2 1006:15

Suite
930:12 993:24

sum
1020:8

summary
1060:5

summations
1061:23

summer-fall
956:19

Summit
929:20

superior
1064:10

supplement
1030:16

supplemental
935:22 937:2
1014:13
1020:23
1029:23
1030:17,22
1038:14

supported
999:7

supporting
940:17
1012:14

supports
1029:1

suppose
1042:18

supposed
928:22

surface
978:23

surprise
1000:1,14

surprising
999:16,17

surrounding
952:7

survey
934:12,14

suspenders
992:25 993:2

swear
930:5 949:21
993:17

system
939:4 961:23
966:25

T-39
962:15

table
938:3 967:18

tables
963:22

takes
962:8 1012:17
1032:13

taking
937:24 955:18
1018:8

talk
928:10
1038:22
1055:22

talked
975:3,6
990:19
1008:20
1018:21
1044:12

talking
945:6,10
954:5 1049:19

tall
1059:14

taller
1058:3

target
1006:19,22

task
951:18
1000:16
1002:4 1023:4

tasked
983:11,12
1019:8,23

tea
949:14,15

team
929:19 930:21
1005:19
1037:4

technical
931:16 1018:6

telling
1001:24

tend
946:5

term
946:15 947:14
982:8 1011:22

termed
946:3

terminate
1025:9

terminology
935:3961:18

terms
991:8 1060:6

test
1041:17

testified
965:25 966:15
981:11
1018:22
1019:1

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: testimony..traffic

1037:22

testimony
928:5,12
930:6 949:22
981:23 992:3
993:17 1010:7
1011:16
1012:1
1017:22
1031:10
1041:21

Texaco
1052:17,18

Texas
931:2 992:12

text
946:18

Textile
947:15

Thanksgiving
956:25

that'll
981:4

theaters
992:20

theoretically
1042:18

thickness
939:24 940:10

thing
940:2 947:2
949:16 985:7
986:23 987:3
1038:25
1042:8
1045:14
1049:2 1051:2
1055:22
1060:4 1061:6

things
929:10 935:17
944:3 954:21

969:5,7 981:2
990:19,21
992:20 999:19
1004:18
1031:6
1038:23
1042:16
1047:16
1048:5,8,15
1049:19
1059:6
1062:17
1063:4

thinking
986:10
1004:24
1043:23

thinner
940:7

thought
977:12 979:8
987:1,7
1005:11
1007:12
1016:11
1048:12
1054:16

thoughts
928:8 935:23

threaten
928:14

three-lane
964:17 966:9,
18,24

throw
1062:22

throwing
1053:19

TIA
951:24 952:2,
3,12,25 954:4
969:11 972:3
975:23 993:4

tied
1064:10

time
928:4 929:16,
20938:1
944:21,23
945:2 946:13
951:6 956:20
957:3 966:8
967:21 968:18
970:3 975:23
978:17 981:17
987:20 996:6,
22 998:21
1000:3
1001:10,25
1003:4
1004:14
1005:4,23
1006:10
1007:11
1012:10
1015:5 1016:9
1023:1
1030:20
1031:2
1032:18
1033:11
1034:25
1035:12
1036:7
1042:14
10447
1047:22
1052:5
1054:23
1057:15
1062:7

timeline
953:1,8,17
989:22 991:8
1001:6

timelines
1030:25

timely
1032:8

1033:14

times
956:21 970:2
975:17 980:5
984:9,11
986:14
1014:12

timing
1032:22
1048:14

title
930:19
1025:23
1026:3

today
928:12 957:19
1006:8
1055:1,3

told
969:12
1001:21
1007:10
1028:4,10
1031:24
1063:17

tomorrow
928:5

ton
1061:16,18

Tong
995:16

tool
998:6,7

top
995:12
1036:16

topic
975:15

topography
933:25

tort
1052:22

totally
1017:3 1038:7
1053:14

touch
1011:19

touched
1020:12

tough
1061:21

towers
1060:8

track
952:19
1056:10

tracks
995:13 1000:4

traditional
937:17,23,25

traffic
951:14,21
952:4,23
954:6,12,21
955:5,14,15
958:4 959:23,
25961:2,3,10
962:1,2
963:13
964:16,24
966:10 967:6,
7,10,14 968:3,
8,11,13,15
969:21 970:24
974:2 975:25
976:10,23
977:24 979:15
980:2,16
981:16,20
983:3,13,16,
23 984:5,10
985.8 986:4,7
987:11,14,16,
18 988:7,8,20
989:4 990:14,
21,22 991:2

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: TRANSCRIPTION..vac

993:1 1000:6
1001:8
1040:21
1057:5

TRANSCRIPTI
ON
927:3 1066:9

transit
978:8 994:24,
25995:3,4,21,
22 996:2,4,24,
25997:2
998:1,2,3,9,
11,13,15,18,
22 999:5,8,9,
12,14,18,22
1000:21
1031:8,11
1059:5

transit-related
995:23

transparency's
1063:6

Transpo
967:15 968:11
970:24 972:9,
20,21 976:17
979:2,10,12
980:7 989:23

Transpo's
971:19

transport
931:20 933:8

transportation
950:11,21,22
951:8,11,23
952:15 953:2
960:12 962:15
971:3,13
972:1973:4
986:20

transportation-
related
950:17

treat
1038:24

triangular
976:4

trigger
1060:11

trip
954:5 978:13,
24 979:3,20
992:23

trips
954:7 978:19
979:22,23

true
930:7 949:23
993:18 1006:7
1021:9
1026:21

trump
961:7,11

tsunami
934:3

tuning
1029:12,16

turn
929:24 957:17
964:23
1015:24
1028:18
1047:19

turned
967:7

turns
1045:2

Tuttle
930:16 993:23

twitch
1065:7

two-lane
958:10

two-way

1053:7

twofold
933:2,13

type
1011:15
1024:16
1042:15
1045:15

typically
929:9 947:17
960:13

U

Uh-huh
938:4 945:3,
13 954:23
988:9 992:5
997:13 1042:5
1043:25
1051:24

ultimately
966:17 996:24
1014:22

un
928:20

uncommon
1042:10

underlying
939:2,13

undermining
946:12

underneath
947:6,12

understand
998:25 1000:2
1041:16
1046:4,10
1047:8
1051:23
1054:17

understanding

952:18 965:5
969:18 970:22
971:15
983:17,22
989:8 991:3
995:11 998:3
999:18,23
1001:1
1002:20
1008:17,25
1009:1,5
1013:2
1053:23
1062:16

understood
1000:2 1007:2
1009:22
1026:1 1034:4
1046:3
1053:10,13

undertaken
955:3

undertaking
995:14

unilaterally
1053:17

unintelligible
930:20 933:25
934:19 937:5
938:9 967:20
1038:8 1040:8
1059:18
1065:17

unit
976:20 980:8
992:11,18

units
978:6
1018:18,23
1028:3,5

University
930:12 950:14

unnecessary
1015:1

unreasonable
1057:15

unusual
1034:22

updating
952:24 967:7

upheld
1052:24
1065:5

uphill
958:19

uphold
1041:23

upland
935:20 947:24

upper
938:12,13
939:8 945:4,
11 957:20
1037:10
1058:5
1060:13

urban
931:17
1010:13,15
1011:5,8,11
1012:24
1016:21
1018:18
1019:18
1026:23
1029:4
1043:16
1050:11
1056:15

usurping
1045:21

utilities
1050:16

\%

vac

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com




VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: vague..work

1027:11

vague
1014:2,4

validate
979:22 980:2

variance
937:10 1024:5
1025:8
1037:12
1038:7
1045:11,14,18
1046:1,7,13,
17,22,24
1047:4,5,9,23
1048:11,12
1058:11,17,19
1060:11

variances
1023:8,14
1024:15,17
1025:3,5
1037:9

variation
939:24

variety
931:17 947:20

VASQUEZ
927:5,11,14,
19,25 928:11

vehicle
1060:25

vehicles
960:14,16,21

vernacular
946:4

version
972:15974:4
1016:21

versus
960:15
1048:10
1052:17

vertical
940:3

vessel
934:1

vested
1017:7,9

vesting
1017:19
1021:21
1026:14
1044:13,15

view
928:23 966:5
969:3 1035:21
1059:6

village
1018:24

violation
1060:9

virtually
1048:10

visible
1063:5

VOICE
027:24

volume
944:23 957:19
960:23 961:24
962:1,2,10,22
963:12,20,22

volume-to-
capacity
961:21

voters
998:4

votes
969:13

VRT
961:23

wait
1002:6
1064:18

waiver
994:20

wakes
934:2

walk
929:12 958:12
974:9,25
975:2
1055:21,24,25
1056:1
1057:21
1058:25
1060:3

walking
959:8 966:20
978:7

wall
932:8 938:10,
19,21,23
939:3 940:13,
14,17,24
946:9,21
947:7,9 948:1,
8,17,19
1018:7,8,10

wanted
955:16 966:13
988:11 991:24
992:17
1044:24

wanting
1062:3

warn
928:19
1014:11

Washington
930:12 950:4,
15 993:25

waste
1015:5

watch
1040:9

water
931:21 934:21
941:15 944:2,
6,11 945:2
1018:25
1050:19,20
1056:7

waterfront
931:18

waterward
1056:8

wave
933:6 934:5,
21 936:3
937:21
938:13,15
939:12,17
941:13,15
944:1,2,4,11,
13,15 945:5,8,
9,10,22

waves
933:25 944:9
945:15

ways
982:17,18

website
1063:5

week
928:15 932:1
1039:4
1040:18

weekend
1066:3

weeks
957:5970:12
974:7 1028:23

Wells

west

wide

widely

widen

William

wind

withstanding

witnesses

word

words

work

931:24,25
932:10 951:1
962:4 981:12
992:14 994:11
995:18 996:1
997:7,19,23,
25998:9
1000:22

959:8,9,21

959:5,6

9777

964:21,25
965:6

930:11

933:24

1013:21

1010:8
1011:14
1018:22
1021:2
1038:19
1041:20

1050:4

1017:21
1031:17
1048:25

931:6 932:16
943:16 950:3
951:11 964:10
987:18 995:15
998:10,20
1002:20

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



VERBATIM REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS; May 24, 2018

Index: worked..zone

1003:2,3,4
1004:14
1013:12
1014:25
1022:12
1030:12
1032:23
1034:17
1035:14
1037:3
1040:6,9,10,
12 1050:16,19
1057:16
1061:16,18
1062:24
1063:10

worked
932:5,6
952:22 976:16
981:19 995:8
1004:12
1043:14

working
943:18 950:20
951:9 979:16
994:12,14
995:9 1032:11

works
985:20 995:17
1025:24
1032:4
1063:24

world
940:5

worries
1064:6

worry
1064:4

worst
1036:13

worth

1035:14
writing

927:8 980:21

1006:20
1062:11,12,
13,14

written
972:16 978:20
990:3 997:2
1026:11
1031:1,8
1039:3

wrong
974:4 1003:10
1008:7
1040:21
1042:25

WSDOT
955:23

1035:15
1043:9,12,17,
18,20 1044:2,
12 1045:5
1046:17
1047:13
1056:18,25
1057:8,11,12,
14 1061:10,
12,13
1063:21,22
1065:6,16

years'
1035:14

yesterday
1011:16

Y

year
930:24 931:3
951:16,17
969:9 971:5
973:21 980:15
985:16 988:15
991:24
1012:5,21
1033:21
1034:15,18,20
1035:2
1056:21
10576
1063:21
1065:12

Year's
957:1

years
931:4,9,10
950:20
987:19,22
988:5 990:20
991:24 1012:9
1013:15
1024:22
1029:25

zillion
1052:14

zone
1057:22

206 622 6875 | 800 8316973
production@yomreporting.com
www.yomreporting.com



	Transcript
	Caption
	Page 925
	Page 926
	Page 927
	Page 928
	Page 929
	Page 930
	Page 931
	Page 932
	Page 933
	Page 934
	Page 935
	Page 936
	Page 937
	Page 938
	Page 939
	Page 940
	Page 941
	Page 942
	Page 943
	Page 944
	Page 945
	Page 946
	Page 947
	Page 948
	Page 949
	Page 950
	Page 951
	Page 952
	Page 953
	Page 954
	Page 955
	Page 956
	Page 957
	Page 958
	Page 959
	Page 960
	Page 961
	Page 962
	Page 963
	Page 964
	Page 965
	Page 966
	Page 967
	Page 968
	Page 969
	Page 970
	Page 971
	Page 972
	Page 973
	Page 974
	Page 975
	Page 976
	Page 977
	Page 978
	Page 979
	Page 980
	Page 981
	Page 982
	Page 983
	Page 984
	Page 985
	Page 986
	Page 987
	Page 988
	Page 989
	Page 990
	Page 991
	Page 992
	Page 993
	Page 994
	Page 995
	Page 996
	Page 997
	Page 998
	Page 999
	Page 1000
	Page 1001
	Page 1002
	Page 1003
	Page 1004
	Page 1005
	Page 1006
	Page 1007
	Page 1008
	Page 1009
	Page 1010
	Page 1011
	Page 1012
	Page 1013
	Page 1014
	Page 1015
	Page 1016
	Page 1017
	Page 1018
	Page 1019
	Page 1020
	Page 1021
	Page 1022
	Page 1023
	Page 1024
	Page 1025
	Page 1026
	Page 1027
	Page 1028
	Page 1029
	Page 1030
	Page 1031
	Page 1032
	Page 1033
	Page 1034
	Page 1035
	Page 1036
	Page 1037
	Page 1038
	Page 1039
	Page 1040
	Page 1041
	Page 1042
	Page 1043
	Page 1044
	Page 1045
	Page 1046
	Page 1047
	Page 1048
	Page 1049
	Page 1050
	Page 1051
	Page 1052
	Page 1053
	Page 1054
	Page 1055
	Page 1056
	Page 1057
	Page 1058
	Page 1059
	Page 1060
	Page 1061
	Page 1062
	Page 1063
	Page 1064
	Page 1065
	Page 1066
	Page 1067

	Word Index
	Index: --ooo--..30
	--ooo-- (2)
	1 (7)
	1.4 (1)
	10 (4)
	100 (2)
	10:45 (1)
	10th (1)
	119,000 (1)
	11:53 (1)
	120-page (1)
	13 (3)
	13th (3)
	14 (3)
	14432 (1)
	14th (3)
	15 (6)
	15th (2)
	16 (6)
	16-foot (1)
	16th (2)
	17 (3)
	170 (2)
	17th (1)
	18 (5)
	180 (5)
	18th (1)
	19 (1)
	190 (1)
	196th (3)
	1992 (1)
	1993 (1)
	1:00 (3)
	1:27 (1)
	1st (8)
	2 (1)
	20 (6)
	2004 (1)
	201 (1)
	2010 (3)
	2011 (14)
	2012 (4)
	2013 (11)
	2014 (13)
	2015 (12)
	2016 (12)
	2017 (22)
	2018 (5)
	2020 (1)
	2025 (1)
	2030 (1)
	2035 (2)
	24 (1)
	247 (1)
	248 (4)
	27 (2)
	27th (5)
	28 (1)
	3 (1)
	3(b) (2)
	3,000 (1)
	30 (3)

	Index: 30.34A.170..adding
	30.34A.170 (2)
	30.34A.180 (1)
	30.34A.183 (1)
	30.61.220 (4)
	300 (1)
	3026 (1)
	30th (10)
	31st (1)
	3300 (1)
	36 (1)
	3rd (2)
	4,000 (1)
	40 (1)
	48 (2)
	4:00 (2)
	5 (3)
	50 (1)
	50-year (2)
	5th (1)
	6 (6)
	600 (2)
	610 (1)
	64 (4)
	65 (1)
	684 (2)
	6th (2)
	7 (1)
	700 (1)
	701 (1)
	7th (1)
	8 (1)
	80 (1)
	800 (1)
	8th (9)
	9 (2)
	90 (2)
	98104 (1)
	99 (3)
	9:02 (1)
	9th (3)
	A&m (1)
	a.m. (4)
	ABC (1)
	ability (3)
	absent (1)
	absolute (1)
	Absolutely (1)
	abuse (1)
	accept (4)
	acceptable (3)
	accepted (6)
	access (5)
	accommodate (2)
	accommodated (1)
	accommodation (2)
	accomplish (1)
	accredited (1)
	accurate (6)
	achieved (1)
	acknowledge (2)
	acknowledged (1)
	acknowledgement (1)
	acquisition (1)
	act (1)
	action (4)
	actions (1)
	activities (1)
	activity (1)
	actual (4)
	add (4)
	added (4)
	adding (2)

	Index: additional..applicant
	additional (16)
	address (14)
	addressed (7)
	addressing (2)
	adds (1)
	adequate (3)
	adequately (1)
	adhere (1)
	adhered (1)
	adjacent (2)
	adjourned (1)
	adjust (1)
	adjusted (1)
	administrative (2)
	admit (2)
	adopted (3)
	advance (1)
	advanced (1)
	advisability (1)
	advise (1)
	AECOMA (1)
	aerial (2)
	aerospace (1)
	affect (1)
	affects (1)
	affirm (3)
	AFTERNOON (1)
	agencies (1)
	agency (1)
	agree (5)
	agreed (8)
	agreement (14)
	agrees (1)
	ahead (2)
	alleged (1)
	allowable (1)
	allowed (3)
	alter (1)
	alterations (2)
	alternate (1)
	alternative (6)
	alternatives (2)
	alters (2)
	amenable (1)
	Amendment (2)
	amendments (2)
	amount (6)
	ample (1)
	analysis (32)
	analyze (1)
	analyzed (3)
	analyzing (1)
	annual (1)
	answer's (1)
	answering (1)
	answers (3)
	anticipate (3)
	anticipated (3)
	apocryphal (1)
	apologize (1)
	app (1)
	appeal (2)
	appeared (1)
	appears (2)
	appellate (1)
	appendix (5)
	applicable (2)
	applicant (40)

	Index: applicant's..attorney-client
	applicant's (9)
	application (43)
	applications (4)
	applied (3)
	applies (3)
	apply (3)
	approach (4)
	approaches (1)
	approvable (4)
	approval (21)
	approve (2)
	approved (11)
	approves (1)
	approximately (1)
	April (30)
	architect (1)
	area (9)
	areas (7)
	argued (1)
	argument (2)
	arguments (3)
	armoring (7)
	arterial (3)
	aspect (1)
	aspects (1)
	aspiration (1)
	assert (1)
	asserted (1)
	assertion (1)
	assess (1)
	assessment (10)
	assessments (1)
	assigned (2)
	assistance (1)
	Associates (2)
	assume (2)
	assumed (2)
	assuming (4)
	assumption (11)
	assumptions (18)
	assure (1)
	attached (1)
	attempted (1)
	attempts (1)
	attendance (1)
	attention (1)
	attenuate (1)
	attenuation (2)
	attorney (4)
	attorney-client (1)

	Index: attorneys..board
	attorneys (1)
	audiences (1)
	augment (1)
	augmenting (1)
	August (2)
	authority (13)
	authorization (1)
	authorized (1)
	automatically (2)
	availability (1)
	Avenue (1)
	avoid (2)
	award (1)
	aware (7)
	awkward (1)
	bachelor's (1)
	back (29)
	background (13)
	backwards (1)
	Bakerview (1)
	bank (1)
	barrel (1)
	barrier (1)
	base (1)
	based (38)
	baseline (1)
	basically (11)
	basis (9)
	bathrooms (2)
	battles (1)
	beach (44)
	Beal (1)
	beam (4)
	beat (1)
	began (5)
	begin (3)
	beginning (2)
	begun (1)
	behalf (2)
	belief (1)
	believed (1)
	Bellevue (1)
	belts (2)
	bench (3)
	benefit (1)
	benefits (1)
	big (3)
	Bill (1)
	billion (2)
	Bingham (2)
	bit (16)
	block (2)
	Bloodgood (2)
	board (3)

	Index: board's..chapter
	board's (1)
	borrow (1)
	bother (1)
	Brad (1)
	Bradfitch (1)
	break (5)
	break-through (1)
	breakwaters (1)
	briefing (2)
	briefly (1)
	bring (1)
	bringing (1)
	brings (1)
	broad (1)
	broken (1)
	brought (6)
	brownfield (1)
	BSRE (20)
	Bsre's (2)
	bucket (1)
	budget (2)
	budgetary (1)
	buffer (4)
	build (4)
	build-out (1)
	building (8)
	buildings (8)
	built (8)
	bulkhead (1)
	bulkheading (3)
	bunch (2)
	Burlington (5)
	business (7)
	busy (1)
	C-25 (2)
	calculate (5)
	calculated (5)
	calculation (3)
	calculations (2)
	call (6)
	called (1)
	calls (2)
	Campbell (2)
	capacity (17)
	capture (9)
	capturing (1)
	carefully (1)
	case (14)
	catch-22 (1)
	causal (1)
	caution (1)
	center (14)
	certification (2)
	certifications (1)
	cetera (5)
	chain (1)
	challenges (1)
	challenging (1)
	chance (3)
	change (13)
	changed (2)
	changing (1)
	channel (1)
	chapter (3)

	Index: character..complaints
	character (1)
	characterization (2)
	characterize (1)
	characterized (2)
	checklist (2)
	chief (1)
	choice (4)
	Christmas (1)
	chronology (1)
	circumstances (2)
	cited (1)
	citizens (1)
	city (42)
	city's (2)
	civic (1)
	civil (1)
	claim (1)
	clarification (1)
	clarifications (1)
	clarified (1)
	clarify (4)
	classification (3)
	classifications (4)
	clear (1)
	client (3)
	clients (1)
	climate (1)
	close (7)
	closed (1)
	closer (2)
	closing (5)
	coarse (2)
	coarser (1)
	coastal (12)
	cobble (2)
	code (53)
	codes (3)
	codified (1)
	colleague (1)
	colleagues (2)
	colloquy (2)
	combined (1)
	comfortable (1)
	command (1)
	comment (16)
	commented (1)
	comments (46)
	commercial (8)
	commitment (2)
	commitments (1)
	committed (2)
	communication (1)
	community (2)
	commute (1)
	commuter (3)
	compacted (2)
	complained (1)
	complaints (1)

	Index: complete..control
	complete (3)
	completed (2)
	completely (1)
	completion (6)
	compliance (13)
	complicating (1)
	complied (7)
	complies (1)
	comply (10)
	composed (1)
	comprising (1)
	computer (1)
	conceivable (2)
	concept (12)
	conceptual (5)
	concern (7)
	concerned (1)
	concerns (3)
	concluded (3)
	conclusion (1)
	conclusions (1)
	concrete (8)
	condition (2)
	conditions (6)
	conducted (1)
	conducting (1)
	confer (2)
	conference (5)
	configuration (3)
	confirmation (1)
	confirming (1)
	conflict (22)
	conflicts (11)
	conformance (2)
	cons (1)
	considerable (1)
	consideration (1)
	considered (4)
	consistency (5)
	consistent (3)
	constitute (1)
	constitutes (1)
	constraints (1)
	construction (3)
	consult (2)
	consultant (9)
	consultant's (1)
	consultants (5)
	contacted (1)
	contemplate (1)
	contemplated (1)
	content (1)
	contention (3)
	contentious (1)
	context (7)
	contiguous (2)
	continuation (2)
	continue (4)
	continued (2)
	continuing (1)
	contracts (1)
	contrary (2)
	control (3)

	Index: conventional..criteria
	conventional (2)
	conversation (4)
	conversations (2)
	conversion (1)
	converted (1)
	convince (1)
	Cooperative (2)
	coordinate (3)
	coordinated (2)
	coordinating (4)
	coordination (1)
	copies (2)
	corner (1)
	Corporation (2)
	correct (107)
	correctly (1)
	correspondence (1)
	corridor (24)
	council (1)
	council's (1)
	counsel (3)
	count (1)
	Countryman (12)
	counts (6)
	county (129)
	county's (19)
	couple (3)
	courses (1)
	court (3)
	courthouse (1)
	create (1)
	creating (1)
	creation (2)
	crest (10)
	criteria (1)

	Index: criterias..design
	criterias (1)
	CROSS-EXAMINATION (4)
	Crowser (1)
	culminated (1)
	current (6)
	customers (1)
	cycle (1)
	daily (1)
	damages (6)
	data (2)
	date (29)
	dated (3)
	dates (5)
	David (3)
	Davis (2)
	day (4)
	Daylight (1)
	days (6)
	de (1)
	deadline (10)
	deal (3)
	dealing (1)
	dealt (1)
	decades (1)
	December (3)
	decide (5)
	decided (1)
	decision (26)
	decisions (7)
	deeper (1)
	defensible (2)
	defer (1)
	deferred (1)
	deficiencies (1)
	deficiency (1)
	deficient (1)
	definition (2)
	degree (3)
	DEIS (4)
	delay (4)
	demonstrate (3)
	demonstrating (1)
	demonstration (2)
	denial (15)
	denied (4)
	density (1)
	deny (6)
	department (4)
	depending (2)
	depicted (1)
	depicting (1)
	describe (9)
	describing (1)
	description (2)
	design (36)

	Index: designed..doubts
	designed (3)
	desire (1)
	detail (6)
	detailed (4)
	details (1)
	determination (1)
	determine (6)
	determined (2)
	develop (7)
	developed (6)
	developer (1)
	developing (5)
	development (21)
	development's (1)
	developments (2)
	deviation (11)
	deviations (7)
	DI (1)
	dialogue (1)
	difference (4)
	differences (1)
	difficult (2)
	DIRECT (4)
	direction (1)
	directions (1)
	directly (2)
	director (10)
	director's (2)
	DIS (1)
	disagree (4)
	disagreement (1)
	disclaimer (1)
	discretion (3)
	discuss (7)
	discussed (4)
	discussing (3)
	discussion (13)
	discussions (7)
	disposal (1)
	dispute (3)
	dissipate (2)
	dissipated (1)
	distance (5)
	distances (1)
	distinction (3)
	distinguish (1)
	distributed (1)
	disturbing (2)
	divided (1)
	DKS (1)
	doable (1)
	Dobesh (1)
	doctrine (1)
	document (10)
	documentation (2)
	documented (2)
	documents (3)
	dollar (1)
	dollars (3)
	domestics (1)
	doubled (1)
	doubt (8)
	doubts (1)

	Index: Doug..environment
	Doug (2)
	dovetails (1)
	DPW (1)
	draft (21)
	drafted (1)
	drafting (1)
	Drage[phonetic (1)
	drawn (2)
	Drive (9)
	driving (1)
	dropped (1)
	Dudinski (2)
	duration (1)
	dwelling (1)
	dynamically (1)
	EA (5)
	earlier (5)
	early (3)
	EAS (1)
	easier (1)
	east (2)
	Eastgate (1)
	easy (1)
	edge (6)
	edited (1)
	Edmonds (1)
	education (1)
	educational (2)
	effect (1)
	effort (3)
	efforts (1)
	eighty (1)
	EIS (25)
	elaborate (1)
	electeds (1)
	electricity (1)
	electronically (1)
	elements (3)
	elevation (21)
	elevations (1)
	elevators (2)
	eliminate (1)
	eliminated (1)
	eliminating (3)
	email (4)
	emailed (1)
	emails (1)
	emergency (1)
	Emerson (1)
	empirical (2)
	empirically (1)
	employed (2)
	end (8)
	endeavor (1)
	ended (1)
	ending (2)
	ends (1)
	energy (3)
	engaged (1)
	engineer (5)
	engineer's (1)
	engineering (17)
	engineers (1)
	enhanced (3)
	ensure (2)
	entailed (1)
	entails (1)
	entire (1)
	entrance (1)
	enviro (1)
	environment (1)

	Index: environmental..expiration
	environmental (22)
	equally (1)
	erosion (4)
	errand (1)
	errors (1)
	esplanade (25)
	essentially (10)
	establish (1)
	established (2)
	estimate (1)
	estimates (1)
	ETI (1)
	evaluate (1)
	evaluating (1)
	Evans (2)
	event (2)
	eventually (1)
	Everett (1)
	evidence (2)
	evolution (1)
	evolving (1)
	exact (2)
	exaggerate (1)
	exam (1)
	EXAMINATION (7)
	examiner (128)
	examiner's (1)
	excavate (1)
	excavating (1)
	exceed (4)
	exceeded (4)
	Excellent (1)
	excuse (1)
	executed (1)
	exercise (1)
	exhibit (7)
	exhibits (2)
	existing (12)
	exists (2)
	expand (2)
	expanded (14)
	expansion (1)
	expect (4)
	expectation (1)
	expected (1)
	expecting (2)
	expedite (1)
	expenditures (1)
	expense (5)
	expensive (1)
	experience (4)
	expert (2)
	experts (1)
	expiration (8)

	Index: expire..firm
	expire (1)
	expires (3)
	explain (9)
	explained (2)
	explanation (1)
	explicit (3)
	explicitly (1)
	explore (2)
	expressed (1)
	extend (1)
	extending (1)
	extension (32)
	extensions (6)
	extensive (6)
	extensively (1)
	extent (3)
	extra (1)
	extreme (2)
	fabric (2)
	fabrication (1)
	facilitate (1)
	facilities (2)
	fact (17)
	factor (3)
	factors (1)
	facts (1)
	factual (2)
	factually (2)
	fails (1)
	failure (1)
	fair (4)
	fairly (1)
	fall (1)
	familiar (1)
	family (2)
	farther (1)
	fashion (1)
	faster (1)
	fault (1)
	feasibility (11)
	feasible (1)
	feature (2)
	February (1)
	fed (1)
	feedback (1)
	feels (1)
	feet (16)
	FEIS (4)
	felt (8)
	FEMA (1)
	field (2)
	fight (1)
	figure (1)
	figured (2)
	filing (1)
	filled (1)
	filter (1)
	filtration (1)
	final (17)
	finally (3)
	find (3)
	findings (1)
	fine (3)
	finer (1)
	finish (2)
	firm (2)

	Index: firmly..good
	firmly (2)
	five-lane (1)
	fixed (1)
	flat (1)
	flatter (1)
	flaws (1)
	flood (5)
	Floor (1)
	Florida (1)
	flow (2)
	fly (1)
	focused (4)
	focusing (1)
	folks (6)
	folks' (1)
	follow (4)
	follow-on (1)
	follow-up (3)
	font (2)
	fool's (1)
	foolish (1)
	foot (5)
	footage (3)
	footprint (3)
	force (2)
	forecast (4)
	forecasted (1)
	forget (1)
	formal (4)
	formally (4)
	format (1)
	forms (1)
	formula (4)
	forward (4)
	four-lane (1)
	fourth (6)
	frame (3)
	frankly (4)
	frequent (1)
	fresh (1)
	Friday (1)
	front (4)
	frustration (1)
	full (3)
	fully (6)
	function (4)
	functional (2)
	functions (1)
	fundamental (1)
	future (1)
	G-24 (1)
	gained (1)
	gap (1)
	garage (1)
	Gary (2)
	gather (1)
	gave (1)
	general (11)
	generally (1)
	generated (2)
	generation (1)
	generic (1)
	geologic (1)
	geologically (1)
	Georgia (1)
	geotechnical (2)
	geotextile (3)
	Gerken (9)
	give (19)
	giving (1)
	good (16)

	Index: governmental..height
	governmental (1)
	gradation (2)
	gradations (1)
	grade (2)
	grading (3)
	graduated (1)
	grain (1)
	grained (1)
	grant (8)
	granted (13)
	granting (1)
	graphic (2)
	gravel (3)
	gravity (1)
	great (5)
	greatest (1)
	grounds (3)
	group (8)
	growth (12)
	Guaranteed (1)
	guess (10)
	guidelines (3)
	guys (2)
	H-24 (1)
	half (6)
	Hall (1)
	hand (2)
	handle (1)
	handled (1)
	happen (1)
	happened (9)
	hard (6)
	Harris (11)
	Hart (1)
	hat (1)
	hazard (8)
	hazards (3)
	head (2)
	headroom (1)
	heads-up (1)
	hear (2)
	heard (12)
	hearing (145)
	hearings (1)
	heavy (1)
	height (9)

	Index: heights..incomplete
	heights (4)
	helped (1)
	hey (3)
	high (6)
	highest (2)
	highly (1)
	Highway (3)
	hired (1)
	historical (2)
	history (2)
	hobgoblin (1)
	Hold (1)
	holiday (1)
	honestly (1)
	Honor (1)
	horizontal (2)
	Horizontally (1)
	hour (5)
	hours (3)
	housekeeping (1)
	housing (1)
	Huff (44)
	Huff's (2)
	huge (1)
	hundred (1)
	hydrodynamics (1)
	hypothetical (1)
	idea (1)
	ideas (1)
	identified (10)
	identifies (2)
	identify (9)
	II (1)
	III (5)
	image (1)
	images (2)
	imagine (1)
	impact (41)
	impacted (3)
	impacts (11)
	impasse (1)
	impinges (1)
	implication (1)
	implicit (3)
	implied (1)
	important (1)
	impression (2)
	improve (1)
	improved (2)
	improvements (2)
	in-person (1)
	inaccurate (1)
	inadvertently (1)
	inappropriate (1)
	Inaudible (1)
	inch (1)
	include (7)
	included (19)
	including (5)
	inclusion (1)
	incomplete (3)

	Index: inconsistencies..June
	inconsistencies (1)
	incorporate (1)
	incorporated (2)
	incorporation (2)
	increase (2)
	indefinitely (1)
	independent (3)
	indication (1)
	industry (1)
	influence (1)
	inform (1)
	informally (1)
	information (22)
	infrastructure (4)
	initial (3)
	initially (5)
	initials (1)
	input (4)
	inputs (1)
	inquiries (1)
	instance (1)
	Institute (1)
	instituted (1)
	intend (1)
	intended (6)
	intent (3)
	interactions (1)
	interested (2)
	internal (12)
	interpret (1)
	interpretation (3)
	intersection (6)
	intersections (13)
	interstitial (1)
	introduced (1)
	invert (2)
	investigated (1)
	invite (1)
	involve (1)
	involved (8)
	involvement (15)
	ironed (1)
	issue (22)
	issued (4)
	issues (25)
	item (2)
	iterative (1)
	Jacque (2)
	January (12)
	Japanese (1)
	Jim (2)
	job (9)
	John (2)
	Johnsen (1)
	judgment (1)
	July (10)
	jumped (1)
	jumping (1)
	June (14)

	Index: jurisdiction..level
	jurisdiction (7)
	jury (3)
	justification (1)
	K-31 (1)
	K-4 (1)
	Karr (2)
	keenly (1)
	Kendra (2)
	kind (45)
	kinds (2)
	King (2)
	Kirk (2)
	Kisielius (38)
	kitchen (1)
	knew (4)
	knowing (1)
	knowledge (1)
	labeled (1)
	lack (2)
	laid (1)
	land (7)
	landscape (1)
	landscaping (1)
	landslide (8)
	lane (3)
	lanes (6)
	language (2)
	large (4)
	largely (6)
	larger (2)
	late (4)
	Laura (1)
	law (2)
	lawyers (2)
	lay (1)
	layer (6)
	layering (1)
	layers (4)
	layout (1)
	LDA (2)
	lead (4)
	learned (1)
	led (1)
	left (2)
	left-hand (1)
	legal (3)
	legally (1)
	length (5)
	lessons (1)
	letter (33)
	level (35)

	Index: levels..material
	levels (2)
	levy (3)
	library (1)
	lidar (2)
	life (2)
	light (1)
	likelihood (1)
	limit (7)
	limited (1)
	limits (3)
	links (5)
	list (1)
	listed (4)
	listening (1)
	lists (1)
	litigation (2)
	lives (1)
	located (1)
	location (4)
	locations (1)
	lock (1)
	locked (1)
	loggerheads (1)
	long (21)
	longer (7)
	looked (7)
	LOS (1)
	lose (1)
	losing (1)
	loss (1)
	lot (14)
	lots (3)
	low (2)
	lower (3)
	Luetjen (8)
	lunch (1)
	lunchtime (1)
	Maccready (1)
	Maccready's (1)
	made (27)
	main (2)
	maintain (3)
	maintaining (1)
	maintains (1)
	major (4)
	make (24)
	makes (5)
	making (2)
	MALE (1)
	manage (1)
	management (4)
	manager (3)
	manual (1)
	March (2)
	marine (1)
	Mariners (1)
	mark (5)
	marked (1)
	marvelous (1)
	match (1)
	material (4)

	Index: materially..mitigation
	materially (1)
	materials (17)
	matrix (1)
	Matt (2)
	matter (3)
	matters (1)
	Matthew (1)
	maximum (3)
	Mccall (1)
	Mccrary (1)
	Meaning (1)
	means (2)
	measure (4)
	measured (1)
	measures (14)
	mechanism (1)
	meet (7)
	meeting (22)
	meetings (13)
	member (1)
	memo (10)
	memoranda (1)
	memorandum (1)
	Memorial (1)
	memorialize (2)
	memory (1)
	memos (4)
	mention (2)
	mentioned (8)
	merger (1)
	messing (1)
	met (14)
	metaphysical (1)
	method (1)
	methodology (9)
	methods (16)
	metocean (1)
	Metro (1)
	Michael (1)
	midway (1)
	Mike (1)
	mile (1)
	miles (1)
	milestone (1)
	milestones (1)
	million (1)
	mind (2)
	minds (2)
	mine (1)
	minimal (1)
	minor (5)
	minutes (2)
	mischaracterization (2)
	mischaracterize (1)
	misinformation (1)
	misinterpretation (1)
	mispronounced (1)
	misquote (1)
	missed (1)
	misstated (1)
	mistakenly (1)
	misunderstanding (1)
	mitigate (2)
	mitigated (4)
	mitigation (11)

	Index: mix..Obletz
	mix (3)
	mixed (4)
	model (9)
	modeling (1)
	models (3)
	modifications (2)
	modified (2)
	modify (1)
	Moffatt (4)
	Molver (1)
	moment (2)
	Monday (1)
	monitoring (5)
	month (4)
	months (9)
	morning (7)
	mornings (1)
	MOU (12)
	mouse (1)
	move (5)
	movie (1)
	moving (4)
	multi-family (1)
	multi-use (1)
	multiple (2)
	names (1)
	narrow (2)
	national (3)
	nationally (2)
	natural (4)
	naturally (1)
	nature (6)
	NCHRP (2)
	necessarily (4)
	necessity (1)
	needed (13)
	needless (1)
	negative (1)
	negotiated (1)
	negotiation (1)
	negotiations (1)
	neighborhood (1)
	neighborhoods (1)
	neighboring (1)
	neighbors (1)
	network (2)
	newly (1)
	Nichol (4)
	Noddingham (1)
	nodes (4)
	nonresidential (2)
	noon (1)
	normal (2)
	north (4)
	Northern (5)
	northwest (1)
	notes (1)
	November (6)
	novo (1)
	number (20)
	numbers (4)
	numeric (1)
	numerical (1)
	oath (1)
	object (3)
	objected (3)
	objections (1)
	Obletz (1)

	Index: obtained..PDS
	obtained (1)
	occur (2)
	occurred (5)
	occurring (1)
	occurs (2)
	Ocean (1)
	October (14)
	offer (2)
	office (6)
	officer (1)
	officials (1)
	Ohlenkamp (1)
	older (1)
	one's (2)
	ongoing (1)
	online (2)
	onsite (2)
	open (2)
	operating (1)
	operations (1)
	opinion (6)
	opportunity (3)
	oppose (1)
	opposed (3)
	option (2)
	oral (1)
	order (8)
	ordinance (1)
	ordinary (2)
	original (4)
	originally (3)
	Otten (34)
	outcome (6)
	overflow (1)
	overruling (1)
	overtopping (5)
	overview (2)
	P-17 (1)
	P-18 (1)
	p.m. (6)
	Pacific (1)
	pads (1)
	pages (6)
	paper (2)
	papers (2)
	paragraph (1)
	Paramount (3)
	Pardon (1)
	paren (1)
	parking (6)
	part (23)
	parties (5)
	partner (2)
	parts (2)
	passage (1)
	passages (1)
	passing (1)
	past (4)
	path (1)
	Paul (1)
	pay (2)
	PDF (1)
	PDS (19)

	Index: Pds's..position
	Pds's (2)
	pea (1)
	peak (2)
	pedestrian (2)
	pedestrians (2)
	peer (4)
	pending (1)
	Pennzoil (1)
	Pennzoil's (1)
	people (2)
	people's (2)
	percent (12)
	percentage (1)
	perched (1)
	Perfect (1)
	perform (2)
	performance (1)
	performed (1)
	period (8)
	periods (3)
	Perkins (1)
	permit (3)
	permits (1)
	person (3)
	perspective (5)
	Petroleum (2)
	phase (6)
	phasing (1)
	photography (2)
	physics (1)
	picked (1)
	picking (1)
	picture (1)
	piece (3)
	pipe (1)
	pipes (1)
	piping (1)
	place (4)
	places (2)
	plaintiff (1)
	plan (30)
	planning (4)
	plans (16)
	plastics (1)
	play (2)
	played (2)
	plays (1)
	plaza (2)
	plead (2)
	pleasure (1)
	point (60)
	pointed (2)
	points (2)
	Policy (1)
	politically (1)
	polypropylene (1)
	porous (1)
	portion (4)
	portions (2)
	position (11)

	Index: positive..project
	positive (1)
	possibility (5)
	possibly (2)
	potable (1)
	potential (1)
	potentially (4)
	practical (2)
	practice (1)
	predict (1)
	preference (1)
	preferred (5)
	prehearing (1)
	preliminarily (1)
	preliminary (5)
	prep (1)
	preparation (1)
	prepare (6)
	prepared (11)
	preparing (3)
	prescriptive (1)
	present (2)
	presumption (1)
	pretty (5)
	prevent (3)
	previous (2)
	previously (1)
	primarily (5)
	primary (2)
	principal (1)
	principally (2)
	principle (1)
	principled (1)
	principles (1)
	prior (12)
	privilege (1)
	problem (4)
	procedural (3)
	procedure (1)
	proceed (8)
	proceeded (1)
	proceeding (15)
	proceedings (4)
	process (41)
	processes (1)
	professional (1)
	profile (4)
	program (8)
	project (76)

	Index: project's..questions
	project's (1)
	projects (7)
	promise (3)
	promised (3)
	promises (1)
	promptly (1)
	pronounce (1)
	proof (1)
	property (5)
	proposal (6)
	proposals (2)
	propose (3)
	proposed (24)
	proposing (5)
	pros (1)
	prosecuting (1)
	prosecutor's (4)
	protect (1)
	protection (18)
	provide (31)
	provided (18)
	providing (14)
	provision (2)
	public (25)
	publication (4)
	publish (7)
	published (3)
	pulling (1)
	pump (1)
	punitive (2)
	purpose (9)
	purposes (1)
	pursuant (1)
	pushed (1)
	put (8)
	puts (1)
	putting (2)
	quality (1)
	quandary (1)
	quarter (4)
	quasi (1)
	quasi-judicial (6)
	question (30)
	questioning (2)
	questions (18)

	Index: quick..refused
	quick (1)
	quickly (1)
	quote (1)
	rail (4)
	railroad (3)
	raise (1)
	raised (2)
	Randy (1)
	range (8)
	rate (9)
	rates (1)
	ratio (1)
	reach (1)
	reached (1)
	react (1)
	reaction (1)
	read (7)
	reading (2)
	ready (1)
	reaffirming (1)
	real (3)
	realize (1)
	realized (1)
	reason (9)
	reasonable (9)
	reasons (4)
	rebuttal (1)
	recall (5)
	receipt (2)
	receive (15)
	received (20)
	receiving (1)
	recent (3)
	recently (3)
	recess (1)
	recessed (2)
	recession (1)
	recognize (4)
	recognized (1)
	recognizes (1)
	recommence (1)
	recommend (6)
	recommendation (20)
	recommendations (7)
	recommended (8)
	recommending (3)
	reconcile (1)
	reconfigurations (1)
	reconvened (1)
	record (6)
	recording (1)
	redirect (4)
	redone (1)
	reference (4)
	referenced (1)
	referring (1)
	refine (1)
	refinements (1)
	refusal (2)
	refused (1)

	Index: regular..result
	regular (1)
	regulation (2)
	regulations (4)
	related (8)
	relates (1)
	relationship (3)
	relevant (1)
	reliable (1)
	remain (2)
	remaining (4)
	remand (1)
	remanded (1)
	remember (1)
	remind (1)
	remove (2)
	removed (3)
	removing (1)
	repeat (2)
	repeated (3)
	repeatedly (1)
	rephrase (1)
	reply (1)
	report (33)
	reporting (1)
	reports (3)
	representation (2)
	representatives (1)
	representing (2)
	represents (1)
	request (23)
	requested (6)
	requesting (1)
	requests (5)
	require (15)
	required (10)
	requirement (9)
	requirements (5)
	requires (1)
	requiring (4)
	res (1)
	research (3)
	residential (13)
	residents (1)
	resolve (3)
	resolved (5)
	respect (6)
	respond (7)
	responder (1)
	responds (1)
	response (20)
	responses (5)
	responsibility (1)
	responsive (4)
	restarted (2)
	restoration (1)
	resubmittal (2)
	resubmitted (1)
	result (5)

	Index: resulting..scope
	resulting (1)
	resume (1)
	resumed (1)
	resuming (2)
	retail (6)
	retained (1)
	retaining (2)
	Rev (1)
	revetment (3)
	review (42)
	reviewed (6)
	reviewer (2)
	reviewing (4)
	revise (4)
	revised (7)
	revising (1)
	revision (3)
	revisions (5)
	revisiting (1)
	rework (1)
	Rich (1)
	Richmond (17)
	ridership (3)
	rise (3)
	road (36)
	roads (2)
	roadway (6)
	role (1)
	Romain (29)
	room (4)
	rough (2)
	roughly (1)
	route (1)
	run (4)
	run-up (6)
	running (1)
	runs (1)
	rush (1)
	Ryan (1)
	S-1 (1)
	safely (1)
	sand (2)
	sat (1)
	satisfactory (1)
	satisfied (1)
	satisfies (1)
	satisfy (1)
	save (1)
	scale (5)
	scales (1)
	scenario (8)
	scenarios (1)
	schedule (2)
	schematic (2)
	schematics (1)
	science (1)
	scope (1)

	Index: scoping..similar
	scoping (1)
	score (1)
	Scott (1)
	scroll (1)
	sea (5)
	Seattle (8)
	SEC (1)
	seconds (1)
	section (10)
	sections (1)
	sediment (3)
	segment (8)
	segments (1)
	semantics (3)
	send (1)
	senior (4)
	sense (5)
	SEPA (5)
	SEPA-BASED (1)
	separate (1)
	separated (1)
	separation (7)
	September (11)
	series (2)
	serve (2)
	serves (1)
	service (13)
	services (2)
	SESSION (1)
	set (6)
	setback (7)
	sets (3)
	settle (1)
	settled (1)
	sewer (1)
	shaped (1)
	Shiels (1)
	shifted (1)
	ship (1)
	shore (9)
	shoreline (97)
	Shoreline's (4)
	Shoreline-related (1)
	shorelines (1)
	shorter (3)
	shoulder (4)
	shoulders (1)
	shoving (1)
	show (4)
	showing (1)
	shows (2)
	side (11)
	sides (4)
	sidewalk (1)
	sidewalks (3)
	sighted (1)
	signed (1)
	significant (6)
	similar (1)

	Index: simply..St
	simply (2)
	Singapore (1)
	single (2)
	sip (1)
	sip[phonetifc (1)
	sir (1)
	site (51)
	sites (2)
	sitings (1)
	sitting (1)
	situation (3)
	situations (1)
	Sixty-four (2)
	size (1)
	skewed (1)
	skip (1)
	Skykomish (1)
	Sleight (4)
	Sleight's (1)
	slope (4)
	slopes (1)
	slow (1)
	slows (1)
	small (3)
	SMART (1)
	smoother (1)
	Snohomish (19)
	SOJ (1)
	solemnly (3)
	soliciting (2)
	solution (3)
	solvable (2)
	solve (2)
	solved (5)
	somebody's (1)
	sort (20)
	sorted (1)
	Sound (26)
	sounded (1)
	Sounder (1)
	sounds (1)
	source (2)
	south (5)
	Southeast (1)
	Southwest (1)
	SOY (1)
	spaces (1)
	spacial (1)
	spacially (1)
	speak (1)
	speaks (2)
	specific (12)
	specifically (2)
	specificity (3)
	spectrum (1)
	speculate (2)
	speculation (1)
	speed (1)
	spoke (2)
	spoken (1)
	spring (2)
	square (6)
	squeeze (1)
	squeezed (1)
	St (29)

	Index: ST-III..subject
	ST-III (1)
	stability (1)
	stabilization (7)
	stabilizing (1)
	stable (21)
	Stadium (1)
	staff (22)
	staff's (1)
	stage (15)
	stamp (1)
	stand (2)
	standard (15)
	standards (14)
	standpoint (1)
	stands (1)
	start (4)
	started (7)
	starting (2)
	state's (1)
	stated (1)
	statement (24)
	statements (2)
	station (13)
	stations (1)
	statute (2)
	statutory (1)
	stay (2)
	stayed (1)
	step (3)
	steps (2)
	Steve (1)
	sticking (1)
	stone (1)
	stop (3)
	stoppage (1)
	stopping (2)
	storm (3)
	storms (1)
	story (1)
	straddles (1)
	straight (1)
	strategic (3)
	strategy (1)
	Street (1)
	streets (1)
	strength (1)
	strengthen (1)
	stretch (2)
	stretching (1)
	strictly (1)
	strongly (1)
	structural (2)
	structures (1)
	struggling (1)
	studied (2)
	studies (4)
	study (19)
	stuff (3)
	style (1)
	subgrade (3)
	subject (3)

	Index: subjects..testified
	subjects (1)
	submission (3)
	submissions (2)
	submit (6)
	submittal (21)
	submittals (3)
	submitted (24)
	submitting (1)
	Subsection (1)
	subsequent (2)
	subsidies (1)
	substantial (34)
	substantially (4)
	substantive (1)
	sufficient (6)
	suggest (2)
	suggested (5)
	Suite (2)
	sum (1)
	summary (1)
	summations (1)
	summer-fall (1)
	Summit (1)
	superior (1)
	supplement (1)
	supplemental (8)
	supported (1)
	supporting (2)
	supports (1)
	suppose (1)
	supposed (1)
	surface (1)
	surprise (2)
	surprising (2)
	surrounding (1)
	survey (2)
	suspenders (2)
	swear (3)
	system (3)
	T-39 (1)
	table (2)
	tables (1)
	takes (3)
	taking (3)
	talk (3)
	talked (6)
	talking (4)
	tall (1)
	taller (1)
	target (2)
	task (5)
	tasked (4)
	tea (2)
	team (4)
	technical (2)
	telling (1)
	tend (1)
	term (4)
	termed (1)
	terminate (1)
	terminology (2)
	terms (2)
	test (1)
	testified (6)

	Index: testimony..traffic
	testimony (13)
	Texaco (2)
	Texas (2)
	text (1)
	Textile (1)
	Thanksgiving (1)
	that'll (1)
	theaters (1)
	theoretically (1)
	thickness (2)
	thing (14)
	things (25)
	thinking (3)
	thinner (1)
	thought (9)
	thoughts (2)
	threaten (1)
	three-lane (4)
	throw (1)
	throwing (1)
	TIA (10)
	tied (1)
	time (50)
	timeline (6)
	timelines (1)
	timely (2)
	times (8)
	timing (2)
	title (3)
	today (5)
	told (7)
	tomorrow (1)
	ton (2)
	Tong (1)
	tool (2)
	top (2)
	topic (1)
	topography (1)
	tort (1)
	totally (3)
	touch (1)
	touched (1)
	tough (1)
	towers (1)
	track (2)
	tracks (2)
	traditional (3)
	traffic (72)

	Index: TRANSCRIPTION..vac
	TRANSCRIPTION (2)
	transit (34)
	transit-related (1)
	transparency's (1)
	Transpo (13)
	Transpo's (1)
	transport (2)
	transportation (15)
	transportation-related (1)
	treat (1)
	triangular (1)
	trigger (1)
	trip (6)
	trips (4)
	true (6)
	trump (2)
	tsunami (1)
	tuning (2)
	turn (6)
	turned (1)
	turns (2)
	Tuttle (2)
	twitch (1)
	two-lane (1)
	two-way (1)
	twofold (2)
	type (4)
	typically (3)
	Uh-huh (10)
	ultimately (3)
	un (1)
	uncommon (1)
	underlying (2)
	undermining (1)
	underneath (2)
	understand (9)
	understanding (22)
	understood (8)
	undertaken (1)
	undertaking (1)
	unilaterally (1)
	unintelligible (10)
	unit (4)
	units (5)
	University (2)
	unnecessary (1)
	unreasonable (1)
	unusual (1)
	updating (2)
	upheld (2)
	uphill (1)
	uphold (2)
	upland (2)
	upper (9)
	urban (15)
	usurping (1)
	utilities (1)
	vac (1)

	Index: vague..work
	vague (2)
	validate (2)
	variance (25)
	variances (7)
	variation (1)
	variety (2)
	VASQUEZ (6)
	vehicle (1)
	vehicles (3)
	vernacular (1)
	version (4)
	versus (3)
	vertical (1)
	vessel (1)
	vested (2)
	vesting (5)
	view (5)
	village (1)
	violation (1)
	virtually (1)
	visible (1)
	VOICE (1)
	volume (11)
	volume-to-capacity (1)
	voters (1)
	votes (1)
	VRT (1)
	wait (2)
	waiver (1)
	wakes (1)
	walk (12)
	walking (3)
	wall (21)
	wanted (6)
	wanting (1)
	warn (2)
	Washington (4)
	waste (1)
	watch (1)
	water (12)
	waterfront (1)
	waterward (1)
	wave (24)
	waves (3)
	ways (2)
	website (1)
	week (4)
	weekend (1)
	weeks (4)
	Wells (16)
	west (3)
	wide (2)
	widely (1)
	widen (3)
	William (1)
	wind (2)
	withstanding (1)
	witnesses (6)
	word (1)
	words (3)
	work (35)

	Index: worked..zone
	worked (8)
	working (8)
	works (5)
	world (1)
	worries (1)
	worry (1)
	worst (1)
	worth (1)
	writing (9)
	written (8)
	wrong (5)
	WSDOT (1)
	year (22)
	Year's (1)
	years (38)
	years' (1)
	yesterday (1)
	zillion (1)
	zone (1)



