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PREFACE
INTRODUCTION

On May 15", 2006, the City of Seattle Department of Planning and Development (DPD) issued a SEPA
Determination of Significance (DS) for recommendations arising from the Livable South Downtown
planning effort. The South Downtown planning process was inspired by a vision for future growth in
South Downtown expressed by neighborhood plans, community organizations and property owners. The
idea of encouraging more residents through infill development and through improvements to the physical
environment was attractive to city leaders, and is an extension of neighborhood plan objectives for
Pioneer Square and Chinatown/l.D. Numerous discussions between neighborhood stakeholders and City
staff since 2004 have informed DPD’s work in defining recommendations that are being advanced for
further discussion and decisionmaking.

BRAFTF EINAL EIS ORGANIZATION

This Braft Final EIS (FEIS) is organized as follows: Chapter 1 includes a summary of the topics
addressed, major conclusions, and a summary of the alternatives’ impacts in table form; Chapter 2
provides background information on the Livable South Downtown planning effort, and a description of
the four five alternatives evaluated in the Draft EIS (DEIS); Chapter 3 analyzes the environmental
impacts of the recommendations; Chapter 4 includes the comment letters received during the Draft EIS
comment period, and responses to those comments prepared by the lead agency. Chapter 5 includes the
transcript of the public comment meeting on the Draft EIS and responses to comments made during that
meeting. The EEIS Appendices contain technical reports (those that have been updated since DEIS
publication) from City staff and consultants that support the analyses presented in Chapter 3. Together,
the EIS volumes include the FEIS, FEIS Appendices and DEIS Appendices.

SEPA NON-PROJECT REVIEW

Pursuant to the State’s SEPA requirements, this environmental impact statement has been prepared to
examine the potential for environmental impacts from this proposal. This is a “non-project” proposal in
that it involves decisions on land use and zoning regulations for a widespread area rather than a single
site-specific project. In this case, the proposal is for changes to zoning, the Land Use Code and possible
Comprehensive Plan amendments. The analysis is intended to describe how the proposed regulatory
changes would affect future long-term development patterns, and whether those changes would result in
significant adverse impacts. The intent of this EIS is to provide substantive analysis of impact
implications (at a “programmatic” level of detail), to aid in making final decisions on the proposal.

The State’s SEPA rules provide for flexibility in the content and formatting of programmatic
environmental review for non-project proposals. Topics that should be addressed include: background,
objectives, existing conditions, description of the proposal and alternatives, and environmental impact
analysis. The level of analysis should be consistent with the specificity of the proposal and available
information.

Programmatic SEPA analyses of non-project proposals can lead to “phased review” in which future
development proposals may adopt all or part of a programmatic SEPA analysis and add further site-
specific impact analysis as necessary. This can increase the efficiency of environmental review for
development proposals in the study area.
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Environmental Health—Toxic/hazardous materials ...........ccocoverviniiiiieneneneeescie Reviewed
Environmental Health—Risk of EXPIOSION..........ccocvoiiiiiiiiic e Not Reviewed
I 1o N -SSP PSRTTSRN Reviewed
BUSINESS/ECONOMIC IMPACES.......eiieieieeie st Reviewed?
HEIGNT/BUIK/SCAIE ... Reviewed
L [0 TU ] ] o PSSR Reviewed
Population and EMPIOYMENT .........coooiiiii i Reviewed?
Historic and Cultural PreServation ... Reviewed’
Light and Glare (see Land Use—Height, Bulk, Scale & Compatibility section)............... Reviewed
Scenic Resources and Public View Protection ... Reviewed
I LTS oo - LA o o SO Reviewed
PAIKING .ttt ere Reviewed
Fire/EmMErgency PrOtECTION ........ccviiieieieise e Reviewed
Lo Lol o (o] (=To! o] o FO USRS Reviewed

! Other elements of the environment not shown in this list are excluded from the EIS scope. With regard to SMC
25.05.440 E 6 a, analysis of employment growth is included but the topics of public investment and taxation are

excluded from the EIS scope.
234 The topics of business/economic, cultural preservation, population- and employment-related impacts are

included as “additional analysis” topics per SMC 25.05.440 G. The adequacy of such analyses shall not be used to

determine whether the EIS meets the requirements of SEPA.
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SON00IS et ——— e e e e e e re————tteaenern———————— Not Reviewed

Parks and RECIEALION .........coeeiiieeiiee ettt sttt ste e neeees Reviewed
AT (T VT o] Y2 SR Reviewed
SOrMWALEE ULITILIES ..veveiiie et Reviewed
L PP PP U OURRURRUPPRN Reviewed
SOHIO WASTE.....eeeee e sttt ettt st se et enes Not Reviewed
MAINTENAINCE ...ttt ettt b et ens Not Reviewed
COMMUNICALIONS ....vviviiieciie ettt enbesre s e tesneesaesreeneeneennes Not Reviewed
Other Governmental Services/ULITITIES ........c.oovieiiiiie e Not Reviewed

Shadows on Open Spaces (see Land Use—Height, Bulk, Scale & Compatibility) ....Net-Reviewed
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