Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nathan Alexander <natealex@mac.com>
Monday, November 16, 2020 2:20 PM
Sheehan, Maureen
Proposed Children’s Hospital Construction Project (No. 3036201-LU)

CAUTION: External Email

To the members of the SAC:
I live directly across the street from the area that Seattle Children’s Hospital is proposing to use for significant
construction projects. I am writing to express my concerns about these proposed construction projects. For
the reasons outlined below, please designate this proposal as an amendment to the 2010 Major Institution
Master Plan (MIMP). There are a number of negative impacts on the community, including but not limited to:
(1) the construction of a hospital building at the highest point on the property;
(2) the construction of a new two-lane perimeter road within the buffer that leads to the Ocean Garage;
(3) the impacts of a construction project that will take more than three years (projected total of 40 months) to
build;
(4) the impacts of congestion on NE 45th Street; and
(5) the impacts of cutting down all 45 exceptional trees on the northeast part of the Hospital property.
SCH’s proposal will “result in significantly greater impacts than those contemplated in the adopted master
plan” and the proposal will be “materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to the property or
improvements in the vicinity in which the Major Institution is located;" SMC § 23.69.035(D)(1) & (2).
Please submit comments stating that the proposal is a major MIMP amendment. In the alternative, please
submit comments stating that the proposal is a minor MIMP amendment, but impose conditions to limit its
adverse impacts on the community. Thank you.
Nathan Alexander
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Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ruby Alexander <rubyalex@mac.com>
Tuesday, November 17, 2020 3:56 PM
Sheehan, Maureen
Proposed Children’s Hospital Construction Project (No. 3036201-LU)

CAUTION: External Email

To the members of the SAC:
I am writing to express my concerns about Seattle Children’s Hospital proposed construction projects. For the
reasons outlined below, please designate this proposal as an amendment to the 2010 Major Institution Master
Plan (MIMP). There are a number of negative impacts on the community, including but not limited to:
(1) the construction of a hospital building at the highest point on the property; (2) the construction of a new
two-lane perimeter road within the buffer that leads to the Ocean Garage; (3) the impacts of a construction
project that will take more than three years (projected total of 40 months) to build; (4) the impacts of congestion
on NE 45th Street and construction vehicles coming and going from Seattle Children's Hospital's construction
site on quiet residential streets 44th Ave. NE and 47th NE Street; and (5) the impacts of cutting down all 45
exceptional trees on the northeast part of the Hospital property.
The Hospital’s proposal will “result in significantly greater impacts than those contemplated in the adopted
master plan” and the proposal will be “materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to the property
or improvements in the vicinity in which the Major Institution is located;” Seattle Municipal Code
23.69.035(D)(1) & (2).
Please submit comments indicating that the proposal is a major MIMP amendment. In the alternative, please
submit comments indicating that the proposal is a minor MIMP amendment, but impose conditions to limit its
adverse impacts on the community. Thank you.
Kind regards,
Ruby
Sent from iCloud
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Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

McAleer <billandlin@aol.com>
Monday, November 16, 2020 3:02 PM
Sheehan, Maureen
Vasquez, Colin; v-bmcmul@microsoft.com; Pedersen, Alex;
rose.buckingham@outlook.com
Fwd: Sun reflection from Forest B building SCH Project # 3036201-LU

CAUTION: External Email
To: Maureen Sheehan, Major Institutions Coordinator
From : Colleen McAleer, Laurelhurst Community Club
Below is a comment letter that LCC received from a resident who lives right across the street from the SCH Campus,
commenting on the highly reflective surfaces used on Forest B which is causing a blinding glare on sunny afternoons.
Please include it in the public comment for the SAC meeting on November 18, 2020 on Project #3036201, which is
Phase 3 of Seattle Children's Hospital MIMP.
Of note, Ms. Buckingham asked that the SAC members receive this information to prevent more glaring materials from
being used in any future development of the buildings on the SCH campus.
(She gave express permission that this letter and photos be forwarded and included in the SCH public comment
process).
Thank you,
Colleen McAleer
President of Laurelhurst Community Club

Sent: Thu, Oct 22, 2020 2:43 pm
Subject: Sun reflection from CHMC
Hi Colleen,
I opened my front door and it was like being struck by lightning. The light was so intense! So, I took pictures. They don’t
really show the “impact” it had on me. I dread this as a constant problem in the future. Also, I worry about the same
problem with the new building, yet to be built. I live in the Laurelcrest Condominiums across from the hospital, just off 40th
Ave NE (on Terrace Dr. NE) I called the construction number and left a message. They never returned my call. I asked if
they could put a coating on the windows that would stop the glare. First two pictures show glare from new windows. The
other picture I have enclosed, highlights, the two spotlights from the middle of the crane at night. My neighbors and I have
not enjoyed being on our front porch, day or night, for a very long time. I ate outside, on it, just once this summer. I think
the vertical shaft of the crane could have been aptly lit, for safety, using the same lights that were used for the horizontal
beam. The crane comes down this weekend. I understand a new smaller crane will go up. Maybe, it is just to dismantle
the larger one. It is unclear to me whether the smaller one will stay. Of course, there is the constant noise (and probably
dust) six days a week. Thank you for listening to my concerns. These are the concerns of my next-door neighbors, also.
Sincerely,
Rose Buckingham
(206) 818-7707
PS. All pictures were taken from my little front porch/walkway.

1

2

3

4

Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Pat Chaney <patti.chaney@gmail.com>
Monday, November 16, 2020 6:27 PM
Sheehan, Maureen; Vasquez, Colin
Comments to SAC regarding "Copper Project" #3036201-LU

CAUTION: External Email

Dear Maureen and Colin,
I recently reviewed the public comment letters for SCH "Copper Project" #3036201-LU. These comprise over 100 pages and
40 different letters that ALL OPPOSE aspects of the project. Our Laurelhurst neighborhood is under great duress with the plans as
they stand. As a community, we feel that our concerns and stresses are not being heard.
The key areas that need to be reconsidered are listed below. Please refer to the letter from the Laurelhurst Community Club to Colin
on September 10, 2020 for details.
- the livability of the neighborhood will be greatly denigrated with the current plan
- the height of the buildings need to be reduced
- the parking structures should be underground or greatly sunken
- ALL access to the hospital needs to be limited to Sandpoint Way ONLY
- the current hospital roads need to be retained
- materials used should not be reflective
- the buffers should be green, wide and dense with all heritage trees retained
- the site of the new buildings need to be lower on the hill
- helicopter landing site must minimize impact on neighbors
One commenter used the phrase "Seattle's Children's Hospital has become the bully on the playground". Please take a leadership
role that will ensure that the small neighborhoods of Laurelhurst, Bryant and Viewridge are not trodden upon by a corporate bully.
Pat Chaney
3862 43rd Ave NE
206 601-8109
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Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Susan Doughten <doughtes@yahoo.com>
Monday, November 16, 2020 5:24 PM
Sheehan, Maureen
Proposed Children's Hospital Construction Project (No. 3036201-LU)

Categories:

Seattle Children's

CAUTION: External Email

To the members of the SAC:
I am writing to express my concerns about Children's Hospital proposed construction projects. For
the reasons outlined below, please designate this proposal as an amendment to the 2010 Major
Institution Master Plan (MIMP) There are a number of negative impacts on the community, including
but not limited to:
(1) the construction of a hospital building at the highest point on the property; (2) the construction of a
new two-lane perimeter road within the buffer that leads to the Ocean Garage; (3) the impacts of a
construction project that will take more than three years (projected total of 40 months) to build; (4) the
impacts of congestion on NE 45th Street; and (5) the impacts of cutting down all 45 exceptional trees
on the northeast part of the Hospital property.
The Hospital's proposal will "result in significantly greater impacts than those contemplated in the
adopted master plan" and the proposal will "materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to
the property or improvements in the vicinity in which the Major Institution is located; "Seattle Municipal
Code 23.69.035(D)(1) and (2).
Please submit comments indicating that the proposal is a major MIMP amendment. In the alternative,
please submit comments indicating that the proposal is a minor MIMP amendment, but impose
conditions to limit its adverse impacts on the community. Thank you.
Susan Doughten
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Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Michael Grundmeyer <mgrundmeyer2020@outlook.com>
Monday, November 16, 2020 1:09 PM
Sheehan, Maureen
Pedersen, Alex; Thaler, Toby
Proposed Children’s Hospital Construction Project (No. 3036201-LU)

CAUTION: External Email

To the members of the SAC:
I am writing to you out of concern for the Children’s Hospital proposed construction project. It can not be
overstated how much we support the Hospital and their mission, but the proposal is a major MIMP amendment
and the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) Addendum is not a substitute for a proper Environmental Impact
Statement. The Hospital’s proposal will “result in significantly greater impacts than those contemplated in the
adopted master plan” and the proposal will be “materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to the
property or improvements in the vicinity in which the Major Institution is located;" Seattle Municipal Code
23.69.035(D)(1) & (2).

Our major concerns are for the adverse impacts during the construction period and thereafter to the
community, which again wholly supports the hospital’s mission but is asking for the SAC to recognize and help
mitigate these impacts:

1.

The construction of a hospital building at the top of the hill instead of downhill near Sandpoint Way. (This

is different than a parking structure shown on the northeast part of the site in the 2010 approval.)
2.

The construction of a new perimeter road that is parallel to 44th Ave. NE. All visitors parking at the Ocean

Garage (608 parking spaces) will be diverted to this perimeter road on the outside edge of the hospital property
and immediately adjacent to single family homes.

As well as:
3.

The impacts of a construction project that will take more than three years (projected total of 40 months)

to build. Construction trucks will enter Hospital property from NE 45th Street and other entry points near
homes. The Hospital’s Addendum projects up to16 truck trips per hour or approximately one truck trip every 3
to 4 minutes. Full disclosure and analysis is required on how such high truck volumes will affect access in and
1

out of Laurelhurst on NE 45th Street and will affect the entire community (including traffic, noise, pollution, and
safety).

4.

The impacts of congestion on NE 45th Street, including the diversion of traffic into neighboring streets such

as 45th Ave NE and 46th Ave NE, to access Sand Point Way NE?

5.

The impacts of the surgery pavilion on the surrounding neighborhood, including but not limited to, the

alteration of views in the immediate vicinity and the impacts of noise and light pollution. There has been
construction noise for years, some well before the 7 am restrictions. We are very concerned for the lighting of
structures this close to the neighborhood.

6. The impacts from cutting down over 100 mature trees that are protected by the City’s own tree ordinance
and not replacing them with trees in kind.

Just preparing an Addendum to the EIS is not adequate. The City should require the Hospital to prepare a
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement that fully analyzes the range of adverse environmental impacts
from this proposal. How is it appropriate to rely on a 2008 EIS that is twelve years old, limited in its analysis, and
that does not reflect the impacts from the proposed 2020 construction projects?

We look forward to having a voice in this process, while still supporting the vision of the Hospital.

Best regards,

Michael Grundmeyer
45th Ave NE, Seattle WA
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Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Neal and Dani Holland <nealdani@gmail.com>
Monday, November 09, 2020 11:52 AM
Sheehan, Maureen
Proposed Children’s Hospital Construction Project (No. 3036201-LU)

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

CAUTION: External Email

To the members of the SAC:
I am writing to express my concerns about Children’s Hospital proposed construction projects. For the reasons
outlined below, please designate this proposal as an amendment to the 2010 Major Institution Master Plan
(MIMP). There are a number of negative impacts on the community, including but not limited to:
(1) the construction of a hospital building at the highest point on the property; (2) the construction of a new
two-lane perimeter road within the buffer that leads to the Ocean Garage; (3) the impacts of a construction
project that will take more than three years (projected total of 40 months) to build; (4) the impacts of congestion
on NE 45th Street; and (5) the impacts of cutting down all 45 exceptional trees on the northeast part of the
Hospital property.
The Hospital’s proposal will “result in significantly greater impacts than those contemplated in the adopted
master plan” and the proposal will be “materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to the property
or improvements in the vicinity in which the Major Institution is located;" Seattle Municipal Code
23.69.035(D)(1) & (2).
Please submit comments indicating that the proposal is a major MIMP amendment. In the alternative, please
submit comments indicating that the proposal is a minor MIMP amendment, but impose conditions to limit its
adverse impacts on the community. Thank you.
Danielle & Neal Holland
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Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Allison Kelly <allison.kelly09@gmail.com>
Monday, November 16, 2020 12:00 PM
Sheehan, Maureen
McAleer
Proposed Children’s Hospital Construction Project (No. 3036201-LU)

CAUTION: External Email

To the members of the SAC:
I am writing to express my concerns about Children’s Hospital proposed construction projects. For the reasons
outlined below, please designate this proposal as an amendment to the 2010 Major Institution Master Plan
(MIMP). There are a number of negative impacts on the community, including but not limited to:
(1) the construction of a hospital building at the highest point on the property;
(2) the construction of a new two-lane perimeter road within the buffer that leads to the Ocean Garage;
(3) the impacts of a construction project that will take more than three years (projected total of 40 months) to
build;
(4) the impacts of congestion on NE 45th Street; and
(5) the impacts of cutting down all 45 exceptional trees on the northeast part of the Hospital property.
The Hospital’s proposal will “result in significantly greater impacts than those contemplated in the adopted
master plan” and the proposal will be “materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to the property
or improvements in the vicinity in which the Major Institution is located;" Seattle Municipal Code
23.69.035(D)(1) & (2).
These modifications are substantial and were not contemplated in the original master plan and should be
considered a full amendment that should be taken under review.
Please submit comments indicating that the proposal is a major MIMP amendment. In the alternative, please
submit comments indicating that the proposal is a minor MIMP amendment, but impose conditions to limit its
adverse impacts on the community.
Thank you for taking the time to consider my request. I know you are busy, but this will have an impact on the
community and deserves to be more fully considered. I hope you and your family are healthy and safe.
Best,
Allison Kelly
4746 45th Ave NE
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Comments re Seattle Children’s Hospital Expansion

October 24, 2020

I have previously written a comment when I became aware of the change in the plans
for the hospital expansion with the addition of a new surgery pavilion. I objected as the
construction was too big, too close and too high. I only garnered this from information provided
by the Laurelhurst Community Club.
However, the sign posted on 44th Ave NE is misleading as it simply shows the outline of
the hospital boundaries and no details about the location of the new buildings. This in itself is
very poor communication and actually appears to intentionally obscure the extent and change
in the construction plans of the hospital.
Since then I have contacted the neighbors on our street, 45th Ave NE, to ensure that
they are aware of the problem. Two of the neighbors are on the SAC and provided all of us with
further details about the planned construction. After reading this I am honestly appalled by the
plans. What they have proposed is a non-starter for construction near our neighborhood.
The new surgery pavilion would be at the east upper end of the site very close to 44th
Ave NE. The building would be visible but also there would be glare, lights at night and
mechanical noise very close to homes in our area-particularly on 44th Ave NE, 45th Ave NE, NE
47th St. There is no need for it to be in this location. The pavilion should be moved downhill
closer to Sandpoint Way. The parking garage is to be above ground (it should be undergroundpossibly under the surgery pavilion) and Penny Lane (the main road into the hospital) would be
rerouted close to 44th AVE NE in what is supposed to be the 75 foot buffer green zone. This
would add to the noise.
During construction, there would be an exit from the present Whale Garage on NE45th
St. which would lead to a major traffic back-up on NE 45th St from the exit to Sandpoint Way.
Drivers would be forced to choose alternatives routes to Sandpoint Way which would turn 45th
Ave NE, 46th Ave NE and 47th Ave NE into major arterials.
Furthermore, there would be a construction entrance near 44th Ave NE and NE47th St,
for 40 months (3 years and 4 months!) which would allow for constant truck traffic directly into
our neighborhood. This in itself is completely unacceptable. It is not safe for the many children

in the area. Laurelhurst School is 2 blocks from this exit point. As previously explained it would
turn our streets into major roadways which is not what they are zoned as and this is not the
environment we chose to live in when we bought in the area.
To be clear, we are a neighborhood and a community. We are not a commercially zoned
area. It is, in fact, unusual for a hospital to be located in such a residential area. We tolerate the
sound of construction that has gone on for years, delivery truck arriving in the middle of the
night, car alarms going off, the hum of the machinery and of course the helicopter landings that
appear to be on the increase.
But enough is enough.
When the hospital proposed their last expansion, which eventually resulted in the Major
Institution Master Plan (MIMP), they initially acted very aggressively lacking consideration for
neighbors as they are behaving now. It took several years to come to a decent compromise
which was that the hospital construction was limited to building downhill near Sandpoint Way.
The construction traffic remained on the west (Sandpoint) side of the hospital and we felt that
the hospital finally acknowledged that it was necessary to respect the livability of our
neighborhood. But once again they are ignoring this.
There are alternatives.
1) Build the garage underground with the surgery pavilion on top, all downhill close to
Sandpoint Way.
2) Any construction entrance would be a new entrance on Sandpoint Way, west of
Penny Lane.
3) All construction and building would be kept on the west side and no traffic would be
allowed to exist on NE45th St or 44Ave NE.
4) The hospital owns the Hartman Building. Could this not be made into a parking
garage as well so the parking near the surgery pavilion would be for emergency,
surgery patients, or disabled individuals.

5) The hospital plans on building north on Sandpoint near 70th. Could not some of the
services be moved there and the present hospital be refigured for more surgical
units.
6) Could the hospital not purchase the homes and the old Wells Fargo Building on
40thAve NE and build there. They had no problem buying up homes in our
neighborhood and the Laurelon Condominiums when the last construction was
proposed.
There are alternatives and they should be looked into. Also I hope that the hospital will
not do a replay of their public relations campaign during the last request for expansion,
which attempted to vilify anyone objecting to their expansion designs. We all support
the excellent quality health care that they provide. As I mentioned in my first letter, our
son has autism and has received wonderful help. We donate annually. But this has
nothing to do with the hospital expansion plans and should not be any part of the
discussion.
Sincerely
Susan Murdoch
4721 45th Ave NE
Seattle 98105
206-854-4321

I am writing with concerns about the Seattle Children’s Hospital Expansion plans for
phase 3.
This expansion involves a new above ground parking garage and surgery pavilion. I
think the scope of the project is too large in terms of land use and the heights are
excessive. The garage should be underground with 1 story at ground level.
A park/garden on top of this level would be acceptable for visitors and kids to have
access to. The buildings should be moved downhill towards Sandpoint Way as much
as possible.
The proposed building area presently extend from Penny Lane on the south side,
bordered by Sandpoint Way to the west, NE 50th St to the north and 44th Ave to the
east so that most of the property will be covered with buildings or roads. There is
supposed to be a 75 ft setback that should be greenway but it appears that there will
be a road along this stretch on the 44th St side (east side).
(The diagram on the billboard on 44th Ave NE is completely unclear and gives no
information what so ever about the actual location of the new buildings or planned
roadways and my information for this was obtained from the Laurelhurst
Community Club).
The height that is listed will affect beautiful mountain views for houses on the east
side and the increased noise of the mechanical systems will add to the noise from
the hospital already present from helicopters, mechanical systems, parking lot
cleaning projects, garbage trucks etc…
We live on 45th Ave NE and have been present through various stages of
construction. When the Whale parking lot on the east side was built we were
subjected to months and months of noise, trucks barreling down our street and
traffic congestion on our street and on NE 45th St.
With the next stage of construction, after a long hard fight to protect our
neighborhood, Seattle Children’s Hospital compromised and built downhill, buying
and building on the Laurelon condominium complex land. Construction was kept
downhill and it appeared that the hospital really respected our concerns and our
need to live in a peaceful community and neighborhood. This was a very good
compromise and well appreciated and we had minimal disturbances from the
construction. But getting to this stage was far from easy as the public relations
department at the hospital developed a “Friends of Children’s” campaign meant to
malign anyway who objected the expansion of the hospital as proposed. The
disagreement also involved a court case with the hospital administration and
lawyers using patients as props to push for the need of approval of their specific
design. Fortunately it all ended with a decent compromise as mentioned.
I hope that a reasonable compromise can be reached on the next phase without the
previous contentions and complications, with a compromise including an
underground parking garage, keeping heights as low as possible, building downhill
rather than near 44thAve NE and maintaining the 75’ greenway as green space.

I wish I didn’t have to note that this has nothing to do with the wonderful work done
by the health care workers at the hospital but I feel it is necessary given what
happened when we objected to the initial designs of the previous phase.

To be clear, Seattle Children’s Hospital has provided wonderful care for my children.
My son has autism and has had weekly speech therapy for 14 years with an
incredible and affective speech therapist at the hospital. He sees an excellent
neurologist at the Autism Center and he also learned to overcome his fear of water
and learn to swim at the Therapy Pool. My children have had surgery at the hospital
and we have dashed there with fevers. We donate yearly to support the hospital.
But none of this has anything to do with the need to compromise on the plans put
forward by the hospital for the next stage of expansion, in order to ensure that our
neighborhood remains livable and remains a peaceful, green community.

Sincerely
Sue Murdoch
Sept 9, 2020

Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

doxorn@gmail.com
Wednesday, November 11, 2020 9:07 PM
Sheehan, Maureen
Proposed Children’s Hospital Construction Project (No. 3036201-LU)

CAUTION: External Email

To the members of the SAC:
I am writing to express my concerns about Children’s Hospital proposed construction projects. For the reasons
outlined below, please designate this proposal as an amendment to the 2010 Major Institution Master Plan
(MIMP). There are a number of negative impacts on the community, including but not limited to:
(1) the construction of a hospital building at the highest point on the property; (2) the construction of a new
two-lane perimeter road within the buffer that leads to the Ocean Garage; (3) the impacts of a construction
project that will take more than three years (projected total of 40 months) to build; (4) the impacts of congestion
on NE 45th Street; and (5) the impacts of cutting down all 45 exceptional trees on the northeast part of the
Hospital property.
The Hospital’s proposal will “result in significantly greater impacts than those contemplated in the adopted
master plan” and the proposal will be “materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to the property
or improvements in the vicinity in which the Major Institution is located;" Seattle Municipal Code
23.69.035(D)(1) & (2).
Please submit comments indicating that the proposal is a major MIMP amendment. In the alternative, please
submit comments indicating that the proposal is a minor MIMP amendment, but impose conditions to limit its
adverse impacts on the community. Thank you.

Donald Oxorn
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Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Barbara Shafer <bashafer@nwfirst.com>
Thursday, November 12, 2020 5:33 PM
Sheehan, Maureen
billandlin@aol.com
Proposed Children’s Hospital Construction Project (No-3036201-LU)

CAUTION: External Email

Re: Proposed Children’s Hospital Construction Project (No. 3036201-LU)
To the members of the SAC:
I am writing to express my concerns about Children’s Hospital proposed construction projects. For the reasons outlined
below, please designate this proposal as an amendment to the 2010 Major Institution Master Plan (MIMP). There are a
number of negative impacts on the community, including but not limited to:
(1) the construction of a hospital building at the highest point on the property; (2) the construction of a new two-lane
perimeter road within the buffer that leads to the Ocean Garage; (3) the impacts of a construction project that will take
more than three years (projected total of 40 months) to build; (4) the impacts of congestion on NE 45th Street; and (5)
the impacts of cutting down all 45 exceptional trees on the northeast part of the Hospital property.
The Hospital’s proposal will “result in significantly greater impacts than those contemplated in the adopted master plan”
and the proposal will be “materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to the property or improvements in
the vicinity in which the Major Institution is located;" Seattle Municipal Code 23.69.035(D)(1) & (2).
Please submit comments indicating that the proposal is a major MIMP amendment. In the alternative, please submit
comments indicating that the proposal is a minor MIMP amendment, but impose conditions to limit its adverse impacts
on the community.

Thank you,
Barbara Shafer
4706 45th Ave NE
Sent from my iPad
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Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lee Stites <lee.stites@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, November 17, 2020 2:05 PM
Sheehan, Maureen; PRC
Seattle University Master Plan

CAUTION: External Email

To whom it may concern,

I am a direct neighbor of the Seattle University’s hospital property parking lot. It buts the south side of my property.
SU had been a good neighbor until 2020. They maintained parking lot and its grounds. This year, they ceased
maintaining the parking lot, allowing the blackberry and morning glory bushes to overgrow the fence that separates us.
My neighbors and I have spent many hours this spring, summer and fall cutting back the overgrowth in an attempt to
keep our fence from being overwhelmed by the bushes on the SU property.
SU must not be allowed to continue with this neglect.
I strongly urge the City Department of Construction and Inspection to mandate that SU maintain their property at all
times. Also, I urge the department to require SU to provide the “high-quality quality, welcoming open space
…publicly accessible and urban in character” as outlined by the Master Plan.

Thanks for your attention and help.
Lee Stites
lee.stites@yahoo.com
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Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Thie Cowart <thiecowart@msn.com>
Monday, November 16, 2020 5:11 PM
Sheehan, Maureen
comment on Seattle Children's Hospital new expanded construction - need for
supplemental EIS

Categories:

Seattle Children's

CAUTION: External Email

Dear Ms. Sheehan,
As a neighbor affected by the greatly expanded scope of Seattle Children’s Hospital Phase 3 construction expansion, I am
writing to insist that the City require a Supplementary EIS to examine the impacts of this expanded construction. From
routine reading of the posted notice boards and other materials during the ongoing construction, it was not possible to
get an idea of this newly disclosed additional construction. The use of neighborhood streets for delivery trucks, the
removal of barrier screening vegetation, and the greatly increased height of the parking garage, all increase the severe
impacts on the neighbors and neighborhood. A rigorous supplemental EIS would require SCH to consider the impacts
and to discuss less intrusive alternatives.
Regards,
Bonnie Thie
4007 45th Avenue NE
Seattle, WA 98105

1

Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

David Yuan <dyuan@nbbj.com>
Monday, November 16, 2020 1:04 PM
Sheehan, Maureen
Public Comments for Children's SAC Meeting #2

Categories:

Seattle Children's

CAUTION: External Email

VIA EMAIL
Seattle Children’s Standing Advisory Committee
c/o Maureen Sheehan
Major Institutions and Schools Coordinator
City of Seattle
RE: Children’s Hospital Record No. 3036201-LU, November 18th SAC meeting
ABSTRACT OF PUBLIC COMMENT TO BE READ ALOUD AT THE SAC MEETING
In the MIMP, only a service road for fire and maintenance was shown in the 75-foot garden edge. Now, there’s a
major two-lane road for all vehicles to and from the existing 600 stall Ocean Garage located in the garden edge.
Per the Design Guidelines, the purpose of the 75-foot garden edge is to “screen hospital structures and light that
emanates from vehicles, buildings and site fixtures, while providing an aesthetically pleasing and diversely vegetated
views cape”.
The two lane road to the Ocean garage violates this Design Guideline because it severely limits the depth of the
landscaping in the 75-foot garden edge. Most of it is now concrete comprised of the 2 lane road, a sidewalk and a
handicapped ramp leaving only a very narrow landscaped zone. The two lane road is also out of scale with the
adjacent residential homes and violates yet other design guideline that “architectural features located within the

Garden Edge be designed to be compatible with single family character.” The two lane road to the Ocean
garage must be moved out of the 75-foot garden edge.
Design options exist beyond what the Hospital has presented to the SAC, including options that move the Surgery
Pavilion further down the hill, lowers the height of the Surgery Pavilion and garage and relocates the two-lane road
out of the 75-foot garden edge. As an architect, I assessed whether the Hospital can, in fact, redesign its proposal to
meet its program requirements and reduce impacts on the neighborhood. After personally preparing several design
alternatives, the answer is clearly YES.
Please insist that the Hospital share other design options with the SAC. They will help the SAC determine if the
proposal is a minor or major MIMP amendment and what conditions to impose. It will also build trust and
collaboration between the Hospital and the neighborhood.
Due to the major impacts of the project, please take all the time you need to review this proposal. Remember: The
SAC can schedule as many meetings as needed for a full evaluation and to ensure that all questions and concerns by
each SAC member is fully addressed. There is no rush.
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FORMAL PUBLIC OMMENT LETTER TO THE SAC COMMITTEE
Dear members of the Standing Advisory Committee:
Thank you for the opportunity to provide public comment.
I.

Perimeter Road:

In the proposal prepared by the Hospital, the Hospital has introduced an entirely new road network. This is
not a realignment of Penny Drive. In the 2010 MIMP, Penny Drive was aligned in the SE direction. This
proposal would build a new roadway system with a new two-lane perimeter road to the Ocean Garage within
the 75-foot buffer/garden edge adjacent to 44th Ave NE.
The Design Guidelines for the 2010 MIMP dated 5/7/2010 reinforces the role of the 75-foot garden edge. See
drawing in Fig 1. On page 11, the Design Guideline states that the purpose of the 75-foot garden edge is to
“screen hospital structures and light that emanates from vehicles, buildings and site fixtures, while providing
an aesthetically pleasing and diversely vegetated views cape and safe walking environment for pedestrians.
Garden Edges shall be also be “compatible with adjacent single family character.”

EXHIBIT A: Design Guidelines, Figure 1, page 2
Design Guidelines then provide additional content for the use of Garden Edges on page 11.

2

In the 2010 MIMP, only a service road for fire and maintenance was allowed in this 75-foot garden
edge/buffer.

Exhibit B: Figure 4 Non –Motorized Connections; 2010 MIMP, page 83
By locating a major two-lane road for all vehicles to and from the existing 600-plus stall Ocean Garage, the
proposal directly contravenes the Design Guidelines. The two-lane road severely limits the depth of the
landscaping in the 75-foot buffer since most of it is taken up by concrete comprised of the width of the road, a
sidewalk and a handicapped ramp leaving only a very narrow landscaped zone. It does not fulfill the Design
Guideline requirement that the 75-foot garden edge provide “aesthetically pleasing and diversely vegetated
views cape.” The two-lane road, serving as a “mini I-5” is also completely out of scale with the adjacent
residential homes and violates the Design Guideline requirement that “architectural features located within
the Garden Edge be designed to be compatible with single family character.” The two-lane road to the Ocean
Garage must be moved out of the 75-foot buffer.
3

II.

Design Options:

I believe that there are a number of design options beyond what the Hospital has presented to the SAC. The
Hospital should show these options to SAC members and the members should have the opportunity to
comment on these options. Unfortunately, the Hospital may deny this request. The Hospital may take the
position that while design options are legally required for projects undergoing Seattle Design Review, it is not
required for the MIMP process.
But in order to determine whether the proposal is a minor or major MIMP amendment and whether
conditions should be imposed, SAC members should logically review and assess what else is feasible. These
4

options should include proposals that move the Surgery Pavilion further down the hill, reduce the height of
the Surgery Pavilion, relocate the two-lane road to the Ocean Garage out of the 75-foot buffer, and lower the
height of the north parking garage. There are options that would permit the Hospital to fulfil its mission while
reducing the adverse impacts of the Proposal on the community. In order to consider possible layouts, I have
prepared several design schemes. As an architect, I wanted to assess whether the Hospital can, in fact,
redesign its proposal, fulfill its program requirements, and mitigate the negative impacts on
neighborhood. After personally completing these design alternatives, the answer is clearly YES.
By sharing design options with the SAC, the Hospital will promote dialogue and engage in a more transparent
process. Such steps will help to build trust and reinforce a spirit of collaboration between the Hospital and
the neighborhood.
III.

SAC Review Schedule:

The Proposal is a complicated project, with multiple components. The Hospital is proposing to build a major
surgery facility of 193,000 square feet and a large 1,138 stall garage at the highest points of the Hospital’s
property. (For the purposes of comparison, the Pacific Place garage in downtown Seattle in has 1,200
stalls). A major development of this size and scale is not consistent with the MIMP and the Seattle City
Council’s Decision* that were adopted when the Council approved the 2010 MIMP. I urge the SAC to take the
necessary time to review this proposal since it has short term and long term impacts to the neighborhood.
This Proposal will not only transform the neighborhood but also violate the principle that the Hospital should
“balance the impacts from hospital development on the surrounding , non-institutional community.” Design
Guidelines, page 3. The SAC should schedule as many meetings as needed for a full evaluation and to ensure that all
questions and concerns by each SAC member is fully addressed. Put simply: There is no rush.

The Hospital has a great mission and we fully support their mission. But even though it has a worthy mission,
the Hospital should not receive a free pass. The work of the SAC is important and we encourage you to
deliberate the Proposal vigorously.
David Yuan
Neighbor to Children’s Hospital
* On April 5, 2010, the Seattle City Council adopted Findings, Conclusion and Decision when it approved the
Hospital’s 2010 MIMP (Attachment to Ordinance 123263 starting page 6 of the PDF)
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November 16, 2020
VIA EMAIL

Seattle Children’s Standing Advisory Committee
c/o Maureen Sheehan
Major Institutions and Schools Coordinator
City of Seattle
RE: November 18th SAC meeting, Children’s Hospital Record No. 3036201-LU
Dear members of the Standing Advisory Committee:
Thank you for the opportunity to provide public comment.
We understand that at the November 18th meeting, the Standing Advisory Committee (SAC)
will be reviewing the role of the SAC. In addition, the SAC may discuss the ability of the SAC
to review the Design Guidelines for Children’s Hospital and other related documents as a part of
your decision-making process.
On April 5, 2010, the Seattle City Council adopted Findings, Conclusion and Decision when it
approved the Hospital’s 2010 MIMP (Attachment to Ordinance 123263 starting page 6 of the
PDF)(“Council’s Decision”)
http://clerk.seattle.gov/~legislativeItems/Ordinances/Ord_123263.pdf
The Council’s Decision controls the development of the medical and parking facilities and the
site plan shown in the 2010 MIMP.
In Condition No. 15, the Council’s Decision directs the SAC to review the Design Guidelines. 1
However, at the August 31st SAC meeting, the Hospital repeatedly used the 2010 MIMP 2 as
justification for proposed Project Copper. The Hospital itself placed the 2010 MIMP on the table
and has opened the door to using the MIMP as the basis for assessing Project Copper.
1

“Children’s shall create and Standing Advisory Committee (SAC) to review and comment on all
proposed and potential projects prior to submission of the respective Master Use Permit application. The
SAC shall use the Design Guidelines for their evaluation.” Seattle City Council, Findings, Conclusions
and Decision, Seattle Children’s Hospital Major Institution Master Plan, dated April 5, 2010, Condition
No. 15 (Page 28).

2

We understand that references to the 2010 MIMP or the MIMP are references to the document entitled
Major Institution Master Plan, Seattle Children’s Hospital, compiled Final Master Plan, approved May
12, 2010.
http://www.seattle.gov/Documents/Departments/Neighborhoods/MajorInstitutions/SeattleChildrens/Com
piled%20Final%20Master%20Plan%20-%20Approved%2005-12-10.pdf
1

As outlined below, the Hospital has repeated asserted that Project Copper is in compliance with
the 2010 MIMP. In order to analyze the Hospital’s claims, the SAC members must review the
2010 MIMP and the Council’s Decision in order to assess whether Project Copper is (or is not)
in compliance with the 2010 MIMP and “the intent” of the 2010 MIMP. As stated in Section 1
of the Ordinance approving the MIMP, “Children’s Final MIMP… is… adopted by the City
Council subject to the conditions contained in Council’s Findings, Conclusions and Decisions in
Attachment A.” Ordinance 123263, page 1, page 2 of the PDF (emphasis added).
The process of reviewing the Hospital’s assertions is a fundamental part of the duties of the
SAC. “The Advisory Committee shall be given the opportunity to review a proposed minor or
major amendment and submit comments on whether it should be considered minor or major, ,
and what conditions (if any) should be imposed if it is minor.” Seattle Municipal Code
23.69.035(C). What did the Council say when it approved the 2010 MIMP? Does Project
Copper comply in full (or in part) with the 2010 MIMP? The answers to these questions will
enable the SAC to determine whether a major MIMP amendment or a minor MIMP amendment
if required. The City Code also specifically states that if it is a minor MIMP amendment, then
the SAC has the option of imposing conditions on the minor amendment.
Below please find two specific examples from the August 31st meeting. They illustrate how the
2010 MIMP and the Council’s Decision need to be considered in SAC deliberations.
I.

Proposed new two-lane road in the buffer:

At the August 31st SAC meeting, a SAC member (Myriam Muller) asked a question about the
proposed “one lane or two-lane road” on the perimeter of the property. This new road would
provide access to the Ocean Garage. On behalf of the Hospital, Tobin Thompson stated:
“these 75 foot setbacks are defined from property line to face of building in the MIMP.
These edges along the northeast and south edges of the campus are also defined as
landscape buffers and that the landscape buffers happens inside the 75 foot setback. It is
not a requirement of the MIMP that the entire 75 foot dimension be landscaped and in fact
the intent of having circulation on the this side of the garage and here to the whale garage
or the ocean garage was embodied in the MIMP if for no other reason that we need to get
emergency vehicle access to access that side of the garage for fire fighting, but in addition
the MIMP had defined two-way circulation coming in and out of this garage from the east.
We’re not proposing this as part of this. It really will be just for landscape maintenance
vehicles and for emergency access.” (rough transcript of the recording of the August 31st
SAC meeting at minutes 1:25:50 to 1:27:25)(emphasis added).
In this one response, the Hospital refers to the 2010 MIMP four different times.
So SAC members are confronted with these and other questions: What statements are made in
the MIMP regarding the 75-foot buffer? Does the MIMP authorize a new road to the Ocean
Garage? Was the intent of the MIMP with respect to a new two-lane road to the Ocean Garage?
The compiled version was approved by DPD and submitted to the City Clerk. The 2010 MIMP is subject
to the conditions set forth in the Council’s Decision.
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Was the road next to the proposed North Garage (further north on the property) intended to be a
new perimeter road? Was the designation on the MIMP map a reference to fire and emergency
access? Since the Hospital asserted many times that the MIMP answers these and other
questions, SAC members have a legitimate basis for reviewing the MIMP and the Council’s
Decision. This process enables SAC members to analyze the Hospital’s answers in response to
the questions raised by the SAC.
The Seattle City Council has a different approach towards the 75-foot setback. In the Council’s
Decision, the Council explained that it intended to use buffers as a tool to mitigate the height,
bulk, scale, and other negative environmental impacts of the MIMP on the neighborhood. The
Council states that “The proposed upper level setbacks [75 feet on the eastern edge] are designed
to mitigate the impacts of additional height bulk and scale resulting from the MIMP. These
measures, along with the proposed landscaping, height restrictions and open space plan, provide
adequate mitigation of height bulk and scale impacts on the surrounding properties.” Council’s
Decision (page 23)(emphasis added).
Furthermore, “Mitigation measures are found in Children’s significant commitments that
include…a commitment to landscaping that enhances the campus while shielding it from
neighborhood properties.” Council’s Decision, page 25 (emphasis added).
The construction of a new two-lane road in the setback eviscerates the use of the setback as a
mitigation measure as originally intended by the City Council. The proposal does not comply
with the Council’s intent that the garden edge be used as a screen and as a way to protect
single-family residences located next to the Hospital.
“B1.1.5 Garden Edge
The objective of the Garden Edge is to screen hospital structures and light that emanates from
vehicles, building and site fixtures, while providing an aesthetically pleasing and diverse
vegetated view scape and safe walking environment for pedestrians.
Architectural features, landscape improvements, and the transition zone between hospital
buildings and the public right of way around Garden Edge shall be designed to be compatible
with adjacent single-family character.” (Council MIMP Conditions)
The Council’s Decision includes numerous provisions regarding the importance of the Garden
Edge and the buffer on the eastern edge of the Hospital’s property. In the section entitled
“Landscaping and Open Space,” the Council’s Decision states that “Children’s existing campus
includes extensively landscaped edges and open space. Children’s proposes similar
‘garden-edge’ landscaping within the proposed… east setbacks.” Council’s Decision, page 13.
For the setback to function effectively as a screen (per the Council’s intent), it needs to be
heavily landscaped. The Council’s Decision describes the conditions on the eastern edge as
“heavily landscaped.” “Setbacks are approximately… 75 feet on… a portion of the east. Many
of the existing setbacks are heavily landscaped to screen the campus from the surrounding
neighborhood.” Council’s Decision, page 4 (emphasis added). Furthermore, the Council
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recognized that the 75-foot setback is an integrated part of the overall mitigation strategy for the
2010 MIMP. “The setback on the east boundaries (75 feet), together with moving the greatest
mass of development to the west side of the campus and stepping it down the hillside, will
provide a sufficient buffer for the single-family neighborhood to the east.” Council’s Decision,
page 23 (emphasis added). “Under the proposed MIMP, setbacks… along 44th Ave Northeast…
would remain at 75 feet.” Council’s Decision, page 12; see also page 4.
Because the Hospital asserted at the August 31th SAC meeting that Project Copper complies
with the 2010 MIMP, SAC members should review whether the proposed road shown in
Exhibit A (below) would enable the setback to mitigate the impacts of the Hospital on the
surrounding neighborhood. In order for the SAC to perform your duties outlined in the Seattle
Municipal Code, SAC members must be able to assess the Proposal against the Council’s
Decision (such as the mitigation requirements described above).
Below please find the Landscape Buffer Section as shown at the Hospital’s August 31st SAC
meeting.

Exhibit A: Hospital’s PowerPoint slide from the August 31, 2020, SAC meeting
Note that the width of the 75-foot setback is identified by the orange line running horizontally in
the middle of the diagram (from the proposed Copper Surgery Pavilion on the left in turquoise to
the tree on the right side of the document).
The Proposal undercuts the ability of the 75-foot setback to effectively mitigate the impacts of
the new Hospital development and to serve as a buffer for the single-family homes located on
44th Ave NE. Most of the 75-foot area will be turned into a two-lane road to the Ocean Garage,
a concrete sidewalk, and a switchback handicapped ramp. The landscaped zone that will serve
as a green screen is very shallow and represents less than 20 percent of the total buffer depth.
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If the Proposal is implemented with no design changes, the setback area will not be “heavily
landscaped” as required by the City Council. Using the Council’s own language, the proposal
fails to “mitigate the impacts of additional height bulk and scale resulting from the MIMP.”
Council’s Decision, page 23. The Proposal, when considered “with the proposed landscaping,
height restrictions and open space plan,” do not “provide adequate mitigation of height bulk and
scale impacts on the surrounding properties.” Council’s Decision, page 23.
In addition, the Proposal conflicts with other statement in the 2010 MIMP. “Garden edges
would be locations where outdoor program areas and plantings would be used to screen or open
views of the campus from adjacent residential uses…. Following current practice, Children’s
will work collaboratively with the adjacent property owners and nearby neighbors to improve the
garden edges of the campus.” 2010 MIMP, page 23 (emphasis added). “The garden edge
surrounds the campus and will be designed to minimize the visual presence of the hospital…
The quality of the existing landscaping screen along the south, east, and north edges of the
campus will be continued. 2010 MIMP, page 46 (emphasis added).
By the way, the 2010 MIMP does not authorize the Hospital to build a general purpose road.
The map is specifically labeled “Service and Fire Access.”

Exhibit B: Figure 4 Non –Motorized Connections; 2010 MIMP, page 83
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II. The Proposed Change to the Location of the Medical Facility:
In another exchange with a SAC member (Myriam Muller), the Hospital made several assertions
to justify the location of the medical facility at the top of the hill.
On behalf of the Hospital, Tobin Thompson stated: “The question that you had… sort of
about the intent of the MIMP regarding development up the hill versus down the hill.
You’re right that the final approved MIMP, the idea or the intent of the MIMP was to allow
higher heights and kind of the majority of the buildings to be developed at the Laurelon
Terrace site down the hill and the idea again was that the taller or more massive buildings
would, because they’re existing buildings on campus, because they’re so far downhill, they
essentially reach the datum at the top of campus and that up at the top of the site, buildings
would remain lower. The MIMP does not require that all development take place on the
western side of the site but it does open up that possibility through higher MIO limits on
that edge of campus and just for some context, we as part of the master plan are putting
close to 1,000,000 ft.² down along the western edge of the campus. This project represents
about 150,000 ft.² for the surgery pavilion up in this area under the height boundary that
had been in place even prior to the execution of the latest major institutional master plan.
So you’re right that the MIMP does encourage height and bulk down the hill and lower
structures up the hill and that is in this case, what we are proposing. (rough transcript of
the recording from the August 31st SAC meeting at minutes 1:20:14 to 1:21:50)(emphasis
added).
Again, the Hospital referred to the approved MIMP and the intent of the MIMP. If SAC
members are not permitted to review the MIMP and the Council’s Decision, how can the
members analyze the statements made by the Hospital? The Hospital’s comments (in response
to questions raised by SAC members) are intended to address the overarching question-- is
Project Copper in compliance with the 2010 MIMP and the Council’s Decision? If the Hospital
can justify the proposal based on the language of the 2010 MIMP and Council’s Decision, but
the SAC cannot review the 2010 MIMP and the Council’s Decision, it would be a distorted,
one-sided conversation.
With respect to siting a new medical facility at the top of the hill, it is important to review the
maps in the 2010 MIMP. There is no medical facility at the location of the Copper Surgical
Pavilion. The Council’s Decision expressly state that “The setback on the east boundaries
(75 feet), together with moving the greatest mass of development to the west side of the campus
and stepping it down the hillside, will provide a sufficient buffer for the single-family
neighborhood to the east.” Council’s Decision, page 23 (emphasis added). This is another
mitigation strategy adopted by the Council.
As a part of the 2010 MIMP, the Council anticipated that the medical facilities would be sited
down the hill closer to Sand Point Way NE. The changes to the MIMP, including early
expansion into Laurelon Terrace, “placed increased height and bulk at a lower elevation where it
is removed from most single-family neighborhoods to the east and south….” Council’s
Decision, page 10. The Council identified a specific problem and took steps to protect the
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single-family neighborhood that are located to the east of the Hospital. The proposed Copper
Surgical Pavilion specifically undercuts the Council’s efforts to protect these homes.
Even the Hospital’s own Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) identified the reasons why the
preferred alternative (Alternative 7R) was selected. Alternative 7R is the strategy that with the
least impact on the neighborhood located to the east. “Alternative 7R…would be less or not
visible from locations east of the existing hospital campus.” 2008 EIS, page 1-33. Certainly, the
Proposal is in conflict with the language of the 2008 EIS, as well as the 2010 MIMP and the
Council’s Decision.
If you have any questions, please contact me at graceyuan6@gmail.com. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Grace T. Yuan
4714 44th Ave NE
Seattle WA 98105
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Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

nino yuniardi <nyuniardi@gmail.com>
Friday, November 13, 2020 11:37 PM
Sheehan, Maureen
Proposed Children’s Hospital Construction Project (No. 3036201-LU)

CAUTION: External Email

To the members of the SAC:
I am writing to express my concerns about Children’s Hospital proposed construction projects. For the reasons
outlined below, please designate this proposal as an amendment to the 2010 Major Institution Master Plan
(MIMP). There are a number of negative impacts on the community, including but not limited to:
(1) the construction of a hospital building at the highest point on the property; (2) the construction of a new
two-lane perimeter road within the buffer that leads to the Ocean Garage; (3) the impacts of a construction
project that will take more than three years (projected total of 40 months) to build; (4) the impacts of congestion
on NE 45th Street; and (5) the impacts of cutting down all 45 exceptional trees on the northeast part of the
Hospital property.
The Hospital’s proposal will “result in significantly greater impacts than those contemplated in the adopted
master plan” and the proposal will be “materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to the property
or improvements in the vicinity in which the Major Institution is located;" Seattle Municipal Code
23.69.035(D)(1) & (2).
Please submit comments indicating that the proposal is a major MIMP amendment. In the alternative, please
submit comments indicating that the proposal is a minor MIMP amendment, but impose conditions to limit its
adverse impacts on the community.
Thank you.
Nino Yuniardi
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Sheehan, Maureen
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

nino yuniardi <nyuniardi@gmail.com>
Sunday, November 15, 2020 6:16 AM
Sheehan, Maureen
Project Copper construction noise

CAUTION: External Email

Dear SAC Members
I am writing to express my concern regarding the construction noise that the proposed Project Copper will generate in
front of my house and in our neighborhood. I live on 44thAve NE. (See photo. My house is just on the other side of
those trees to the right of the photo off a typical road in our single-family neighborhood) On Friday, October 2nd and
on Monday, October 5th, the Hospital commissioned a crew to drill borings in the north parking lot of Children’s
Hospital across the street from my house. The sound was extremely loud, like the sound of someone drilling and
breaking up concrete.
I am working at home. My oldest daughter is in high school and my youngest daughter in elementary school. They are
in remote learning. We were all subjected to high levels of noise that caused headaches and severely impacted our
health and well-being for those two days. I can’t imagine what it will be like with the construction project for Project
Copper since it will be for over three years.
I understand that the Addendum to the EIS for Project Copper is predicting that construction noise will exceed levels
allowed by the Seattle Noise ordinance. This is unacceptable. The hospital must prepare a Supplemental EIS,
commission a full noise impact study and install appropriate noise mitigation methods that do not negatively impact the
neighbors to the east of the Hospital campus.
Sincerely,
Nino
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