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17 1. INTRODUCTION
18 The Seattle Department of Parks and Recreation (“Parks”) respectfully submits this brief as
19 || closing argument in defense of Parks’ determination that the Final Supplemental Environmental Impact
20 H Statement (“FSEIS”) prepared for the Sand Point Magnuson Park Drainage, Wetland / Habitat Complex
21 and Sports Fields / Courts Project (“Proposal”) pursuant to the State Environmental Policy Act
77 u (“SEPA”) is adequate. The issues in this appeal are limited to the issues cited in Friends of Magnuson
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In anticipation of acquisition of additional portiqns of the former naval air station from the
Federal government, in 1996, Parks prepared a programmatic environmental impact statement (“EIS”)
for the Sand Point Reuse Project. Proposed actions addressed in that document included development of
athletic fields and wetlands on a portion of the property. Based on that environmental review, in 1997
the City Council adopted Resolution 29249 approving the Sand Point Physical Development
Management Plan (“PDMP”}). The PDMP, building on the earlier plan for the Reuse Project, identified
I six activity areas within the Reuse Project boundary. One of the six areas was the Magnuson Park Open
" Space/Recreation Expansion Area, with planned uses to include additional sports fields and open space.
" Following adoption of the 1997 PDMP, Parks continued its efforts to refine the plans for the
Park. In November 1999 the City Council adopted Resolution 30063 approving the Magnuson Park
H Conceptual Design, which provided updates to the 1997 PDMP. Among other things, Resolution 30063
provided detail to the PDMP by providing a graphic representation of the preferred future development
of the Park which indicated the number, type and location of sports fields to be included in the detailed
H park design. Moreover, the Resolution asked the Executive Branch to explore the configuration and
" types of sports fields that may be possible in portions of the Park that had earlier been considered for an
off-leash area and to respond back to the Council. Following additional exploratory work by the Parks

H Department including public workshops on March 25, 2000, and December 9, 2000, consultation with

H the Seattle Design Commussion, the Sand Point Advisory Committee, the Sports Fields Advisory

Council and review by the Board of Parks Commissioners, Parks reported back to the City Council as

Resolution 30063 contemplated.

In April 2001, the Council approved Resolution 30293, which amends the Magnuson Park
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challenged the legal adequacy of the FEIS in a number of respects. An appeal hearing was held by
Deputy Hearing Examiner Anne Watanabe on January 23 and 24, 2003. On February 26, 2003, the
Examiner held that the FEIS was adequate in all respects except in Parks’ omission of a detailed
statement of the eﬁbcts of sports field noise on wildlife within the Park. Accordingly, the Examiner
remanded the determination to Parks with an order to prepare a narrowly focused Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement (“SEIS”) on the sole issue of sports field noise impacts to wildkife,

On March 21, 2003, Parks issued a Draft Supplemental EIS. Issuance of the draft was
accompanied by a 30 day comment period during which Parks solicited comment from agencies and
citizens and held a public meeting. Parks issued a FSEIS on May 16, 2003. The FSEIS discloses
adverse impacts and incorporates comments submitted during the comment period.

The adequacy of this FSEIS was appealed on June 17, 2003 by the Appellants. The appeal

raised three issues including:

i. The FSEIS fails to adequately analyze the probable significant adverse
environmental impacts of noise on wildlife resulting from construction of this project.
2. The FSEIS fails to adequately analyze the probable significant adverse
environmental impacts of noise on wildlife created by the sports fields when they are

operational,
3. The FSEIS fails to adequately evaluate the probable significant adverse impacts of

additional traffic, traffic congestion, and noise resulting therefrom on wildlife and the
surrounding neighborhoods as a result of the proposed action.!

On motion by Parks the first and third issues on appeal were dismissed as being beyond the scépe: of the
FSEIS, Thus, the sole issue on appeal is whether the FSEIS fails to adequately disclose the impacis to

wildlife of noise from use of the sports fields.

3. ARGUMENT

! Appeal of the Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement: Sand Point Magnuson Park Drainage, Wetland /
Habitat Complex and Sports Field / Courts Project, Appeal Letter p. 2.
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