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APPENDIX A – CORRESPONDENCE 
This appendix contains the project lead agency correspondence with agencies and tribes related to 
project initiation, Section 106 consultation, Section 4(f) evaluation, and ESA Section 7 consultation. 
This record of correspondence will continue as the project progresses toward the Final EIS. Copies 
of the referenced correspondence are on the Draft EIS CD. 

Agency and Tribal Coordination 
Project Re-Initiation 

March 22, 2010 -– FTA and WSDOT sent participating and cooperating agency confirmation 
letters to agencies and tribes. Because of the time that passed since the EIS was started in 2006, the 
lead agencies wanted to confirm which agencies were still interested in participating in the project. 
The following agencies and tribes received confirmation letters: 

City of Edmonds Snohomish County 
City of Everett Snoqualmie Tribe 
City of Mukilteo Sound Transit 
Community Transit Stillaguamish Tribe 
Everett Transit Suquamish Tribe 
Federal Highway Administration Swinomish Indian Tribal Community 
Island County Tulalip Tribes 
Island Transit Upper Skagit Tribe 
Lummi Nation U.S. Air Force 
National Oceanic and 

Atmospheric Administration 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

National Park Service U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development 

Nooksack Tribe U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Port of Everett U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Puget Sound Clean Air Agency Washington State Department of 

Archaeology and Historic Preservation  
Puget Sound Partnership Washington State Department of Ecology 
Puget Sound Regional Council Washington State Department of 

Fish and Wildlife 
Samish Indian Nation Washington State Department of 

Natural Resources 
Sauk-Suiattle Tribe  
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FTA and WSDOT received responses to the agency status confirmation letters from the following 
agencies and tribes (date of response also indicated): 

City of Everett – March 29, 2010 Sound Transit – April 9, 2010 
City of Mukilteo – March 29, 2010 Stillaguamish Tribe – December 15, 2010 
Community Transit – April 19, 2010 Tulalip Tribes – November 19, 2010 
Federal Highway Administration – 

April 30, 2010 
U.S. Coast Guard – April 26, 2010 

Island County – March 24, 2010 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency – 
March 24, 2010 

National Park Service – April 1, 2010 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service – 
March 29, 2010 

Port of Everett – April 13, 2010 Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 
– April 19, 2010 

Puget Sound Regional Council – 
April 19, 2010 

Washington State Department of 
Archaeology and Historic Preservation – 
April 1, 2010 

Samish Indian Nation – May 12, 2010 Washington State Department of Ecology – 
November 19, 2010 

Snohomish County – April 22, 2010  

Scoping 

August 30, 2010 – FTA and WSDOT sent letters inviting tribes to participate in an Agency and 
Tribal Scoping Meeting on September 29, 2010. The following tribes received letters: 

Duwamish Tribe Snoqualmie Nation 
Lummi Nation Stillaguamish Tribe 
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe Suquamish Tribe 
Nooksack Indian Tribe Swinomish Indian Tribal Community 
Samish Indian Nation Tulalip Tribes 
Sauk-Suiattle Tribe Upper Skagit Tribe 
Snohomish Tribe of Indians  

Section 106 Consultation 
The following summarizes the project’s coordination with tribes related to Section 106. 

April 3, 2006 – Letter from Suquamish Tribe re: review of “Draft Cultural Resources Assessment 
Discipline Report”  

March 28, 2007 – Letter from Tulalip Tribes containing comments on “Draft Report on Heritage 
Investigations at the Mukilteo Ferry Terminal Site”. 
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April 9, 2007 – Letter from Lummi Nation containing comments on “Draft Results of Additional 
Heritage Resources Investigations at the Mukilteo Multimodal Ferry Terminal Project Site (dated 
Dec. 14, 2006)”. 

Undated – Letter from FTA to Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic 
Preservation (DAHP) containing an updated project description and information about the APE.  

February 19, 2010 – Letter from Tulalip Tribes in response to Feb. 10, 2010 meeting, outlining the 
tribe’s interest in the project area (Point Elliott Treaty and shell midden) and concerns about 
impacts to tribal fisheries. 

March 12, 2010 – Letter from FTA to Tulalip Tribes in response to tribe’s Feb. 19, 2010 letter. 

August 26, 2010 – FTA and WSDOT letter to Muckleshoot Indian Tribe requesting Section 106 
consultation and inviting the tribe to be a cooperating agency. 

August 26, 2010 – FTA and WSDOT letter to Tulalip Tribes requesting a meeting for Section 106 
consultation. 

November 19, 2010 – Letter from Tulalip Tribes containing scoping comments. 

August 3, 2011 – FTA and WSDOT letter to tribes requesting comment on the Cultural Resources 
Discipline Report. The following tribes received letters: 

Lummi Nation Stillaguamish Tribe 
Muckleshoot Indian Tribe Suquamish Tribe 
Samish Indian Nation Swinomish Indian Tribal Community 
Sauk-Suiattle Tribe Tulalip Tribes 
Snoqualmie Nation Upper Skagit Tribe 

August 11, 2011 – FTA letter to DAHP requesting concurrence with cultural resources 
determinations of eligibility. Cultural Resources Discipline Report was included for review. 

August 30, 2011 – FTA letter to DAHP requesting concurrence with cultural resources 
determinations of eligibility. Cultural Resources Discipline Report was included for review. 

September 14, 2011 – DAHP letter to FTA containing Cultural Resources Discipline Report review 
comments and concurrence on determinations of eligibility.  

Section 4(f) Evaluation 
September 21, 2011 – Letter from City of Everett containing concerns about the Elliot Point 1 
Alternative. 

October 19, 2011 – WSDOT letter to City of Everett responding to City’s concerns about the Elliot 
Point 1 Alternative. 

ESA Section 7 Consultation 
Correspondence to come. 



 




























































