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May 11, 2010 · 

Kevin Daniels, President 
Nitze-Stagen & Co., Inc.; Daniels Developoment Co. 
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Seattle, WA 98134-1431 

Notice of Periodic Review Conducted at the following Hazardous Waste Site: 

• Name: Uri.ion Station 
• Address: South Jackson Street and Fourth A venue South, Seattle, WA 
• Facility/Site No.: 2060 

Dear Mr. Daniels: 

The Model Toxics Control Act, Chapter 70.105D Revised Code of Washington, which governs the 
cleanup of hazardous waste sites in Washington State, requires the Department of Ecology to conduct 
a periodic review of formal cleanup sites with institutional controls (covenants) every five years. 
This letter serves to inform you that a periodic review has been conducted at the Union Station (Site). 

The periodic review process includes the following steps: 

1. review cleanup information including any recent monitoring data, 
2. confirmation that the covenant is active and recorded with the title to the property, 
3. visit the Site to confirm the institutional controls and conditions of the covenant are effective. 

The Site appears to meet most of the requirements of Chapter 1 73-340 Washington Administrative 
Code based on the information examined during this periodic review, and the selected remedy 
continues to be protective of human health, but since the cleanup is incomplete, the environment is 
unprotected;· however, the cleanup is proceeding as planned. 

A periodic review will be required every five years as long as institutional controls and/ or a covenant 
are required to protect human health and the environment. The next periodic review will be due in 
2015 .. Please call me at 4 25-649-7202 if you have any questions regarding this letter or if you would 
like additional information regarding the cleanup of hazardous waste sites. 

Sin<?erely, · _/ /. /) 

fb-z,~k_~ 
~ep~ -w/. Hickey . / 
Zf oxics Cleanup Program 

cc: Kristy J. Hendrickson, P.E., Principal, Landau Assoc. 
JH:jh 
Enclosures: 1 (Periodic Review Document) 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This document is a review by the Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) ofpost­
cleanup site conditions and monitoring data to ensure that human health and the environment are 
being protected at the Union Station (Site). Cleanup at this Site was implemented under the 
Model Toxics Control Act (MTCA) regulations, Chapter 173-340 Washington Administrative 
Code (WAC). Cleanup activities at this Site were completed under a Prospective Purchaser 
Consent Decree 97-2-18936-SSEA, King County Superior Court. The cleanup actions resulted 
in concentrations of carcinogenic polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons and metals in soil, and 
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, petroleum hydrocarbons, benzene, and arsenic in groundwater 
remaining at the Site which exceed MTCA cleanup levels. The MTCA cleanup levels for soil 
are established under WAC 173-340-740. The MTCA cleanup levels for groundwater are 
established under WAC 173-340-720. WAC 173-340-420 (2) requires that Ecology conduct a 
periodic review of a site every five years under the following conditions: 

(a) Whenever the department conducts a cleanup action 
(b) Whenever the department approves a cleanup action under an order, agreed order or 

consent decree 
( c) Or, as resources permit, whenever the department issues a no further action opinion; 
( d) and one of the following conditions exists: 

1. Institutional controls or financial assurance are required as part of the cleanup 
2. ·Where the cleanup level is based on a practical quantitation limit 
3. Where, in the department's judgment, modifications to the default equations or 

assumptions using site-specific information would significantly increase the 
concentration of hazardous substances remaining at the site after cleanup or the 
uncertainty in the ecological evaluation or the reliability of the cleanup action is 
such that additional review is necessary-to assure long-term protection of human 
health and the environment. 

When evaluating whether human health and the environment are being protected, the factors the 
department shall consider include [WAC 173-340-420( 4)]: 

(a) The effectiveness of ongoing or completed cleanup actions, including the effectiveness 
of engineered controls and institutional controls in limiting exposure to hazardous 
substances remaining at the site; 

(b) New scientific information for individual hazardous substances of mixtures present at 
the site; 

(c) New applicable state and federal laws for hazardous substances present at the Site; 
(d) Current and projected site use; 
( e) Availability and practicability of higher preference technologies; and 
(t) The availability of improved analytical techniques to evaluate compliance with cleanup 

levels. 

The Department shall publish a notice of all periodic reviews in the Site Register and provide an 
opportunity for public comment. 
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The Union Station property consists of three parcels located in Seattle, Washington. The 
property spans six city blocks and includes portions of the grade level, beneath elevated viaduct 
portions of South Jackson Street, South Airport Way, and 4th Avenue S. The property was 
originally part of the South Seattle industrial neighborhood. The Seattle Gaslight Company 
constructed a coal gasification plant at the property in 187 4 on pilings over the mudflats of 
Duwamish Bay. The area surrounding the pile-supported facility was filled prior to about 1912. 
Around the tum of the century, Vulcan Iron Works manufactured iron, brass, and steel on the 
southern portion of the property. The Union Station passenger railroad station was constructed at 
the property in 1911. Union Station served passengers until 1971, when Union Pacific 
discontinued passenger operations at the property. The property was essentially dormant from 
1971 until the purchase of the property by Union Station Associates in 1997. The southernmost 
terminus of the downtown Seattle transit project bus tunnel was completed at the property along 
5th Avenue S. in 1990. 

2.2 Site Investigations and Sample Results 

The property was placed on the Washington Hazardous Sites List in 1991. Subsequently, a 
remedial investigation/feasibility study (RI/FS; Landau Associates and Hart Crowser 1996) was 
conducted. The RI included review of the property's industrial history to confirm that the 
investigation included the areas likely to have contamination, evaluation of existing soil and 
groundwater sampling information, and analysis of new soil and groundwater samples. The RI 
compared chemical testing results for soil and groundwater to screening levels and identified 
constituents of concern that required additional evaluation. The RI identified carcinogenic 
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons ( cP AHs) from the coal gasification process, and metals from 
the coal gasification process and from the foundry within fill soil that was placed on the former 
tideflat surface during operation of the historic industries. Concentrations of cP AHs and some 
metals in some soil samples exceeded cleanup levels. Groundwater analytical results from tests 
during the RI and from supplemental monitoring performed after the RI and before the Consent 
Decree showed that groundwater screening levels for cP AHs, petroleum hydrocarbons, benzene, 
and arsenic were exceeded in samples from some wells at the property. Arsenic was found in an 
upgradient well at concentrations exceeding those found in property wells. There were also 
indications that a source or sources of petroleum hydrocarbons existed up gradient of the 
property. No pesticides, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), herbicides, or evidence of dense non­
aqueous phase liquids (DNAPL) were detected. 

2.3 Cleanup Actions 

The RI findings were used to develop alternatives to remediate the property. The evaluations of 
these alternatives were included in the FS. The FS defined cleanup standards, developed and 
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evaluated four cleanup action alternatives, and identified a preferred cleanup action alternative 
that would adequately protect human health and the environment. Soil cleanup levels were 
conservatively based on residential use conditions, although the property was zoned International 
District Mixed and planned property use was commercial with limited potential for direct 
contact. 

Groundwater monitoring requirements for the property are described in the Cleanup Action Plan 
(CAP) and are summarized in Table 3 of the CAP. Monitoring wells originally included in the 
monitoring program were HC-101, HC-102, HC-103, MW-104, MW-105, MW-106, MW-107, and 
upgradient background wells B-4 and B-6. As described in a report (Landau Associates 2000), 
between 1997 and 1999 wells HC-101, HC-102, MW-106, MW-107, MW-108, and B-6 were 
abandoned and replaced with monitoring wells in similar locations. Ecology approved 
suspension of water quality monitoring in 2000 in well HC-103. Just prior to the August 2009 
monitoring event, it was discovered that background well B-4 had been paved over during City 
of Seattle street repairs and was no longer accessible. As a result, a replacement well was 
installed approximately 20 ft east ofwell B-4. Monitoring wells currently included in the 
groundwater quality and groundwater level monitoring program are property wells MW-101 R, 
MW-102R, MW-104, MW-106, MW-107R, MW-108R, and upgradient background wells B-4R 
and B-6R. HC-103 is monitored only for groundwater level. 

Quarterly groundwater monitoring was required for 8 quarters beginning within 3 months of the 
effective date of the Consent Decree. The CAP also requires that quarterly sampling be 
performed for 8 quarters beginning the first quarter after all foundations are completed. The CAP 
establishes that groundwater monitoring frequency be reduced to annual if the upper 95 percent 
confidence limit on the mean (UCL) for results from compliance monitoring wells is less than or 
equal to cleanup levels. Annual monitoring was then required until 3 years after foundation 
loading (building construction) is complete. Groundwater monitoring frequency is then to be 
reduced to every 5 years if the UCL for results from compliance monitoring well is less than or 
equal to. cleanup levels. The CAP also specifies procedures to be implemented if any sample 
exceeds cleanup levels during monitoring. A report documenting groundwater monitoring for 8 
quarters after foundation loading was submitted to Ecology in August 2000 (Landau Associates 
2000). Ecology required an additional year of quarterly monitoring after review of the report. 
The results for the additional year of groundwater monitoring were submitted in March 2002 in a 
report to Ecology with recommendations to reduce groundwater monitoring frequency to annual 
(Landau Associates 2002). Ecology approved reducing groundwater monitoring frequency to 
annual in November 2002. Annual groundwater monitoring was conducted in 2002, 2003, and 
2004. Construction at the main parcel was completed in 2001. Construction at the south parcel 
was completed in 1999. Therefore, 3 years of groundwater monitoring after foundation loading 
was complete after the June 2004 monitoring event. Based on the results· of the June 2002, 2003, 
and 2004 sampling events, Ecology approved reducing the groundwater monitoring frequency to 
every 5 years. Ecology also issued a Certificate of Completion for the property in 2005, but did 
not remove the property from the Hazard Ranking List due to the presence of petroleum 
hydrocarbons in groundwater at the property and up gradient of the property. The latest (2009) 
groundwater monitoring event showed that the compliance well results for contaminants 
originating on the property comply with cleanup levels. Groundwater data from the past eight 
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sampling events is used for the statistical evaluation. In general, the concentrations of the five 
constituents measured at the property wells in 2009 are similar to concentrations measured 
previously at the property wells. Only a few changes in measured concentrations were observed 
for the 2009 monitoring event, as follows: 

• Concentrations of diesel-range petroleum hydrocarbons in property wells were lower 
compared to concentrations measured at property wells during recent monitoring events. 
The highest concentrations of diesel-range petroleum hydrocarbons detected in the 
property wells have historically occurred at monitoring well MW-lOlR; however, these 
concentrations have steadily decreased from 4,200 micrograms per liter (ug/L) in 2002 to 
1,500 ug/L in 2009. For the first time, diesel-range petroleum hydrocarbons were not 
detected at monitoring wells MW-104 and MW-105, and they continued to be below the 
reporting limit at MW-108R. Diesel-range petroleum hydrocarbons were also not 
detected for the first time since 2000 at monitoring well MW-102. 

• Concentrations of gasoline range petroleum hydrocarbons in property wells were higher 
compared to concentrations measured during previous monitoring events. Gasoline range 
petroleum hydrocarbons were detected for the first time since March 2002 at well MW-
104, although the concentration is within the concentrations measured historically at this 
well. The concentration of gasoline-range petroleum hydrocarbon at monitoring well 
MW-105 is the highest concentration measured at this well during the past eight 
monitoring events, although it also is within the range measured historically at this well. 

• The concentration of benzene, a typical gasoline component, also increased at monitoring 
well MW-105 during this monitoring event, to a value within its previous range, but 
decreased at well MW-lOlR to a value slightly less than its previous range. The benzene 
concentration measured at well MW-lOlR during this monitoring event is-the lowest 
concentration measured at this well during the past eight monitoring events. 

• The concentration of arsenic at property well MW-105 is the lowest concentration 
measured at well MW-105 during the past eight monitoring events. The concentration of 
arsenic at property well MW-104 is the highest concentration measured at well MW-104 
during the past eight monitoring events. 

• At well MW-105, concentrations of cPAHs increased somewhat compared to the previous 
range of concentrations measured at this well, although the 2009 concentrations were less 
than those measured in the past at background well B4. 

• At the upgradient well B-4R, concentrations of four of the five constituents were lower 
than the concentrations measured during previous events or not detected. Only the 
dissolved arsenic concentration was greater than the concentrations previously measured 
at well B-4. 

• At up gradient well B-6R, concentrations of the five constituents were similar to previous 
concentrations detected at this well. 

2.4 Cleanup Levels 

The point of compliance for soil is throughout the property. Groundwater cleanup levels were 
based on protection of marine surface water. The point of compliance for groundwater is the 
property boundary and extends from the uppermost level of the saturated zone vertically to the 
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lowest depth that could potentially be affected by the property. The cleanup action selected 
includes paving, construction soil excavation, groundwater monitoring, contingent groundwater 
remediation, and institutional controls. 

Ecology and Union Station Associates entered into a Prospective Purchaser Consent Decree for 
the property in 1997 ., Since that time, Union Station Associates has implemented the selected 
remedial action for the property. Paving and construction soil excavation were completed as part 
of property redevelopment. A restrictive covenant implementing the required institutional 
controls was recorded on the property deed. Groundwater monitoring began in October 1997. 
Construction at the property is complete. A parking garage was completed on the south parcel in 
1999. Construction at the main parcel, including renovation of the Union Station building and 
construction of a parking garage and four new buildings, was completed in 2001. A new building 
at the north parcel was completed in 2002. 

Following completion of the last eight groundwater monitoring events at the property (performed 
from June 2001 through August 2009), a statistical evaluation was performed to determine 
compliance with the cleanup levels at each well and, if appropriate, background based screening 
levels. Procedures to be used to evaluate exceedances of cleanup levels are described in the CAP. 
The CAP specifies that basic statistical parameters such as mean and median be developed and 
that the UCL be calculated for compliance well data to evaluate exceedances of cleanup levels. 
The methodology used for demonstrating statistical compliance, in accordance with the CAP, 
followed statistical methods from the Ecology Toxics Cleanup Program guidance document, 
Statistical Guidance for Ecology Site Managers (Ecology 1992), the Supplement to Statistical 
Guidance for Ecology Site Managers (Ecology 1993), and MTCAStat97 compliance module. In 
general, compliance was determined by calculating the UCL for each detected compound at each 
property well and comparing it to the cleanup level listed in the CAP. For arsenic, cP AHs, and 
some petroleum hydrocarbon-related constituents, screening levels were calculated based on 
concentrations found in one of the background wells. 

Evaluation of historical and current analytical results for the property indicates that there are 
upgradient sources of gasoline-range and diesel-range petroleum hydrocarbons and related 
constituents that have migrated in groundwater onto the property. For this reason, groundwater. 
concentrations at well B-4 have historically been used to evaluate compliance for gasoline-range 
and diesel-range petroleum hydrocarbons, acenapthene, and benzene in property wells. 
Sometime since the previous groundwater monitoring event in June 2004 well B-4 was paved 
over and is no longer accessible. This well was replaced by well B-4R, located approximately 20 
ft east of well B-4. The groundwater elevation measured at the replacement well was higher than 
the elevations measured at the property wells. This indicates that the groundwater flow in the 
vicinity of the property is to the west, and that low groundwater elevations measured at well B-4 
beginning in March 2001, after the Nisqually earthquake, were likely a result of physical changes 
to the well and/or subsurface. 

Background based screening levels were calculated for petroleum hydrocarbons, benzene, 
acenapthene, and cP AHs using data from well B-4/B-4 R and for arsenic using data from B-6R. 
Data from the entire monitoring period October 1997 through August 2009 were used to 
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calculate screening levels for each constituent. For petroleum hydrocarbons, benzene, 
acenapthene, and cP AH, data from the period when well B-4/B-4 R was clearly up gradient of 
property wells (October 1997 through December 2000, and August 2009) were also used to 
calculate screening levels. Calculated values from both data sets were similar. The values from 
October 1997 through December 2000, and August 2009 were used as background based 
screening levels for petroleum hydrocarbons, benzene, acenapthene, and cP AHs and used in 
compliance evaluations. 

UCLs were calculated for each well for detected constituents and compared to cleanup levels 
identified in the CAP. The only exceedances of CAP cleanup levels are for acenapthene ( wells 
MW-101R and MW-104) benzene (MW-lOlR and MW-105), arsenic (MW-lOlR, MW-102R, 
MW-104, MW-105, MW-107R, MW-108R), benzo(a)anthracene (MW-105), and chrysene (MW-
105). These constituents are also present in at least one of the background wells indicating they 
have migrated onto the property from offsite. Only the UCL for benzene in MW-105 exceeds the 
background based screening level. There are no exceedances of screening levels for diesel range 
or gasoline range petroleum hydrocarbons in any property well. These results are consistent with 
the results of previous statistical evaluations. Historical results for groundwater samples at B-4 
have consistently demonstrated that petroleum related constituents were migrating from off­
property onto the property (Landau Associates 2000 2002 2003a b, and 2004). Concentrations of 
petroleum related constituents in 2009 samples from well B-4 R are lower than historical 
concentrations at B-4 indicating that the off-Site source may no longer be present, or the 
groundwater plume from an off-Site source may no longer be in the immediate vicinity of well 
B-4/B-4R. In any case, because these exceedances allegedly do not represent contamination 
originating on the property, the consultant recommends they should not be used to trigger 
groundwater treatment or an increase in the frequency of groundwater monitoring. 

Arsenic was detected in all property wells and in both background wells. The concentrations 
reported for the background wells were significantly higher than the concentrations reported for 
the property wells indicating that arsenic is migrating in groundwater onto the property. A 
background based screening level was calculated using the well B-6R data and was used to 
evaluate compliance. There were no exceedances of the background based screening level. These 
arsenic exceedances allegedly do not represent contamination originating on the property; 
therefore, the consultant recommends they should not be used to trigger groundwater treatment 
or an increase in the frequency of groundwater monitoring. 

UCLs for two cPAHs [benzo(a)anthracene and chrysene], exceed the CAP cleanup levels at well 
MW-105, but do not exceed the background-based screening levels. Because the cPAH 
exceedances allegedly do not represent contamination originating on the property, the consultant 
recommends they should not be used to trigger groundwater treatment or an increase in the 
frequency of groundwater monitoring. 

2.5 Restrictive Covenant 

Based on commercial Site use, surface cover, and cleanup levels, it was determined that the Site 
cleanup could be protective of human health if a Restrictive Covenant was recorded for the 
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property. A Restrictive Covenant was recorded for the Site in 1997 which imposed the following 
limitations: 

Section 1. No groundwater may be taken for domestic purposes from the Property. 
Section 2. No wells of any sort unless associated with the Remedial Action, may be constructed 

on the Property. . 
Section 3. There will be no residential housing or day care facilities located at street level on the 

Property. 
Section 4. Without approval from Ecology the capping components and groundwater monitoring 

and treatment facility called for in the Cleanup Action Plan will not be altered, modified, 
or removed in any manner that may result in the release or exposure to the environment 
of contaminated soil or create a new exposure pathway. 

Section 5. Owner and Owner's assigns and successors in interest reserve the right under 
WAC 173-340-440 (1991 ed.) to record an instrument which provides that this 
Restrictive Covenant shall no longer limit use of the Property or be of any further force or 
effect. However, such an instrument may be recorded only with the consent of Ecology or 
of a successor agency. Ecology or a successor agency may consent to the recording of 
such an instrument only after public notice and comment 

The Restrictive Covenant is available as Appendix 6.4. 
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, The Restrictive Covenant for the Site was recorded and is in place. This Restrictive Covenant 
prohibits activities that will result in the release of contaminants at the Site without Ecology's 
approval, and prohibits any use of the property that is inconsistent with the Covenant. This 
Restrictive Covenant serves to ensure the long term integrity of the remedy. 

Based upon the site visit conducted on January 27, 2010, the remedy at the Site continues to 
eliminate exposure to contaminated soils by ingestion and contact. The asphalt, pavement and 
other surface cover appears in satisfactory condition and no repair, maintenance, or contingency 
actions have been required. The Site is still operating as a large city block of various activities 
including a bus tunnel portal. A photo log is available as Appendix 6.5. 

Soils with carcinogenic polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons and metals in soil, and polycyclic 
aromatic hydrocarbons, petroleum hydrocarbons, benzene, and arsenic in groundwater 
concentrations higher than MTCA cleanup levels are still present at the Site. However, the 
remedy prevents human exposure to this contamination by ingestion and direct contact with 
soils. The Restrictive Covenant for the property will ensure that the contamination remaining is 
contained and controlled. The groundwater is still remediating as planned. 

3.2 New scientific information for individual hazardous substances 
for mixtures present at the Site 

There is no new scientific information for the contaminants related to the Site. 

3.3 New applicable state and federal laws for hazardous substances 
present at the Site 

The cleanup at the site was governed by Chapter 173-340 WAC (1991 ed.). WAC 173-340-
702(12) (c) [2001 ed.] provides that, 

"A release cleaned up under the cleanup levels determined in (a) or (b) of this subsection shall 
not be subject to further cleanup action due solely to subsequent amendments to the provision in 
this chapter on cleanup levels, unless the department determines, on a case-by-case basis, that the 
previous cleanup action is no longer sufficiently protective of human health and the 
environment." 

Although cleanup levels changed for petroleum hydrocarbon compounds as a result of 
modifications to MTCA in 2001, contamination remains at the site above the new MTCA 
Method·A and B cleanup levels. Even so, the cleanup action is still protective of human health 
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and the environment. A table comparing MTCA cleanup levels from 1991 to 2001 is available 
below. 

Analyte 1991 MTCA 2001 MTCA 1991MTCA 2001 MTCA 
Method A Method A Soil Method A Method A 
Soil Cleanup Cleanup Level Groundwater Groundwater 
Level (ppm). (ppm) Cleanup level Cleanup Level 

(ppb) (ppb) 

Cadmium 2 2 5 5 
Lead 250 250 5 15 
TPH None listed None listed 1000 None listed 
TPH-Gas 100 100/30 None listed 1000/800 
TPH- 200 2000 None listed 500 
Diesel 
TPH-Oil 200 2000 None listed 500 

3.4 Current and projected site use 

The Site is currently used for commercial purposes. There have been no changes in current or 
projected future site or resource uses. 

3.5 Availability and practicability of higher preference technologies 

The remedy implemented included containment of hazardous substances, and it continues to be 
protective of human health; the environment (groundwater) is still remediating as planned. 
While higher preference cleanup technologies may be available, they are still not practicable at 
this Site. 

3.6 Availability of improved analytical techniques to evaluate 
compliance with cleanup levels 

The analytical methods used at the time of the remedial action were capable of detection below 
selected site cleanup levels. The presence of improved analytical techniques would not affect 
decisions or recommendations made for the site. 
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• The cleanup actions completed at the Site appear to be protective of human health. The 
environment (groundwater) is being monitored and remediating slowly, as expected. 

• Soils cleanup levels have not been met at the standard point of compliance for the Site; 
however, the cleanup action for the soil has been determined to comply with cleanup 
standards since the long-term integrity of the containment system is ensured, and the 
requirements for containment technologies are being met. 

• The Restrictive Covenant for the property is in place and continues to be effective in 
protecting public health from exposure to hazardous substances and protecting the 
integrity of the cleanup action. 

Based on this periodic review, the Department of Ecology has determined that the requirements 
of the Restrictive Covenant continue to be met. No additional cleanup actions a~e required by 
the property owner at this time. It is the property owner's responsibility to continue to inspect 
the site to assure that the integrity of the remedy is maintained. 

4.1 Next Review 

The next review for the site will be scheduled five years from the date of this periodic review. In 
the event that additional cleanup actions or institutional controls are required, the next periodic 
review will be scheduled five years from the completion of those activities. 
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6.2 Site Plan 
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<: ./i/*~;,C.?~ANT r'·,. 

January 2010 
Page 16 

ORANTOR: Union S1ation.Assooiatd LL¢' / / _ _./ '\ / Y 
ABBREVIATED LEGAL DESCRIYll~: • )'.,oh\i~ ~t B1Qtck.,l8, aiid all ~t~~ 25, 26 mi 27, D.S. Maynud's 

·--:._/•. P~fof ~~ Vo~.·'1. P4. 23~IA~{lW 7. Cotumbie.ml Puget Sound 
~~Rq,lat gt part otBl~.:!'83, ~ttle Tide Lands. Vol 12, Pg. 88 

ASSESSOR'Sll\:1f ~ARCEL NO.: s2~~1td1.~~~~/ ;;',,•·•'·""",.,\. /\ 
./ ··:\. ·:.-::::,. ./ .. ,.,/ ./ ·•:,:~;\'· '•'\: '-;\ _.,/' /' 

Vnio~.)~tatidll Associates, LLC CCOwner"f ts~·the tee o.wnefot'real-·prop,rty.iin ~~-e County 
,, I •• , •• ,,· •• ,I •• ·, ;: 

of King Sta~ ofWa~hington, hereafter referred to as the:~~rrop¢ity.;--·A-legal_:de¢-ipt1on of the 
Prop~fty is.;ttt~bed bereto as Exhibit A. •;. ~1. \. ....... ./ ./ .. / ./ 

/~· ./: ... / / '•\ .... ,. , .. ,. ,,/' .,./ ./' 
.,_/ Jhe ~ropei:W ~~·bee~ the subject of remedial action under Ch .• pt~i' 19: 1 o,n RCW. The 

W;Qrk dohe.t<f cl~ _µp the Pro~~rty (hereinafter ''Remedial Action'' is ~qibeq:'·1n the Cleanup 
Actig:~ Plan en~-~ in ~ oftyashington, Department of &ology v. Unio'nS/atlon Associates, 
L.LC;:,~~g . .County ~tipe~or Com:t.Ga:use No. 97•2-18936-SSEA. This Restrictive Covenant is 
required by the tj~af.tm,6t of ~cillogy ('~cologf) under WAC 173-340-440 (1991 ed.) due to 
residual concentr~tioiis"6f ~#do~J•1~bst~c~:~ remaining at the Property as described in the 
Cleanup Action Plan. ./·· / ./· \.. t / ······.:-: 

•i:1·.11,,•. ♦-:••·· ::· :{ ··:::/; ••• : :: ·~· 

Owner makes the folt~wi~··d~l~tl~1~/:~s ~{ii~ita:µons, restrictions, and uses to which 
the Property may be put, and ·1p~cifie~,•~ su~ d~l~fio~s·:s~l constitute covenants to run 
with the land, as provided by law~·arul shalt ij bi~ing· o~:=all .JWti~. and all persons claiming 
under them, including all current and future 6wri~rs.:of any po,r,tion of 9-r.Jnterest in the Property. 

·:. "' :,· .:· .;' ··:i :i•' ··,· .. 

Section 1. No groundwater may ~-t~n f~~ ~mli~,~urpose.11 fr~ the Property. 

Section 2. No wells of any sort, unless ~~~~£ J ~ Rkedi:f,:~'i!iay be 
constructed on the Property · / / / .::· / -:(\ ~~ .:\. 

14ltJ)QI ' -1- '•,, ;( / ;'(\, .. ,:.•:,:'.,',I':_•.·,•:•••:/~:,'.:!::.• .. ,,:::/·_,'::-./••'.•;•,:.;;/• ': 

~~.1991 · .i/{'.~· 
/,,,.,_,,/ ,,/;i' .,,,,/ /./ 
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/ / // .=/~c,ctign l. There will be no residential housing or day care facilities located at street 
·.\ .... / l,v~,f on the Property. 

·•-.... ~•···•·'·'''/,/ ...• /~~on.(,,With~t ~~roval from ~ogy, the capp~ compon~ and groundwater 
.~o~tongg 8¢.µ-eatmeat ·f4cd1ty .~aUtd=:for in the Cleanup Action Plan Mil not be altered, 
/,~:difi~f o~l~ov~·t• anj 111~er thft. may result in the release or exposure tc, the environment 
of~co~f~a~ed ~ii ~t cr~f·a net(cxp~,ure:p~way. 

·\·.• ...... / :!. } ./· / ··\.. ,l r-1:/.. / t:: .. 
Segtio)t s.·:•:Owtef aqd ~~~~• assil.~ ~d ·~ccessors in interest reserve the right under 

WAC 173-34~~0 n9§1 ,a.} ~f.)
1 

redq_rd an ·~-"nt which provides that this llestrictive 
Covenant shall no'lo'ngerJlmi~.,:i1se of theJ.~JbJt~rtl,· or be of any further force or effect. However, 
such an instrument may :~e r~rd¢ onJj wjth *e consent of Ecology, or of a successor agency. 
Ecology, or a successor agtncy1 ~y ~ns~ftt t~ftlJ•·record\ng of sµth=:,.n instrument only after 
public notice and comment. ../· ./ .. · ,../ ./· /... \: ·(. i./ 

DA'l;TC'.0: /) ~__:~·~iil ,/_.,. .... ,'.\j,//':::>'' __ ., ...... ,. 
,_.'-+!- ~-:(1_'1:![,..b.. L I Q:T ·. .... .. .. ., ··

1
•:•·::\. 1-:.! •• /,/· .,.,\,," , ~o~~~~,:~~~J. J.~ .. ? 

.,/· //>\ ·· By NSD Ilo':. .Manl!lger) ./ / ./ 

.// , ... / ,} ) ' \, ,,:\ ~;,,/ _.;····/ //.. /' 

/: \ ...... · ./···:/,/::.::::· .\ "••·,} 

.. ,.,,, •. ,,, .. .,, ........... ,,/· .,/ ./_.... _? ::· . By: Kevm Daniels - Member 
.. ,. ,.( ,;: ... ,,.,···•""·•· .•.... \: ...... . 

:.:: \ ...... /· :; .:· .. 
. ,,::-' / .t·····•:::. .. 

\,.,,, .. ,,_,.., .. ,,/····.,.,/ .,/ ·\,.,i _./'"·:.>-
;_~: / ... 1··/·': ..... ,; ... \: .. 
··,:, ... f: .... :... .. 

STATE OFWASHJNGTON·':.;\:,,, .. ... ,,{ ./: ,./ .r .( /".::. .. 

COUNTYOFKING "•· ~t \ ... / //: .. //:::~: .. ,·.: ...... ••. 
rnrs rs TO CERTIFY that on ~;ik~ ~Y /c Ct:lobeR:i , 1997, before mo, 

the undersigned, a notary public in and for the siArte ;t>f Washingt.~n, .du~y,·conu-gissioned and 
sworn, personally appeared KEVIN DANIELS, to ihi knqiva :io be a ){embet)Jf NSD, LLC, a 
Washington limited liability company, to nie known t~.:. ~.e ~f ¥iyiag~{~J. U~o~{··s,~tiQn 
Associates, ~LC, th~ Washington limited liability company/tlu~f ~eqtt~d.:.'*~/ ~t~, .. ,.-an4, 
foregoing instrument, and acknowledged the said •instrument o b'4Hlte .ffee ~4::ydhi~~ary .!~~. and\ 

•:. ·:•.:... .t _._;, ··;: -~: 
14.'120.01 
Or:TOalill.14, 1997 

-2-

Washington Department of Ecology 

·i::,:,,:•.,;,,, .• i••//·./... // .... 
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.. ~····/~7'.t·:,::::.:::::;;:· '\ ,./'/······()· .,,..-····"·• .. 
A port1Q.Jt}i1f:\Lot$ 4~/5, g~ ?)and 8/ aqd the .JI~~•~¢ alley, Block 281 D.S. Maynard's 
Plat of the To~n·tttow ~City' o{\\S4ttle, 1(1ngl,o~,;nty. Washington, according to the 
plat thereof ~Q~ed .:iil V:6lum~ 1 :fqf PJati .,~i 23, records of King County, 
Washington, m~re"·partiGuiar~f de~nb~,t~r fo.~ows: 

:t ••r .::' I( .~~! ::""" un• 1 ,:;::, 

~ Beginning at the South;t5t/~om~~ Ql sa.itl ~t .. 4(··· ··•·····•:\. .,/ ·) 
~ 1HENCE North along the Wei liQ' of~ J{.ot 4,.a::1distanat.~f:.SS.O feet to a 
pt Southwesterly comer of that certaib p~· ~f ta,d de~q~· uitWarnmty Deed dated 
~ August 2, l9.S4, from Union Pacific :~~d qompany'i:tc;{DqtotfJ.y· 11Re.plin, identjµed 
o in said~~ Company•s Records as···c. )?. Not·,W8~:1,/Uaj~n Pac~ Lan~fsq.ld 
~ Audit uo .:23· 22•:~:\. \. / .:" .{· ··:,:,:, .. l"··1

••:. \~ .t fl 
~ .,,1 •.;• t ··•::. ··•·... ... .:· {" ... :: :: / .~· 

Oj lllENq· So~~~rly along a Southwesterly·•t11u(o(/~f¥ecfpaliel 9f ~d~/ 
which if a ~~t ~rve concave Northeasterly havirik••:~iacJus .:of-'4!).0 f~/a ... / 
distan¢ of/'2.8) fe« to a point that is lS.O feet distam·'No*.iterly(m~u~ ,· right 
angl~ froJit ~:S~th line of said Block 28: \ ............. •·.i:· ./ ./.. ./ 

THJ!Nqi· Soµ,mea#,:f;ly. .. ~~ a Southwesterly line of said deeded•:;~t o~:Jand 
w~ch is:::~,-~f µtie~~ with said South line of Block 28. a disawc~fof 138.0 
feei\:J~Ore or l~/to ~.,poµlt qiat is 78 .. 0 feet distant Westerly, measurec:f:at right 
anglesi .. fto~ .. tfie J:asrUne;{of $ai4,.Bl~ 28; 
THENcifNorth :tloqg qte ~riine of•d deeded pmcel of land which is a straight 
line pan.llel with\~d:·&st,Jlq~ o(Bl9<=k\f8!;:-~ .. distance of 225.0 feet, more or less, to 
a point in the No~1• line.,af ~ ,1ock·.~i~; ./ ·;;-: 
lllENCB East along:

1

said N~rd{ line o{BJoc~/28,.:l~ce of 78.0 feet, more or 
less, to the Nonheast comer:.of ~a·.:QIOQk; ./ / / .::•.:. 
111E.NCE South along the ~~.line,df ~d.:6Ioc,k, ~::~.taJi~ ... Qf 240.0 feet to the 

1,,, 1 ,tt •• •• I I •• 1° t' 

Southeast comer thereof- · "I•··· / ii ./ .:: ./ .;,,.. \·. ' .. ... ,. .. .. .. 
111ENCB West along the South line ot. said ··6toc~·~ ~::distan~ of ·astt-0. feet to the true 
point of beginning ···.•.• ........ /~;· / / . .::' iJ \ . /.·:: •...•. :/ .•.. / •.. /· .;·/· •.. ·.:'-'•'·•/: .. :.: :: 

.:•· .. ,····""•· .. ,::.\. 

(C~~~.,/ .·:·.··.=.: • .-:./ .•:···:'°/ // .=··:/ .. :•:·: .. >/ : .. .. . .. ·<:i) ·: / ·····•·.; 
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.,.,· /,:' _,./ _if ... -.=//.,/ , ... ,, .... ···:\ ,,,/·····'·····•,·.) 
··A .Parc¢1 of ~d peing a.It .. of Blocp.J25, J.f?.. and 27, and the vacated alleys located 
ttierei,:f, Q:S/ ~yn¢ttsj>Ji,t oft&, .r9'n (oow. City) of Seattle, according to the plat 
tbereofreco~\in,-·Vo~~m~/t of flaii~ p;Jgi is/'.,ecords of King COllllty t Washington, 
all of Blocks·;;7.01 an~,,t02./an,filit{va~ a0.Qyi located therein of the plat of the 
Seattle Tide Landsf1·acc~jdinglto ~~ O.ff.16i#I··¥-aPs on file in the Office of the 

tD Commissi?ner of Pub~f' ~ ~/Ol~p~,.f~on, and aY::.~?se portions of . 
l' vacated Kmg, Weller and .. µlle .S~ ~Jo~_g:·to tht;.,above ,n~noned blocks, all tn 

~ the City of Seattle, King Cou~~, o/~~~o~~·· ,···•:., .\ ,. ·(=:/l 

I ~, 3: / ..... ,,..... · .• / ,,( ..... /·,.. ( (':::: .... ,::i:•·, .. _:: ... :/·/~.:::><::::.:::::::::····\ _/') 

A parcel /1f land ·~ing portions of Lots l, 2/91,.,4. •... 51 ,,6 aJJd 7..f··OB•,·.tb~ .. ,Col~bia 81, 
Puget s.dund.i~ Replat of Part of Block 2831 S.~ +fde yn~, ~.~,· co 
the p~t' the¢of)ecd.med in Volume 12 of Plats, page ·g, ~ii.is 9f ~g ¢oupty, 
W·gt~rl, m:Pre p,hrticularly described as follows: ··\. ······· ./· .,./· / .. 

~ aiA~ -~~·NO~rly comer of said replat; ,, .... {, .. /'',/,· .// 

•CE•·Sou~e~~y a19pg th~:. Westerly line of said n,plat, South 01 °08·~(!1" West 
402~§8 feet to,1the· Soufhw~ ~mer of Lot 7 of said rq,Jat; 
1'HmJCE:•afo~g.:.the:~o~~ ~.pf'sai'd•::~t 7 South 88°51'55" Bast, 129.94 feet to the 
beginning of a non-tangent clltve q,g.cav¢ Northeasterly, from which point a radial 
line bears North ·1;1°t0'43.!'°''

1

~t,-::'°t,fi.1.0(J :feet; 
THENCE Northwe11tcrly'~-· $ng/said ciffiref tht,oup .. a central angle of 14 °02 '27", 
276 18 ~........ :: \ .,:. .::· ./ .:'· ···::;/ . 1~.,, ·.. •::, .. -• .• .. , .. .. .r .! 

THENCE North 01 °13'10~ ·~t. 5~~54,:=feef:to ,.:·po.~t .Pitt!te Northeasterly line of 
said replat; ··:1=1•.1,'11' ..... •· ./· ( .=•:: / ./ .:•::>·····•· ........ _ 

THENCB along ~d Northeasterly lini, Nort1{St.:~5~-f37·~-.. }Yest,\J20~.~4 feet to the 
point of becnnnina ·::. .:". / .:' / :! . . ·:,.. 

D.,. .. ~• ••,· ... ,.:'· ,;: .:· .:· •. -. f: •;. 

(C~~'~!.,,,/•' ... /'/"'" ... ·.'/·./.:.:) ..... /· .. ·.·.::~:/ .. ··",,.,,\.: . 
. ,,····•:::. .:··· ... 
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.. { /. .../.. /:· ./· ..• •··•\\ ";\ ii=,·Jf / 
·:A.µ- rights.p~el.i ~· di$:l9sed by"res~rvati.pn contained in instrument recorded under 
Recot4mg· No. ~209231.31&, desctll;le.(fas fqflows: 

··•· •• :: \. ·'\, .... /' // ./'. ./·.,:/~/· ·•it :(••::/ .,/· ')!; . 
That portion ·of Lots/t\ 2/ 3, /, Sl;:.6 andf/ .P't\tlie Columbia cl Puget Sound Railroad 

•?1. •• • :J ·' •• ) ...... . 

Replat of a part·'nf·'BI~~· 28_~ .. of ~e ~~Jtl .. ¢ Tjde Lands, according to the plat thereof 
recoroed in Volume 1i:•of Plats,.:pag~ .. 8~/ mqoms J!f King Coimcy, Washington~ lying 
above an inclined pJane{w .. bich i.s.' 1~,~~o .:f~,;;~~e thEf.~urf~/ofpaving between 
Highway Engineers Station 1Q.403.£9S/ln4/l~=+26 .. 3.7 of. the.SiR.~90 EBT line, said 
surface being substantially a.s shown .~n Vii .s~.D.JJ. TL~ ls~ 90 Seattle Transit 
Access". Sheets 35 & 74 of 14431 a,i .... ~i* Qt'l septt,11h,i!~ l.{ 1988.,.P,d Sheet 96 of 
1443 as ~v~ on March 4, 1988, eihibi~g~icent~rlin¢'°ele~au6~s refiitive to (?ity,of 
Seattle Dafuni~=u. follows: \-:,.. ·>· ./ ./· •:,;,:•,,:,;/"'·11

:.':. \; .. /· ./ 

• /./·; .,. ·•::::\. • . •::;•::1,.,.~ .• i•·l .// )/ l/··••=-1 .. 1,,\ •••••••••• J ./ :ll //' 
Blevatt(:)n l\1i~ at Station 10+ 10 .. 9S E.B.T .. , 1

=:: ••• / ;t , ....... ••··=: / f / 

Blevadon 1.0.sg at Station 10+86 .. 08 V,P.I., •:::!· ~:. \ ........ ) .f· /;• ./ 
Ble~oo.J6.7J at Station 12+ 11.08 E. V.C, ··:\... ..... ..:-/ ./ ./· 
m,~ati~.~ .. 21-:~ ~/S~don. . .}3+21.14 B.B.T, .......... ( .. /· ./· ... / 
./' ·{ .. ,, .. / it . .-/' ·: .. \. ··~:,;• :{ ./· 

S~~. portion ~iiifl~fi~ ·~ follows: ··.• ... ,./ 
·=· ,... .. •" .. .. 

c~uig'~ ,bie ,fuoiN~Y-~in.er of said n:pJat; 
THBNCE along··~the·=No·rth#rly.,.liQe of saj~ replat, South 51 °59137" East, 120.94 
feet to the true pOipt of ~; •l\~. / ./ •\\: 
THBNCE South 0f0t3"'i0"/W•t1' 56.Sa ~eet't_/fo ~e.J:,eginning of a cuxve, concave 
Northeasterly, having a ~s df .. t~l~7.9() ~~; / } .:\•·:• 
THENCE Southeasterly, aloh$,. sai~ ... cii~e, .~~gh i ~n~.~~gle of 11 °30'37", 
226 41 "ect ., ... ,,., .. :• .. :. :. .. .. :. :•· •· .. 

• ,. ; ' .:· :: .:: .:· .::· ,._..1 ·=:. 

THBNCE North 01 °08'05" Bast, 264)77 f~fto ~{~int _.on•Jhe No~tcrly line of 
said rep1at; ·:: ............ ,'T /. / ./ H \ 

THBNCE along said Northeasterly line, Ndr$.:51l59':·37" .fNe$t:•·.
1l7. 8 { f~uo. the true . 

point of beginning. ·· 1\... /· •• /· ./ .): ./ ..... ,/ •.\\. 

(CONTINUED/ /, .. // /·/· .,,/~/" ···.;:··;.:i.'<: .. ~_:.·.;.:::;),•:·.:.,.:'·.).; .• ·.··// '? 
- 3 of 6 - <. ........ /· ( 
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......... ,.//~! ?' /./·:.::::::,:··\ ... / ...... ') 
··•:::Qfe f9llo~y'~g v~c#f P.)rµoiis qf·Sou~.Ja.ekson Street, 4th Avenue South and 

Airpd.~ '{iay S~uth}ts ~~f.aA.i by)<;!~y--·of s;a91~ Ordinance No. 118456, recorded 
under '.Qecof:ding.,-No. ?,70\160jJ,$f ·· f'':/ / ·} ·:.:_::.. . ,,,,/ ./ ,/' . <~. •:;) \. \=:::/·:· 
That portion of'the•"fo~~ui des~fibert~e}s A, Band C, as measured from the 
elevation of the bottoqf sudace ~f ~~ ~:ve~~nt to .a level pw1:.eight feet above the 
highest point of the suifact of .the rtµtd; /. ./_, ........... : .. \.. / ··.) 
TOGETHER with that portiop·: of .the lollqt¥~g d~ri~ ~f A where the noise 
barrier wall, as described in PariP"¥h l/o{th~/Pro~rti1 Q'se::~d Development 
Agreement recorded under Recordmg No. :961Jl81Sh{ will lie CQ~tructed in the 
future .. CXlFl\9ll18 above such eight-fo6i' lev'.~l p~;. /':' ./· ., ..... •····· . ":•··::;\.. .,r=\ ... 
EXCEP'IJ:N<tn;pm the following described·J1arcels>A./ B .ind b•,1Ute·•~ wh¢re .die 
existing_..:Supportfug columns for the Bridges (:t.Nieictjbectln.,.said\•.aam:m~nt~/~/' 
locate4,';· anq/~ adtlitional 8" of diameter for existing:.CQltHQn: .•······:·.=; f . ./ /. 

7{~,// ,) ,) ., .... ,,.. V t,,,.,'.::.:t./ , .. ,,/:::/••••/}// 
1:fuit ~¢9-1i' of .~~p.th Jac~n Street between East margin of 4th Aitepue .$outh and a 
U. approxim¢!t ba!f··way .9Ctween 4th ·Avenue South and Sth Avenue,:$outh more 
full.·@ desc •L-.i:i ·: #. '11 ;: ·.' 

1 ::. . nu,.w.,. p 1Q.nows: t ., .. "\•.•· ···.,, .... ,,.,.,.•··· {. t· ;.'/ ./ .//,. . ·:•·::\. 
Beginning at tho., point"'of !d•~P.Q.P. o( th~ .. South line of South Jackson Street with 
the East line of 4t}t Avepii,{S09tll; \ ... / ./ •\\: 
mENCE North ot•-15•;09:f ~t, a dis~ce ~f 6~Jl_p feet to the point of intersection 
of the P.ast line of 4th Ave.nue··:sou-Ut and the North Pne .. of South Jackson Street; 
THENCE East along said Nqrth liQ~· ~.dudJ::·ss~45'4811

/~~' a distance of 156.65 feet; 
THENCE South 0°16'0(JH W~tra0

distan~ of:'60 .. gs .feet{>····•· ... '.::. 
mENCE North 88°20'25" West, a disum~··of tSifeetl-•.. \ .. •······ ..... 
ffl.ENCE South 0°17'40" West, a dista.Qccfbf ~{1s:'fe«.to}.~ point o~\the South tine of 
South Jackson Street· ·\ .. / / f ./· ./" .. \ { 

f ••• ,1 ,• •• ,, ,• ,. : , .. u\\~\ •• 

THENCE along sa.id South line North 88°4S'48(W~st, ~· distan¢e Qf t48.7ff~t to 
tb Po. t f ~nnin ··•:::..·:· / / .-/ .F ./ ·•:: e tn O ....,..,5.uu.u.a.1g. :: .. .. . .. r 1···~·. ·•. :'··. 

:: ,:' ,:: .:· ::· .:::•.i:>:;} .:: .: ·•: ... 

(C~~) · .. / (,/"{;,' ( .. ;:.·:.·:·• .. :.:;/./ ... :'·~// l, 
.:''·•····· .. :.·.· 

•: .. 

Washington Department of Ecology 



Union Station 
Periodic Review 

,.:_../· /_,:-o~l~RIPTION CONT.· 

:,,, ... /·"' //::.,c'·•··;t, .. ,•.• .... ; 
.•.. •/ ./ ./·••\•.\ ::· 

.... , .......... =···· ... :~ar..e .. b1 it./ .=:··'' 11
••••• .. •·····•· ••• :: •• :~ ••••• 

., .. •·····"·····• ... • .. : ..• 

January 2010 
Page 23 

.. ( /' ./·: .. ./ , .. ,•·····\ ~·: ,/'1:/,. /' 
·:1jtat pc>rQ()Q/of ~e ~st :fuy:f of 4th~' A ~.enu~ .. South between the North margin of South 
Jacksp.~ ,._$tr#et ~d =~e ~od~erly ]n~ o~~~rt Way South, more fully described 

as. tollo\1/s: \\ .. ·:,, .... ,·· ...... -/ ./· /,·.-.,_;<'. ~t:i(_/ 
Beginning at tfi!=·point <p in~ersecf.lon .Pflt~e ·;outb line of South Jackson Street. with 
the Ea.st line of 4th Ayeau,f South; ./ / / . ·.::. 
THENCE along said Bst.-:'line}~·ou~ 0~='01~.J~ .. ,··west~::~ ws'¢~/of l,0SS.63 feet to 
the point of intersection of th~f ~t · lip.e of'¢. Ay.~flue·:.Sou(H==~ the Southwest line 
of Airport Way South· ··: ..... .:.: / / ::" ,...- ':.= :f ... t=::==· 

.:, , ' " •;~; ./:· • / ::'° _./ '·::,:.!:, :: ./ .,/ 

THENCE North 51 59 37 West, a'=d.i$.tan.ce of 61. 78 leet; .i" ........ ,,,. 
mENCE:North 01 °15•09,. Ea.st. a diitanC9 of:=1•~~7.9,/fee,i; l/. ·'•=:.,\.. .t=\==·. 
1HENCE!'Soii'dt.88"2S'20K Past. a distand,,,9f 8.2(ff«:tt; ./ ·,,,,,,,.,., .. ,,,,,, \ ,./ / 
THEN<;B South ·o.J O 11 '18" West, a distance'·bf.,6:39 l~;/· / ....... , .. \:" .. ,.,,.) /i /. / 
nmN:CE Sdoth 88:0 25'20" East, a distance of 6.90 :feetf / ..... -.. :···== / / / 

lllPJf cE .NortJl o(<t 11' 18" Bast, a distance of 6.44 r~i: ~\ t .... , .... / ./ i·/ ./· 
1'1:q!Nc;fsoqili s&0ss·22- East, a distance of 26.51 feet: ·~\.... ..... ./· ./ ./· 
TffENCB South 01°04.~3.8 .. W~t. a distance of 8.8S feet; ......... / ./ ./'· _._/ 
1BENQ! _,s6u~\.:a,.,fs•2g .. ·.:~t, a distance ot 7.86 feet to a pouit~&niiie .. E.ast line ot 
A·•L. A .,.., s ·•&.:; ,. ··., .• 
"'l'U.:l. :venue qd~~ .. •·····=:.-. :: ··•::/ 

ni'.mf~ ~~g);aiq.f~t lige '!!dJ~ prolongation South, 01 °15'09· West, a distance 
of 70.4$''feet t<(thcj.>oµtt of~g~::. 

Parcel C: ·, "<,,,,~:::::::., .. ,./?'' ,,//.'\,J //··) >':. 

That portion of Airport Way Sbuth,J~ ~t/,f f#e ~t margin of 4th Avenue 
South. more fully describec:f-a$ follOW~f / / / / ··\· 

·.,,, .. ,,,;.•·''''. :.:'.. ;[ /-: ./' ./· .t,,·····•· .. , .... :. 

Beginning at the point of intersection \,r th~"l:&,stlini of:~ A~~nue .. ~outh with the 
N rtb • f . th ·:. 1"-" .:· .:· ;: :t •·• o east line o Airport Way Sou ; ··.• ......... ·/ .:=- .:· /: ( . ··•: 

THENCE along said Northeast line South Sl~;5·9~J7" )ias,/ a ,s~ce./of Jl4,, .. 17 feet; 
THENCE South 01 •17• 40" West, a distance of 67.19 feet; / ./ / ... ,/ ·\ ... 
THENCE South 52°26'31" East, a distance of 20::21 f~t; ./· ./· ././ .. ,-····=.°/. '\ .:··· ... 

TIIENCE South 00°02'31" East, a distance ·of 58.97 f~tJo aJX>4it.-:bn fk~\:=sout~\l{.ts(::. 
line of Airport Way South· / / .:.:' ./ ··::....... / / .:·,, 

• (C~NTINUEDs of 6 - ) ···.,._/ ·:,. \,.-·•"',,,.::::·,i:,,/ ,... .... , 
•::, 

•::;,::,, .... , ....... ,t 
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.,// ~c~ a1lg ~.Southwest line North 51 •59•37• West, a distance of 136.15 feet 
·.,.,,,.•·' /to ~-he ¢.int.i-0(..,iiltersec~n of llJ~•-SQ~thwest line of Airpoit Way South and the 

/. p~lo~gatio;n/ f roqt••t4'e ~~rt:b.iof thq/East line of 4th Avenue South; 
··:::~CJf ~o~erly/alo~g.iwd p,o1ongatio.~, North 01 °lf091t East, a distance of 

124.·8., fee(to \he pioin~:ofbeg~g/·· / ;:: .. 
·•· .. :: \ \,......... // ./\ /•:,/)/• ·t: .(•:/ ./· ·), 

situate in tlle ... ~oun13···or JCing{ Stat~ of \';fa~~gfon. 
·•i:,\:1,, •.• 1••·· .• /· }/ /'/ /:•.,:::///"•·.\~;· 

EXCEPT that portion a:(P~fcel 4}Whi9h Ii~; W,fst ~f.tb.e East 33 r,~ of 4m Avenue South 
and Nonh of the NorthWest~rly ~e~,io~{ gf'the . ·s:oµthwe~,t~riy:· line of Block 2S, 
D.S. Maynard1s Plat, accordiq$ t~f thf plti ,recor~e4 in\ Volµht~/i of Plats, page 23, 
records of King County. Washiri'g:t6n .. /· /. / ... /· ·.( } /··•:\ .. · 
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Parcel 5,,;,,.,,. ·{ ..... ,,,/' I (, .... -':,. ·•:,,,;"_,,,,/·· .,,/,,. ,.-,···•''"'"•, .. ,,,,,,,. .f'>.,,. 

Afl thqs~~ p~rli9.ns of 4th Avenue South, vi~~ted Sq~th/KiQg° Str~t,,an4: v~~ted}So¢h 
Well~/ Street adJoining to Blocks 20, 21, and'i2/D. J·: ~•YI\~'1s:Platf ac¢or4tngJ'o the 
Pla~,ieco~d·~~ in Volume 1 of Plats, Page 23, Recor~· .. ?f-Kipg ~ounv, w•s~gt~n, and 
adj.6inin_s'to ~toe~ 200, Plat of the Seattle Tide LandfacctdirigJo,.·lheJ)~~iatMaps on 
~Je in the Otfice ~fthe Commissioner of Public Lands in Oljmpia Wasttfnsfon/being more 

_J~arti~iilar~i··des~fib,-d.~s .. .f.ollows: ......... "< / ... f 1/' 

./· ·\::, .. ,, .. / :··/· .// ·:\. ·•:::.:: ./ . ./ 
·\~eginning al_.:ifle Poipt·•QfiriJersection of the Southwest line of Airport W~y South with a 

1in~,.~hic~ .. i's. #~¢1 to)m~/33 f~.et~esterly of the East Margin of 4th Avenue South; 
thence''along iaid=~o~thw~:s~,.lme Ncfrt~ 51°59'311 West, a distance of20.59 feet; thence 
North ss02s•20•1 West a,distanc~.qfo:~4 feet; thence North 01°15'09° East, a distance of 
1,097.98 feet/t~~nce ~dhih 8~~2s(l.9,,J'E~t/~ distance of 8.54 feet; thence South 
0 l O 11' l r West~

1'a•·distan¢e o:f 6. 3 9 fe~t;.::the!lbe ~O.t~th 88°25'20,t East, a distance of 6. 90 
feet; thence North 01°11;)8',·:Ea-st, a d~ta~e of6.~{1 f~.~t; thence South 88°5St22,. East, a 
distance of 1.38 feet to a li~~ whi~h·i~.:=par.~lel }o a.gd ~f"fe~t Westerly of the East Margin 
of 4th Avenue South; thencc{tiofig s.~id li;he ~d its· pr,blongaUo~ South 01°15'09,, West, a 
distance of 1,110.28 feet to the Poirit of B·eg{nniJig;./ .,.. .. ,:\. ·::i•·········>. 

··"::. .... ... ,:'t ./· / ./ ;; ··:. 
Except that portion of vacated 4th Avenue .. ~~:utM~g So_tith 9ftb,e Nqrthwesterly 
extension of the Southwesterly line of BlociC:-1S~'.1l f lv.~i~~d'~::PJa!f ~ceording to the 
Plat recorded in Volume 1 of Plats, Page 23. RecO{OS of'~g C~untf/Waslyngtcm, and 
East of the centerline of 4th Avenue South. :0::. / / // < .. \ i: /····<. 

Situate h1 the County of Kin& State ofWashlngton. . . ·=' ( / (\_(::::::::):/'./.·.:'/-·'.'.:;~- , 

- 6 of 6 - ., .. ,,_,... .. ,.::./ 
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6.5 Photo log 

Photo 2: Union Sta. Bid . on the right, Metro facility on the left - looking south 
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Photo 3: Union Sta. Bldg. west side with other development - looking southeast 
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Photo 4: Development south of Union Sta. Bid . -southern limits of Site is 2nd ·light down .,-- . 
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