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RESPONSE F01-039 

This table has been corrected to be consistent with the text in the FEIS. 

RESPONSE F01-040 

There are two alternatives, build or no build.  The build alternative contains 

minimal differences between interchange options, except for the impact to fish due 

to creek crossing structures. Please see tables 2-7, 2-8 and 2-10 in the FEIS. 

RESPONSE F01-041 

Please see response to comment F01-006. 

RESPONSE F01-042 

The Riparian Restoration Proposal (RRP) will enhance existing wetlands within 
the RRP area. However, there may be some temporary wetland impacts in the 
RRP area during construction of the RRP and relocation of Hylebos Creek and 
Surprise Lake Drain. 

RESPONSE F01-033 

The UPRR site presented in the DEIS is no longer the preferred Mitigation site.  A 
suite of mitigation sites in the initial Conceptual Plan are currently being evaluated 
as to their positive and negative effects on wildlife and fish, not only at the Puyallup 
River, but at Hylebos and Wapato Creeks (see response to F01-020). No final sites 
have been selected, and none will be until the final design is nearly complete and it 
is known what wetlands are actually affected and what mitigation is required. It is 
intended that wetlands that best meet the goals and objectives of improving the 
project area and that can be connected and supported by the RRP would be those 
included in the project (see Figure 3.3-1). 

RESPONSE F01-034 

All affected wetlands have been analyzed and the potential impact of the project on 

them has been described in Section 3.3. & 3.3.4 of the FEIS.  It is intended that 

compensatory mitigation for affected wetlands would occur on adjacent parcels 

first, then if not available, the encompassing sub-basin or watershed, and finally if 

nothing nearby or in the same sub-basin is available, off-site mitigation locations 

would be considered. If off-site mitigation sites are ultimately included in the 

project, additional documentation will be provided to explain why it was necessary 

to select them. Also, see response F01-007. 

RESPONSE F01-035 

Please see response to comment F01-004 

RESPONSE F01-036 

The wetland figures 3.3-1 through 3.3-3 have been revised in the FEIS. 

RESPONSE F01-037 

The Blue Heron has been evaluated in the Biological Assessment for this project and 
no adverse impacts to it have been identified. Please see comment F01-033. More 
than one large wetland site is being considered, and the larger area attributed to the 
RRP would also be available for the Great Heron as “foraging” territory. 

RESPONSE F01-038 

Surprise Lake Drain is a tributary to Hylebos Creek. It currently  drains Surprise 

Lake (it is not a cold spring-fed stream) through a concourse of man-made ditches 

until it meets up with Hylebos Creek near I-5.  The existing drain is in poor 

condition and has no vegetation cover which contributes to its warm temperature. It 

is proposed to improve this “drain” and replant vegetation to bring it back to a more 

natural condition. (See Figures A-3 and A-6 in Appendix A for the proposed 

location of Surprise Lake Drain.)  
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RESPONSE F02-001a 

Land use in the lower Puyallup River Valley has traditionally been farming. 
However, the cities of Fife, Puyallup, and Milton have re-zoned the land in this 
area to a mix of industrial, commercial, and residential use. This land use 
conversion from agricultural to industrial/commercial/residential use is 
currently occurring and is expected to continue as planned by the cities’ 
comprehensive plans developed in accordance with the Growth Management 
Act (GMA). 

This project will incorporate approximately 189 acres of riparian habitat for 
stormwater flow control. The Riparian Restoration Plan (RRP) will help restore 
some open space and protect sensitive area. 
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RESPONSE F02-001b 

A Section 404(b)(1) Analysis has been completed for this project and is 

included as chapter 4 in the FEIS. The 404(b)(1) analysis demonstrates that 

“Alternative 2” from the Tier I FEIS is the least environmentally damaging 

practicable alternative (LEDPA). Through collaboration with your agency, the 

project re-examined wetland impacts associated with the corridor determination 

from Tier 1. This analysis is provided in section 4.1.3.  All affected wetlands 

have been analyzed, and the potential impact of the project on them has been 

described in Section 3.3. & 3.3.4 of the FEIS.  It is intended that compensatory 

mitigation for affected wetlands would occur on adjacent parcels first, then if 

not available, the encompassing sub-basin or watershed, and finally if nothing 

nearby or in the same sub-basin is available, off-site mitigation locations would 

be considered.  If off-site mitigation sites are ultimately included in the project, 

additional documentation will be provided to explain why it was necessary to 

select them. Also, see response F01-007. 
 

 

 

RESPONSE F02-001c 

The hotspot analysis was updated, see Tables 3.5-3 and 3.5-4.  Construction 
mitigation measures are listed in section 3.5.5. 
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RESPONSE F02-001d 

Indirect (secondary) and cumulative impacts have been clarified in the FEIS.  

Resources that were expected to experience substantial cumulative change were 

identified as critical resources and those sections were updated to include both 

an indirect and cumulative impact analysis.  Critical resources for the project 

are water resources (section 3.2); wetlands (section 3.3); wildlife, fisheries, and 

threatened and endangered species (section 3.4); land use, socioeconomics, and 

environmental justice (section 3.11); farmland (section 3.12); and cultural 

resources (section 3.16). 

 

 

 

RESPONSE F02-001e 

Section 7 consultation has been initiated with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

and NOAA National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA Fisheries).  The 

project’s commitments to the necessary performance measures, and terms and 

conditions of the Biological Opinion issued by the Services, will be included in 

the federal Record of Decision (ROD) for this project. 
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RESPONSE F02-001f 

WSDOT and FHWA worked closely with the Tribe to address issues of concern 

to the Tribe during the development of the Tier II FEIS.  FHWA and WSDOT 

are committed to maintaining an open line of communication with the Tribe 

throughout the design and construction phases of this project. 

As stated in response F02-001a: Land use in the lower Puyallup River Valley 

has traditionally been farming.  However, the cities of Fife, Puyallup, and 

Milton have re-zoned the land in this area to a mix of industrial, commercial, 

and residential use.  This land use conversion from agricultural to 

industrial/commercial/residential use is currently occurring and is expected to 

continue as planned by the cities’ comprehensive plans.  Developed in 

accordance with the Growth Management Act (GMA). 

At the request of Pierce Transit, the proposed project includes two Park and 

Ride lots to complement local public transit needs in the corridor.  The project 

also includes nearly two miles of a separated multi-use path which connects to 

the existing local bicycle and pedestrian network in the City of Fife and the 

westerly end of the Interurban Trail to destinations north through the City of 

Milton towards Seattle. 

FEIS section 3.14.4 has been revised to include additional information on 

Transportation Demand Management measures. 

Thank you for your support of the Riparian Restoration Proposal (RRP).  We 

look forward to continued collaboration with your agency and other 

stakeholders as we refine the proposed project to avoid and/or minimize impacts 

to the greatest degree practicable. 
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RESPONSE F02-001g 

The project team has conducted additional analyses including hydrologic 
modeling of the Hylebos sub-basin (MGS et al. 2004).  This comprehensive 
study analyzed the project’s effects on hydrology, channel hydraulics, and 
geomorphology to assure that we address the impacts of the project on the 
watershed.  

In addition, existing conditions of water resources (including physical 
characteristics, aquatic species use, and limiting factors) and wetlands, as well 
as anticipated project impacts to these resources, have been analyzed per sub-
basin, and sections 3.2 and 3.3 of the FEIS were updated to include this 
information.  We have also developed a Conceptual Mitigation Plan that 
describes compensatory mitigation measures, and includes preliminary 
monitoring information. 

RESPONSE F02-002 

To the extent possible, the water resources; wetlands; and wildlife, fisheries, 
and threatened and endangered species sections (sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4) of the 
FEIS have been reformatted to describe impacts to the affected environment on 
a sub-basin basis. 

RESPONSE F02-003 

The methodology referred to in your comment is entitled “Wetland Functions 
Characterization Tool for Linear Projects (WSDOT 2000).” This methodology 
was used to identify and assess wetlands affected by the SR 167 project and is 
described in the “Wetland Discipline Report” prepared for the project. The 
results of the assessment and survey using the prescribed methodology are 
summarized in Section 3.3.1 of the FEIS. Mitigation for impacted wetlands is 
outlined in Section 3.3.7 of the FEIS. The wetlands affected by the project are 
described by sub-basin, including Hylebos Basin (which includes Surprise Lake 
Drain), Wapato Basin, and the lower Puyallup Basin. The Puyallup Tribe, 
Friends of Hylebos Creek, and the project Technical Advisory Group (TAG) 
have all been consulted during the preparation of the Draft and Final EIS. Work 
to further delineate, characterize, and categorize existing wetlands is occurring. 
The additional information being collected is being incorporated into the project 
design to avoid and minimize impacts to wetlands, as well as to prepare a 
Wetland Mitigation Plan. 


