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RESPONSE G01-001 

The WSDOT project team has had several meetings and discussions with you to 
ensure that the FOHW concerns are being considered in the FEIS.  We will 
continue to work with you as the project moves forward. 

 

RESPONSE G01-002 

We sincerely appreciate the Friends of the Hylebos Wetlands commitment to 
collaborate closely with the project team, including the review of the revised 
discipline reports (water resources; wetlands; and wildlife, fisheries, and 
threatened and endangered species) which were updated to respond to 
comments.  Based on your feedback over the last two years, we believe the 
FEIS addresses this comment, see sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 of the FEIS. 
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RESPONSE G01-003 

Please see the response to G01-002. 

 

RESPONSE G01-004 

We met with the Friends of the Hylebos Wetlands in December of 2004 to 
discuss how to revise the discipline reports to address this comment.  Based 
upon the additional guidance you provided, we revised our studies by ensuring 
the discipline report writers communicated with one another.  In addition, the 
water resources; wetlands; and wildlife, fisheries, and threatened and 
endangered species sections of the FEIS have been reformatted to discuss the 
project area and impacts by sub-basin. 

RESPONSE G01-005 

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 G01-006 

Additional data from these existing sources was analyzed and is discussed in 
section 3.2: 

1) Federal Way continuous flow and temperature monitoring at one station in 
Hylebos; 

2) Hydrologic analysis and modeling of Hylebos, Wapato, and Surprise Lake 
Drain as part of the RRP;  

3) Puyallup Tribe data in general summary form for Hylebos and Wapato and 
through King County for East Hylebos; 

4) King County data for East Hylebos. 

RESPONSE G01-007 

Section 3.2 of the FEIS was revised to more clearly address impacts to near 
surface groundwater and the deep aquifer and regional water supply issues. 

RESPONSE G01-008 

Section 3.2 was revised to include analysis of the draft updated FEMA 
floodplain maps.  Based on our current analysis, significant encroachment into 
the floodplain as defined by 23 C.F.R. 650.105(q) will not occur. 
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RESPONSE G01-009 

Surprise Lake Drain is described as a tributary to Lower Hylebos Creek, and 
Fife Ditch is described to drain to Hylebos Creek near the crossing of SR 509 
through a tide gate and pump station, see section 3.2.2 of the FEIS.  The FEIS 
has been updated to better reflect impacts in the context of the broader Hylebos 
Creek watershed. 

 

RESPONSE G01-010 

The Analysis of the SR-167 Extension and Riparian Restoration Proposal in the 
Hylebos Watershed - Hydrology, Hydraulics, and Geomorphology, MGS 2004, 
includes modeling to quantify current and future floodplain depths/elevations, 
velocities, and channel shear stress.  See the floodplain impact analysis in 
section 3.2.5. 

 

RESPONSE G01-011 

Please see the response to G01-010 and G01-006. 

 

RESPONSE G01-012 

Please see the response to G01-010. 

 

RESPONSE G01-013 

Although the Riparian Restoration Proposal (RRP) will not address low flow in 
Hylebos Creek during the late summer and fall, design of the RRP area can 
address factors such as stream temperature.  In collaboration with stakeholders 
such as your agency, the RRP has been further described in sections 3.2, 3.3, 
3.4, and 3.17 of the FEIS.  Future design of the RRP will be coordinated with 
your agency through the RRP Technical Advisory Group, which FOHW is a 
member of. 
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RESPONSE G01-014 

The monitoring efforts in the Hylebos basin of Friends of the Hylebos Wetlands 
have been included as part of the analysis for water resource impacts.  This long 
term monitoring program represents a collaborative effort between your group 
and WSDOT which will improve understanding of the water quality condition 
of Hylebos Creek near the project area.  See section 3.2 of the FEIS. 

 

RESPONSE G01-015 

The wildlife, fisheries, and threatened and endangered species section 3.4.3 of 
the FEIS has been revised and includes an analysis of construction related 
sediment inputs to Hylebos Creek. 

 

RESPONSE G01-016 

Sections 3.2.5 and 3.2.7 of the FEIS have been revised and include analysis of 
six parameters of concern from highway runoff. 
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RESPONSE G01-017 

Please see responses to Comments G01-008 and G01-010. 

 

RESPONSE G01-018 

The wetlands analysis has been revised, and wetland impacts are described by 
sub-basin, see section 3.3.3 of the FEIS. 

 

RESPONSE G01-019 

Section 3.3.7 of the FEIS describes how the wetland functions and values will 
be replaced. 
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RESPONSE G01-020 

Section 3.3.3 of theFEIS has a clarified discussion of wetland buffer impacts.   

 

RESPONSE G01-021 

The Conceptual Mitigation Plan, WSDOT, February 2005, identifies several 
potential mitigation sites within the Hylebos basin.  This plan also includes 
information about the stream relocation proposals.  A Net Environmental 
Benefits Analysis was also conducted to quantitatively estimate the benefits of 
the Riparian Restoration Proposal, see section 3.17 of the FEIS.  

 

RESPONSE G01-022 

Additional analysis of the western pearlshell freshwater mussels is included in 
section 3.4 of the FEIS.  Also, please see the response to G01-002. 

 

RESPONSE G01-023 

The issues you have raised are currently being given further consideration in the 
Biological Assessment (BA) and ESA consultation process. New information 
will be provided to you when the BA process is complete. 

 

RESPONSE G01-024 

Please see updated tables 3.4-6 and 3.4-7.   




