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RESPONSE C45-001

————— riginal Message-----

From: Derek Dexheimer [mailto:dex37038eskimeo.com]

Sent: Monday, March 31, 2003 9:07 PM

To: campben@wsdot.wa.gov

Subject: comments on SR 167 Highway Draft Environmental Impact Statement

I am writing to express concerns regarding the proposed project te extend
SR 167 to Interstate 5 in northern Pierce county. As a resident of Federal
Way, I have a keen interest in the health of the Hylebos Creek and its
associated wetlands, especially in terms of providing a nurturing
environment for endangered salmon.

The current DEIS is a good start. It contains a progressive stormwater
management and restoration proposal that has the potential to dramatically
improve the Hylebos’ riparian habitat. Unfortunately, the DEIS is deficient
in its assessment of the project's envirenmental impacts, as it does not
fully account for the most likely enviremental damage caused by the project.

My specific comments are:

- The Riparian Restoration Proposal is good, as it will lead to a more
natural floodplain that will best manage 167 runoff and leave a positive
legacy for future generations. However, detailed information regarding the
size of the proposed restoration area, the length of stream channel to be
reatored, and the methods used for restoration must be provided in order
for the publiec to judge if the Proposal is truly beneficial.

- The DEIS must address environmental impacts in a synergistic manner. How
do individual elements combine into a true system of environmental threats
and cpportunities for the Hylebos?

- The DEIS cumulative impact assessment must be expanded. Not encugh detail
is devoted to how the project and current restoration proposals will affect
the enviroment in combination with anticipated growth and othexr
developments in the immediate area.

C46-001

- The impact of the 167 project on Hylebos fauna must be clearly
deliniated. This pertains to each salmon species and each life stage within
each species, as well as several ignored organisms such as freshwater
mussels, Pacific lampreys, beavers and otters.

- Low flow conditions must be thoroughly addressed. Alsoc, a complete
catalog of pollutants and their guantities anticipated to be introduced
into the Hylebos must be prowvided.

Thank you in advance for your hard work in creating an environmentally
responsible project. A thorough environmental plan will only bkenefit the
area and allow the Hylebos to once again become a fertile salmon spawning
waterway.

Sincerely,

Derek Dexheimer
33011 28Bth Ave SW
Federal Way, WA 98023

RESPONSE C46-001

The Valley Avenue Interchange Option has the least overall environmental impacts
and will be carried forward into design because this option has the least overall
impacts. Please also see responses to comments GO1-001 through G01-049.

Thank you for your support. Information on the Riparian Restoration Proposal
(RRP) has been expanded in the EIS. Please look at subsections 3.2.4 Water
Resources; 3.3.8 Wetlands; and 3.4.4 Wildlife, Fisheries, and Threatened and
Endangered Species. Other subsections in sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 have been
expanded to look at impacts per sub-basin and reorganized to include indirect
and cumulative impact analyses. We believe the changes in these sections
address your concerns. Please also see responses to comments GO1-001 through
G01-049.
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RECEIVED
APR 0 2 2003

TUMWATER DESIGN 5551 south 300th Place

Auburn, WA 98001-2324
1 April 2003
253-529-8870

Neal Campbell

Project Engineer

WSDOT Tumwater Design Office

PO Box 47446

Olympia, WA 98504-7446

Dear Mr. Campbell:

As a working member of the Friends of Hylebos Wetlands,
I am concerned about the proposed SR 167 corridor that would
negatively impact Hylebos Creek. I fully support the Riparian
Restoration Project to restore the natural floodplain and manage
stormwater from SR 167 in lower Hylebos Creek.

Please characterize conditions and impacts on salmon species
especially. Salmon numbers in Hylebos have declined in recent
years; I saw none at my site this year.

Also, please address the impacts of pollutants likely to
be generated by this project and take care to include these
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. I am currently
part of the Water Monitoring of Hylebos Creek to discover whether
pollution may account in part for salmon declines.

Thank you for your consideration

Sincerely yours,

FFhonae LamFe

Thomas “J. Sernka

RESPONSE C47-001

C47-001

Thank you for your support. Information on the Riparian Restoration Proposal
(RRP) has been expanded in the EIS. Please look at subsections 3.2.4 Water
Resources; 3.3.8 Wetlands; and 3.4.4 Wildlife, Fisheries, and Threatened and
Endangered Species. Other subsections in sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 have been
expanded to look at impacts per sub-basin and reorganized to include indirect
and cumulative impact analyses. We believe the changes in these sections
address your concerns. Please also see responses to comments G01-001 through

G01-049.

RESPONSE C48-001

a3 . .
CHeIp Hylebos Creek: Write Now!
2 }:\E tters must be sent before April 14, 20031
-
/ -LA sample letter is available by calling Friends of the Hylebos at
2:': x . > niss.yzg.ls 19 or emall at ehineakimhylehos.org
& 4o 7 Background on the Hylebos Creek
R ¥ A
The proposed 5B 167 cormddr will be sl ur Hylebos Creekfan some cases as close 25250 feet, The project poses
environmental threats to Hylebos Crock's salmon and wildlifeghabitat through mereased flooding and water pollition,
The good news s that the proposed SK 167 corndor is loceied within a highly degraded portion of the Hylchos Creck
Walershed. This presents an opportunily te use the lepally required cavirmamental mitigation from SE 167 to restore

. Hylehos Creck salmion hahitat, 5
- 5 ’gé..—.. L =
Tl%e Draft Environmental Impact Statement

PO Dy, 45l -

v ¥
s A et

2ba/39a.

S.n..ﬂl._. Fray —
The Mraft Envirenmental [mpact Statcment contains a progressive stormwaler management proposal lhz{if ﬂ.nnl:o ¥

correctly) would result in significent restoretion of the lower Hylebos Creek. This wonld involve land acquisition,
remaval of structures wod G, and restoralion of a fanctioning riparian system and flondpluin which can schieve
subtantial salenody and wildlife hiahitat restoration.

However, the DETS falls short when it comes to thoroughly assessing environmental impacts of the
proposed project!l! A weak environmental analysis will lead o a design that doesn't adequately protect the
environment end mitipetion thet isn sufficient lo offset acal environmenta? damage cavsed by the project.

6 Things to Include in Your Letter:

. Tell DOT yvou supzorl The Riparian Restoration Propasal, Restoring the natural floodplain is the only
way to menaee SE 167 stommwater in lower Hylehos Crecke Resmring lower Hylebos stream and wetland
habitat will leave a positive legacy for future penemiiong,

Ask DOT 10 provide details about the size of the proposed restoration are, lengih of sream channcl
restoration and the restorition methods proposed,

. Tell DO that the DEIS must [illy aildress direét impacts to the environmient and the ways in which those 1

impacis will act tngether to affeet the covironment. Curmently, the DEIS addresses project impacts ina lincar,
u plecemenk fabionswhich undergiates the acmal ervironmental impacts.

: ¥ B
= &7 “Ask DOF ermrenpthen the “curmulaive impacts analysis.” Under the National Environmental Policy Act,

e EIS m1si’ﬂ'c‘a“cﬁb= hevw the proposed project will affece the

envirommeni i conhination with planned growth and other
developments ir;.-lﬁe surrounding e

. Tell DOT to characterize condittons and impacts for buth
different zalmon species and different life stages for 2ach salmon
species, Several species that swere averlonked sach as freshwater
mrussels, pacific Lamprey, civer otter and heaver must be identificd.

. Ask DOT to address impacts to low Jow conditions aod 10
provide a full description of the major polhuants cxpected e be
peneratzd by this project, the amounts cxpected to enter the creek
and kow they will alfect Hylebos Creek,

TRANSCRIBED COMMENT C49-001

C49-001

This comment number was inadvertently skipped; there is no comment number

C48-001.

Dear Mr. Campbell,

Have you had a chance to visit Hylebos Creek? It seems important to read this

note. We appreciate your time and thank you in advance!
Laura & Ted Armstrong

Tier Il FEIS
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RESPONSE C49-001

Thank you for your support. Information on the Riparian Restoration Proposal
(RRP) has been expanded in the EIS. Please look at subsections 3.2.4 Water
Resources; 3.3.8 Wetlands; and 3.4.4 Wildlife, Fisheries, and Threatened and
Endangered Species. Other subsections in sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 have been
expanded to look at impacts per sub-basin and reorganized to include indirect
and cumulative impact analyses. We believe the changes in these sections
address your concerns. Please also see responses to comments G01-001 through
GO01-049.

-----Original Message-----

From: ShellFWA@aol.com [mailto:ShelFWA@aal.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2003 4:34 PM

To: campben@wsdot.wa.gov

Subject: Highway 167 extension plan

Dear Mr. Campbell-

| have a few consems about the 167 extension plan. | am a citizen of Fife and | am consemed about the
affects it will have on the health of hylebos creek. Hylebos creek is already struggling to maintain it's two speicis
of threatened fish, (bull trout and chinook), | have an AAS in foresty/water quality so | am familiar with the stream
ecosystem, insects, ripain zones, storm water runoff, etc.

Regarding the DEIS for the project, how does it fully concur with the riparian restoration proposal? Please
provide me with details about the restoration plan, (include length of channel restoration, methods, and proposed
cost). | have been involved in wetland restoration for almost a year so | am familiar with the amount of labor and
maintenance. Please fully address impacts to the environment, and the overall affects of these impacts
combined.

What will be the effect on salmon runs and water quality in combination with future growth and
developement? And also, please characterize comditions and impacts to the chinook and bulltrout in all stages of
life. There were a few species that seemed to be overlooked in the report, such as; fresh water mussels, pacific
lamprey, river otter, and beaver. Please include the conditions for these species and possible affects on them
caused by the project.

Please include impacts to low flow conditions, and a list of major pollutants, the amount projected to enter the
creek, and the affect those pollutants could have on the creek (salmon, bull trout, water quality).

C50-001

Thank you,
Shelley Fravel

RECEIVED
APR 0 7 2003

March 25, 20/ /WMWATER DESIGN

Mr, MNeal Camphbell

Project Manager

WEDOT Turnwaler Degign Office
PO Box 47446

Olympia, WA 98504-T446

Dear Mr. Campbell, 3

Dulrat m S gk it B hant Soplbn Gy
Az a resident of [in ity here] and o member [insert-sommunity-organtzlion iz

approprisie] 1 am oflering the following comments on the Draft Enviranmental Impact Statement
for the proposed SR 167 project.

As you know, the proposed SR 167 corridor is located in the Hylebos Creek Watershed in some
cases as close as 250 feet from the creele. The Hylebos Creck is home to a variety of wildlife
including Chinook salmon and Bull trowt; both congidersd threatened species under the
Endangered Species Act. The wildlife and their habilals are al risk due (o increased Nooding,
water pollution and other impacts that would be caused by the SR 167 project. However, the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement does not thorosghly assess potential environmental
impacts that conld be reasonably expected from such a large highway construction project as
this.

In order to properly design the SR 167 project to protect Hyvlebos Creek and adequately mitigate
for project impacts, the Washington Department of 'Transportation must conduct a more thorough
environimental assessment. At a minimum, the following should be included in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement; 3

1 Specific details about the size of the proposed restoration area, length of stream channel
restoration and restoration methods proposed,

A Tull analysiz of the projects direct, secondary and indireet impacts and their combined
effects on the environment,

a2

3 A full cumulative impacts analysis that addresses the fmpacts of the proposed project in
combination with reasonably anticipated growth and major development projects
planned during the lile of the project.

c51-001
RESPONSE C50-001 4 Revised [isheries assessments that characlerize conditions and impacts Tor the diflerent
R R B A B salmon species native (o Hylebos Creck and the different Lifie stages for each species.
Information on the Riparian Restoration Proposal (RRP) has been expanded in Wildlife and fisheries analysis must also include analyses of conditions and impacts lo
the EIS. Please look at subsections 3.2.4 Water Resources; 3.3.8 Wetlands; and Hylebos™ freshwater mussels, Pacific Lamprey, river otter and beaver populations.
344 Wildlife, Fisheries, and Threatened and Endangered Species. Other 5 Specific fipaotsto Tove flow conditions so Hybebos Creck:
subsections in sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 have been expanded to look at impacts _ . . o
per sub-basin and reorganized to include indirect and cumulative impact % 4 full cusariplion of i e LN mate dpsioted 1 e sn it by tHiE proect, 5
. . N amounts expected 1o enter the creek and how they will affect Hylebos Creek.

analyses. We believe the changes in these sections address your concerns. _
Please also see responses to comments G01-001 through G01-049. Finally, 1 strongly support the Riparian Resworation Proposal. “The restoration of the natural

[Moodplain is the only way (o manage the SR 167 stormwater inpacts on the lower Hylehos

Creek. Buildimg stormwaler ponds in a floodplam will not work! They will only waste money
Tier Il FEIS Appendix G — Draft EIS Comments and Responses Page G-38
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and worsen flooding. Further, restoring stream and wetland habitat in the Lower Hylebos Creek
watershed as part of the SR 167 project will help restore the once abundant Hylebos Creek
salmon runs. The Washington Department of Transportation should strive for a project that not
only meets transportation goals, but also enhances the environment of the Hylebos Creek
Watershed.

Yours sincerely, ;

WM%M‘J

RESPONSE C51-001

Thank you for your support. Information on the Riparian Restoration Proposal
(RRP) has been expanded in the EIS. Please look at subsections 3.2.4 Water
Resources; 3.3.8 Wetlands; and 3.4.4 Wildlife, Fisheries, and Threatened and
Endangered Species. Other subsections in sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 have been
expanded to look at impacts per sub-basin and reorganized to include indirect
and cumulative impact analyses. We believe the changes in these sections
address your concerns. Please also see responses to comments G01-001 through
G01-049.

March 25, 2003 RECEIVED
Mr. Neal Camphell APR 0 7 2003
Project Manager

WSDOT Tumwaier Design Office TUMWATER DESIGN
PO Box 47446

Clympia, WA 98504-7446
Dear Mr. Camphell,

As a resident of Bonney Lake, WA and a member of Friends of the Hylebos Wetlands, and
Rainicr Audibon Soeiety, T am offering the following comments on the Draft Environmenital
Impact Statement for the proposed SR 167 project.

As you know, the proposed SR 167 corridor is located in the Hylebos Creek Watershed in some
cases as close as 250 feet lrom the creek. The Hylebos Creck is home to a variety of wildlife
ineluding Chinook salmon and Bull trout; both considered threatened species under the
Endangered Species Act. The wildlifi and their hahitats are at risk due to Increased flooding,
waler pollution and other impacts that would be caused by the SR 167 project. However, the
Draft Environmenta] Impact Statement does not thoroughly assess potential environmental
impacts that could be reasonably expected from such a large highway construction project as
this.

In order to properly design the SR 167 project to protect Hylebos Creek and adequately mitigale
for project impacts, the Washingion Department of Transportation musl conduct a more
thorough environmental assessment. At a minimum, the following should be included in the
Final Envircnmental Impact Statement;

= Specific details about the size of the proposed restoration area, length of stream channel
restoration and restoration methods proposed.

= A full analysis of the projects direct, secondary and indirect impacts and their combined

effects on the environment. c52-001
= A full cumulative impacts analysis that addresses the impacts ol the proposed project in
combination with reasonably anticipated growih and major development projects
planned during the life of the projeet.
s Revised fisheries assessments that characterize conditions and impacts for the different
salmon species native to Hylebos Creek and the different life stages for each species.
Wildlife and fisherics analysis must also include analyses of comditions and impacts o
Hylehos® freshwater mussels, Pacific Lamprey, river otter and beaver populations.
= Specific impacts to low flow conditions on Hylebos Creek,
= A full deseription of the major pollutants expected to be generated by this project, the
amounts expected 1o enter the creek and how they will alTect Hylebos Creck.
Finally, 1 strongly support the Riparian Restoration Proposal, The restoration of the natural
floodplain is the only way Lo manage the SR 167 stormwater impacts on the lower Hylebos
Creek. Building stormwater ponds in a floodplain will not work! They will only waste money
Tier Il FEIS Appendix G — Draft EIS Comments and Responses Page G-39
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and worsen flooding. Further, restoring stream and wetland habitat in the Lower Hylebos Creek
watershed as part of the SR 167 project will help restore the once abundant Hylebos Creek
salmon runs. The Washington Department of Transportation should strive for a project that not
only mects transportation goals, but also enhances the environment of the Hylebos Creek
Watershed.

Yours sincerel?(\
Z ;.‘:"f' [
Anita F, Parkin

18308 74" St. E.
Bonney Lake, WA 98390

anitafp@aol.com

RESPONSE C52-001

RECEIVYED

Thank you for your support. Information on the Riparian Restoration Proposal
(RRP) has been expanded in the EIS. Please look at subsections 3.2.4 Water
Resources; 3.3.8 Wetlands; and 3.4.4 Wildlife, Fisheries, and Threatened and
Endangered Species. Other subsections in sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 have been
expanded to look at impacts per sub-basin and reorganized to include indirect
and cumulative impact analyses. We believe the changes in these sections
address your concerns. Please also see responses to comments GO1-001 through
G01-049.

Faulene K. Main

APR 0 4 2003 P.O. Box 98492
TUMWATER DESIGN Tacoma, WA 98498
Home: (253) 588-6010
Work: (253) 537-9512
April 2, 2003

Neal Campbell, Project Engineer
WSDOT Tumwater Design Office
P.0O. Box 47446

Olympia, WA 98504-7446

Dear Mr. Campbell:
Subject: SR167 Corridor and Hylebos Creek

1 am writing this letter today because of my concern
regarding the proposed SR 167 Corridor portion that will
be sited near Hylebos Creek. The project poses
environmental threats to Hylebos Creek’s salmon and
wildlife habitat through increased flooding and water
pollution.

1 am happy to learn and support The Riparian
Restoration Proposal that would legally require
environmental mitigation from SR 167 to restore
Hylebos Creek salmon habitat which presents a unique
opportunity for the WSDOT to restore and correct an
area that is already highly degraded through land
acquisition, removal of structures and fill, and
restoration of a functioning riparian system and
floodplain which can achieve substantial salmon and
wiidiife habitat restoration.

Please make provision in the DEIS to

1. Restore the natural floodplain in the only way
that will manage SR 167 stormwater in lower
Hylebos Creek restoring lower Hylebos stream
and wetland habitat to leave a positive legacy
for future generations.

€53-001

§
o

Tier Il FEIS
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2. Provide details ahout the size of the proposal C©53-001

restoration area, iength of stream channel
restoration and the restoration methods
proposed.

3. Fully address direct impacts to the environment
and the ways in which those impacts will act

together to affect the environment.

4. Strengthen the “cumulative impacts analysis”
including how the proposed project will affect
the environment in combination with planned

growth and other developments in the
surrounding area.

5. Characterize conditions and impacts for both

different salmon species and different life

stages for each salmon species, i.e. freshwater

mussels, pacific Lamprey, river otter and
heaver.

6. Address impacts to low flow conditions and to -
provide a full description of the major pollutanis

expected to be generated by this project and C53-001

the amounts expected to enter the creek and

how they will affect the creek.

Thank you in advance for taking the care and
consideration this project deserves.

QF?.}.‘;M - : Mﬁf‘“’

RESPONSE C53-001

Thank you for your support. Information on the Riparian Restoration Proposal
(RRP) has been expanded in the EIS. Please look at subsections 3.2.4 Water
Resources; 3.3.8 Wetlands; and 3.4.4 Wildlife, Fisheries, and Threatened and
Endangered Species. Other subsections in sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 have been
expanded to look at impacts per sub-basin and reorganized to include indirect
and cumulative impact analyses. We believe the changes in these sections
address your concerns. Please also see responses to comments GO1-001 through
G01-049.

Tier Il FEIS
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----- Original Message-----

From: Jean Amick [mailto:jeanseattle@earthlink.net]
Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2003 S:37 BM

To: campben@wsdot.wa.gov

Subject: 167

WSDOT
ATTN: Neal Campbell

Please support the Riparian Restoration Proposal to manage 167 stormwater.

Also, I would appreciate a full description of the major pollutants expected
to be generated by the 167 corridor preoject, their amounts and how they will
affect Hylebos Creek.

Thank you,
Jean

Jean Amick

3008 E Laurelhurst Dr NE

Seattle WA 98105

Ph 206-525-7065 Fx 206-524-8260
jeanseattle@earthlink.net

C54-001

RESPONSE C54-001

Thank you for your support. Information on the Riparian Restoration Proposal
(RRP) has been expanded in the EIS. Please look at subsections 3.2.4 Water
Resources; 3.3.8 Wetlands; and 3.4.4 Wildlife, Fisheries, and Threatened and
Endangered Species. Other subsections in sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 have been
expanded to look at impacts per sub-basin and reorganized to include indirect
and cumulative impact analyses. We believe the changes in these sections
address your concerns. Please also see responses to comments G01-001 through
G01-049.

Tier Il FEIS Appendix G — Draft EIS Comments and Responses Page G-42
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April 3, 2003

RECEIVED
Mr. Neal Campbell, Project Engineer
WSOOT Tumwater Design Dfﬁr_e“g APR 0 7 2003
PO, Box 47448
Olympfa, WA 98504-7445 TUMWATER DESIGN

Dear Mr. Campbell :

I am writing about the DEIS for the Riparian Restoration Proposal for managing

storpwater frem SR 167 flowing into Hylebos Creek, I support the propesal enthusiastically.
However, the DEIS falls short when {t comes to thoroughly assessing environmentsl impacts
of the proposed project.

DOT needs to provide details about the size of the proposed restoration area, the
length of stream channel restoration and the proposed restoration methods. The current
DEIS addresses project impacts ina 1inear, piecemeal fashion which undarstates the
actual environmental impacts. How do the impacts act 1n concert to affect the overall
eny ironment?

The "Cumulative Impacts Analysis" {s not thorough enough. Under the Natfonal
Envirpnmental Polfcy Act, the EIS must describe how the proposal and the final
project will affect tha environment fn combination with planned growth and other
developments in the surrounding ares.

A more detailed characterization needs to be done for different salmon species and
different 1ife stages for each salmon species. In addition, several species were
overtooked and need to be included. Some of these species are freshwater mussels,
Pacific Lamprey, river otter and beaver.

Finally, the DEIS does not addresz impacts to low flow conditionz. Thiz should be
included. A further omission has to do with major pollutants. There should be a full
description of the major pollutants expected to be generated hy this project, the
amounts expected to enter Hylebos Creek and how the pollutants will ultimately
affect Hylebos Creek.

With the above requested modifications, the DETS will be acceptable. Otherwise, the
ultimate design will nmet protect the environment. Bitfgation must be sufficient to
offset actual environmenta] dawage caused by the project, The ftems Tnciuded herein
will be sufficient to provide a significant stormwater management proposal that will
be a major contributor to the restoration of lower Hylebos Creek.

Increased flooding and water pollution must be avoided, The legally required mitigation
:il‘l bﬁe: major factor in improving this highly degraded portion of the Hylebos Creek
atershed,

Thank you for your attention to this request.

qzl!r:dla]‘ly, . )

H. Dayid Kaplan
30240 27th Avenus South
Faderal Way, WA 98003-4212

(253) 841-3819
cc:Friends of the Hylebos Wetlands

C55-001

RESPONSE C55-001

Thank you for your support. Information on the Riparian Restoration Proposal
(RRP) has been expanded in the EIS. Please look at subsections 3.2.4 Water
Resources; 3.3.8 Wetlands; and 3.4.4 Wildlife, Fisheries, and Threatened and
Endangered Species. Other subsections in sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 have been
expanded to look at impacts per sub-basin and reorganized to include indirect
and cumulative impact analyses. We believe the changes in these sections
address your concerns. Please also see responses to comments G01-001 through

G01-049.
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SR 167 — Puyallup to SR 509

Ko F fngd!, '2/e5 TRANSCRIBED COMMENT C56-001
. : . Iam a friend of Hylebos Creek. I am aware that the proposed SR 167 corridor
- e 5 e Ll g ] .-t-c.ci'.': . e . .
J = te /1{7 ¢ ' \'{? = . will impact Hylebos Creek. Therefore please note: Iask you to:
Lusstos Lot e Lrgirmed. 8 L6 T ECtitulord iS taogect 1) Isupport the Riparian Restoration Proposal
2 caceks \j{’{-‘ﬂrﬁ-w olone pole . Lodle P fo: 2) Provide details re: size and type of restoration
o) o ecmmar e Eoirin, G oZ, . ,5:? " . 3) Fully address direct and cumulative impacts to the environment
- ) 4) Strengthen the cumulative impacts analysis
) [rmnde, AiTordo ae. o M—%—M—ﬁ‘gﬂ; 5) Describe impacts for different salmon species throughout their life stages
__)Q.o’{,, cg ., ) plins B Vo CosamickaTot Loupiicls B 6) Address impacts to low flow conditions and fully describe major pollutants
C56-001 expected to be generated by this project and how much will enter the creek
B st R with what effects.
‘,.;j t?jt‘w_.-?d‘ s R & o o ¢ Thank you for your consideration.
5 - L A in ,.-
— ) Deccsnts eompeadi e "‘?"’5’“ i o RESPONSE C56-001
7_{'&”?’&” ﬂ«,-. jyi lr e = Thank you for your support. Information on the Riparian Restoration Proposal
&) eatitis gty dn Lonid Lhimil Paintesns ¥ (RRP) has been expanded in the EIS. Please look at subsections 3.2.4 Water
" : o Resources; 3.3.8 Wetlands; and 3.4.4 Wildlife, Fisheries, and Threatened and
7 leoinad s fﬂ?f}&.ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁgﬂm Endangered Species. Other subsections in sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 have been
s : = expanded to look at impacts per sub-basin and reorganized to include indirect
— Gecusddide fy e ot Letiede Dol and cumulative impact analyses. We believe the changes in these sections
: ddress your concerns. Please also see responses to comments G0O1-001 through
e tmthe Caecke ioff WELT offhrs . R a
- e = G01-049.
___ _RECEIVED Q’m A
— APR 0 7 2003 diﬁ«t.. CAJ:.,.,H
—-HJMWATEH'-DESFGN'_'— h:ﬁ'ﬂlu"md' Silow Ave. NE
-..I_# ' Tacoma, WA 98422-1209
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