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F-001-001

Thank you for identifying your primary concern centering around the

protection of habitats for marbled murrelets, and for identifying issues

related to other species and habitats. The Final EIS includes the

Biological Assessment prepared by WSDOT and FTA, addressing

threatened and endangered species, and the resulting Biological Opinion

issued by the Services. 
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F-001-002

The stressors identified have been further discussed in the Final EIS

section 4.12, Ecosystems, the Ecosystems Discipline Report, and the

Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion documents. Please see

the responses to your more detailed comments below.

 

F-001-003

WSDOT and FTA appreciate the suggestions related to selecting

alternatives that provide opportunities to improve shoreline and

nearshore habitat. The Preferred Alternative, a modified version of the

Elliot Point 2 Alternative, is the build alternative with the smallest amount

of overwater cover. In addition, the Preferred Alternative will remove the

Mukilteo Tank Farm Pier and associated creosote-treated timber piles,

as well as the existing ferry terminal, reducing overwater cover by about

three acres.  Part of an existing berm will also be dredged. Removal of

the pier will also allow for more natural transport of sediment along the

shoreline. WSDOT found that the Preferred Alternative provided the best

balance of benefits including the opportunity to remove the Tank Farm

Pier. 

 

F-001-004

The Final EIS includes additional analysis of this issue in the Biological

Assessment (Appendix L to the Final EIS); in section 4.8, Hazardous

Materials, and the Hazardous Materials Discipline Report; and in section

4.11, Water Resources. The Preferred Alternative will remove the Tank

Farm Pier and existing terminal, and associated creosote-treated timber

piles and decking, eliminating a potential source of contamination in the

environment. Piles will be removed to prevent resuspension of creosote.

A plan will be developed to address creosote-treated timber removal and

BMPs will be implemented to minimize the spread of sediments and

broken pilings during pile removal (Draft EIS p. 4-130, 4-170 and Final

EIS sections 4.8 and 4.11.4).
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The project will dredge a navigation channel through a sediment mound

that has accumulated underneath the Tank Farm Pier. Initial testing of

the sediments revealed locations with levels of contamination above

dredge disposal limits. Any contaminated sediments will be handled and

disposed of appropriately to prevent the potential resuspension of

contaminated material in Possession Sound (see Final EIS sections

4.8.4 and 4.8.7 for Hazardous Materials and 4.11.4 and 4.11.7 for Water

Resources). Dredging will only occur during construction and will not be

necessary during project operation.

The Biological Assessment for the project also provided a detailed

description of stormwater treatment for the project and evaluated the

potential for pollutants in stormwater to exceed the biological effect

thresholds.

 

F-001-005

As noted above, final design and permitting will confirm the details of

stormwater treatment facilities for the project, but the project anticipates

enhanced stormwater treatment that removes greater levels of dissolved

metals from stormwater runoff than basic treatment for the majority of the

site. The Biological Assessment for the project also provided a detailed

description of stormwater treatment for the project and evaluated the

potential for pollutants in stormwater to exceed the biological effect

thresholds.

Stormwater facilities will be designed to avoid potentially contaminated

soils and groundwater. Additional testing for contaminated materials on

the Tank Farm property will take place prior to construction. Construction

activities in areas with potential hazardous materials are discussed in

Final EIS section 4.8. Any contaminated material encountered during

construction will be handled and disposed of according to applicable

permits and regulations.
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Low-Impact Development measures will continue to be considered

during Final Design.

 

F-001-006

Dredging for the project is described above in the response to comment

F-001-004. Dredging will only occur during construction, and any

contaminated materials within the dredge prism will be disposed of

according to applicable permits and regulations. Maintenance dredging

will not be required.

 

F-001-007

Thank you for your comments. WSDOT and FTA have continued Section

4(f) coordination with the Department of the Interior to prepare the Final

EIS and the Final Section 4(f) evaluation. The final Section 4(f)

Evaluation is Appendix I of the Final EIS.  WSDOT and FTA coordinated

with parties with jurisdiction over Section 4(f) resources in conducting

this evaluation.  The Final Section 4(f) Evaluation includes copies of

coordination and other supporting documents.
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F-002-001

Thank you for providing your comments, EIS rating, and suggestions for

WSDOT and FTA to consider in developing this project and its Final

EIS.  We address your concerns in the following responses to Enclosure

1 - Detailed Comments on the Mukilteo Multimodal Project Draft EIS. 

WSDOT and FTA considered EPA’s comments when identifying a

modified version of the Elliot Point 2 Alternative as the Preferred

Alternative.  The Final EIS has been updated with additional information

on mitigation measures for the Preferred Alternative, including design

and avoidance measures incorporated to avoid or minimize impacts, and

other measures to minimize or offset the severity of impacts that cannot

be avoided.
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F-002-002

Thank you for providing EPA's perspective on how the various attributes

of the alternatives affect environmental performance.  WSDOT and its

partner agencies used a similar process to help identify the Preferred

Alternative, which included a number of design modifications and

refinements to help improve overall environmental performance. 

Additional information on the refinements is provided in Chapter 2 of the

Final EIS.  Many of EPA's suggested best management practices, low

impact development approaches, and other impact minimization

measures have also been incorporated either as project assumptions or

as measures to be considered as final design and permitting phases of

the project continue.  The only suggested element not incorporated was

an extension east to include the daylighting of Japanese Creek; the

project instead was seeking the most compact footprint possible to allow

the Port, the City of Mukilteo and others to explore opportunities to

create open space or other uses on the remaining tank farm property

and waterfront area.
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F-002-003

While some locations with residual concentrations in excess of the site's

approved clean up levels have been found, WSDOT's plan for the site is

intended to balance the potential benefits of removal of contaminants

with the need to avoid construction within known archaeological sites. 

WSDOT has also responded to public comments encouraging the most

compact footprint achievable, which leaves larger areas of the Mukilteo

Tank Farm property available for other uses.  The Final EIS provides

additional details about WSDOT's commitments to work with Ecology to

determine a plan for managing hazardous materials within the areas to

be developed for the Preferred Alternative.  It is important to note that

the Air Force's environmental research and documents,

including previous agreements with Ecology for cleanup, as well

as WSDOT's investigation and analysis that include additional sediment

sampling and characterization, have not revealed high levels of

contamination that pose risks to ecosystems or endangered species. 

However, the Final EIS continues to identify mitigation measures

addressing impacts considering the potential for contamination to

remain. 

 

F-002-004

Some of the sediment sampling depths did extend into the areas within

the dredge prism, and are near the depth of the project's excavation. 

While this is not the full extent of sampling that would be needed for a

permitted action, it was designed to help inform the EIS's discussion of

potential impacts and management measures that may be required.  The

range of analytes examined also included chemicals used in munitions,

and no detectable levels were found.  The Final EIS also includes the

final Sediment Sampling and Analysis report, which EPA reviewed and

commented on during the Final EIS preparation process.  As the Final

EIS reports, the array of samples taken did not show high levels of

contamination or reasons to suspect that sediments at deeper levels

would have substantially different chemistry.  WSDOT will obtain permits
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for dredging and dredge disposal, and will abide by the permit

requirements.  In fact, many of the anticipated mitigation measures and

Best Management Practices have already been incorporated within the

Final EIS's analysis of the dredging, pile removal, and other sediment-

disturbing activities that will be conducted.  WSDOT has also advanced

the planning for the additional sampling and testing that will be required

for the project's permitting phases.  The Final EIS's Hazardous Materials

Discipline Report provides an extended discussion of the sediment

sampling in conjunction with the proposed dredging activities. 

 

F-002-005

Thank you for your suggestions regarding the use of low impact

development /green stormwater infrastructure on the Mukilteo

Multimodal Project. These and other measures are noted as potential

stormwater management measures and will continue to be considered

during final design, including for buildings within the facility. The

Preferred Alternative provides several opportunities to take advantage of

low impact development principles, although the presence of

archaeological sites and locations with potentially contaminated soils

may preclude some measures.  As described in section 4.11, Water

Resources, of the Final EIS drainage systems for new pollutant-

generating impervious surfaces could potentially utilize bioretention

facilities or comparable facilities to treat runoff from areas subject to

vehicular traffic.

Although the possibility of encountering hazardous materials may limit

the use of bioretention and infiltration, it may be possible to line or design

them in a way to prevent suspension and transport of pollutants in the

soil.  The Final EIS Hazardous Materials Discipline Report and Final EIS

section 4.8, Hazardous Materials, provides additional details.  During

final design, WSDOT will also consider the use of porous paving where

applicable.  
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F-002-006

The proposed project will change the location of the ferry, but the

number of ferry vessels will remain the same as today.  The cumulative

effects of the ferry emissions will also remain the same as today or get

better over time as newer ferry vessels have cleaner emissions.  The

same is true for vehicles waiting for the ferry.  In the worst-case

scenario, about 20 percent of the vehicles will idle while waiting for the

ferry.  These emissions will be reduced as vehicles become cleaner over

time, which will reduce the potential exposure to emissions for ferry

workers at the toll booths and loading dock. Section 4.7, Air Quality, of

the Final EIS has been revised to include this information.

 

F-002-007

WSDOT's decision about ferry operations and fleet or vessel

improvements are made on a systems basis. While WSDOT is

continuing to improve the environmental performance of the system, the

suggested measures are not related to a specific impact due to this

project and therefore have not been incorporated as mitigation

commitments. However, WSDOT is open to continued discussions with

the PSCAA on these and other measures.

 

F-002-008

The Final EIS provides additional analysis and discussion of noise

impacts to aquatic species, as discussed in section 4.12.4, Ecosystems

construction impacts. The project will comply with any minimization

measures developed during consultation with NOAA Fisheries Service

and USFWS in compliance with the ESA, the Magnuson-Stevens Act,

and Marine Mammal Protection Act. The EIS process has included

coordination with NOAA Fisheries and USFWS and resulted in the

Biological Assessment included in the Final EIS, which addressed noise

in additional detail, leading to the Biological Opinion by the services. The

measures identified in the Biological Opinion will be included in the

Record of Decision. The project would also meet the permit
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requirements of local, state, and federal agencies with jurisdiction over

aquatic lands and shoreline areas; these permits typically include

commonly applied mitigation measures or BMPs as well as project-

specific mitigation requirements, including for noise.

Noise impacts would be minimized and mitigated to the extent possible.

Measures would include scheduling in-water work during appropriate

wildlife windows, monitoring for marine mammal and selected bird

presence before and during construction, using installation techniques

such as vibratory hammers instead of impact pile driving to reduce noise

generation whenever possible, using lower level warning sounds and

ramping up noise to warn wildlife of pending noise increases, and using

bubble curtains or other devices to attenuate unavoidable noise

generation as appropriate.

 

F-002-009

Thank you for providing comments on the sediment sampling plan. 

Although the plan was not part of the published Draft EIS, its resulting

Sediment Sampling and Analysis Report has been included with the

Final EIS.  WSDOT and FTA considered EPA's comments before

finalizing the plan. 
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F-003-001

Thank you for your comments on the Mukilteo Multimodal Project's Draft

EIS, and for participating in discussions with WSDOT and FTA to resolve

your concerns about potential impacts to the lab. WSDOT and FTA look

forward to continued coordination with NOAA and the Northwest

Fisheries Science Center's (NWFSC) Mukilteo Research Station as the

project moves forward.

Chapter 4 of the Final EIS contains an updated discussion of

environmental impacts and mitigation for the Preferred Alternative (a

modified version of Elliot Point 2), including additional information about

impacts to water quality in the vicinity of the lab and its intake systems.

WSDOT and FTA have also provided additional technical documents to

NOAA at a meeting on November 20, 2012. These included (among

others) the results of detailed hydrodynamic modeling that looked at

long-term water quality effects due to waves, wind, propeller action and

currents; an assessment of water quality impacts during construction;

and the results of sediment sampling in offshore areas that the project

will disturb. This information indicates that the Preferred Alternative,

which would have a dock closer to the lab than Elliot Point 1 but further

than the existing dock, would be unlikely to create water quality impacts

that would affect NOAA’s saltwater intake. The Final EIS has further

details on WSDOT's mitigation commitments to avoid impacts to NOAA's

operations, which include coordinating with NOAA during final design,

permitting and construction phases. Many of the areas of concern to

NOAA are subject to specific permits from the City of Mukilteo and

others, and this provides an additional opportunity for WSDOT to involve

NOAA in project development as permit-required conditions and controls

are defined. As you may know, WSDOT’s mitigation commitments will be

detailed in and made conditions of any Record of Decision that FTA

issues for the project. Your detailed comments are addressed in the

following responses.

 

Mukilteo Multimodal Project

Final EIS Appendix K - Draft EIS Comments and Responses June 2013



Page 15

F-003-002

As discussed in section 4.11 of the Final EIS, water quality at the

saltwater intake system for the NOAA Mukilteo Research Station is not

expected to be affected by major construction activities, such as

demolition of the existing terminal, or the construction of a new terminal

under any build alternative, including the Existing Site Improvement

Alternative. WSDOT will coordinate with NOAA in construction planning

and permitting to define in detail the procedures and measures that

could be used to avoid impacting the quality of the saltwater intake and

related laboratory activities. Mitigation options could include testing the

intake quality, coordinated scheduling of construction activities with

saltwater intake times, or using alternative sources for clean saltwater

during the periods of highest activity. The Final EIS contains additional

details on mitigation commitments for the project. Although these are

focused on the Preferred Alternative, they would be applicable to all

alternatives.

Compared to the Elliot Point alternatives, the Existing Site Improvements

Alternative would involve more changes to the local street network, more

construction in areas closer to NOAA, and more impacts to general

public parking, but WSDOT would maintain NOAA's ability to access the

site for all street vehicles, including long vehicles and trailer

combinations.

Construction activities for all alternatives, including the Existing Site

Improvements, would generate noise and vibration, typically during

daytime hours.  As presented in section 4.3 of the Final EIS, there will be

general construction noise and vibration impacts during activities such as

demolition, pile driving and road construction.  Although at times the

construction noise would be noticeable to people in the immediate

vicinity, our analysis concluded that noise and vibration levels will not

exceed federal annoyance criteria under any alternative.
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To determine impacts associated with air quality, the Final EIS analyzed

intersections throughout the vicinity, including areas where new

intersections would be created by the project; no locations would exceed

levels allowed under national air quality standards under any alternative. 

During construction, there may be some temporary, localized impacts to

air quality under any alternative, as identified in section 4.7 of the Final

EIS.  To minimize these impacts, WSDOT will implement a variety of

mitigation measures described in the Final EIS. In addition, WSDOT will

continue to coordinate with NOAA through final design, permitting and

construction of the selected alternative to avoid noise, vibration or air

quality impacts to NOAA’s operations.

 

F-003-003

WSDOT has conducted detailed analysis of potential water quality

impacts for all alternatives, as documented in the Hydrodynamic and

Sediment Transport Modeling Study (Coast & Harbor 2013), which is a

reference document to the Final EIS. The modeling study concluded that

none of the alternatives would result in wave action, scour, or sediment

transport or other impacts that would meaningfully alter water quality in

the study area. NOAA's water intake site was included in this analysis.

NOAA staff have had the opportunity to review this document and we

believe they are generally in accord with its conclusions.

The Existing Site Improvements Alternative would remove current on-

street parking spaces near the Mukilteo ferry terminal, but parking supply

in the area would have a net increase. Please refer to section 3.3.5 of

the Final EIS for additional information about parking.

 

F-003-004

As noted above in F-003-002, WSDOT recognizes the critical importance

of maintaining the quality of the saltwater supply to the Mukilteo

Research Station during construction of the Mukilteo Multimodal

Project.  
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With the Elliot Point Alternatives, including either Elliot Point 1 or the

Preferred Alternative (a modified version of Elliot Point 2), the removal of

the tank farm pier would result in more in-water construction activities

than the Existing Site Improvement Alternative, but offers more long-term

benefits. The Final EIS describes mitigation measures and the permitting

process that will define detailed measures to protect water quality during

over- and in-water work for any of the alternatives. For example, permits

will require a Turbidity Control Plan and a Dredged Materials Disposal

Plan. The Final EIS sections 4.11 Water Resources and 4.8 Hazardous

Materials have further details. WSDOT's mitigation measures also

include direct coordination with NOAA to define detailed measures and

procedures to avoid impacting laboratory activities and the saltwater

intake system. Section 4.11 also updates the project's commitments to

manage stormwater in accordance with applicable permit requirements,

which would improve conditions compared to the largely untreated

stormwater entering the Sound today via culverts on and adjacent to

NOAA's facility. No long- term impacts to water quality are anticipated.

See also F-003-002 and F-003-003 for additional discussion.

Most of the construction for the Elliot Point 1 Alternative would be farther

from NOAA than the Existing Site Improvements Alternative, and

impacts related to noise, traffic, and parking would be temporary and

primarily related to the demolition of the existing terminal. WSDOT would

maintain NOAA's ability to access the site for all street vehicles, including

long vehicles and trailer combinations.

The noise impact analysis conducted for the project’s operations

considered nearby sensitive receptors as well as ambient noise

conditions. None of the alternatives would have noise levels that could

cause impacts (as defined by FTA and FHWA criteria that establish the

levels that would be disturbing or disruptive to people, particularly when

they are sleeping, but also for people carrying on normal activities in
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work or home environments). Noise levels otherwise would be similar to,

or lower than, they are today for all alternatives. 

There would be no changes that would require different security

measures at the NOAA facilities for the Elliot Point 1 Alternative or any of

the other alternatives. Existing fencing and site access controls would be

either left in place or replaced by construction fencing around active

construction in areas adjacent to NOAA’s property. Construction lighting

would be managed to avoid glare or spillover into adjacent properties,

including residential areas to the south and west, which would also

reduce the potential for lighting impacts to NOAA's facility or its

laboratory work.

 

F-003-005

As noted in the comments above and discussed in the Final EIS, the

Hydrodynamic and Sediment Transport Modeling Study (Coast & Harbor

2013) completed for the proposed alternatives determined that the

maximum bottom velocities for the ferries would not

create ongoing scour, and no meaningful changes to water quality or

sediment quality conditions are expected. 

The project does not propose changes to NOAA's access or the streets

currently serving the facility under either Elliot Point alternative. The

development of a new roadway with a new intersection at SR 525

serving ferry traffic should help reduce existing access constraints to the

facility caused by the existing ferry terminal operations. 

Final EIS sections 4.3 Noise and Vibration and 4.7 Air Quality conclude

that the project will not have long-term impacts associated with noise,

vibration or air quality during operation of the new ferry terminal for any

alternative. WSDOT will coordinate with NOAA during final design,

permitting and construction of the selected alternative to minimize

impacts to NOAA’s operations.
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As mentioned above, Final EIS section 4.11 Water Resources describes

WSDOT's commitments to manage stormwater during construction and

operation; the same standards would apply to all alternatives. See F-

003-002, F-003-003. and F-003-004 for additional discussion. 

There would be no changes that would require different security

measures at the NOAA facilities, as the ferry terminal would include

fencing around its developed area.  NOAA’s existing site fencing and

access controls would be either left in place, or replaced with new

fencing if they are adjacent to areas developed by the Mukilteo

Multimodal Project. The project would also improve visibility and security

conditions in the area.  Although the ferry terminal and multimodal

facilities would be on the opposite side of the NOAA facility, there would

be no changes in the overall characteristics of operation that would

require different security measures for NOAA at its facilities. It is more

likely that the infrastructure improvements and ferry terminal security

systems, including fencing and lighting, would improve visibility and

security conditions in the surrounding areas, which would benefit the

NOAA facility. Operating lighting would still be shielded to avoid spillover

impacts into residential areas or other properties, including NOAA’s

facilities, and should not impact laboratory tests.

 

F-003-006

Please see response F-003-004, which addresses these construction

related issues and concerns in detail. The project's mitigation approach

described in the Final EIS by environmental topic defines commitments

to coordinate with NOAA during construction planning, permitting and

during construction to avoid impacts. This includes potential impacts to

the saltwater intake system and other construction impacts to laboratory

operations due to changes in traffic, parking, noise, vibration, or visual

impacts. As noted in the previous comment as well, section 4.11 of the

Final EIS updates the project's commitments to manage stormwater
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runoff during construction and longer term.  Also, FTA will incorporate

required mitigation measures as conditions of any Record of Decision it

issues.

 

F-003-007

Responses F-003-002 and F-003-005 address these operational

concerns with information that is applicable to the Preferred Alternative. 

As discussed previously, WSDOT is committed to on-going coordination

with NOAA through final design, permitting and construction of the

selected alternative to avoid impacts to NOAA’s operations. 

 

F-003-008

Please see F-003-002 for a discussion on potential impacts to NOAA’s

saltwater intake.  As with other areas of concern, WSDOT is committed

to on-going coordination with NOAA through final design, permitting and

construction of the selected alternative to avoid impacts to NOAA’s

operations.

The Final EIS also has additional information on the long term water

quality effects due to stormwater; the project will be improving

stormwater facilities to meet applicable permitting standards.  WSDOT

will coordinate with NOAA during final design and permitting, when more

details about the specific facilities and treatments will be available. 

Based on information from NOAA, which indicates that the saltwater

intake quality has remained consistently high even during major storm

events with the existing unimproved system that has outfalls at and near

the NOAA facility, WSDOT does not anticipate saltwater intake impacts

with a facility that is upgraded to meet the more stringent stormwater

permitting requirements that will apply to the project.

 

F-003-009

The proposed project will change the location of the ferry, but the
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number of ferry vessels and autos will remain similar to what they are

today. The cumulative effects of the ferries’ emissions will also remain at

least as good as they are today with a cleaner fleet over time. WSDOT

did not conduct ambient air quality monitoring because there are

established interagency protocols and methods in place for addressing

localized air quality impacts for transportation projects, including existing

air quality monitoring systems throughout the region. WSDOT

determined the project will meet air quality conformity through the use of

a very conservative model to predict future concentrations for carbon

monoxide (CO). The baseline or background concentration used in the

model was 3 ppm for CO, which is approximately double the existing CO

concentration in the Mukilteo area. The project looked at CO because

the Mukilteo area is within a CO maintenance area. As noted in section

4.7 of the Final EIS, Air quality throughout the central Puget Sound

region has stayed steady for some measures, while others have

improved over the last 5 years. Cleaner cars, industries, and consumer

products have contributed to cleaner air throughout the United States,

including in the central Puget Sound region, and this trend is likely to

continue.

About 20 percent of the vehicles are typically idling while waiting for the

ferry, and the model anticipates these levels in its worst-case scenario.

The predominant wind direction in this area is from the southwest in the

summer and northwest in the winter. This would mean that emissions

from the new terminal location would typically be dispersed away from

the NOAA facility.

Programs and trends, such as stricter vehicle emission standards for

newer cars and gradual replacement of older and more polluting vehicles

(including trains) with newer and cleaner engines, are expected to

continue to reduce vehicle emissions in the immediate area. In addition,

voluntary programs such as the Puget Sound Clean Air Agency’s Diesel

Solutions Program, in which Washington State Ferries has participated
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by switching its fleet to low-sulfur diesel and biodiesel, would further

reduce emissions.

During construction, fugitive dust may be generated by activities that

involve the movement or disturbance of soils such as excavation and

demolition. Also, air pollutants would be emitted from construction

vehicles traveling to and from the construction site, as well as vehicles

and construction equipment operating onsite. However, impacts will be

minimal and temporary. Mitigation measures and best management

practices will be in place as described in section 4.7 of the Final EIS.

 

F-003-010

Directional lighting will be used to minimize light spillage beyond the

footprint of the trestle and transfer span. WSDOT and FTA will

coordinate with NOAA to address concerns about lighting during

construction to avoid impacts to biological research activities or

specimens at the NOAA site. Detailed construction plans will not be

complete until after the environmental process concludes, but lighting

and other facility details would be subject to permitting processes,

including with the City of Mukilteo, and WSDOT has committed to

coordinating with NOAA during final design, permitting and during

construction to help address these concerns. 

 

F-003-011

WSDOT and FTA met with NOAA to discuss the underlying issues

related to NOAA's need to protect the water quality of its saltwater intake

systems, and we recognize the importance of the system to your

operations. WSDOT is committed to coordinating with NOAA during final

design, permitting and construction to minimize potential impacts to

NOAA’s operations. The detailed responses above on construction

impacts further describe the measures WSDOT has identified to avoid

impacts to the system during the construction period.
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F-004-001

The area expected to be dredged for the Preferred Alternative (Elliot

Point 2) is estimated at 48,000 square feet, which could result in as

much as 19,500 cubic yards of dredged material. The area would be

similar in size for the Elliot Point 1 Alternative. Mitigation for impacts due

to removal of contaminated sediment or dredged sediment is discussed

in section 4.8 of the Final EIS.

A Turbidity Control Plan and Dredged Materials Disposal Plan would be

developed and implemented as described in section 4.11.7 of the Final

EIS to protect water quality during  activities such as dredging. These

plans are being developed in consultation with the NOAA Mukilteo

Research Station. WSDOT will manage and dispose of contaminated

sediment in accordance with applicable permits and regulations,

including the preparation of a Sediment Evacuation, Sampling, and

Disposal Plan and a Dredged Materials Disposal Plan. These measures

will eliminate or reduce the migration of contaminated sediments during

project construction.

 

F-004-002

Please see the response to comment F-004-001 above.

 

F-004-003

Permanent access to the the laboratory would likely improve with the

Preferred Alternative because Front Street would not be used for ferry

access. Front Street is anticipated to remain open during construction,

except for short temporary closures which would likely occur at night.

This would reduce or eliminate access impacts to the NOAA Mukilteo

Research Station.

The Preferred Alternative would reconfigure some of the parking near

Front Street, Park Avenue, and First Street. Overall the number of

parking spaces for the Preferred Alternative is expected to increase
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by about 28 spaces. Additional information about parking can be found in

section 3.3.5 of the Final EIS.

 

F-004-004

Please see response to comment F-004-001 above.

 

F-004-005

Section 4.8.4 of the Final EIS discusses the potential to encounter

contaminated materials while dredging and section 4.8.7 presents

potential mitigation measures in the event that contaminated dredged

materials are encountered. A Turbidity Control Plan and Dredged

Materials Disposal Plan would be developed and implemented as

described in section 4.11.7 of the Final EIS to protect water quality

during over-water work and activities such as pile removal, pile driving,

beachhead work, and other activities below the ordinary high water level.

WSDOT would ensure that the project is monitored and inspected for

compliance with these plans. In addition, best management practices

would be selected specifically to protect water quality during over-water

work and activities below the ordinary high water level.

 

F-004-006

Additional details on the construction impacts to water resources and

sediment are discussed in the Final EIS section 4.11.4 (Water Quality

Construction Impacts), section 4.8.4 (Hazardous Materials Construction

Impacts), the Hazardous Materials Technical Report, and the

Hydrodynamic and Sediment Transport Modeling Study (Coast & Harbor

2012). These sections also discuss the permitting process and

anticipated conditions for the project. A Turbidity Control Plan and

Dredged Materials Disposal Plan would be developed and implemented

as described in section 4.11.7. The removal of the Tank Farm Pier and

its support piles would result in nearshore turbidity plumes, but the
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