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TRANSCRIBED COMMENT C57-001 

I would like you to protect the Hylebos Creek from the SR 167 Corridor.  Our salmon have enough problems already.  What a shame if more damage is done to them.  
You have the golden opportunity to restore the degraded habitat in the Hylebos Creek watershed so I support the Riparian Restoration Proposal.  Could you please 
send me some details of this proposal?  Among other items I would like to know how big the proposed restoration area is and how you would intend to restore it.   

Wetlands are the cradle of life.  Not only will salmon be effected by what you do, but also other wildlife including otters, beavers, shellfish and lampreys. 

Finally I would like to ask you what major pollutants would be generated by this ill-thought out project.  Thank you for your attention to my concerns.  Future 
generations will have reason to thank too if you protect Hylebos.  

RESPONSE C57-001 

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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RESPONSE C58-001 

Thank you for your support. The Final EIS fulfills the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) and the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) 
requirements for this project. 

 
 

RESPONSE C59-001 

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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RESPONSE C60-001 

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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TRANSCRIBED COMMENT C61-001 

I am writing in support of the Riparian Restoration Proposal of Hylebos Creek.  
I am appealing to your wisdom to do the correct thing when dealing with the 
natural resources of such a valuable area, and to be aware of it's effects on the 
future generations of humans and wildlife. 

RESPONSE C61-001 

Thank you for your support. 

 
 

RESPONSE C62-001 

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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TRANSCRIBED COMMENT C63-001 

My name is Lisa Palmer and I am an environment-conscious individual.  I 
support the Riparian Restoration Proposal as the only way to manage SR 167 
stormwater in lower Hylebos Creek 

I ask the DOT to provide details about the size of the proposed restoration area, 
length of stream channel restoration and the restoration methods proposed. 

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement  must fully address direct impacts to 
the environment and the ways in which those impacts will act together to affect 
the environment.  The current DEIS actually understates the actual 
environmental impacts.  Please strengthen the ‘cumulative impacts analysis.” 

The DOT needs to characterize conditions and impacts for both different 
salmon species and different life stages for each salmon species.  Several 
species were overlooked such as freshwater mussels, pacific Lamprey, river 
otter and beaver, and they must be identified.   

Also, please address impacts to low flow conditions and to provide a full 
description of the major pollutants expected to be generated by this project, the 
amounts expected to enter the creek, and how they will affect Hylebos Creek. 

Thank you so much for your time and consideration of these important matters.   

RESPONSE C63-001 

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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RESPONSE C64-001 

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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RESPONSE C65-001 

Thank you for your support. 
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RESPONSE C66-001 

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 C67-001 

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. 




