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RESPONSE S01-001 

The goal for the Riparian Restoration Proposal (RRP) is to provide stormwater 
flow control and compensatory mitigation for stream channel impacts. The draft 
goals and objectives developed by the RRP Technical Advisory Group (TAG) 
are included in the Commitments List, included as Appendix F of the FEIS. 
Refinement of the goals and objectives will be coordinated with your agency 
through the RRP Technical Advisory Group. 

 
 
 

RESPONSE S01-002 

The preliminary design plans include riparian restoration areas that are 
generally 400 feet wide (200 feet on either side of the stream).  There are a few 
segments that are constrained to a width of approximately 150 feet.  Overall, the 
minimum requirement of 150 feet will be exceeded as a project average. 

RESPONSE S01-003 

Steps taken to avoid and then minimize impacts to wetlands, streams, and 
floodplains have been clarified in sections 3.2 and 3.3 of the FEIS.  A 
Conceptual Mitigation Plan has been reviewed by your agency as a participating 
SAC member.  A final mitigation plan addressing wetland, stream, and 
floodplain mitigation measures will be developed prior to construction.  Also, in 
collaboration with stakeholders such as your agency, the Riparian Restoration 
Proposal (RRP) has been further described in sections 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, and 3.17 of 
the FEIS.  Future design of the RRP with be coordinated with your agency 
through the RRP Technical Advisory Group.   
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RESPONSE S02-001 

The Riparian Restoration Proposal (RRP) has been revised since the Draft EIS 
was distributed. 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 with be coordinated with your agency through the 
RRP Technical Advisory Group, which you are a member of.  In addition, as 
part of the Signatory Agency Committee Concurrence Point 3, Ecology gave its 
general approval to an alternative flow control strategy that converts existing 
developed land to a restored native vegetation land cover condition (the RRP).  
Final approval will be based on a demonstration that the theoretical high flow 
reduction benefits of that land cover (and soil) restoration fully offset the high 
flow impacts of the additional impervious surface and associated land cover 
conversions (see Ecology correspondence from August 11, 2004). 
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RESPONSE S02-002 

Since the DEIS was distributed, FHWA and WSDOT have conducted additional 
analyses including hydrologic modeling of the Hylebos sub-basin (MGS et al. 
2004).  Water resources and wetlands impacts were analyzed per sub-basin, and 
sections 3.2 and 3.3 of the FEIS were updated to include this information.  The 
Conceptual Mitigation Plan describes compensatory mitigation measures, and 
includes preliminary monitoring information. 

 

 

 

RESPONSE S02-003 

WSDOT and FHWA are currently studying these new techniques to achieve 
treatment and flow control of stormwater.  Language is added to the FEIS that 
indicates that these technologies are not yet approved. 

 

RESPONSE S02-004 

The ditches shown on DEIS figures 2.5-19 (page 2-38) and 2.5-20 (page 2-39) 
are existing surface water sources, and it was not the intent to imply they are 
part of the stormwater treatment system for this project.  These figures are 
clarified. 

 

RESPONSE S02-005 

The project will follow construction stormwater permit requirements applicable 
at the time the permits are issued. 
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RESPONSE S02-006 

Stream fill impacts and the proposal to relocate Hylebos Creek and Surprise 
Lake Drain are described in the Conceptual Mitigation Plan and section 3.2 of 
the FEIS.  A final stream fill and wetland mitigation plan will be developed for 
this project. 

 

 

RESPONSE S02-007 

It was not WSDOT's intent to imply that these systems have not been impacted 
hydraulically by existing impervious surface.  This text was reviewed and 
clarified. 
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RESPONSE S02-008 

WSDOT has conducted a study of the soil and groundwater contamination 
associated with the B&L Woodwaste Landfill (Review and Assessment 
Support, SR 167 Hylebos Creek Realignment, Tetratech 2004).  WSDOT also 
studied engineering solutions to prevent groundwater contamination of the 
relocated Hylebos Creek (Engineering Solutions and Cost Estimate, SR 167 
Hylebos Creek Realignment, Tetratech 2004).  The FEIS is revised to discuss 
the results of these studies. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

RESPONSE S02-009 

Extensive riparian restoration is proposed, however, it is as a stormwater flow 
control best management practice.  WSDOT is confident that in-kind mitigation 
opportunities exist in WRIA 10.  A functional assessment of existing wetlands 
and mitigation are described in the SR 167 Conceptual Mitigation Plan, 
WSDOT February 2005.  WSDOT did not have permission from UPRR to 
delineate the preferred mitigation site as identified in the SR 167 Conceptual 
Mitigation Plan.  Any site or combination of site proposed in the Final 
Mitigation Plan will include wetland delineations. 
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RESPONSE S02-010 

The SR 167 Conceptual Mitigation Plan, WSDOT February 2005, uses ratios 
established through WSDOT/Ecology 1998 implementing agreement. 

 

 

 

RESPONSE S02-011 

Copies of the Wetland Discipline Report and the Conceptual Mitigation Plan 
have been provided to the Department of Ecology as a member of the SAC. 

 

 

RESPONSE S02-012 

Erosion impacts will be addressed through permitting and a Temporary Erosion 
and Sediment Control (TESC) plan would be implemented during construction. 
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RESPONSE S03-001 

WSDOT and FHWA has been working with the City of Milton in order to 
minimize impacts to the Interurban Trail. We will continue to coordinate with 
the City regarding impacts to the Trail. 




