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RESPONSE F04-001 

The FEIS has been updated to include a project setting section, please see 
section 3.1.3 of the FEIS, which includes information about topography, 
geology, and soils. 

 

RESPONSE F04-002 

A Section 4(f) analysis has been completed for this project, please see chapter 5 
of the FEIS. 
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RESPONSE F04-003 

The wildlife, fisheries, and threatened and endangered species section 3.4 of the 
FEIS has been expanded to include indirect and cumulative impacts. This 
includes a discussion on growth and development in the project area. Please see 
sections 3.4.7 and 3.4.8 of the FEIS. 

 

RESPONSE F04-004 

The project Biological Assessment addresses impacts associated with 
urbanization on the Puyallup River subpopulation of bull trout. 

 

RESPONSE F04-005 

Section 7 consultation has been initiated with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

and NOAA National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA Fisheries).  The 

project’s commitments to the necessary performance measures, and terms and 

conditions of the Biological Opinion issued by the Services, will be included in 

the federal Record of Decision regarding the project.   

Thank you for your support of the RRP.  We appreciate your participation in the 

Riparian Restoration Proposal (RRP) Technical Advisory Group which will 

soon refine the goal and objectives of the RRP. 

. 

 

RESPONSE F04-006 

The FEIS has been updated to include a project setting section, please see 
section 3.1.3 of the FEIS, which includes information about topography, 
geology, and soils. 

A complete geotechnical investigation will be part of the final design of SR 167. 
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RESPONSE F04-007 

A site-specific investigation will provide the subsurface information needed to 
design all cut slopes and embankments such that large scale (global) failures are 
prevented. A complete geotechnical will be part of the final design for this 
project. 
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RESPONSE F04-008 

Thank you. FHWA and WSDOT have discussed the SR 167 project in relation 
to its impact on 4(f) properties with the Department of Interior. 

 

 

RESPONSE F04-009 

Based on your comments, we did additional noise modeling at the Puyallup 

Recreation center to get a better understanding of the future impacts to this 

facility.  

The results of the additional noise analysis shows that, except for a few 

outfielders on the baseball field closest to the proposed roadway, most of the 

Recreation Center facility would experience noise levels in the 62 to 63 dBA 

range.  This is below WSDOT and FHWA’s noise impact criteria of 66 dBA.  

The noise level increase from the existing 52 dBA to the future 62-63 dBA 

range is still considered a substantial increase.  We evaluated a noise wall for 

the recreation Center which was found to be feasible but not reasonable. 

Most users of the facility will experience noise levels well below 67 dBA.  

Placing a noise wall along WSDOT’s right-of-way will not benefit the majority 

of the users who are more than 300-400 feet away from the roadway.  Traffic 

noise below 67 dBA does not interfere with normal conversation.  Therefore, 

users of the facility in the center of the ball fields and in the park and 

playground area would be able to carry on a normal conversation without 

raising their voices. 

Representatives from the Puyallup Recreation Center agree that the future 

roadway noise will not substantially impair the activities at their facility.  We 

have updated the 4(f) analysis to include this information.  Please see chapter 5 

of the FEIS. 
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RESPONSE F04-010 

All figures in the FEIS, which will include the final 4(f) Evaluation, will be 
reviewed for readability.  The CD included with the FEIS contains a separate 
folder with the FEIS figures in 11- by 17-inch format. 
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RESPONSE F05-001 

The Valley Avenue option, compared to the other two options in Table 3.2-8 of 
the FEIS, has “fewer total near- or in-water work sites.”  The Freeman Road and 
Valley Avenue Realignment options would have more impacts to near- or in-
water work sites than the Valley Avenue option and that is the primary reason it 
was selected over the other two options. 

A Section 404(b)(1) Analysis has been completed for this project and is 
included as chapter 4 in the FEIS. The 404(b)(1) Analysis demonstrates that 
“Alternative 2” from the Tier I FEIS is the least environmentally damaging 
practicable alternative (LEDPA).  On March 23, 2005, your agency concurred 
that the preferred build alternative is the least environmentally damaging and 
practicable alternative (LEDPA).  This concurrence was achieved through close 
collaboration with your agency on the analysis of environmental impacts, which 
led to the design of a bridge at the Valley Avenue interchange (preferred 
alternative) that will avoid the wetland adjacent to Wapato Creek.  
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RESPONSE F05-002 

Section 7 consultation has been initiated with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
and NOAA National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA Fisheries).  The 
project’s commitments to the necessary performance measures, and terms and 
conditions of the Biological Opinion issued by the Services, will be included in 
the federal Record of Decision regarding the project. 

Thank you for your support of the RRP.  We appreciate your participation in the 
Riparian Restoration Proposal (RRP) Technical Advisory Group which will 
soon refine the goal and objectives of the RRP. 

 

 

RESPONSE F05-003 

The FEIS continues to use pollutant removal efficiencies associated with 
constructed wetlands (see section 3.2.3).  This is assumed to represent a 
conservative estimate when compared to removals expected from infiltration.  
The efficiencies are only applied in a general manner to allow equitable 
comparisons between options and to provide a gross level comparison between 
existing and future conditions. 




