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RESPONSE G01-025 

Please see response to G01-004. 

 

RESPONSE G01-026 

This comment was considered as part of the revision of section 3.4, see 
response to G01-004. 

 

RESPONSE G01-027 

Please see response to comment G01-015. 

 

RESPONSE G01-028 

LWD will be placed to increase streambank stability, allow for the development 
of pools for refugia, provide favorable substrate for invertebrate colonization, 
and shade within the RRP. 

 

RESPONSE G01-029 

The RRP will protect the stream, wetland, and riparian habitats.  

 

RESPONSE G01-030 

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. 
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RESPONSE G01-031 

The Screening Criteria Matrix was developed for the Signatory Agency 
Committee (SAC) which concurred with the screening criteria for selection of 
the build alternative and options.  As noted in the FEIS, the screening criteria 
help select the preferred options, but are not the sole deciding factor.  The 
environmental impacts of each option are thoroughly and independently 
evaluated as required by NEPA and SEPA.  Since Tier II presents only the one 
build alternative along with the no-build, the screening criteria at this point in 
time are intended for the use of interchange design options only. 

 

RESPONSE G01-032 

Please see response to comment G01-004. 

 

RESPONSE G01-033 

See response to G01-005.   
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RESPONSE G01-034 

Table 3.0-1, the Environmental Matrix of Impacts, has been revised in the FEIS 
to incorporate additional information from the BA, the Riparian Restoration 
study, and other relevant studies performed. 

 

RESPONSE G01-035 

The issues you have raised are currently being given further consideration in the 
Biological Assessment (BA) and ESA consultation process. New information 
will be provided to you when the BA process is complete.   



Tier II FEIS Appendix G – Draft EIS Comments and Responses Page G-118 
SR 167 – Puyallup to SR 509   

 

RESPONSE G01-036 

The cumulative impacts issues you have raised are currently being given further 
consideration in the Biological Assessment (BA) and ESA consultation process. 
New information will be provided to you when the BA process is complete. 

 

RESPONSE G01-037 

Please see response to comment G01-004. 

 

RESPONSE G01-038 

Geographic boundaries for analysis varied by the ecological function analyzed.  
Geographic and temporal boundaries were reviewed and updated as necessary, 
see section 3.1.2 of the FEIS. 
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RESPONSE G01-039 

WSDOT specifically sought trend data through contact with federal and state 
natural resource agencies, local governments, and Internet searches.  
Unfortunately, very limited trend data is available and virtually none of it for 
the project area.  The FEIS is revised to incorporate any additional information 
that could be obtained on trends. 

 

RESPONSE G01-040 

We reviewed temporal boundaries identified in the FEIS to verify they are 
appropriate. 




