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S-001-001

Attachment 8 to the SDEIS, Range of Alternatives and Options

Evaluated, describes the history of alternatives development in greater

depth than SDEIS Chapter 1. The bridge heights and roadway widths of

alternatives or options that were removed from further evaluation were

only defined generally, in terms of lane width and bridge type in the

SDEIS and the Range of Alternatives Discipline Report (Attachment 7 to

the SDEIS). For Options A, K, and L, roadway width and bridge height

are described in Chapter 2 of the SDEIS.

 

S-001-002

WSDOT has worked with the Department of Fish and Wildlife (DFW)

during the Natural Resource Technical Working Group Process to

provide engineering and improved scale drawings to assist regulators in

assessing the potential impacts of the project on natural resources,

including the possible locations and areas of piles and columns in the

west approach area.  The scale and detail of column/pile locations

shown in the SDEIS and Final EIS is consistent with and sufficient for the

Ecosystems analysis at the current stage of design.

 

S-001-003

As discussed on page 46 of the Construction Techniques and Activities

Discipline Report, two types of tunnel construction would be employed

for the construction of the tunnel included with Option K: cut and cover

and sequential excavation method (SEM). Exhibit 20 of this report shows

where each type of tunnel would be constructed.

Through the analyses conducted for the SDEIS, WSDOT determined

that Option K would result in more impacts on natural resources than the

other options. As discussed in the Ecosystems Discipline Report

(Attachment 7 to the SDEIS) construction of the tunnel would result in

impacts to the Ship Canal that other options would not.
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There is no tunnel proposed as part of the Preferred Alternative. If

Option K were identified as the Preferred Alternative in the future,

WSDOT would complete the necessary documentation as part of final

design and permitting and ensure that negative effects associated with

the tunnel are mitigated to the extent practicable.

 

S-001-004

The sockeye spawning information was derived from maps in a WDFW

report that did not provide detailed descriptions or delineations. The

SDEIS exhibit is only meant to show the general location of spawning.

The text does not state that spawning no longer occurs in the area, only

that no surveys have been conducted in the area recently.

Based on data from other beach spawning areas, spawning at this site

may not occur every year. Subsequent geotechnical surveys found more

offshore groundwater upwelling in the East Approach area than originally

estimated in the SDEIS. The upwelling supports the potential for sockeye

spawning habitat in the area (see the Ecosystems Discipline Report

Addendum in Attachment 7 to the Final EIS).

 

S-001-005

The Preferred Alternative effects to ecosystems were reviewed during

preparation of the Final EIS, and included special consideration of issues

raised during the public comment period. See the Ecosystems Discipline

Report Addendum in Attachment 7 to the Final EIS for the following:

Updated analysis of wildlife and habitat•

A clearer description of the relationship between bridge height and

width and the light conditions underneath

•

A clearer definition of the fish tracking studies, as well as predator

distribution information. (In regard to Chinook salmon, the term used

in the SDEIS is cover, not shelter, because this term was used in

the tracking study report.)

•
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Results of the test pile program, with regard to underwater noise

levels generated by pile driving

•

 

S-001-006

The rationale for the determination that noise from driving piles would

cause only minor effects is based on both working within the approved

in-water work windows, and the results of the 2009 test pile evaluation

conducted in the project area. See the response to Comment S-001-005

regarding pile driving.

 

S-001-007

Please see the response to Comment S-001-003.
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