
L-010-001

A list of permits, including City of Seattle permits that WSDOT will seek

has been added to the Fact Sheet of the Final EIS.

 

L-010-002

As a cooperating agency, the City of Seattle had an opportunity to review

and comment on the SDEIS prior to its publication. Revisions were made

to the document in response to these changes. WSDOT will continue to

coordinate with the City of Seattle as needed to facilitate the exercise of

its substantive SEPA authority.

 

L-010-003

In preparing the SDEIS, WSDOT followed NEPA and SEPA regulations

and guidance, as well as WSDOT’s Environmental Procedures Manual.

The SMC sections cited contain the same language on identification of

impacts and mitigation measures as the SEPA Rules (see WAC 197-11-

440(6)(a) and  WAC 197-11-660(1)(b)). While WSDOT believes that the

information in the SDEIS was sufficiently clear, the Final EIS provides

more clarity in two ways. First, it examines the likely effects, both

adverse and beneficial, of the Preferred Alternative, which was

announced after the SDEIS was published and has been refined and

evaluated in collaboration with staff from SDOT, Seattle Parks and

Recreation, and DPD staff. Second, it provides more specificity for

predictions of environmental effects, when warranted by design

advances made since the SDEIS was published. The addenda to the

discipline reports present an overview of key issues identified during the

public comment period on the SDEIS and provide analysis of the

Preferred Alternative and No Build Alternative in light of these

considerations. Clarifications to the SDEIS were made in the Final EIS,

and clarifications to the discipline reports are included in errata sheets

attached to the discipline report addenda. The Final EIS and addenda

also describe proposed mitigation measures more precisely when
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feasible because mitigation planning has advanced since the SDEIS and

discipline reports were published.

 

L-010-004

Please see the response to comment L-10-003. Visual quality analysis

for highway projects is done in accordance with FHWA methodology,

which uses the types of terminology cited to characterize effects. In the

Final EIS, WSDOT has provided more detailed characterizations of

expected effects in terms of their context and intensity, whether they are

positive or negative, and potential mitigation measures. In accordance

with the CEQ regulations implementing NEPA, the terms impact and

effect are used synonymously (40 CFR 1508.8).
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L-010-005

As described in the Visual Quality and Aesthetics Discipline Report,

WSDOT conducted the visual quality assessment for the SR 520, I-5 to

Medina project in accordance with the WSDOT Environmental

Procedures Manual, using the checklist provided in Exhibit 459-1 of the

manual. The identified methodology used to analyze visual elements

was the FHWA’s 1990 guidance, Visual Impact Assessment for Highway

Projects, FHWA-RE-90-007. The WSDOT Evaluation Matrix was used to

conduct a quantitative assessment, the results of which were

summarized in text form in Exhibit 1-1 of the discipline report. See the

Visual Quality and Aesthetics Discipline Report Addendum included in

Attachment 7 to the Final EIS for a description of the visual quality

assessment of the Preferred Alternative.

 

L-010-006

Exhibit 4 in the Visual Quality Discipline Report Addendum, in

Attachment 7 to the Final EIS notes which viewpoints are designated

SEPA viewpoints.

 

L-010-007

The SR 520 project in Seattle would not block or reduce the width or

direction of the predominant view for shoreline view corridors (defined as

“open-air space on a lot affording a clear view across the lot to the water

from the abutting street”). Therefore, there would be no impacts to the

City’s shoreline view corridors. In the Arboretum views from view

corridors will be improved because of the removal of the existing on and

off ramps.
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L-010-008

The Preferred Alternative would affect moorage at the Queen City Yacht

Club, and an errata entry for the Land Use, Economics, and Relocations

Discipline Report (Attachment 7 to the Final EIS) has been prepared to

explain that any replacement would need to be done in accordance with

the Seattle Shoreline Master Program requirements.

 

L-010-009

All of the views referenced are oriented with north at the top of the

diagram. Corresponding graphics in the Final EIS include north arrows. 

 

L-010-010

Information has been added to section 5.2 of the Final EIS to explain

WSDOT’s ongoing work with the agencies including the City of Seattle to

ensure compliance with natural resource regulations including the City of

Seattle’s Environmental Critical Areas Ordinance (SMC 25.09) and

shoreline regulations.

 

L-010-011

A more explicit discussion of the potential for increased predator habitat

and predation on juvenile salmonids caused by in-water and overwater

structures has been provided in the Ecosystems Discipline Report

Addendum (Attachment 7 to the Final EIS).

 

L-010-012

A discussion of impervious surfaces and their effects on fish is included

in the Ecosystems Discipline Report Addendum (Attachment 7 to the

Final EIS). Detailed information and analyses of stormwater quality and

pollutant loading based on treatment requirements for new and existing

impervious surface are provided in the Water Resource Discipline Report

Addendum (Attachment 7 to the Final EIS).
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When feasible, based on specific site constraints and right-of-way

availability, WSDOT has chosen to develop facilities that provide

enhanced water quality treatment prior to discharge. Therefore, it is not

anticipated that additional impervious surfaces would have a significant

negative effect on water quality or associated ecosystems. Loading of

certain elements, such as copper and zinc, is expected to decrease

compared to existing conditions. WSDOT will comply with requirements

of the City of Seattle shoreline code, general development standards,

and the Environmental Critical Areas ordinance.

 

L-010-013

The third bullet on page 5-135 of the SDEIS identifies the increased

height of the overwater structures in many areas along the corridor. The

effect of bridge height on fish and wildlife habitat was discussed in the

Ecosystems Discipline Report; however, as stated on page 2-19 of that

report, WSDOT did not attempt to differentiate between partial shading

and total shading caused by bridge height or width. This method is

conservative and overestimates the effects of shade; a similar method

was used for analyzing the Preferred Alternative. The Ecosystems

Discipline Report Addendum (Attachment 7 to the Final EIS) has been

updated to specify height differences above water for the Preferred

Alternative compared to the SDEIS options.

 

L-010-014

WSDOT has expanded the discussion regarding the known effects on

juvenile salmonids from overwater and in-water structures and shading,

including increased risk of predation (see the Ecosystems Discipline

Report Addendum in Attachment 7 to the Final EIS). The assessment of

the expected project contribution to a cumulative effect on salmon is

based on the short time that juvenile and adult fish are present in the

project area, in contrast to the cumulative effects occurring within the

overall migration range of the fish.
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The SPU/ACOE report mentioned in the comment provides information

regarding issues that affect juvenile salmon survival throughout Lake

Washington and the Ship Canal. The project contribution to the

cumulative effect could be a very small, incremental reduction in survival

rates throughout the migratory range of stocks using Lake Washington.

Although WSDOT has provided a qualitative discussion, there is no

reliable technique to quantify the project contribution to the cumulative

effect of other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions

affecting fish throughout their migratory range. Please see the Final

Indirect and Cumulative Impacts Discipline Report (Attachment 7 of the

Final EIS).

Please see the response to Comment L-010-011 for more information

regarding predation.
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