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U.S. Highway 101 Rehabilitation at Lake    
Crescent / Environmental Assessment 
 

Olympic National Park 

National Park Service 
U.S. Department of the Interior 

Comment Form 

We would like to have your thoughts on the questions on the backside of this sheet. Feel 
free to attach additional sheets as needed. You may also submit your comments online at 
http://parkplanning.nps.gov/Hwy101LC.  
 
You may complete this form and either submit it at a public meeting or mail it back to: 
 
Sarah Creachbaum, Superintendent 
ATTN: Highway 101 Rehabilitation at Lake Crescent  
Olympic National Park 
600 E. Park Avenue 
Port Angeles, WA  98362 
 
NOTE: Before including your personal information in your comment, you should be aware 
that your entire comment – including your personal identifying information – may be  
publicly available at any time. Although you may request that we withhold your personal 
information from public review, we cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so.  

Mailing List 
 
Do you wish to be on the mailing list for this project? YES ___  NO ___ 
 
We will send you future newsletters and information concerning the U.S. Highway 101               
Rehabilitation at Lake Crescent project for Olympic National Park. Please print your name 
and address in the space provided. If you prefer to receive planning information via email 
only, please include your email address below. 
 
Name:_____________________________________________________________________ 

Organization, if any:__________________________________________________________ 

Mailing Address:_____________________________________________________________ 

City/State/Zip:_______________________________________________________________ 

Email Address:_______________________________________________________________ 



 2 

Comment Questions 

1. Which alternative would best accommodate your use of U .S. Highway 101 at Lake       

Crescent? 

 

 

 

 

 

2. What would you change about the alternatives? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Do you think there should be other alternatives evaluated for the project? If so, what    
     would you suggest? 
 

 

 

 

 

 

4. Please share any additional comments or suggestions. 


