
L-019-001

With the selection of a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA), we were able

to advance stormwater design. Please see Chapter 3 (Section 3.14) of

the FEIS for an updated discussion of stormwater management and

water quality. The stormwater design and analysis of impacts is

designed to meet local, state, and federal requirements.

 

L-019-002

Please see updated habitat characterization in Chapter 3 (Section 3.16)

of the FEIS.

 

L-019-003

Compensatory mitigation and adherence to local, state, and federal

requirements are a part of this project. We appreciate your offer to work

with us on these issues and look forward to further coordinating with you.

 

L-019-004

Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments on the I-5 CRC

DEIS.
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L-019-005

We are not aware of any Clean Air Act requirements that have not been

addressed, other than the final conformity analysis which is now

complete with the FEIS.  As you have noted, vehicle emissions can be a

source of pollutants in surface water.  However, the LPA would result in

fewer emissions relative to existing conditions and the No-Build

Alternative. In addition, the LPA would result in a substantial reduction in

pollutant loading to surface waters, as discussed in Chapter 3, Section

3.14 (Water Quality and Hydrology) of the FEIS.

 

L-019-006

The CRC project team has updated the descriptions of existing habitat

conditions, as-needed, in coordination with state and federal resource

agencies. We have also updated our description of habitat types.

Although we did update our discussion of terrestrial species, we have

found no evidence of bats using the existing I-5 Bridge and Western

Painted turtles are not anticipated to be impacted by the project. These

updates can be found in Chapter 3 (Section 3.16) of the FEIS and its

supporting Ecosystems Technical Report.

 

L-019-007

The stormwater system design used in analyzing the LPA meets

stormwater treatment requirements.

 

Columbia River Crossing

Appendix P September 2011



L-019-008

The LPA does not encroach on the Vanport Wetland or its buffer and

does not alter its form or function.

 

L-019-009

With the LPA, there will be a net decrease in untreated pollutant

generating surfaces discharging into the Columbia Slough watershed.

The discharge levels will meet regulatory standards and will be

protective of fish and human health.

 

L-019-010

Changes in the salinity of the Columbia would have no substantial effect

on the project design or impacts from the project. An updated discussion

of environmental consequences and project adaptation issues related to

potential changes in water level are discussed Chapter 3 (Section

3.19.10 and 3.19.18) of the FEIS.

 

L-019-011

The LPA project includes a great deal of mitigation, including efforts to

restore currently impacted habitats. As such, it is anticipated that the

LPA may improve parts of the ecosystem relative to the existing

condition.

 

L-019-012

The stormwater management concept proposed for the LPA does meet

applicable regulatory requirements. While these measures meet

regulatory requirements, their use can also be considered "mitigation" in

the context of avoiding or minimizing impacts that could occur (CEQ

NEPA Regulation 1508.20, with stormwater runoff and standardized

BMPs directly referenced on page 6 of CEQ’s January 14, 2011,

memorandum on appropriate use of mitigation). Regarding the Columbia
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Slough, our reports have been updated regarding when combined sewer

overflows (CSOs) were controlled for this water body.

 

L-019-013

The CRC project coordinated with state and federal resource agencies to

identify compensatory mitigation sites, as discussed in Chapter 3

(Section 3.15) of the FEIS. Before local permits are sought, further

coordination will occur with local jurisdictions. The Bureau of

Environmental Services is being included in coordination discussions.

 

L-019-014

Daily trips across the I-5 river crossing decrease with the LPA versus the

No-Build Alternative, and the stormwater management concept analyzed

as a part of the LPA assumes fewer acres of untreated pollutant

generating impervious surfaces versus the existing condition and No-

Build Alternative. Please see Chapter 3 (Sections 3.1 and 3.14,

respectively) for a discussion of these issues.

 

L-019-015

Chapter 3 (Sections 3.14, 3.15 and 3.16) of the FEIS discuss shallow

water and construction impacts related to aquatic habitat. As discussed

in Chapter 3 (Section 3.10) of the FEIS, emissions should decrease

dramatically under the LPA and the No-Build Alternative, largely due to

advances in cleaner fuels and emission control technologies for vehicles,

advances that are independent of the CRC project. As a result, air

deposition of pollutants into waterbodies should decrease as well.

Regarding West Hayden Island, the project decreases traffic in the main

project area relative to the No-Build Alternative and has no direct

impacts on the area.
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