
N-021-001

Preferences for specific alternatives or options, as expressed in

comments received before and after the issuance of the DEIS, were

shared with local sponsor agencies to inform decision making. Following

the close of the 60-day DEIS public comment period in July 2008, the

CRC project's six local sponsor agencies selected a replacement I-5

bridge with light rail to Clark College as the project's Locally Preferred

Alternative (LPA). These sponsor agencies, which include the Portland

City Council, Vancouver City Council, TriMet Board, C-TRAN Board,

Metro Council, RTC Board, considered the DEIS analysis, public

comment, and a recommendation from the CRC Task Force when voting

on the LPA.

With the LPA, new bridges will replace the existing Interstate Bridges to

carry I-5 traffic, light rail, pedestrians and bicyclists across the Columbia

River. Light rail will extend from the Expo Center MAX Station in Portland

to a station and park and ride at Clark College in Vancouver. Pedestrians

and bicyclists would travel along a wider and safer path than exists

today.

For a more detailed description of highway, transit, and bicycle and

pedestrian improvements associated with the LPA, see Chapter 2 of the

FEIS.

 

N-021-002

Please see response to comment N-009-015.

 

N-021-003

Chapter 3 (Section 3.3) of the DEIS disclosed all known floating home

displacements that would result from the two highway and two transit

alternatives crossing the North Portland Harbor (pages 3-105 and 3-112,

respectively). The DEIS also listed potential mitigation measures tailored

to suit the unique situation of the floating home community (page 3-119).
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For the FEIS analysis, the CRC project team has worked to better

understand the organization of the floating home communities in the

North Portland Harbor. As presented in  Chapter 3 (Section 3.5) and

Chapter 6: Public Involvement of the FEIS, the team coordinated with

floating home owners, moorage owners, Boards and management, to

gather address and ownership information for each floating home. The

impacts to individual floating homes are described in Chapter 3

(Section 3.3) of the FEIS and listed in Appendix E.

In the course of conversations with potentially affected property owners,

CRC staff received inquiries about the potential for constructing a new

marina to accommodate displaced floating homes. To better understand

issues related to new marina permitting and construction, project staff

conducted research on the development of marinas. This research found

likely challenges to developing a new floating home marina, including the

challenge of receiving permits through local jurisdictions and

environmental resource agencies. The project is not pursuing

construction of a floating home marina.

As with any other acquisitions, the CRC will obtain independent

appraisals to determine fair market value for each home that must be

displaced but cannot be relocated. Qualified acquisition agents will work

closely with each floating home owner to try to arrive at mutually

agreeable terms for the purchase of each home. The agents will also

provide relocation assistance to all displaced occupants.

 

N-021-004

As the impacted floating homes in JBMI are not associated with

individual tax lots, project staff created new shapes, based on aerial

photos, to represent each floating home and the moorage facilities. As

similarly done with tax lots, these boundaries are highlighted on maps in
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Chapter 3 (Section 3.3) of the FEIS to indicate the type and level of

impact.

 

N-021-005

The statement is not included in the FEIS and has been removed from

the Acquisitions Technical Report. The statement was not meant to

apply to any specific home, but was instead meant to disclose a potential

challenge with moving some of the floating homes that could be

displaced in North Portland Harbor, including those within JBMI and at

other moorages.

 

N-021-006

Displacement occurs when a residence, business, or other use would

have to relocate as a result of the construction or operation of the

project. This is defined on page 3-97 of the DEIS, and in the Acquisitions

Technical Report. Other impacts, such as those to view corridors, are not

considered displacements, and are addressed in other sections of

Chapter 3 of the DEIS and Technical Reports.

 

N-021-007

Per your request, household income data was recalculated to include

only one household income entry per household. When a single

household reported more than one income level, the lowest level

indicated on the survey form was included. This recalculation did not

change the overall results significantly, with still nearly three-fourths of

the households that provided household income data making $50,000 or

more per year. Other demographic information obtained by this survey

was reported on an individual basis and therefore does not need to be

recalculated based on the reasons provided above.

 

N-021-008

Thank you for your comment. The text has been edited.
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N-021-009

It is consistent with FHWA policy to address economic losses to

businesses in the Economics Technical Report. Other reports such as

the CRC Acquisitions Technical Report, Environmental Justice Technical

Report, Neighborhoods and Population Technical Report and the

Historic Built Environment Technical Report address residential and

individual property impacts and general economic impacts to individuals,

along with the appropriate mitigation measures. FTA guidance suggests

that individual economic impacts be considered generally, but not

quantitatively within the Economics Technical Report. Individual

economic impacts cannot be accurately quantified until the appraisal

process has been completed, which will occur following the publication of

the FEIS and selection of the ROD. However, the FEIS, including the

Acquisitions and Neighborhood and Populations Technical Reports,

includes more information regarding the potential individual economic

losses to JBMI and its residents, and how both will be compensated for

these losses.

The Economics Technical Report includes both residential and

commercial property tax revenue impacts. JBMI's upland and moorage

infrastructure is included with the property considered in the loss of

property tax revenue. The exhibits in the report reflect tax revenue

losses based on data gathered on acquisitions provided by the CRC

team, and include residential and business acquisitions. The Acquisition

Technical Report mentions possible impacts to floating homes and the

same data were used by the Economics Technical Report team to

determine property tax impacts, as they were not included in the

Acquisitions Technical Report.

 

N-021-010

The amount of area required by the project alternatives, as reported in

acres, was calculated for real property, not personal property, therefore

floating homes were not included in these totals. Floating homes were
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included in all tables that listed the number of displacements required by

the project alternatives. The upland facilities owned by JBMI are included

in the acreage totals.

 

N-021-011

The Regional Multiple Listing Services, which provided much of the

housing data included in the DEIS and Acquisitions Technical Report,

reports this information by geographical area, not housing type.

Gathering this information for floating homes specifically would require a

different methodology, which would be inconsistent with other data. For

the FEIS, project staff conducted additional research to estimate the

number of available replacement housing units for residents of floating

homes displaced by the project. This information, which is presented

in Chapter 3 (Section 3.3), provides a more accurate measure of

relocation potential than median floating home prices.

 

N-021-012

All tables showing residential displacements in Chapter 3 of the DEIS

and the Acquisitions Technical report include the displaced floating

homes in JBMI. Footnote “b” in Exhibit 5-1 of the Acquisitions Technical

Report is a typo. Prior to publication, all tables were updated to reflect

the number of displaced floating homes.

 

N-021-013

The demographic data presented for the Hayden Island Neighborhood in

Chapter 3 (Section 3.5) of the DEIS was taken from the 2000 U.S.

Census and cut to the neighborhood boundaries. The U.S. Census

estimated a total of 2,071 residents on the Island, which is in line with the

population estimate of 2,155 residents conducted in 2007 by the City of

Portland for the Hayden Island Planning process. In an effort to more

accurately reflect the Island population, the FEIS assessment is based

on data from the 2010 Census, the American Community Survey, and a
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project-specific survey of potentially displaced households. Updated

population and demographic information can be found in Chapter 3

(Section 3.5) of the FEIS.

 

N-021-014

The CRC project team recognizes the challenges of displacing the

occupants of floating homes in North Portland Harbor, including

JBMI. Following the Record of Decision, and prior to the initiation of

relocations for this project, the acquiring agencies would complete

detailed relocation studies to identify specific problems associated with

the displacement of the floating home occupants.  The study would

evaluate the availability of replacement housing and identify any adverse

impacts of displacement; and propose solutions to minimize those

impacts. The CRC project team would obtain available information from

as many sources as possible, including input from JBMI and the affected

occupants. At that time, the displacing agencies would determine the

most feasible approach for the relocation of the displaced residential

occupants.

 

N-021-015

The noise analysis in the DEIS assumed the river at its highest elevation.

However, the height of the sound walls are dependent on the elevation

of the receivers, and in this case, the height of the receivers change with

river level. As discussed in Chapter 3 (Section 3.11), noise analysis in

the FEIS evaluated the cost per benefited residence for both a normal

(10 feet) and higher river elevation (25 feet). 

Noise monitoring is conducted only to verify the accuracy of the noise

model, and has little to no bearing on impacts or mitigation. The noise

impact analysis is performed using modeled levels, not measured

levels.  As stated above, the measured levels are only for model

verification and additional monitoring would have no effect on the results,

location or height of walls, or number or severity of impacts.
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N-021-016

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

DEIS.  Thank you, as well, for your cooperation and willingness to meet

with project staff repeatedly.  After many meetings specific to impacts on

JBMI, the project team has a more detailed understanding of your

community than it does for many other communities in the project area.

 

N-021-017

Please see response to comment N-021-004.

 

N-021-018

Indirect loss in value from proximity to the facility is not compensable if

there is no physical taking of property. However, there would likely be

little if any diminution in value to nearby remaining floating homes after

the project is completed.  The distance between the new bridges and

JBMI would create a reasonable setback, compared to what exists

today.

 

N-021-019

Thank you for your comments. The CRC considers every signatory of a

petition or letter to be an individual commenter, and the preferences

expressed by these commenters were communicated to CRC staff and

the CRC Task Force prior to selection of the LPA.
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