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B-001-001

This comment is a summary of a meeting between the ODOT right-of-

way manager and impacted property owners and their representatives.

The property owners' concerns will be resolved through the right-of-way

acquisitions process, which will meet the requirements of the Uniform

Act. Information about expenditures is available by contacting the project

office.
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B-002-001

The Acquisitions Technical Report has been updated for the Final

Environmental Impact Statement. Please see B-002-002 through

B-002-010 below for responses to Mr. Epstein's specific concerns.

 

B-002-002

The pages you reference (3-81 to 3-82 of the FEIS) are under the

header "Existing Conditions" and describe the existing conditions in the

project area specific to North Portland Harbor, and are not under the

header "New Information Developed Since the Draft EIS."

Exhibit 3.3-3 (Figure I, p. 3-86) illustrates a permanent property

easement on the DMI site. This subsurface easement would likely cause

the displacement of one structure on the property, as identified in

Appendix E "List of Potential Property Acquisitions" on page E-30.

DOT-owned property is intended for transportation-related uses in the

long-term, with which the CRC project is compatible.

Representatives of ODOT will work with DMI during the real estate

acquisition process to ensure that fair market value compensation will be

provided, in compliance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and

Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (as amended).

 

Columbia River Crossing

Appendix E - Public Comments Received during FEIS Review Period and CRC Responses December 2011



Page 308

B-002-003

As mentioned in the response to B-002-002, a subsurface easement

would likely cause the displacement of one structure on the property,

which you refer to as the DMI office building.

This easement is designated a permanent easement not a temporary

construction easement, therefore, the statement about property

temporarily used during construction is not applicable. 

With regard to the possibility of reconstructing or replacing the office in

the existing location, the FEIS disclosed the impact that a structure

would be displaced on the property. Whether or not the structure could

be rebuilt in its existing location, or on the property at all, is outside the

scope of the NEPA process and would be addressed in the right-of-way

acquisition negotiation process.

 

B-002-004

The FEIS states on page 3-93 "Where property acquisition and

residential or business displacements are unavoidable, the project would

provide compensation and relocation assistance." These compensation

and relocation assistance measures would comply with the Uniform

Relocation and Real Property Acquisitions Policy Act of 1970 (as

amended) and any other applicable federal and state regulations.

Mr. Epstein's comment assumes that Diversified Marine will be

displaced;however, it is not expected that Diversified Marine would be

displaced by the CRC project improvements. Additionally, for displaced

businesses, the FEIS does not specifically state the compensation

provided to each displaced business, as this is something that is

negotiated following an appraisal and during the property acquisition and

business relocation process.

 

B-002-005

Please see response to B-002-004.
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B-002-006

The Economics Technical Report (pages 4-3 to 4-4) describes the

parking impact to the ODOT property that is leased to DMI.

 

B-002-007

The section you reference describes temporary effects to land use and

economics from the LPA. Temporary effects from construction are

defined as effects that would end when construction ends. The three

impacts that you list are permanent impacts. Impact (a) is addressed in

Chapter 3--Section 3.3 Property Acquisitions and Displacements.

Impacts (b) and (c) are addressed in the Economics Technical Report

(as referred to in the response to B-002-006).

 

B-002-008

Please see response to comment B-002-004.

 

B-002-009

You are correct.  Chapter 6 is about public input on the Draft EIS, and

does not discuss all the impacts that are addressed in Chapter 3 or in

the technical reports (such as the Acquisitions Technical Report). 

 

B-002-010

As stated in Mr. Epstein's letter, DOTs and TriMet staff will continue to

work with DMI and its representatives as the CRC project moves along

in the design process.

With the information gained from ongoing discussions with DMI

representatives, it has been determined that DMI is not expected to be

displaced. As the project design advances and as discussions with DMI

continue, the DOTs and TriMet staff will work with DMI to determine fair

market value compensation for any losses incurred.
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B-003-001

The process that resulted in the Lucky Lager Warehouse being identified

as an anticipated acquisition was part of ongoing work between CRC,

the City of Vancouver, and C-TRAN. Decisions around the Columbia

Park and Ride location and the roundabout at the southwest corner of

the block were part of a collaborative process similar to decision-making

and design development for the rest of the project. The project

development process is dynamic and includes making assumptions,

gathering additional information, and sometimes changing designs or

assumptions based on new information or analysis. The project will

continue to attempt to minimize or avoid impacts to properties, including

the Lucky Lager Warehouse. For displacements that are unavoidable,

the Washington State Department of Transportation would provide

relocation assistance to businesses in accordance with the Uniform

Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act. The

CRC undertook a study called the Lower Vancouver Urban Design Study

with the City of Vancouver, C-TRAN, and the public. The major

components of this study included vehicle circulation, development

opportunities and mixed-uses, pedestrian access and safety, and urban

design. Expansion of the park and ride footprint resulted from an

analysis of the number of spaces required at this location and the height

of the structure as compared to footprint. Four options were explored

that resulted in structures that varied anywhere from four to six levels.

The City of Vancouver suggested the parking structure should be

designed with a minimal, practicable height, which requires expansion of

the footprint to maintain a required number of parking spaces.

Additionally, the expansion of the footprint had benefits to the project's

other transportation modes. Further analysis of the SR 14 terminus

indicated that the roundabout was the appropriate design for this

intersection (4th and Columbia), preferred by both the CRC and the City

of Vancouver. The CRC staff analyzed multiple roundabout alternative

designs in order to minimize the footprint. Through that analysis, it was

determined that more right-of-way was required northeast of the
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roundabout. The combination of the above-mentioned analysis resulted

in the current design and impacts. The FEIS describes the general

process for selecting the LPA in the summary on page S-9 and in

Chapter 2 starting on page 2-81. The purpose of the FEIS is to disclose

the impacts related to the LPA compared to No-Build and the DEIS

alternatives and describe what has changed since the DEIS. The FEIS

does not contain a detailed description of how each design refinement

was done; that level of detail is not typical for an environmental

document. Although the Lucky Lager building is listed on the Clark

County Heritage Register, it has not been found eligible for the National

Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Qualified staff on the CRC project,

and from the Esther Short Subarea planning process years before, both

determined the building modifications to be too extensive for the building

to be NRHP eligible. Regardless of the specifics of eligibility and

associated protections, the project has attempted to avoid displacement

of any building. Buildings listed on the Clark County Heritage Register

are given special consideration.  
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