
O-031-001

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

DEIS, and for your participation in the project as a consulting party.

 

O-031-002

We also agree that the "use" of the VNHR and other significant historic

resources and public parklands by the proposed project compels the

project to  incorporate all reasonable measures to minimize harm to

these resources.  See the Section 4(f) Evaluation in Chapter 5 of the

FEIS for a more current list of the measures incorporated into the

proposed project in order to reduce harm to the VNHR as well as other

Section 4(f) resources.  The section 106 Memorandum of Agreement

details the agreed upon mitigations for the adverse impacts to the

Reserve.
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O-031-003

As you have stated, it may be desirable in one regard to shift all of the I-

5 and SR-14 interchange improvements to the west side of the existing

ROW in order to completely avoid the VNHR, if not for the fact that

this would result in an unreasonable impact and burden to uses on the

west side of I-5 that would be completely displaced.  Thank you for

working with the CRC project to develop a reasonable solution that

balances the need to minimize impacts to the VNHR, reduce impacts to

downtown, and meet the project's transportation needs.  The total impact

to the VNHR has been further reduced since the Draft EIS, and through

working with you and other parties we have developed a more

comprehensive package of measures to reduce harm to the VNHR.  See

the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation in Section 5.5 of the FEIS for the current

description of measures that have been incorporated to minimize harm

to the VNHR.

 

O-031-004

The values noted were among the values that guided the CRC project's

development and framed identification and evaluation of alternatives.
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O-031-005

In light of the significance of the archaeological resources of the

Reserve, the APE was expanded to include all areas of the Reserve.

 

O-031-006

Our analysis indicated that the Post Hospital would not be impacted by

construction vibration.  Yet, during construction, monitoring systems and

standards will be employed to make sure that vibrations remain within

acceptable thresholds.  The project's approach to vibration minimization

and mitigation has been updated for the FEIS in Section 3.8 and in the

Section 106 MOA.

 

O-031-007

As noted above the Hospital is not projected to be impacted by vibration,

and retrofitting the hospital is not part of the mitigation package.  The

project will return all structures affected to their previous condition or an

improved one.

 

O-031-008

We have worked with the National Park Service, the City of Vancouver,

DAHP, and the Trust on mitigation plans.  The updated Sections on

mitigation for historic and archaeological impacts can be found in the

MOA.  Included in the MOA is an agreement to assist with the curation of

artifacts. 
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O-031-009

Thank you for your comments. We look forward to working closely with

the Trust, the Reserve partners, and the DAHP on the final designs for

the Community Connector and other elements. The FEIS includes

proposed mitigations for impacts to the Reserve in Section 3.8 and

Chapter 5.

 

O-031-010

Potential noise impacts that would result from the CRC project were

disclosed in Chapter 3 (Section 3.11) of the DEIS, and have been

updated in Section 3.11 of the FEIS.

FHWA sets criteria for highway noise, which are implemented by the

state DOT. Noise walls, to the extent that they are effective and cost-

effective, are the most common type of mitigation for highway noise that

exceeds these criteria. The DEIS proposed potential locations for new or

replacement noise walls that preliminarily meet the state DOT cost-

benefit criteria to mitigate these highway noise impacts (pages 3-301

through 3-305). Analysis done for the FEIS is based on more refined

designs and updated traffic modeling.

We are aware of the sensitive nature of the resources in the Reserve,

and appreciate all of your cooperation in protecting them. If a sound wall

is to be used near the Post Hospital building or elsewhere in the

Reserve, it will require careful planning so that it does not create its own

adverse impacts related to ground vibration, shadows, or visual

intrusions. The lid, or Community Connector, at Evergreen Boulevard

would need to be planned and built, mindful of planned noise abatement

as the lid itself would have an effect on noise.

 

O-031-011

The LPA includes an acquisition of property which will, though slightly,

increase the cumulative impact of the highway corridor and its bifurcation
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of the Reserve and the downtown. There is mitigation being negotiated

which will address the visual, historic, and any other impact of the

LPA's acquisition. It is hoped that the Community Connector will serve to

stitch back together these two sides of the highway, helping to bridge the

divide that started decades earlier.  The CRC will not, however, propose

or fund mitigation that is specifically designed to mitigate impacts that

are caused by other projects or past projects.   

 

O-031-012

We are pleased to support and coordinate with the design competition

for the Community Connector.
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