HAM-75-2.30, PID 76257
ODOT’s comments on EA

After cover page, please delete the signature page, since this is not required for EA (it is for a DEIS).
In general the document, with a few corrections should be in good shape, however one thing document wide is trying to bring out in the text, and how PI was considered in the project development process.

Page 3, strongly suggest changing the heading from "Alternatives" to something like...  How was the Preferred Alternative Developed for this project?  

Page 4,  for each of the discussions for I-75, Hopple Interchange, I-74/I-75, etc., please tell the rest of the story.  The author did a good job of describing the alternatives, but fell short on everything else.  Briefly speak to the public and agency coordination on each of these areas, what their concerns were, how they were address and what factors lead to the recommendations going into the CAS.  Again, write it how you would explain it at a PI meeting to a co-worker.  The idea is not to write volumes of data, but to concisely inform the reader on what transpired.  How did you reach the decision that I-75 A and I -75 D were the best?  How did I-75 D come about?  Granted, the reader could go into the PAS, CAS or AFA and read the gory details, but they shouldn't have to.  The NEPA document should summarize how this decision-making process occurred, the public's concerns/issues, what went into it and how the conclusion was made- then if the reader wants more detail- refer them to the attached documents.  NOTE- this is a global comment for the entire document for each of the discussion points- CAS, AFA, etc.  Again, this isn't volumes of text- just writing similar to how you would explain it to say a reporter.

Page 11, under Impacts, bulleted list of studies resources: This list states "Neighborhood Impacts & Property Impacts".   Later in the discussion these headings are included in community impacts it is recommended that the document be consistent. The discussion should state why the impact is not significant.
Page 11, under AQ, discuss agency coordination with OEPA on MSAT and PM2.5.  Include correspondence from agencies in appendix.  

Page 11, please include the following statement for CO; "The constructed project will not result in an increase in the ADT of more than 10,000 vehicles within 10 years of project completion date.  Also, the project does not involve a new project right-of-way that will have an ADT of more than 20,000 vehicles within 10 years of construction.  Therefore, the project is exempt from project level conformity analysis for CO per the ODOT/OEPA Air Quality Agreement."

Page 11, please include the following statement for O3; "Because the project is listed in the STIP/TIP, ozone is addressed."
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Page 12, under Noise, include the following statement; "A final noise analysis will be prepared to confirm noise barrier heights including a line-of-sight analysis."

Page11, 2nd paragraph, please replace the third sentence with the following; “ As per the ODOT Noise policy, noise barriers shall be designed with a goal of protecting all receivers and obtaining an 8 dBA reduction for front row residences”.

Page 12, please reference noise PI materials in the text.

Page 12, please include total length of all of the walls. Include the length of the noise wall for NSA5.

 Include the average height of the noise wall for NSA2, NSA5, NSA7, NSA11, and NSA13C.

Exhibit A - Sheet 2 - Sacred Heart Church does not appear to be in a NSA?

Exhibit A - Sheet 3 - Houses on McMicken Ave. seem to be within 600'.  Were they considered receptors?

Exhibit A - Sheet 5 - Was Concordia Lutheran School considered a receptor?

Exhibit A - Sheet 6 - Was True Unity Baptist Church considered a receptor?

Exhibit A - Sheet - 7 - Why does NSA 15 stop short of Beekman St. and Greater Mt. Rose Baptist Church?

Houses near the north end of the project east of I-75 were not included in a NSA.  Why?
Page 13, under Access, in general this section contains vague wording about the impacts to the Bond Hill Neighborhood, Clifton Neighborhood & Northside Neighborhood.  Examples include Bond, last sentence:  "Towne interchange should create little or no impact" ; Clifton, second paragraph, third sentence: "Their removal would improve safety and reduce congestion at a fairly minimal impact" ;  and Northside, third paragraph, second sentence "Residents of Northside will have minor increase in travel distance, but in combination with the Highway and interchange improvement the impacts should be minimal".  This section should work to define what these terms mean to the community.  There is no discussion about views of the local governments and the public nor any mitigation measures.

Page 13, concerning the pedestrian bridge located on the west side of central parkway - what is the impact of not building this bridge?  What are the users and how will they cross the highway as a result of our action?  Specifically state whether it will be removed or not and what the follow-up action is. Same comment for the pedestrian bridge over I-74.

Page 13, under Access, in Appendix B does not show the access issues in enough detail to be able to support the text.  Consider better mapping that will show the access points being referenced and the alternative routes or even consider using appendix A and detailing/labeling the specific pages to show the discussed routes.  Also, the college is a big traffic generator, as such, should there be a discussion about the ability of the local network to handle the traffic, the impacts associated with this change (and any mitigation)?
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Page 13, last paragraph spell out "NSTI".    

Page 16, under Commercial Properties; what is the number of workers impacted?  

Page 17, under Residential Relocations, was a RAP done?  If so, reference it and cite that housing of last resort will not be an issue as there are house available on the market at similar values as what is being impacted- ensure this is a fact and state it.

Page 18 & 19, under CR, please correct errors – dates of letters.  Extract resource agency salient states from letters in Appendix C.  And use in chronological order in text. Discuss “no adverse effect” finding before archaeology consultation.  Effects finding will be the last thing in process.  So discuss H/A, then archaeology, then effects
Page 19, under Parks - Section 4(f) - The write up for each recreational resource discussed the resource, features/ functions and the impact.  However, the discussion for each resource should also discuss the avoidance, minimization or mitigation techniques that were considered for each site, if there is a use (this is not consistently done).  Additionally there should be a discussion of coordination with the officials w/ jurisdiction and PI when applicable.  Additionally there needs to be a statement indicating the type of 4(f) finding that  "appears to be appropriate".  Executive Summary, page ii, Parks and Recreation Areas, pages 19-21, Environmental Impact Summary, page 23, Environmental Commitments and Mitigation, page 24, on all of these pages impacts to the parks are discussed. However, no discussion is made about federal regulation associated with Section 4(f).  please discuss any PI conducted for any De Minimis calls (CFR requirement).
Section 4(f)  - Coordination Section - while this section attempts to address the above comment, this section should be removed and the above comment implemented.  Additionally, this section discussed De Minmis Impact Findings.  Some resources will require a Determination of No Use for the associated impacts.  In some cases concurrence will be needed form the local officials (temporary use scenarios).
No discussion is made in the EA document about Section 6(f). Please address potential Section 6(f) impacts. If none, state so.
Page 22, under Hazardous Waste, text should briefly talk about landfill involvement and working with OEPA to obtain necessary 27-13 solid waste permits so that the project can be constructed in an environmental compliant manner. Carry environmental commitment about the construction contract plans will contain plan notes that will govern the contractors work in and about landfills so that we stay in compliance with the applicable regulations.
Page 22, under Environmental Justice - This topic area should be discussed in more detail.  At a minimum we should establish the presence or absence of EJ communities through census data.  EJ may have not been raised as part of the PI but there should be some consideration to affected populations (disproportionate & adversely high), if present.
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Page 24,  under Environmental Commitments and Mitigation,  please provide commitment to provide proper notification of construction activity affecting traffic patterns related to maintenance of traffic (MOT), which includes lane closures, detours, etc., to the appropriate public officials so that the affected public facilities, such as emergency services, businesses, schools, etc., can be notified in advance of the MOT traffic pattern changes.    
