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' The Bi-State Industrial Corridor (BIC or RC-14) was accepted into the Columbia River Crossing Project
during the Environmental Impact Study. The Bi-State Industrial Corridor creates a new corridor inside
‘the current I-5 Corridor at the very center of trade and transportation in our area. The Alignment of
the Bi-State Industrial Corridor is recommended in the Regional Transportation Plan, in several
transportation studies induding the I-5 Transportation and Trade Partnership in 2002, and in theSW
Regional Transportation Council’s 2007 Regional Vision Corridor Study. The alignment of the Bi-State
Industrial Corridor provides direct access to several of our major freight arterials inciuding: Marine|Dr.,
Columbia Corridor, Lombard St., HWY.30, Jantzen Beach Dr., Mill Plain Extension and the I-5 Freeway.
"The BIC (RC-14) connects existing arterial and major freight routes to each other.and to I-5-— -
'removing surface freight, commercial, and commuter vehicles off of neighborhood strects adjacent to |-

—-The National Environmental Policy Act requires a thorough study for Federal funding.
~--Oregon Context Sensitive Solution requires equal evaluation.
~=Joint Accord required following States’ requirements.

FARRELL&ASSOCIATES Fax:5032836867 Jul 1 2008 23:27 P. 01

Resolution to the current challenge of not meeting National Environmental Policy Act

requirements and Historical Resources 4 (f) requirements.

The States of Oregon and Washington Transportation Departments invited the public to participate in
- a new transportation study of ideas and altematives concemning I-5 Freeway congestion which poses

challenges to our region’s economy, safety, and to the environment.

5 and industrial areas.

The majority of the land Is vacant, publicly owned, and may provide additional capacity to residential,
- retail, industrial, heavy rail and local access between Vancouver and Portland.

I have sent in data from CRC stating that the Bi-State Industrial Corridor was removed from the study

and the majority of the requirements for a thorough NEPA evaluation were not performed --and

therefore NEPA requirements for funding were not met. Federal requirement Historical Structure 4(f)

for funding and avoidance have not been followed.

The Bi-State Industrial Corridor was accepted to the NEPA process which requirements clearly state the
alternative has a right to finish the race once it has been accepted into the process. It has o right to win,

place or show ! A thorough study has a specific list of criteriq to which the alternatives are to be

evaluated; there is no guess work involved..... But it was not thoroughly evaluated according to NEPA
criteria.  Whether you agree with the project or not is not the issue. It qualified and was accepted on

~ It’s own merits and that Is enough.

There is no excuse to accept less than the requirements under NEPA. There is no reason to not ha\i)e a

range of alternatives with comparable data, as is also required.,

I would like to meet as soon as possible with Columbia River Staff so that information can be

developed for g thorough study onfthe Bi-State Industrial. | am available to start immediately so the

process can move forward to a Locally Preferred Altemnative, one which will have met the NEPA
requirements for federal funding and Historic Resource 4(f) requirements

Thank you, - o
Styiron Kt RECEIVED
JUL 01 2008
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$7,666,750 909 N Hayden Dr. Hotel
$1,570,000 Taco Bell
$1,808,720 Burger King
$1,172,270 | | Chevron Station .
- $11,182,570 Safeway
$2,300,000 Hooters _ | E
$4,715,230 (three properties Club house 2 small retail)
$1,436,020 Zupan’s
$1,340,210 Car Wash

FARRELL&ASSOCIATES Fax:5032836867 Jul 1 2008 23:27 P.02 5 of 12

Funding expenses that can be avoided:

Values of highly urbanized Jantzen Beach properties do not include, relocation,

moving inventory, staff, retraining, finding a new location or removail of property and

hazardous asbestos, flaggers, added congestion and associated expenses . By contrast,

the land west of the BNSF rail line is bare, vacant and publicly ouned. Here a few of
the properties next to the I-5 freeway: _ . N

$15,126450 12226 N Janzten
$1,339,006 12240 N Jantzen

In the Bi-State Industrial Corridor the cost for land on Jantzen Beach is ZERO! C)i-
very close!

This above list does not include; a strip mall west of freeway, Newport Bay, Denhy’s,
McDonailds, Standford,s a Pizza place, a westside hotel, 30 residences, or street right

- of ways.The removal of the CRC Bridge will cost at least 100-150 million dollars plus

congestion.This added expense of acquiring private property is avoided on Janzte;n

" Beach because the maijority of the Bi-State Industrial Corridor Is vacant and publlicly

owned land. Thus saving millions in purchase price of land. . N
Vancouver with a viaduct over Mill Plain will have fewer negative impacts than ?he
Replacement Bridge. The viaduct connection from I-5 to Port of Vancouver will
remove freight, commerce, and commuters from neighborhood streets. Mill Plain %s
near capacity now and has spilled over to 4™ Plain, 39" and 78?""‘ the new viaddct
would remove traffic from the streets, provide for future growth of the Port. J
Removing freight traffic off of Mill Plain will reconnect the residential neighborhoads
with downtown Vancouver. These costs need to be clearly identified in the NEPA.
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Port oﬁ:; Vancouver F reight Corridor Travel Time Study Concerning Increased Congestion and

! - Delay Because of CRC High Capacity Transit

|
1

’ I-ﬁghf Capacity Trausit is not a required on the Columbisa River Crossing project. The New -

Start|can be Light Rail, Bus Rapid Transit, commuter rail, buses in an HOV lane, and other
forms of transit new or addition to existing. Federal Highway Transit dollar can be spenton

up"gl‘ﬁ:idiilg and new bus service.

. Has .t:'hé Port of Vancoilver designated Freight Corridors on Fourth Plain, 39" and 78%all =

neigt}bbrhqod streets...? Creating 4 surface level freight corridors on ncighborl__modstreet's?

. i
. This report doe not include single trips and other data. Mill Plain goes up by 40% yet does

not include commerce or commuter traffic.

. F u{rh:cr data analysis may demonstrate addition impacts to freight movement. Old data was
- used when the NEPA process requires CRC to provide new data and numbers. |

. The ‘ér(j)jggts are only eastbound not westbound movement. The CRC needs to ,havé both

data for the NEPA process,

. Eastbound is the Port to I-5. The Westbound would be citizens trying to access up town,

downtown, city, and county buildings. Would westbound back up onto I-5?

|
|

. | o
. The delay during construction was not quantified in this report. The NEPA Process requires

benefits and impact during and after construction,

. 2023 is eastbound only.
|

. 2023 third bullet point Signal priority signal was not part of this study. Light rail and

possible Bus Rapid Transit will have signal priority. This study needs to state the impact of
signal priority. This is part of the information CRC should have for the NEPA requirements.

i
- 10. Does this include the different Gateway Projects...? 1 or more?

11. Will Ithe Gateway projects complete the build out of the Ports?

12. ’Ih‘efafmj;ount of freight, ‘éommer'qe, commuter and local traffic needs to bé a part of this

study jas‘ well as the actual volume numbers not just the percentages.
(IR ]

13.This i;s just the summary hand out the complete report has other issues and assumptions that

' peed to be look at to give a true analysis of what impact will occur to downtown business,

~residences, commuter, commerce and companies that depend on moventent of freight.
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Port bf_Vancouver Freight Co(rgdor Travel Time Study

The Columbia River Crossing Project (CRC) will be required to include High
Capacity Transit. Transit mode and alignment options are being considered as
Ppart of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. This report summarizes the
findings of an analysis conducted by DKS Associates on the impact of transit

jfassociated with the CRC, on the Port of Vancotiver's freight corridors (72

iIT he study included milestone years 2013 and 2023, correlating with projected
traffic increases from the port and Vancouver area. The study looked at potential
Impacts to travel time and capacity of Mill Plain, Fourth Plain, 39" Street and 78" (2
Street. ' ‘ : _ _

Key Findings

Since nearly 95% of the port’s truck traffic utilizes Mill Plain and Fourth Plain, this

summary focuses on these two main corridors (39" and 78" streets were also

‘considered, but carry substantially less of the port's truck traffic). Findings are

average peak travel time, and do not include single trip, and other data. Further ‘

data analysis may demonsirate additional impacts fo freight movement. B Ak
, ; ' oNn

@ -

2013

brojected Travel Time Delays: =~ i ' N
The figures below are for eastbound movements. & W@
s Mill Plain/15™ Ave. — Average travel time increases by 2 minutes
between the port and -5, nearly reaching capacity at or near the [-5

i interchange. o . _
. Fourth Plain —1 minute average travel time increase between the port
< and s, ‘
~ | Hlgh Capacity Transit — It is assumed that construction will begin on
. oL -HCT, but willnot be functioning at this time. There will be delay caused by
“* o4 o construction, but this could not be quantified in this study.
[ - s - , H‘_&_—’-‘

T 2023 ., e | ‘
-+ ‘Brojected Travel Time Délays:

The figures below are for eastbound rr , , .
| " Mill Plain/15™ Ave. — Average travel time increases 2.5 minutes between
1 the'port and |-5, surpassing capacity at the [-5 Interchange. 2

= Fourth Plain - 1 minute increase in average travel time between the port
o and 15, | “ | |
¢ High Capacity Transit -~ HCT could take “green time” due to signal @

preference. Signal priority could disrupt eastbound and westbound
movements on Mill Plain Boulevard and 15th Avenue.
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v : Type of_HGT : . Easthommd Wasthound Easthound i Wc‘;gund
! B‘BREP'IIdTTmm 9 saconds ~ 9 seconds 9 secondy 15 seconde
I Light Rail Transit 5 saconds 3 seconda 5 seconds 10 seconda
i S(?[ERCE: DKS Associates
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Port of Vancouver Freight Corridor Travel Time Study

The Columbia River Crossing Project (CRC) will be required to include High
;’Capa'city Transit. Transit mode and alignment options are being considered as
part of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. This report summarizes the

~ findings of an anhalysis conducted by DKS Associates on the impact of transit

fas’spcia;ed with the CRC, on the Port of Vancouver's freight corridors.

jT he study included milestone years 2013 and 2023, correlating with projected
traffic increases from the port and Vancouver area. The study looked at potential
impacts to travel time and capacity of Mill Plain, Fourth Plain, 39™ Street and 78"

St'réet. :

Key Findings

Since nearly 95% of the port’s truck traffic utilizes Mill Plain and Fourth Plain, this

summary focuses on these two main corridors (39" and 78" streets were also
|t:'o”nsider'ed, but carry substantially less of the port's truck traffic). Findings are
average peak travel time, and do not include single trip, and other data. Further
data analysis may demonstrate additional impacts to freight movement.

2013 ‘
Projected Travel Time Delays:
The figures below are for eastbound movements.
~* Mill PlaIn/15™ Ave. — Average travel time increases by 2 minutes
between the port and I-5, nearly reaching capacity at or near the -5
| interchange,
 Fourth Plain —1 minute average travel time increase between the port
‘ and I-5. .
* High Capacity Translt - It is assumed that construction will begin on
~ HCT, but will not be functioning at this time. There will be delay caused by
construction, but this could not be quantified in this study.

2023
Projected Travel Time Delays:

IThe figures below are for eastbound movements:

* Mill Plain/15" Ave. — Average travel time increases 2.5 minutes between
the port and I-5, surpassing capacity at the I-5 Interchange. _ ,

" Fourth Plaln = 1 minute increase in average travel time between the port

- andl-s. -

* High Capacity Transit - HCT could take “green time” due to signal
preference. Signal priority could disrupt eastbound and westbound
movements on Mill Plain Boulevard and 15th Avenue.
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October 24, 2006

. Dear GRC Members;

lam wntmg you taday: asking please for your support. Furst let mie thank

- y6u for ali of your hiard work and for the fact that' you are of the few who offer

~ hélp and support to our communlty, your community. The need for wise

, leadership in hard economic: times. and times of pmspenty s 1mportant So thank
' you, for yourseivice.© -

1 am asking forfalmess. i would benefit all parties. |am not asking for

~ special treatment but justice. My goal is to came through this experience as part
. pfthe solution father than part of the preblem.

This goal Is met | befisve by stating facts, acknowledging pattems, and
offering ideas and solutions that would benefit all parties, | have no desire to

 slow.ortamish the process anly'to provide transparency.
~ Being evarihanded and objective benafits all parfies. For'the people involved
* with this: pro;ect clearjudgment. accountabmty, ‘and responsibility are a.must.

The current fransportation eongestion in our region Is significant.

: - Locally it directly affects our economy and quality of fife. Because our tradeand
teansportation is damaged, it affects our nation’s economy as well. It'is lmperanve
| ‘we solve this problem now..

With impottant challenges come a varlety of solutions.

§ f Challenges can divide people into believing so strongly in their owni solution that
they-are no longer pbjective, To this &nd, officials have had to instill laws to
 create fairness and honesty. Environmental Impact Studies, Open

Meeting fules.and Conterit’ Sensitive Solutions are just to name a few. Forthe
last yedr ERCstaff has:been informad verbally and in writmg that Columbia River

" Crossing project options data is inaccurats, misleading, missing information and.
- that there were opéh meketing violations. Having been unsuccessful in baing part
 of fairand honiest process, it has becorme imperative that further action be taken.

First inform the task force. members directly. Port Commissionier Arch Miller

- pointed out that since the Governors' office appoints the task force.and staff, and
| complgints regarding conflicting data should ba directed there Iif corrections can’
.. npt be-made at'the CRC level - . _ S Iy L

; Aﬂer raviewing thie. oonﬂlotlng dafa in staff screening hopefully the CRC Task
Forceg Members wil
i withEanopeRiaipg.

1i stst that the Bl-State mdustna! Carﬁdor is studled ful!y and -

Thank you,

. Sharon Nasset
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‘Downloads.
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Metro Cotncilor Robert Liberty letter ot CRC

First letier addressed to CRC Task Force memibers. A list of missing,
misteading; and conflicting data, Sent in J uly 2005 no response was sent in retusi.

Second Tetter Cbil'z’icildr‘Bu‘fkholdfzr recommended I'send anothér letter to the
Task Force members and copy interested parties fo prompt a response. The
seeond letfer was sentin Apri] 2008,

Don Wagner, adiinistatos o Southviest Region WADOT, as reported n the
oificial minutes ot thie October 26 & 21, 2004 page 17, Sl VR ‘
www.wsdotwa.povicommission/seendasminutes/minutes?20047020 ndf “Both

of the bridges are structurally sufficient and meet all of the requirements.” “The

best that can be done an the I-5 Corridor is to remave the bottlenecks. In order to

allow for'ttaffic fies flow it would require that ‘addifional lanes be added. There is

‘ physimlly 1o wom for additiohal lartes in the: ﬂomdor." The 2002 regort ox the.

Columbisz River Crossing and its web address is still missing from fhie-web site:

- Comisissioner Sam Adars asked me to put together iy concedrs on the CRC

process atid.data. 1made & booklet approximately 235 pages, The uiiedited
version was Sent it to 4 fow frierds for editing, Paul Bdgarrpcsiving the
booklet’s website address sent it out o citizen interestéd transportation, unedited.

- Ttwas sent fo the: CRC:and others September 20; 2006, If you.did niot recejve the

address, it was sent into for the record. D
www. PottlanDiocs.comi/ Transportation/Nasset BookEorSan-05.pdf

< Information that the' CRC did a 24-hour traffic study of the I-5 Corridor from

tom Octaber 2005 shows congesfion to. ciirrently be:at 2090 levels of congestion.

- and possibly higher, Theshidy has not been released yet althaugh it is completed

and 1s CRC held data, Presentation given to RTC,

Step Asereeming report and statement that are missing, misleading and conﬂwtmg _

data in the A screeriiriyy fepott.
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Questions Brought Forth by the Community
Transportation Commissioners for the states of Oregon and Washington traveled to Portland for a special
m‘?ﬁ’t¥§}8 911 Iull"yVZQ, 2005 ? yvith membc_rs of the Columbia River Crossing Task Force.

As"a "I:ask Force member, sdre you aware that this meeting took place in a room packed with transportation
industry representatives? '

o Were you given the time, date, and place and the importance of this meeting?
|
0 Has the Task Force been notified of this error in not being invited to this special meeting?

o Has a notice been sent to Transportation Commissioners of lack of notification to the Task Force
members?
i

o Wlhy hasn’t a summary of the July 20th meeting been presented?

o Wl*lhy hasn’t this error been acknowledged?

o How will notification of firture meetings be sent to Task Force Members and citizens at large?
a W}Iio 'will send the notice?

a pr there be notification of all future meetings concerning Columbia River crossings?

a 'Ha;é"a' new meeting been scheduled with the Transportation Commissioners?

o Holw were the transportation industry fepresentatives notified of the meeting?

a Why did transportation representatives get priority notification of the meeting?

 For Future Transparency

0 How many separate groups in Oregon and Washington are studying the Columbia River crossing?
i

@ Who is participating in these groups?
0 How often do thése mieefings occur?

O How are citizens notified of these meetings?

0o Where are notes of these meetings posted?

o Ca.'r:l we expect a monthly update on these meetings?

s In ti1e'ﬁ1turé, will a calendar of all meetings that involve the Columbia River Crossing be distributed
monthly?

Thank You.
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