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Light rail has been endorsed by every local Sponsoring Agency

(Vancouver City Council, C-TRAN, RTC, Portland City Council, TriMet,

and Metro), whose boards are comprised of the elected leadership of

the region.

Annual light rail passenger trips crossing the I-5 bridge in 2030 are

projected to be 6.1 million, with daily ridership around 18,700. The travel

time for the morning commute by light rail between downtown Vancouver

and Pioneer Square in downtown Portland will be approximately 34

minutes. Light rail would travel on a dedicated right-of-way, with more

reliable travel times than auto drivers dealing with unpredictable road

conditions, traffic congestion, and parking challenges.

The CRC project planning for light rail incorporates and supports the

principles of the Vancouver's City Center Vision Plan. Downtown

Vancouver has seen recent growth in higher density mixed use projects

from three to 12 stories in height. In addition, another 4,000 downtown

condominiums are proposed or pending as part of new developments.

The core of Vancouver has, along with many of the larger corridors such

as Fourth Plain Blvd, medium to high density residential development

and an urban mix of uses. Transit demand in these areas is quite high,

and ridership will increase with the introduction of light rail.

Long-term operation and maintenance of the new light rail line will be

funded through C-TRAN and TriMet. For its share of the operations and

maintenance funding, C-TRAN plans on having a public vote.
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Following the close of the 60-day DEIS public comment period in July

2008, the CRC project's six local sponsor agencies selected light rail to

Clark College as the project's preferred transit mode. These sponsor

agencies, which include the Vancouver City Council, Portland City

Council, C-TRAN Board, TriMet Board, RTC Board and Metro Council

considered the DEIS analysis, public comment, and a recommendation

from the CRC Task Force (a broad group of stakeholders representative

of the range of interests affected by the project - see the DEIS Public

Involvement Appendix for more information regarding the CRC Task

Force) before voting on the LPA.

As illustrated in the DEIS, and summarized in Exhibit 29 (page S-33) of

the Executive Summary, light rail would better serve transit riders than

bus rapid transit (BRT) within the CRC project area. Light rail would carry

more passengers across the river during the PM peak, result in more

people choosing to take transit, faster travel times through the project

area, fewer potential noise impacts, and lower costs per incremental

rider than BRT. Additionally, light rail is more likely to attract desirable

development on Hayden Island and in downtown Vancouver, which is

consistent with local land use plans.

As described Chapter 3 (Section 3.1) of the DEIS, the operations and

maintenance (O&M) costs associated with light rail would be less than

those associated with bus rapid transit, largely because light rail

operates on electricity while bus rapid transit is dependent on the volatile

fuel market. LRT costs approximately $3.50, or 31%, less than BRT, per

incremental rider when comparing both capital and operating costs.

Long-term operation and maintenance of the new light rail line will be

funded through C-TRAN and TriMet. For C-TRAN’s share of the

operations and maintenance funding, it plans on having a public vote.

For more information on how O&M costs will be shared between TriMet
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and C-TRAN, and how C-TRAN may finance these additional costs,

please see Chapter 4 of the FEIS.
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It is plausible that under some circumstances energy consumption and

total emissions could be higher with light rail than without it.

However, the operational energy and GHG analyses conducted for the

CRC project (see FEIS sections 3.12 and 3.19) indicate that the LPA

including light rail transit, highway improvements and tolling, would

reduce energy use and reduce GHG emissions compared to No-Build.
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As described in Chapter 1 of the DEIS, the project's Purpose and Need

reflects "previous planning studies, solicitation of public input, and

coordination with stakeholder groups." This outreach, and prior planning

studies, identified improving transit service along the I-5 corridor as an

important element of this project. This need is included in the project's

Purpose and Need. As such, any alternative (except No-Build) evaluated

in the DEIS must address this need to improve transit service.

Regarding Mr. O’Toole’s specific recommendations, the CRC project

includes tolling, and powering buses with alternative fuels, increasing the

concentration of buses on heavily used routes, building new roads,

and coordinating traffic signals. Encouraging drivers to purchase more

fuel-efficient cars does not make BRT outperform light rail.
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Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments on the I-5 CRC

DEIS.
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