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From: saratogawoodworks@gmail.com

To: Columbia River Crossing:

CC:

Subject: Comment from CRC DraftEIS Comments Page
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2008 9:10:33 PM
Attachments:

Home Zip Code: 97211
Work Zip Code: 98661

Person:
Commutes through the project area

Person commutes in the travel area via:
Bicycle
Car or Truck

1. In Support of the following bridge options:
Replacement Bridge

2. In Support of the following High Capacity Transit options:
Light Rail between Vancouver and Portland

3. Support of Bus Rapid Transit or Light Rail by location:
Lincoln Terminus: Unsure

Kiggins Bowl Terminus: Unsure

Mill Plain (MOS) Terminus: Unsure

Clark College (MOS) Terminus: Yes

Contact Information:

First Name: Dave

Last Name: Swift

Title: Owner, Saratoga Woodworks LLC
E-Mail: saratogawoodworks@gmail.com
Address:

>

Comments:

T live in Portland and own a business in Vancouver. T try to bike two days a week, and
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Preferences for specific alternatives or options, as expressed in
comments received before and after the issuance of the DEIS, were
shared with local sponsor agencies to inform decision making. Following
the close of the 60-day DEIS public comment period in July 2008, the
CRC project's six local sponsor agencies selected a replacement I-5
bridge with light rail to Clark College as the project's Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA). These sponsor agencies, which include the Portland
City Council, Vancouver City Council, TriMet Board, C-TRAN Board,
Metro Council, RTC Board, considered the DEIS analysis, public
comment, and a recommendation from the CRC Task Force when voting
on the LPA.

With the LPA, new bridges will replace the existing Interstate Bridges to
carry I-5 traffic, light rail, pedestrians and bicyclists across the Columbia
River. Light rail will extend from the Expo Center MAX Station in Portland
to a station and park and ride at Clark College in Vancouver. Pedestrians
and bicyclists would travel along a wider and safer path than exists
today.

For a more detailed description of highway, transit, and bicycle and
pedestrian improvements associated with the LPA, see Chapter 2 of the
FEIS.

P-0495-002
Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments on the I-5 CRC
DEIS.
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drive the other three. T think that it would make sense to build a light rail bridge before
embarking on replacing the existing traffic spans. That would give people an option
during construction. Once an option exists, it would be fine to charge tolls on the
existing bridge, although many people would avoid the tolls by burning fuel and
emitting exhaust all the way over to 205 and back.
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The current proposal for the LPA includes the light rail alignment
beneath the highway deck of the new southbound I-5 bridge, which
would prevent light rail service from starting to operate until the bridge
construction is complete.
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Modeling has indicated that tolling I-5 without making the improvements
that are part of the CRC project would not meet the project’s Purpose
and Need. This does not mean that some form of tolling prior to
constructing CRC couldn’t be implemented. The ultimate decision on any
tolling options will be made by both the Washington and Oregon
Transportation Commissions.
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Traffic modeling indicates that tolling I-5, but not 1-205, would divert
some traffic to 1-205 although most trips would remain on I-5. However,
under existing conditions, trips already divert to I-205 and would continue
to do so under No-Build because of the unreliability of, and congestion
in, the 1-5 corridor. With the CRC improvements to I-5, many of those
diverted trips would shift to I-5 because it would be a shorter and more
reliable trip than I-205. Tolling the I-5 crossing causes some trips to shift
to 1-205 in order to avoid the toll. The net difference in the number of
trips crossing on 1-205 is only slightly higher with the CRC project than
without it.

With few exceptions, federal statutes do not permit tolling of an existing
interstate highway without associated improvements. FHWA does have
pilot programs that allow state departments of transportation to apply for
the approval to toll a facility. The project sponsors are not proposing to
toll the 1-205 crossing as part of the CRC project. It is possible that a toll
could be placed on the 1-205 crossing in the future separate from the
CRC project. Section 3.1 of the DEIS and FEIS discusses the effects of

September 2011



the project on traffic levels in the I-5 and 1-205 corridors.

In addition, tolling prior to or during construction can be used to manage
demand and begin collecting the revenue. This is not currently proposed
but could be implemented if approved.
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