
P-0521-001

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

DEIS.
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P-0521-002

We have explained our analyses in different responses to your input

regarding the BNSF rail bridge. Many different options for addressing the

project's Purpose and Need were evaluated in a screening process prior

to the development and evaluation of the alternatives in the DEIS.

Chapter 2 (Section 2.5) of the DEIS explains why a third corridor, arterial

crossing, and several transit modes evaluated in screening were

dropped from further consideration because they did not meet the

Purpose and Need. For a general description of the screening process

see Chapter 2 (Section 2.7) of the FEIS. It should be noted that every

proposal received from the public was considered, and many of the

proposals that were dropped from further consideration included

elements that helped shape the alternatives in the DEIS.
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P-0521-003

Please see the response to comment P-0521-002. Despite trains having

some technological advantages, projects that focused primarily on

improving rail infrastructure were not found to meet the CRC project's

Purpose and Need.  

 

P-0521-004

Please see the FEIS, Chapter 2 (Sections 2.6 and 2.7), for key findings

supporting selection of the LPA, and for a description of the process

followed to consider and evaluate a wide variety of alternatives and

options. 

 

P-0521-005

Please see response to comment P-0521-004. Commuter rail was

considered but could not adequately address the transit-related need for

the proposed action, let alone meet the other stated needs.
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P-0521-006

The articulation of the deficiencies with commuter rail is still accurate.

Commuter rail is a valuable mode of travel which the FTA and FHWA

both support. For the CRC project, commuter rail fails to address the

Purpose and Need. Commuter rail doesn't have stops at the frequencies

and intervals needed by many commuters, and therefore doesn't

significantly improve transit performance. In addition, for a commuter rail

project to have fast, reliable commuter service, it would require its own

infrastructure through the entire corridor.  The immense cost and impact

of building its own infrastructure are also critical flaws inherent in this

mode.

 

Columbia River Crossing

Appendix P September 2011



Columbia River Crossing

Appendix P September 2011



Columbia River Crossing

Appendix P September 2011



P-0521-007

The I-5 bridges, like many older bridges in the region and nation, are not

seismically sound and were never designed to survive a significant

earthquake.  In 1995, ODOT commissioned a study to look specifically at

the lift spans of the I-5 bridges, which are considered the most

vulnerable sections of the bridges.  Vulnerabilities were found in the

bearings, piles, piers, and lift span tower truss members.  Both the

northbound and southbound bridges have been identified as functionally

obsolete bridges.  This classification means they no longer meet the

geometric and/or load capacity criteria of the Interstate system. The fact

that there are other bridges in the region that are seismically unsound

does not diminish the importance of protecting the I-5 crossing from

failure in the event of a significant earthquake. As discussed in the DEIS

and FEIS, there are numerous reasons, in addition to

seismic issues, why the I-5 crossing needs to be replaced. The purpose

of this project is not to replace the railroad bridge.

 

Columbia River Crossing

Appendix P September 2011


