
L-006-001

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

DEIS.

 

L-006-002

Traffic forecasts reported in the DEIS and used to inform decisions on a

locally preferred alternative were derived from adopted regional

employment and population forecasts  and state-of-the-art modeling and

evaluation conducted by Metro, RTC and the project team, and reviewed

by all project sponsor agencies as well as FTA and FHWA. In addition,

an independent panel of traffic modeling experts was convened in

October 2008 to review the modeling methods and findings.  These

experts concluded that the project's approach to estimating future travel

demand was reasonable and that it relied on accepted practices

employed in metropolitan regions throughout the country. These findings

are summarized in the “Columbia River Crossing Travel Demand Model

Review Report” (November 25, 2008). This independent review

confirmed the approach CRC modeling used to address multiple

variables that can affect travel demand, including gasoline prices, tolling,

travel demand measures and induced development.

Regarding greenhouse gases, while there was no standard threshold or

standardized methodology for estimating greenhouse gas emissions

when the DEIS was being developed, the project team worked with

federal and state agencies to develop an appropriate analysis

methodology that would allow disclosure of impacts and a comparison of

alternatives.  The DEIS, Chapter 3, Section 3.19.8, summarized the

results of GHG emissions and climate change analysis conducted for the

DEIS alternatives.  Further detail was included in the Energy Technical

Report that was released along with the DEIS.   

Following the public comment period on the DEIS, the CRC project team

was requested by the Metro Council and Portland City Council to secure
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independent review of the GHG evaluation conducted for the DEIS. The

“Columbia River CrossingGreenhouse Gas Emission Analysis Expert

Review Panel Report” (January 8, 2009) describes the activities and

findings of the independent review panel.  The panel concluded that the

GHG evaluation methods and the findings in the DEIS were valid and

reasonable. They also found that the findings were likely conservative,

and that the LPA would likely reduce GHG emissions even more than

estimated in the DEIS.  The GHG and climate change analysis in

Chapter 3 (Section 3.19) of the FEIS updates the analysis that was in

the DEIS, but the basic conclusion that the LPA would have lower

emissions than No-Build remains unchanged. 

Based on the modeling and analysis, the CRC LPA is expected to

significantly increase transit ridership and reduce the number of vehicles

crossing the river. This shift toward transit, reduction in auto crossing,

reduced congestion, removal of bridge lifts, and lower accident rates, are

all factors that contribute to lower GHG emissions with the project than

without it.  These factors will also make it easier for the region to meet

goals for reducing GHG emissions.

See response to comment L-006-003 for more information on fuel prices.

 

L-006-003

Based on modeling and analysis, the CRC LPA is expected to

significantly increase transit ridership and reduce the number of vehicles

crossing the river. This shift toward transit, reduction in auto crossing,

reduced congestion, removal of bridge lifts, and lower accident rates, are

all factors that contribute to lower GHG emissions with the project than

without it.  These factors will also make it easier for the region to meet

goals for reducing GHG emissions.

There is the potential that a carbon tax could occur at some time, but as

yet there have been no such local, state or federal regulations and no
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indications that such taxes would occur in the foreseeable future. The

effect of such a tax on travel would likely be similar to that of other

factors that raise fuel prices.  In the long-term context of the proposed

river crossing infrastructure (25 to over 100 years), short-term changes

in fuel costs have little effect on long-term travel demand.  The potential

effects of peak oil (increasing price of petroleum temporarily reduces

some trips but also accelerates transition to alternative fuel vehicles) are

discussed in the DEIS and FEIS (Section 3.19). While the use of VMT as

an indicator of GHG emissions continues to be discussed, there is

growing concern in both the regional and national debate that future

VMT may not actually be the appropriate metric for evaluating GHG

emissions.  Besides traffic volumes, traffic speeds play a large role in

GHG emissions. More importantly, as the vehicle fleet is changing over

time, the share of alternative fuel vehicles that produce very low or even

no GHG emissions is growing.  This transition would likely be

accelerated with a carbon tax on gasoline or other factors that increase

the price of petroleum. 

 

L-006-004

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 light rail to Clark

College as part of the project's Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). For a

more detailed description of the transit improvements associated with the

LPA, see Chapter 2 of the FEIS.

 

L-006-005

Thank you for your input on appropriate widths for bicycle / pedestrian

lanes. The project team has reviewed various recommendations and

under the LPA, the new northbound bridge over the Columbia River

would accommodate a multi-use pathway under the highway deck (See

Columbia River Crossing

Appendix P September 2011



Exhibit 2.2-14 in the FEIS). This path would be 16 to 20 feet wide,

located within the superstructure above the bridge columns and below

the bridge deck. The width of the pathway is dependant on the width of

the bridge superstructure, which will be narrower if there are fewer lanes

on the deck.

 

L-006-006

A variable rate toll based on time of day was evaluated in the DEIS and

is a key element of the CRC project.  It is unclear whether you support

increased or decreased toll rates for those who cross the Columbia River

frequently, however, proposed toll rates are not currently planned to be

tied to crossing frequency.

 

L-006-007

As described in Chapter 3.14 of the FEIS, the LPA significantly

decreases the amount of untreated stormwater entering surface waters

in the project area.

 

L-006-008

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. However, this does not mean that some form of tolling prior to

constructing CRC couldn’t be implemented. The ultimate decision on any

tolling options must be made by both the Washington and Oregon

Transportation Commissions. 

Indepentdent expert review panels were conducted in October and July

2008, as noted in response to comment L-006-002. 
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