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The proposed new add/drop lanes (i.e., lanes that connect two or more

interchanges) are used to alleviate safety issues associated with the

closely spaced interchanges in the project area and are not designed to

increase capacity generally on I-5.  68 to 75% of I-5 traffic enters and/or

exits I-5 within the CRC project area, and these add/drop lanes provide

space for this traffic to do so without disrupting cars and trucks traveling

to destinations further north and south of the project area.  The project

does not propose to add lanes north or south of the project limits.  The

DEIS evaluation found that the project, with a toll and LRT, would

actually reduce the total daily volume of traffic using the I-5 and I-205

river crossings by approximately 3%. The FEIS analysis of the project

has been updated to include an evaluation of how the CRC project would

affect Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). 

The transportation models used to assess the alternatives are based on

sound science, and have been used to accurately model the

transportation system planning in the metro area for many years. In fact,

records of past modeling efforts have been reviewed, and have revealed

very accurate projections from as many as thirty years ago. An

independent expert review panel was also pulled together to determine

the merits of the modeling performed for the DEIS. The panel concluded

that the correct models, assumptions, and methods have been used.
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Thank you for your comment.  Significant work has gone into developing

the CRC project, including an ongoing public involvement effort.  The

public involvement program includes numerous advisory groups to

ensure the values and interests of the community are reflected in project

decisions. These groups include representatives of public agencies,

businesses, civic organizations, neighborhoods and freight, commuter

and environmental groups.  Feedback from the general public and

advisory groups has been generally supportive of the project, including
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support for the transit, bicycle, pedestrian, highway, interchange, and

financing elements of the project.  See Chapter 2 (Section 2.7) of the

FEIS for more discussion on the process used to develop project

alternatives and select a Locally Preferred Alternative.

Regarding additional alternatives, the evaluation of the five alternatives

in the DEIS was preceded by an evaluation and screening of a wide

array of possible solutions to the CRC project's Purpose and Need

statement. This effort produced a long list of potential solutions, many of

which were non-auto oriented options such as various transit modes and

techniques for operating the existing highway system more efficiently

without any capital investment. After identifying this wide array of

options, the project evaluated whether and how they met the project's

Purpose and Need, and found that in order for an alternative to meet the

six "needs" included in the Purpose and Need (described in Chapter 1 of

the DEIS), it had to provide at least some measure of capital

improvements to I-5 in the project area. Alternatives that did not include

such improvements in the highway generally did not adequately address

the seismic vulnerability of the existing I-5 bridges, traffic congestion on

I-5, or the existing safety problems caused by sub-standard design of the

highway in this corridor. Also, travel demand modeling and traffic

analysis demonstrated that alternatives with substantially more transit

service and only minor highway capacity improvements, had only

marginal differences in transit ridership and auto demand, but had

substantially greater congestion, emissions, and highway safety

problems.
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The DEIS evaluation found that the project, with a toll and LRT,

would reduce the total daily volume of traffic using the I-5 and I-205 river

crossings by approximately 3%. The FEIS analysis of the project has

been updated to include an evaluation of how the CRC project would

affect Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) (see Section 3.1). 
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