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P-0784-001

Tolling was evaluated in the DEIS and FEIS, and included in the LPA for

two important reasons. First, a toll may be necessary to pay for the

construction of this project, as discussed in Chapter 4 of the FEIS.

Second, a toll provides a valuable travel demand management tool that

encourages travelers to take alternative modes (including light rail

provided by this project), travel at off-peak periods, or reduce their auto

trips. This demand management reduces congestion and extends the

effective service life of the facility. When the existing I-5 northbound

bridge was built in 1917, it was paid for with a toll. The southbound I-5

bridge, built in 1958, was also funded partially by tolls. In 2008, the

Washington legislature passed enabling language for tolling on I-5,

provided that each facility is later authorized under specific legislation.

Once authorized by the legislature, the Washington Transportation

Commission has the authority to set the toll rates. In Oregon, and the

Oregon Transportation Commission has the authority to toll a facility and

to set the toll rates.

 

P-0784-002

The Columbia River Crossing project is not simply a bridge project. The

CRC project includes the replacement of the existing I-5 bridge over the

Columbia River, improvements at seven interchanges over five miles of

I-5, and the extension of light rail from Portland to Vancouver. The

projected cost to construct this large and complex project is presented in

Chapter 4 of the FEIS, and it is estimated in year of expenditure dollars

to account for inflation.  Regarding project funding, please refer to

Chapter 4 of the FEIS for a description of the current plans for funding

construction and operation of the LPA. This discussion provides an

updated assessment of likely funding sources for this project, though it is

not common practice to receive funding commitments prior to the

alternative selection process is complete. As described in the FEIS,

project funding is expected to come from a variety of local, state, and
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federal sources, with federal funding and tolls providing substantial

revenue for the construction. 

 

P-0784-003

The evaluation of the five alternatives in the DEIS was preceded by an

extensive evaluation and screening of a wide array of possible solutions

to the CRC project's Purpose and Need statement. Chapter 2 of the

DEIS (Section 2.5) explains how the project's Sponsoring Agencies

generated ideas and solicited the public, stakeholders, other agencies,

and tribes for ideas on how to meet the Purpose and Need. 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. These options were evaluated for whether and how

they met the project's Purpose and Need, and the findings were

reviewed by project sponsors, the public, agencies, and other

stakeholders. Alternatives that included only TDM/TSM strategies, or

provided only transit improvements, would provide benefits, but could

only address a very limited portion of the project’s purpose and need.

This extensive analysis 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 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.

The DEIS evaluated alternatives with more demand management

(higher toll) and increased transit service with less investment in highway

infrastructure improvements (Alternatives 4 and 5) compared to the toll

and transit service levels included in Alternatives 2 and 3. The additional

service and higher toll provided only marginal reductions in I-5 vehicle

volumes, and they came primarily at the cost of greater traffic diversion

to I-205. This analysis found that a more balanced investment in highway
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and transit, as represented by Alternatives 2 and 3, performed

considerably better on a broad set of criteria.

 

P-0784-004

Emissions are projected to be substantially lower by 2030 than they are

today, and would be the same or lower in most areas with the project

than without. The exception is the I-5/Mill Plain Boulevard interchange

where CO and NOx would be higher with the project than without, but

still well within relevant standards.
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