Columbia River Crossing
Appendix P

P-0936-001

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. Chapter 2 of the DEIS
(Section 2.7) explains how the project's Sponsoring Agencies 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, such as a possible third transportation corridor across the
Columbia River, alternative transit modes, and techniques for operating
the existing highway system more efficiently. After identifying this wide
array of options, the project evaluated whether and how they met the
project's Purpose and Need, and found that alternatives that do not
include improvements to the existing I-5 facility generally do not 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 I-5.
Traffic modeling showed that even significant investment in improving
transit options in the corridor or building a third corridor was not enough
to alleviate future traffic demand and existing safety hazards on I-5. It is
important to note that transit and river crossing components were not
eliminated simply because they could not accommodate future vehicular
trips. For example, both light rail and tolling help to decrease vehicular
demand. See Chapter 2 (Section 2.5) of the DEIS for more discussion on
the screening process used to develop project alternatives.

Regarding 4(f) resources, as indicated in Chapter 3 (Section 3.8) of the
DEIS, the 1917 (northbound) I-5 bridge structure is listed on the NRHP.
The 1958 (southbound) bridge, as a bridge on the National Interstate
System, was determined not to be significant at a national level and is
not considered eligible for the NRHP. However, the two bridges together
are an important element of the historic fabric both for the region and for
downtown Vancouver.

Because the 1917 bridge is listed on the NRHP, it is afforded special
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protection under section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act.
This law prohibits the USDOT from funding any project that would have
an adverse impact on significant historic resources, unless it can be
demonstrated that there are no prudent and feasible alternatives that
would avoid that impact.

The Supplemental River Crossing, which maintained the existing bridges
with seismic retrofits and was analyzed as a component of two of the five
alternatives studied, was determined feasible, but not prudent. It would
not satisfactorily meet the project need. In addition, the alterations
necessary to make the existing bridges safe, reliable, and fully multi-
modal, as described in Chapter 4 of the DEIS and FEIS, would
undermine the historic integrity of the bridges. It has therefore been
decided by all of the Sponsoring Agencies to remove and replace the
existing bridges.

Proposed mitigations for the adverse effects of the NRHP-listed I-5
bridge can be found in Chapter 3 (Section 3.8) of the FEIS.

P-0936-002

As noted above, the Bi-State Industrial Corridor project does not meet
the Columbia River Crossing's purpose and need. Regarding property
acquisition, since the publication of the DEIS in May of 2008, and the
selection of the LPA by local sponsor agencies in July 2008, the CRC
project team has been working to minimize the potential property
impacts associated with the project's improvements. Though the project
team has been working to stay within the existing right-of-way, some
land purchases will be unavoidable.

Potential property acquisitions that will be required to construct the LPA

are described and summarized in Chapter 3 (Section 3.3) of the FEIS
and listed by property in Appendix E. The process by which acquisitions
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will occur is described in the Real Property Acquisition and Relocation
Plan and summarized in Chapter 3 (Section 3.3).

P-0936-003

This comment indicates that an email was sent to or from the Port of
Vancouver regarding high capacity transit and back-up in downtown
Vancouver and also indicating data problems. We are unaware of that
particular e-mail message. However, the DEIS, Section 3.1 discusses
traffic impacts associated with the high capacity transit options, and the
FEIS, Section 3.1 provides further analysis of traffic impacts, including in
downtown Vancouver, likely to result from the proposed extension of
light rail transit through Vancouver to Clark College.

You also indicated that a friend published via email a packet of
information that may have been provided to then Commissioner Sam
Adam's office in August 2007 about 9 months before the CRC DEIS was
issued. To our knowledge we did not receive a copy of that information,
and you have not indicated the content or relevance of that information
to the CRC DEIS. We hope that the content was represented in the
many other comments that you submitted on the DEIS. If your concerns
are not addressed among the other comments and responses please
feel free to contact CRC staff.
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P-0936-004
The project staff and leadership are confident that the LPA provides
significant improvements to both freight mobility and transit.
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P-0936-005

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. Options eliminated through the
screening process included a new corridor crossing over the Columbia
River (in addition to I-5 and I-205), an arterial crossing between Hayden
Island and downtown Vancouver, a tunnel under the Columbia River,
and various modes of transit other than light rail and bus rapid transit.
Section 2.5 of the DEIS explains why a third corridor, arterial crossing of
the Columbia River, 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.

P-0936-006

As discussed in Chapter 3 (Section 3.4) of the DEIS and FEIS, the
introduction of light rail into Vancouver will support development and
redevelopment around transit stations. This aids in the achievement of
local and regional land use goals to concentrate growth along transit
corridors, and potentially greater economic investment around station
areas. The project will also reduce congestion and improve access,
safety, and travel time reliability, which could result in improvements to
economic development conditions for businesses in Portland and
Vancouver. This is especially important for the movement of goods and
services. These improvements would increase the efficiency of truck-
hauled freight in the region and improve access for commuters and
others traveling between Portland and Vancouver.
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P-0936-007
The intent of the comment "downloads" is unclear.

P-0936-008

Although it is unclear which specific communication from Councilor
Liberty you are referencing, we did recieve a letter from him during the
60-day Draft EIS comment period. Please see comment L-015 for our
responses to his comments.

P-0936-009

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.

P-0936-010
Thank you for your comment.

P-0936-011

Website could not be found. Much of the information shared with Sam
Adams is likely responded to in the responses to your multiple submittals
on this DEIS.
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P-0936-012

The project staff do not consider any of the traffic studies to have
revealed conflicting data. We are willing to share the traffic counts and
projections from any and every one of our studies.

P-0936-013

After many years of study, the project has completed numerous studies
and many reports. Some of the information is these has evolved and
changed, which may appear to represent contradictions. Also, this
project is quite complex and it is challenging to always communicate with
perfect clarity. The project team has endeavored to make clear any
ambiguities and has been available for many, lengthy conversations both
at open houses and at special meetings.

P-0936-014

Notification and summary of the July 20, 2005 meeting of the Joint
Oregon and Washington State Transportation Commissions is the
responsibility of these groups. The Columbia River Crossing project has
a goal of posting all public meetings to the project’s web calendar that
are hosted by the project or where a staff person has been scheduled to
speak. At this time, the project cannot verify which Task Force members
were or were not aware of this meeting that occurred in 2005.

P-0936-015

The Columbia River Crossing project regularly posts the schedules of
each advisory group on the CRC Web site, where meeting summaries
and committee membership can also be found. Please

see http://www.columbiarivercrossing.org/ProjectPartners/Default.aspx f
or specific details.
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