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P-1048-001

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 2.5) and Chapter 2 (Section 2.7) of the FEIS explain 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 2.7) of the FEIS for more discussion on the

screening process used to develop project alternatives.
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P-1048-002

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-1048-003

The Supplemental Bridge alternatives were intended to represent a

different approach to the purpose and need, with different transportation

capacity. For data on the performance of a six lane option, please refer

to the findings for the No Build alternative.

 

P-1048-004

The project team appreciates your willingness to consider alternatives

and think "outside the box." However, an elevated highway facility of this

type would have extraordinary and unacceptable environmental impacts

and be so expensive that it is infeasible.
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P-1048-005

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 the project's preferred transit mode. These sponsor

agencies, which include the Vancouver City Council, Portland City

Council, C-TRAN Board, TriMet Board, RTC Board and Metro Council

considered the DEIS analysis, public comment, and a recommendation

from the CRC Task Force (a broad group of stakeholders representative

of the range of interests affected by the project - see the DEIS Public

Involvement Appendix for more information regarding the CRC Task

Force) before voting on the LPA.

As illustrated in the DEIS, and summarized in Exhibit 29 (page S-33) of

the Executive Summary, light rail would better serve transit riders than

bus rapid transit (BRT) within the CRC project area. Light rail would carry

more passengers across the river during the PM peak, result in more

people choosing to take transit, faster travel times through the project

area, fewer potential noise impacts, and lower costs per incremental

rider than BRT. Additionally, light rail is more likely to attract desirable

development on Hayden Island and in downtown Vancouver, which is

consistent with local land use plans.

 

P-1048-006

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
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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-1048-007

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.  The same is true of some other bridges in the region.

However, just because the bridges are seismically unsound does not

mean that they face imminent collapse from ordinary use.

 

P-1048-008

See discussion of why a supplemental bridge was not included in the

LPA, above.  Regarding funding, the federal government is anticipated to

contribute significantly to the project. 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 until the alternative selection process is

complete.
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