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B-004-001

The independently validated results of the project traffic modeling show

clear improvements in travel time, congestion relief, auto emissions, and

safety. Please see Section 3.1 for details.

 

B-004-002

The NEPA process has considered all relevant and available information

regarding alternatives and impacts.

Effective and fair program and agency management and decision-

making are critically important, but they are not appropriate issues to be

evaluated in the environmental review and NEPA process. If you have

specific concerns about these issues please contact WSDOT directly.

 

B-004-003

See the response to comment B-004-002 above. The FEIS describes the

rationale for, and benefits from, including light rail transit (see Chapter 2

and Section 3.1 in particular).
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B-004-004

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. As described in the FEIS, project funding is expected to come

from a variety of local, state, and federal sources, with federal funding

and tolls providing substantial revenue for the construction.

The project has not attempted to minimize the costs of the project. In

fact, there are many estimations, such as property acquisitions, that

have been made rather conservatively. There are a number of properties

that the project will work to avoid or minimize impacts to. Some of these

properties, because we are uncertain if we will be able to avoid them as

design advances, are shown as displacements in the FEIS and included

in acquisition cost estimating.

Governors Kitzhaber and Gregoire, and Oregon and Washington

legislators have made it clear that they will review every element of this

project and provide oversight and accountability. The governors and

legislative leaders are discussing the scope of interim legislative

oversight committees. At Governor Kitzhaber’s request, the Oregon

State Treasurer conducted an independent review of the CRC’s

financing plan and released a report in July 2011. CRC incorporated the

treasurer’s recommendation in Chapter 4 of the Final EIS.

 

B-004-005

New corridors, including a "western bypass", were among ideas and

proposals evaluated early in the CRC development process, as

discussed in Section 2.7 of the FEIS.

 

B-004-006

The project is currently undertaking an audit, which is being conducted in

addition to the normal and customary financial controls for a project of
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this type. Inquiries about particular financial issues should be sent to the

project office. The expenditures to date are generally in line with a

project of this size. The project has managed to reach agreement on

many issues among many jurisdictions. Additionally, the project has

nearly completed the NEPA environmental analysis, has reached nearly

30% design, has conducted an extremely thorough outreach effort, and

has completed considerable geotechnical and other pre-construction

testing.  WSDOT and other sponsoring agencies have taken financial

accountability very seriously and do have the records of such

management. The joint management structure has actually been a cost

saving measure rather than an effort to obfuscate spending.

 

B-004-007

Mr. Rumble comments that the I-5 CRC project alone is not enough to

solve a number of regional transportation and other needs. This is

acknowledged. The CRC project is intended to address the specific

needs identified for this portion of the corridor and region, as described

in Chapter 1 of the FEIS. It addresses these needs and has independent

utility, but it does not address other transportation needs in the region. 

 

B-004-008

The project has worked with local decision makers to balance the need

to reduce costs and yet provide a comprehensive solution. Light Rail is a

critically important part of the project, supported by all local agencies,

and by locally adopted plans.

 

B-004-009

Light rail has been endorsed by every local Sponsoring Agency

(Vancouver City Council, C-TRAN, RTC, Portland City Council, TriMet,

and Metro), whose boards include elected leadership from

throughout the area.
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Annual light rail passenger trips crossing the I-5 bridge in 2030 are

projected to be 6.1 million, with daily ridership around 18,700. The travel

time for the morning commute by light rail between downtown Vancouver

and Pioneer Square in downtown Portland will be approximately 34

minutes. Light rail would travel on a dedicated right-of-way, with more

reliable travel times than auto drivers dealing with unpredictable road

conditions, traffic congestion, and parking challenges.

The CRC project planning for light rail incorporates and supports the

principles of the Vancouver's City Center Vision Plan. Downtown

Vancouver has seen recent growth in higher density mixed use projects

from three to 12 stories in height. In addition, another 4,000 downtown

condominiums are proposed or pending as part of new developments.

The core of Vancouver has, along with many of the larger corridors such

as Fourth Plain Blvd, medium to high density residential development

and an urban mix of uses. Transit demand in these areas is quite high,

and ridership will increase with the introduction of light rail.

Long-term operation and maintenance of the new light rail line will be

funded through C-TRAN and TriMet. For its share of the operations and

maintenance funding, C-TRAN plans on having a public vote.

The ability to efficiently move freight in the Vancouver/Portland region is

critical to the overall health of our economy.  As such, the CRC project is

designed to improve freight mobility on I-5, as well as make it safer and

easier for trucks to get on and off I-5 to reach businesses and Port

facilities.  The Freight Working Group (FWG), comprised of

representatives of the Vancouver-Portland metropolitan area’s freight

industry, met 22 times throughout the DEIS and FEIS development

process to advise and inform the Columbia River Crossing project team

about freight issues. The group provided insight, observation, and

recommendation about the needs for truck access and mobility within the

corridor; characterized the horizontal and vertical clearances,

acceleration/deceleration, and stopping performance needs of trucks that
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must be accommodated; and provided meaningful comments on the

effect of geometric, regulatory, and capacity changes on truck

movements in the corridor. See Chapter 3 (Section 3.1) of the FEIS for

detailed discussion of how the project increases freight mobility and

access along I-5 and in the region. 
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B-005-001

Several designs have been considered for reconfiguring access to I-5,

and across I-5, from the east through the Marine Drive interchange area.

All of the options have advantages and disadvantages. The project will

continue to attempt to minimize adverse impacts to all resources and

property owners as much as practicable. We urge Jubitz and other

stakeholders to continue to coordinate with ODOT and the project to

determine if there are refinements or measures that can be implemented

to reduce the impacts Mr. Stibolt outlines in this letter.

There will be additional out-of-direction travel for vehicles from I-5 to

Jubitz but the proposed local street network provides good intersection

spacing on Vancouver Way which will improve traffic operations.  There

is no out of direction travel for vehicles destined to the interchange from

Jubitz – the distance is virtually the same compared to existing.  There is

actually some improvement by removing the out of direction loops on the

existing northbound entrance ramp.  The access between MLK Jr. Blvd

and Marine Drive and Vancouver Way is improved by adding

acceleration and deceleration length on the connections and appropriate

weave distance between the connections and the interchange. The

proposed layout simplifies the network by providing better spacing in the

connections to redesign the three streets that currently connect near the

interchange. 
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