
P-079-001

Input by citizens, elected officials and other stakeholder on whether or

not a Supplemental DEIS should be completed or more NEPA-related

studies should be conducted is appreciated. However, it is the

responsibility and authority of the federal NEPA lead agencies to

determine when a Supplemental EIS or other environmental study is

required. See Section 2.7.9 and Appendix O of the FEIS for a discussion

of how FTA and FHWA reviewed changes and made determinations

regarding supplemental documentation.

The CRC project has supporters and opponents, and has remaining

issues to resolve as noted in Ms. Nasset's letter and attachments. Many

of the funding questions raised in the attachments have been responded

to in the project's updated finance plan (Chapter 4 in the FEIS) while

other issues regarding funding remain to be resolved. The key

consideration for the FEIS and ROD is that there has been adequate

analysis, involvement, documentation and disclosure to allow the

completion of the NEPA process. Remaining non-NEPA issues will be

addressed during final design.

Please see the response to Ms. Nasset's other FEIS comment letters,

including letter P-077, which explains why additional study is not

required on the port to port alternative or other similar alternatives.
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P-079-002

Please see response to comment P-079-001 above.
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P-079-003

The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) completed Phase I

construction of the I-5 Delta Park widening project in fall 2010. Phase I of

the project involved widening I-5 and lengthening the entrance and exit

ramps at Victory Boulevard and Columbia Boulevard. Phase II involves

improving local streets and will begin when funding is secured. Phase I

of the Delta Park project widened the current 2-lane segment of

southbound I-5 to 3 lanes. There are currently no immediate plans to

widen I-5 south of Delta Park. Neither the CRC project nor the Delta

Park projects are intended to address the southbound traffic congestion

that currently exists near the I-5/I-405 split. However, traffic analyses

show the congestion at the split will not be worsened because of the

Columbia River Crossing project. The main reason is that fewer cars are

expected to cross the river with a project in 2030 than without a project.

This is due to the provision of improved transit service and tolling.

Beyond the CRC and Delta Park projects, the I-5 Transportation and

Trade Partnership Final Strategic Plan recommended a comprehensive

list of modal actions relating to: additional transit capacity and service;

additional rail capacity; land use and land use accord; transportation

demand/system management; environmental justice; additional elements

and strategies (such as new river crossings); and financing. RTC and

Metro are tasked with initiating recommendations as part of their regional

transportation planning role. Examples of current efforts include RTC’s

evaluation of future high-capacity transit in Clark County, and evaluation

of needs for future river crossings. Regional planners have investigated

solutions to existing bottlenecks at the I-5 connections with I-405 and

I-84. ODOT is responsible for conducting ongoing studies to identify

other congestion problems on I-5 in Oregon that may need to be

addressed in the future.
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P-079-004

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. The Investment Grade Tolling Analysis will

follow, and must follow, the Record of Decision.

 

P-079-005

Past financial performance is an important issue but is not relevant to the

NEPA review process. The Record of Decision concludes the NEPA

analysis. It indicates which alternative has been selected by the federal

government, and allows for the continued design, eligibility for federal

funding and permitting, and eventual construction of that alternative. The

Locally Preferred Alternative is supported by local, regional, state, and

federal agencies and has been selected following an exhaustive analysis

and public involvement program.

The project takes the issues of financial management very seriously.

Project staff have provided Ms. Nasset with considerable records and

reports and has responded to her inquiries. The project is currently

developing new financial reporting mechanisms and has started

providing monthly reports on the internet. The project will continue to

work with the public to improve transparency and an understanding of

the resources required for an undertaking of this scale.
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P-079-006

These comments repeat the comments provided on page 1 of Ms.

Nasset's submittal, responses are provided above.
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