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The proposed new add/drop lanes (i.e., lanes that connect two or more

interchanges) are used to alleviate safety issues associated with the

closely spaced interchanges in the project area and are not designed to

increase capacity generally on I-5. 68% to 75% of I-5 traffic in the project

area enters and/or exits I-5 within the CRC project area, and these

add/drop lanes provide space for this traffic to do so without disrupting

cars and trucks traveling to destinations further north and south of the

project area. The project does not propose to add lanes north or south of

the project limits.

The DEIS evaluation found that the project, with a toll and light rail,

would actually reduce the total daily volume of traffic using the I-5 and I-

205 river crossings by approximately 3%. The FEIS analysis of the

project has been updated to include an evaluation of how the CRC

project would affect Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) (see Chapter 3,

Section 3.1). Rather than inducing sprawl, the CRC project will likely

reinforce the region’s goals of concentrating development in regional

centers, reinforcing existing corridors, and promoting transit and

pedestrian friendly development and development patterns. In 2010,

Metro ran the MetroScope model (an integrated land use and

transportation model) to forecast growth associated with transportation

improvements of a 12-lane river crossing and light rail to Clark College.

The model showed only minimal changes in employment location and

housing demand compared to the No-Build. For more information see

FEIS Chapter 3, Section 3.4.
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Based on modeling and analysis, the CRC LPA is expected to

significantly increase transit ridership and reduce the number of vehicles

crossing the river. This shift toward transit, reduction in auto crossings,

reduced congestion, removal of bridge lifts, and lower accident rates are

all factors that contribute to lower CO2 emissions with the project than

Columbia River Crossing

Appendix E - Public Comments Received during FEIS Review Period and CRC Responses December 2011



without it.

These factors will also make it easier for the region to meet goals for

reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Chapter 3 (Section 3.19) of

the FEIS summarizes the results of GHG emissions and climate change

analysis conducted for the alternatives. 
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A project almost never has the funds for construction during the decision

making process and environmental analysis. It is the Record of Decision

that completes the environmental phase and positions the project to

receive funding for construction. 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 completion of the alternative

selection process. 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. 
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The alternatives evaluation and screening process, described in

Chapter 2 of the FEIS, considered a wide range of alternatives.

Proposals that arose after the DEIS was developed were also

considered. The rationale for the Selected Alternative is described in the

ROD and in Chapter 2 of the FEIS.
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