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P-0783-001

Extensive technical and public review and input has been included in all

phases of the CRC project, from developing a purpose and need

statement, screening a wide variety of alternatives, and developing a

Draft and Final EIS.  This process met the requirements and intent of

NEPA law and has resulted in a DEIS and FEIS that are complete and

sound. 

Regarding public involvement, CRC has had a goal of engaging the

public in a meaningful and productive way. Multiple methods have been

used to meet this goal so as to address the needs of a wide variety of

publics and the project decision-making process. Examples include

workshops with facilitated small-group discussions, open houses where

participants can talk one-on-one with staff, public hearings, presentations

and discussion at community and neighborhood-sponsored meetings,

and advisory group meetings where CRC seeks recommendations from

a citizen committee.

Regarding the supplemental bridge alternative, the CRC Task Force

voted to develop a supplemental bridge alternative, in an attempt to find

an alternative to total bridge replacement that would still meet the

project's purpose and need but at lower cost and with greater reliance on

managing demand with higher tolls and more transit service.  The two

most promising supplemental alternatives were considered in the DEIS. 

Based on the detailed analysis that followed, the Task Force

recommended, and all project sponsors agreed, that the replacement

bridge with light rail was the locally preferred alternative. 
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P-0783-002

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.

As described Chapter 3 (Section 3.1) of the DEIS, the operations and

maintenance (O&M) costs associated with light rail would be less than

those associated with bus rapid transit, largely because light rail

operates on electricity while bus rapid transit is dependent on the volatile

fuel market. LRT costs approximately $3.50, or 31%, less than BRT, per

incremental rider when comparing both capital and operating costs.

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

funded through C-TRAN and TriMet. For C-TRAN’s share of the

operations and maintenance funding, it plans on having a public vote.

For more information on how O&M costs will be shared between TriMet
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and C-TRAN, and how C-TRAN may finance these additional costs,

please see Chapter 4 of the FEIS.

 

P-0783-003

Please see response to comment P-0783-002.

Additionally, numerous recent surveys have shown strong support for

light rail in Vancouver.  These include the Public Opinion Poll, and Focus

Groups of October 2006 (facilitated by Davis, Hibbits, & Midghall Opinion

Research Firm), and a phone survey conducted by Intercept Research

Corp in 2007, and reported in the Columbian on August of the same

year.  In the 2006 poll, 50% of Clark County residents preferred

extending light rail into Vancouver to other transit expansion options or

doing nothing, while the 2007 survey found that nearly two out of three

Vancouver residents supported extending light rail.

Finally, the CRC Task Force, a broad group of stakeholders

representative of the range of interests effected by the project

(see Appendix B of this FEIS for more information regarding the CRC

Task Force) recommended that light rail be selected as the preferred

transit mode.

Based on the technical merits and support for light rail discussed above,

empowering an outside party to review and make decisions on the CRC

project's transit component would not improve the project.
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