
P-0799-001

Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments on the I-5 CRC

DEIS.
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P-0799-002

Thank you for taking the time to submit your comments on the I-5 CRC

DEIS.

 

P-0799-003

NEPA requires a comment period for a DEIS to be no less than 45 days. 

Prior to issuing the CRC DEIS, FTA, FHWA and the other project Co-

Leads (WSDOT, ODOT, RTC, Metro, TriMet and C-TRAN) decided to

extend this to 60 days in order to allow additional time for review and

comment.  Section 6002 (g)(2)(A) of SAFETEA-LU (Safe, Accountable,

Flexible, Efficient, Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users), the

federal transportation reauthorization bill, established a comment period

of “no more than 60 days” for DEISs.  FTA and FHWA did not see “good

cause” [(Section 6002 (g)(2)(A)(ii)] for extending the current comment

period beyond the 60 days that were already being provided. 

The DEIS comment period is only one opportunity during the NEPA

process for the public, agencies and tribes to review information and

provide input.  As discussed in Appendix B of the DEIS, over the three

years prior to the publication of the DEIS, the project provided

opportunities for stakeholders to comment on numerous components of

the draft including the Purpose and Need, Range of Alternatives,

methodologies for analyzing impacts to various elements of the

environment and preliminary findings.  Project staff also participated in

meetings with neighborhood groups, business organizations, and other

potentially affected stakeholders. Strategies for communicating with

limited-English, low-income, and minority populations have been

developed by, and facilitated through, local communities, the CRC

Community Environmental Justice Group (CEJG) and community-based

organizations. As an example, CEJG sponsored informal Q&A sessions

that occurred during the DEIS comment period. Certain project materials,

including information related to the DEIS and associated open houses

and public hearings, are translated into Spanish, Russian, and
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Vietnamese, and interpreters are available at project open houses by

request. 

In addition, since the DEIS comment period there have been numerous

community meetings, open houses, and public hearings by project

sponsors, providing more opportunities for public input and comment. In

total, as of March 2011, CRC staff have participated in over 900 public

events to directly reach over 27,000 people since October 2005.

 

P-0799-004

The CRC Task Force is an advisory committee, and as such, their

recommendation was requested during the formal 60-day public

comment period. The LPA was not formally recommended by project

sponsors until after the close of the comment period. 

 

P-0799-005

Since 2002, WSDOT has been developing a process of determining cost

and schedule estimates, the Cost Estimate Validation Process®

(CEVP®), to help deliver major projects. Compared to conventional cost

estimating, CEVP® is a risk-based estimating process, iterative in

nature, and represents a “snapshot in time” for that project under the

conditions known at that time. CEVP® is the expression of project cost

and schedule as a range rather than as a single number. Providing cost

information as a range accounts for risk factors that might otherwise

cause costs to balloon over time. The cost information is given for the

year of expenditure and includes everything, even “unknown” issues that

may arise. CEVP® is a construction cost estimate tool and does not

estimate long-term operations and maintenance costs. WSDOT now

mandates all projects over $25 million use the process. Chapter 4 of the

DEIS, and the Cost Risk Assessment included as an appendix to the

DEIS, include information about how costs were estimated for the DEIS.

See Chapter 4 of the FEIS for more discussion on how project costs

were estimated in the CEVP® that was conducted following publication
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of the DEIS.

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. 

 

P-0799-006

Details of the tolling system are still being refined as the project

development enters the final design stage. It is currently not anticipated

that transit users, bicyclists or pedestrians will pay a toll.  Additionally,

certain toll discounts or waivers for other groups have been and will

continue to be considered. The ultimate decision on any tolling options

will be made by both the Washington and Oregon Transportation

Commissions.

 

P-0799-007

Light rail has been endorsed by every local Sponsoring Agency

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

and Metro), whose boards are comprised of the elected leadership of

the region.

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.
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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.

 

P-0799-008

There will not be a public vote on construction of the various CRC project

elements. However, as a public project, it must be approved and funded

by the decisions of elected officials who are themselves directly elected

by voters. 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 pursuing a

public vote.

 

P-0799-009

Preferences for specific alternatives or options, as expressed in

comments received before and after the issuance of the DEIS, were

shared with local sponsor agencies to inform decision making. Following

the close of the 60-day DEIS public comment period in July 2008, the

CRC project's six local sponsor agencies selected a replacement I-5

bridge with light rail to Clark College as the project's Locally Preferred

Alternative (LPA). These sponsor agencies, which include the Portland

City Council, Vancouver City Council, TriMet Board, C-TRAN Board,
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Metro Council, RTC Board, considered the DEIS analysis, public

comment, and a recommendation from the CRC Task Force when voting

on the LPA.

With the LPA, new bridges will replace the existing Interstate Bridges to

carry I-5 traffic, light rail, pedestrians and bicyclists across the Columbia

River. Light rail will extend from the Expo Center MAX Station in Portland

to a station and park and ride at Clark College in Vancouver. Pedestrians

and bicyclists would travel along a wider and safer path than exists

today.

For a more detailed description of highway, transit, and bicycle and

pedestrian improvements associated with the LPA, see Chapter 2 of the

FEIS.

 

P-0799-010

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
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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

and C-TRAN, and how C-TRAN may finance these additional costs,

please see Chapter 4 of the FEIS. 

Planning for safety and security on and around light rail is a top priority.

The light rail system will be designed to promote safe interactions

between light rail trains, cars, bicycles and pedestrians Through a

cooperative team effort and the systematic application of safety and

security principles, the project will be designed and constructed to run

safely, securely, dependably, and efficiently.

A Safety and Security Management Plan (SSMP) was created, in part, to

address public concerns about safety, and is a requirement for funding

from the Federal Transit Administration. Safety will be designed into

every phase of the project. 

Examples of safety measures which maybe designed into the project

include 1) physical barriers such as medians, fencing, landscaping or

chain and bollard to help channel automobiles, pedestrians and
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bicyclists, 2) signage, tactile pavers, audio warnings, and pavement

markings at the track crossing to alert individuals they are approaching

tracks, 3) active treatments such as flashing lights, bells, illuminated and

audible warning devices in traffic signals , 4) Creating inviting, well-light

platforms and station areas 5) maintaining clear sight lines for the

oncoming train and 6) implementing a public safety education campaign

before the start of service.

According to the United States Bureau of Transportation Statistics, public

transportation represents less than one percent of the national average

of all street and highway fatalities.  Light rail is one of the safest forms of

public transportation. As described on page 3-56 of the DEIS, collisions

on TriMet’s light rail system have decreased over the years. For more

information on how the CRC project is accounting for safety in the design

of light rail, please see Chapter 3 (Section 3.1) of the FEIS.

 

P-0799-011

Thank you for your comment. Preferences for specific alternatives or

options, as expressed in comments received before and after the

issuance of the DEIS, were shared with local sponsor agencies to

inform decision making.

 

P-0799-012

The Pacific Northwest is a geologically active region. Regardless of

which materials are used in bridge construction, the bridge will be

designed in accordance with project specific design criteria and current

codes to ensure it will withstand seismic forces as described in

Chapter 3 (Section 3.17) of the DEIS and FEIS.

 

P-0799-013

As discussed in Section 3.14 of the FEIS, under the locally preferred

alternative (LPA), the amount of untreated impervious road and bridge
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surfaces would drop dramatically compared to existing conditions.

Section 3.14, as well as Section 3.18, also discuss construction methods

that can be used to protect the quality of surface and groundwater from

existing contaminants and the introduction of new contaminants.  

 

P-0799-014

The CRC project design for interchanges, roadway elements, transit

stations, and other facilities will be context-sensitive and reflect the

unique character of the surrounding area. CRC has a 14-member, bi-

state Urban Design Advisory Group (UDAG), made up of design

professionals and neighborhood representatives. Working closely with

project designers, UDAG will attempt to integrate the new facilities with

the surrounding community. For example, work has already begun on

identifying significant iconography (e.g., symbols, patterns, etc.) that will

reflect the Native American communities in the area, early pioneers, and

other significant themes in local history.  These images will be

incorporated into project designs and public art installations.

The project team and UDAG are also addressing a lighting scheme. 

 

P-0799-015

The new 16-foot wide multi-use path would extend to the Marine Drive

interchange, connecting to the Expo Center light rail station and the light

rail bridge over North Portland Harbor. These new trails would provide

safer and more direct bicycle and pedestrian connections than the

circuitous paths that exist in and through the Marine Drive interchange

today.

The multi-use path design for the portion over the bridge includes an

open box that will allow views for the path users. Chapter 2 of the FEIS

includes further information about the multi-use path design.
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P-0799-016

The Clark College transit terminus was chosen by project sponsors as

part of the LPA in July 2008, as it was deemed to most effectively

balance the cost of the project and the projected community benefits.

Both current and future land use is one of the criteria used to determine

the locations of proposed transit facilities. Other considerations include

traffic impacts, property impacts, and overall transit operations.  The five

proposed stations will support current and planned residential and

commercial development. As an example, the Clark College terminus

station will serve a community and senior center, a community college,

and the Veterans Administration campus.

The CRC project modeled how drivers would access the three proposed

Park and Ride lots in Vancouver during the morning peak commute. 

Two of the three Park and Rides – Clark College and SR-14 – are

located adjacent to major thorough fares (I-5 and SR 14). The Mill Plain

Park and Ride, though not adjacent to I-5 or a state route, is located

between two major arterials, Mill Plain and Fourth Plain Boulevards. 

This modeling confirmed the majority of drivers (70%-95%) would access

the Park and Rides from major roads including I-5, SR 14, SR 500, Mill

Plain and Forth Plain. 

 

P-0799-017

The Columbia River Crossing project continued to meet with its advisory

groups and local community groups to provide project information and

collect input since publication of the Draft EIS. A listing of all public

events can be found in Appendix B. Future opportunities will

exist, including continued discussions with the community on

construction and final design. CRC project advisory groups will continue

to meet as appropriate to allow project staff to hear from the community

about specific design and project development issues. The CRC project

continues to maintain an updated and inclusive web site containing maps
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and project documents as well as a form for submitting public comments.

Email updates will be sent regularly to our project mailing list with new

project information. The project will maintain an email address where the

public can submit comments and questions. Questions will be responded

to by project staff in a timely manner.

File objects in the electronic versions of all appendices were intended to

be viewable. Appendix E is a large file with numerous tables. It is

viewable on the CRC Web site at:

http://www.columbiarivercrossing.org/FileLibrary/TechnicalReports/Noise

andVibrationTechnicalReport.pdf.

Staff replaced any defective DVDs upon request.
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