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O-029-001

The project's Purpose and Need is based on extensive analysis of the

existing transportation problems in the I-5 CRC corridor, and reflects

extensive feedback from the public and stakeholder groups. Ongoing

analysis has demonstrated that the Purpose and Need is best met by a

multimodal alternative that improves highway, transit, and bicycle and

pedestrian facilities, and adds tolling to the highway river crossing.

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 until the alternative selection process is complete.

 

O-029-002

As described in Chapter 1 of the DEIS, the project's Purpose and Need

reflects "previous planning studies, solicitation of public input, and

coordination with stakeholder groups." This outreach, and prior planning

studies, identified improving transit service along the I-5 corridor as an

important element of this project. This need is included in the project's

Purpose and Need. As such, any alternative (except No-Build) evaluated

in the DEIS must address this need to improve transit service.

 

O-029-003

Thank you for the astute observations and suggestions regarding tolling.

Since publication of the DEIS, we have studied numerous tolling

scenarios. For more information on tolling, please refer to our online

resources

at: http://www.columbiarivercrossing.org/CurrentTopics/Tolling.aspx

 

O-029-004

Thank you for your comment.  Traffic moving around 40 to 50 mph emits

significantly lower GHG emissions per mile than stop-and-go traffic.
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O-029-005

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.
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