
 

  

 

   

 

  

 

   

   
  

  

 

    

   
   

     

    

 

 

 

 

 

   

   

  

  

 

  

---

JANUARY 2021 - PUBLIC COMMENTS SUBMITTED 

Below are public comments submitted by community members to be shared with the Interstate 

Bridge Replacement Program Executive Steering Group, Equity Advisory Group, and Community 

Advisory Group. 

From: JAMES GAYDEN 

Sent: Thursday, January 7, 2021 3:31 PM 
To: Info <info@interstatebridge.org> 

Subject: Public Comment 

Hi, 

I'm interested in making a suggestion. Rather than simply replacing the bridge which currently 

crosses the Columbia River via Interstate 5 it makes much more sense to just construct 2 

additional bridges. One further downstream mainly for transport crossing since that area is 
predominantly industrial. And one further upstream that is closer to the Gresham, Camas 

area. A single bridge is always going to create a bottleneck in traffic flow no matter how wide it is 

built. So a better option is to break up this bottleneck and all ow freer traffic flow. It was the best 

option when the 205 crossing was constructed and is now an even better option since this 

metropolitan area has been seeing so much growth. 

Thank you, 

Jim Gayden 

From: Allen Lowe 

Sent: Thursday, January 7, 2021 3:50 PM 

To: Info <info@interstatebridge.org> 

Subject: Public Comment 

So make sure that light rail can be put on the new bridge 
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---

PUBLIC COMMENTS SUBMITTED 
January 2021 

From: Mary Taylor 

Sent: Thursday, January 14, 2021 9:45 AM 

To: Info <info@interstatebridge.org> 

Subject: Public Comment 

This seems like you are just “beating a dead horse”. We have been through this ALL before and 

just how much money was wasted on the previous attempts. 

Why waste time and money here when the idea of a 3rd bridge is ignored. A 3rd bridge from 192nd 

in Washington to 188th in Oregon would not only help with all the current traffic issues, but would 

give all those accessing travel between Washington and Oregon a viable route when either of the 

other bridges would need repair and/or replacement in the future or there is an accident and/or 

incident blocking traffic flow. Not to mention that the traffic would be split between 3 bridges 

reducing congestion and improving the daily traffic flow. 

Marylee B. Taylor 

From: Sam Churchill 

Sent: Monday, January 18, 2021 5:01 PM 
To: Info <info@interstatebridge.org> 

Subject: ESG Public Comment 

To: I-5 Bridge Committee 

From: Sam Churchill, Hayden Island 

Re: Testimony for January 20 2021 meeting 

Date: Jan 18th, 2021 

Enclosed is my public comment . 

[See attachment] 
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To: I-5 Bridge Committee Members 
From: Sam Churchill, Hayden Island 
Re: Comments for January 20th, I-5 Bridge meeting 
Date: January 20, 2021 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on I-5 Bridge Replacement. 

The Boring Company’s “Loop” may be cheaper, faster and more 
convenient than a dedicated Light Rail or BRT lane on a traditional bridge. 

I have no idea whether this is true. Neither does the I-5 Bridge Committee. 

In a few weeks, the Las Vegas Convention Center “LOOP” will open. 
Everyone will hear about it. A tunnel provides the Las Vegas transit corridor. 
Not a monorail. Not Bus Rapid Transit. Not Light Rail on bridges. 

The “Loop” concept would NOT put the entire 6 lane I-5 freeway 
underground, with space for trucks, cars, bikes and pedestrians, with a massive 
electrical and ventilation system. The new I-5 bridge can handle routine traffic. 

A new bridge, with bike and pedestrian space, may make sense, although it will 
cost billions. But additional hundreds of millions for dedicated Light Rail or 
Bus Rapid Transit lanes does NOT make sense. Consider The Loop. 

https://www.boringcompany.com/
https://www.lvloop.com


Why underground EV shuttles make sense for mass transit: 

- A Boring Company tunnel costs FAR LESS than two additional 
(dedicated) lanes for Light Rail or Bus Rapid Transit. 

- Lower construction and operating costs. 
- Adds TWO NEW LANES, direct to downtown. 
- Neighborhood disruption eliminated. 
- Using the tunnel will be FREE. Revenue is generated from advertising, 

sponsorships and facility rentals. That’s how Las Vegas runs theirs. 

"The Loop" is a one mile tunnel. It cost $52M and uses Tesla's EVs to shuttle 
people under the Las Vegas Convention Center. It may be expanded in the 
following years to include most of the Las Vegas Strip. 

The $780M supplemental cost of running dedicated Light Rail or BRT lanes 
on the new bridge may be unnecessary. An FTA CIG grant may cover 
tunneled transit. It's cheaper, with lower construction and operational costs. No 
drivers. It reduces congestion, adding two new lanes direct to downtown. Would 
digging under the river be more expensive than digging in dry dirt? Probably. 
Would it be a show-stopper? Probably not. 

https://wsdot.wa.gov/sites/default/files/2020/12/01/IBRP-report-Conceptual-Financial-Plan-Dec1-2020.pdf


I am not ignoring the advice of the Washington state civil engineer who believes 
putting the ENTIRE freeway under the Columbia makes sense. But it may not 
be a good solution here. We must connect with SR-14 and Marine Drive. 

A traditional bridge may be the best solution. But don’t put Light Rail or 
BRT on it. 

A multi-modal bridge won't open two NEW lanes into downtown. The Bridge 
alone will NOT help the traffic jam into and out of downtown. The Loop adds 
two NEW lanes. With NO neighborhood inconvenience or added pollution. 

The Loop is FREE in Las Vegas. That’s a solution EVERYONE likes. Would it 
work here? 



Broad Support 

The downtown leg of the project has support from the city's resort 

community. 

"We were very excited from the get-go," Stephen Thayer, vice president and 

general manager of The Strat resort, told the council. "Very few times in 

someone's lifetime you can get behind something that is transformational." 

The Vegas Loop project began with a $52-million tunnel system linking the 

Las Vegas Convention Center campus, where construction began in late 

2019. The two 0.8-mile-long tunnels are nearly complete but will remain 

unused while the convention center is closed during the pandemic. 

The convention center system will employ self-piloted Teslas traveling in 

14-ft-wide tunnels bored 40 ft below grade, with the goal of moving 4,400 

people per hour. Extensions of that system have been announced for the 

Encore and Resorts World hotels, which are near the convention center. 



Advantages of The Loop over BRT lanes: 
- Save money. Free mass transit. No subsidies. 
- Reduce congestion into and out of downtown 
- Eliminate neighborhood disruption and pollution 
- Reduce political rancor 

Will the Biden administration kick in the money to help pay for Loop 
tunnels instead of BRT? Possibily. But mass transit is currently subsidized by 
businesses. Musk says Loop construction costs $10-$50 million/mile. TriMet 
says Light Rail costs $200M/mile. A downtown Portland Loop for $400 
million? Cheaper than BRT on the bridge. Reduces congestion. Free. 



One stop at Expo. One stop in Vancouver and downtown Portland. Possibly 
one stop for Hayden Island. Done. Neighborhood shuttles take you to the hub. 

We all want a new bridge. Nobody wants to pay a toll. That's all I'm saying. 
After The Loop opens in Las Vegas, people will wonder why we can’t do it here. 
Why subsidize BRT or Light Rail? 

Thank you for your time and consideration 

Sam Churchill  
  
  
www.hayden-island.com 
http://www.hayden-island.com/tunnel-vision-for-i-5/ 
http://www.hayden-island.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/The_Loop_Alternative.pdf 
https://www.boringcompany.com/ 
https://www.lvloop.com/ 

mailto:schurchill@gmail.com
http://www.hayden-island.com
http://www.hayden-island.com/tunnel-vision-for-i-5/
http://www.hayden-island.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/The_Loop_Alternative.pdf
https://www.boringcompany.com/
https://www.lvloop.com/




Accessibility Report





		Filename: 

		2021_0119_JanPublicComments_Update.pdf









		Report created by: 

		Ray Outlaw



		Organization: 

		EnviroIssues







 [Personal and organization information from the Preferences > Identity dialog.]



Summary



The checker found no problems in this document.





		Needs manual check: 2



		Passed manually: 0



		Failed manually: 0



		Skipped: 8



		Passed: 22



		Failed: 0







Detailed Report





		Document





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Accessibility permission flag		Passed		Accessibility permission flag must be set



		Image-only PDF		Passed		Document is not image-only PDF



		Tagged PDF		Passed		Document is tagged PDF



		Logical Reading Order		Needs manual check		Document structure provides a logical reading order



		Primary language		Passed		Text language is specified



		Title		Passed		Document title is showing in title bar



		Bookmarks		Passed		Bookmarks are present in large documents



		Color contrast		Needs manual check		Document has appropriate color contrast



		Page Content





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged content		Passed		All page content is tagged



		Tagged annotations		Skipped		All annotations are tagged



		Tab order		Passed		Tab order is consistent with structure order



		Character encoding		Skipped		Reliable character encoding is provided



		Tagged multimedia		Passed		All multimedia objects are tagged



		Screen flicker		Passed		Page will not cause screen flicker



		Scripts		Passed		No inaccessible scripts



		Timed responses		Passed		Page does not require timed responses



		Navigation links		Passed		Navigation links are not repetitive



		Forms





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged form fields		Passed		All form fields are tagged



		Field descriptions		Passed		All form fields have description



		Alternate Text





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Figures alternate text		Passed		Figures require alternate text



		Nested alternate text		Skipped		Alternate text that will never be read



		Associated with content		Skipped		Alternate text must be associated with some content



		Hides annotation		Skipped		Alternate text should not hide annotation



		Other elements alternate text		Skipped		Other elements that require alternate text



		Tables





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Rows		Passed		TR must be a child of Table, THead, TBody, or TFoot



		TH and TD		Passed		TH and TD must be children of TR



		Headers		Passed		Tables should have headers



		Regularity		Passed		Tables must contain the same number of columns in each row and rows in each column



		Summary		Passed		Tables must have a summary



		Lists





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		List items		Skipped		LI must be a child of L



		Lbl and LBody		Passed		Lbl and LBody must be children of LI



		Headings





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Appropriate nesting		Skipped		Appropriate nesting










Back to Top

