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DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/4(f) EVALUATION
ERRATA SHEET – ERRORS IN DEIS

The letter received from the United States Department of Agriculture dated August 19,
2005, was mistakenly left out of the scoping correspondence included in Appendix F of
the DEIS. It is now included at the end of Appendix F of this FEIS. It stated that “there
is no potential that the alternatives . . . will have a negative impact on prime or unique
farmland. . . Special attention, however, should be given to the possible movement of
soil particles to surface waters as construction begins.”
The Border Partnership Web site was incorrectly identified on page 3-83 of the DEIS. It
should have been http://www.partnershipborderstudy.com.
The carbon monoxide budget identified in Section 5.1 of the Air Quality Technical
Report should read 3,842.8 tons/day, not 1,946 tons/day.
The statement, “The Community Health and Social Services (CHASS) Center would be
relocated with every Build Alternative but Alternative #14.” was not correct. CHASS
was taken only by Alternative #5.
A number of National Register eligible sites were omitted from the second paragraph of
Section 5.5.1.
The statement, “The U.S. cost of the combined bridge, plaza, interchange and
associated property and utilities ranges from $1,277 billion for Crossing X-14 with a
cable-stay bridge to $1.488 billion for Crossing X-16 with a suspension bridge (Table
3-33).” should have read “The U.S. cost of the combined bridge, plaza, interchange and
associated property and utilities ranges from $1,277 billion for Crossing X-10,
Alternative #14 with a cable-stay bridge to $1.488 billion for Crossing X-10, Alternative
#16 with a suspension bridge (Table 3-33).”

