


















































































































forward: 

The DRIC should include a legally-binding agreement to guarantee mitigations and benefits 
for the host community, like those achieved with other development projects around the 
country. 

A long-term fund should be established to address negative impacts into the future and ensure 
benefits for sustainable revitalization of the host community. 

Sustainable Redeveloped Host Neighborhood: Homes lost to the project should be replaced 
to allow residents to remain in the neighborhood if they wish to, and just compensation must 
be provided to all relocated residents and businesses. New truck routes are necessary to 
remove trucks from residential streets and limit interference for small businesses and services 
for residents. The significant, historic S1. Paul's AME Church should be preserved. 

Jobs, training, and economic development: A plan and funding are needed to provide job 
training, create a hiring program for local residents, and to attract logistics industry. 
Businesses must be guaranteed adequate relocation assistance. 

Air Quality & Health: Increasing truck traffic is a primary justification for an additional 
bridge. The FEIS fails to acknowledge the true air quality impacts of locating this project and 
the cumulative impacts on the population. Long-term air and health monitoring are needed, 
as well as funding to reduce harmful diesel emissions ofarea truck fleets and provide state-of­
the-art filtration for adjacent schools. 

Green development: Significant green buffering is needed to offset the negative impacts and 
improve health and quality of life. Linkages to area greenways are needed to improve 
recreation and transportation options. Non-motorized transportation must also be provided on 
the bridge. And an investment in sustainable technologies in this project would have a 
positive impact on the area and can attract new-technology jobs of the future. 

In summary, we feel this once-in-a-generation infrastructure project promises to bring 
economic opportunities and revitalization that can set a new course for the future ofthis area. 
We hope that as a public investment it will equally ensure that the needs of the host 
community are adequately addressed for a truly successful project that all can take pride in. 

Sincerely, 

Young Detroit Builders 
Jerry Pauzus/Construction Manager-. 







































































































































































































































































January 5, 2009 

Robert H. Parsons, Public Involvement and Hearing Officer
 
Bureau of Transportation Planning
 
Michigan Department of Transportation
 
PO Box 30050
 
Lansing, MI 48909
 
Email: parsonsb@michigan.gov,Fax: (517) 373-9255
 

Re: Detroit River International Crossing Final Envirormental Impact Statement 

The following are comments on the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the Detroit River
 
International Crossing. I represent the Michigan Trails and GreenwaysAlliance (MTGA).
 

•	 The FEIS preferred alternative states that the new bridge would be engineered to accommodate 
bicycles (3.5). It is not clear how they will be accommodated. Which AASHTO bicycle fadlity 
type would be used, bike lanes or shared signed lanes? 

•	 The DRIC Engineering Report says that "pedestrians are securely moved from the bridge to the 
processing area of the plaza and then to the local surface streets." The report does not address 
bicycling access from the bridge to the processing area to local surface streets. Shared 
pathways would likely be acceptable for these connections but not narrow sidewalks per 
AASHTO's Guide for the Development of Bicycling Fadlities. 

•	 While the FEIS mentions the West Riverfront and Rouge Gateway Master Plan, it does not 
mention the Corktown-Mexicantown Greenlink. Southwest Detroit Greenways. and Fort Street 
Greenway projects. These projects should not be negatively impacted by the DRIC. 

•	 It appears the FEIS does not analyze the DRIC impact on the Detroit Non-Motorized 
Transportation Master Plan. This plan was endorsed by Detroit City Council and will eventually be 
incorporated into Detroit's Master Plan. Any local road reconstruction that has been identified as 
a bike route should be rebuilt to accommodate bikes per the plan. The non-motorized plan is 
available at http://20B.112.94.121/Detroito/o20Non-Motorizedo/o20Master''b20Plan.id.40.htm 

•	 The AASHTO U.S. Bicycle Route System (BRS) has a designated corridor (Route 25) that 
includes the DRIC. Though the road route has not yet been set, it is likely to follow Fort Street or 
Jefferson Avenue. It is important that any DRIC plan consider bicycling access between this 
route and the new bridge. This connection to canada would be an invaluable addition to the 
Bicycle Route System. Additional infonnation on the U.S. BRS is on-line at 
http://'MNW.adventurecyclinq.org/routeslnbrn/usbikewavsystem.cfm 

•	 The "green" economic benefit of having a non-motorized connection is not mentioned. Currently 
the nearest non-motorized border crossing is in Algonac. Having a local crossing would be a 
major draw for tourism. The cities of Detroit and Windsor are actively pursuing improved non­
motorized transportation and greenway trail networks. Connecting these two systems would 
"bring a unique and significant benefit to the Metro Detroit and Windsor communities. 

Sincerely, 

Todd Scott
 
Detroit Greenways Coordinator
 

-.ndGreenways Alliance • 


















































































































































































































































































































































