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Detroit River International Crossing Study
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Letter 1, Detroit International Bridge Company 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 Analysis of the economic effects of a new DRIC crossing on all existing crossings indicate they will have revenues 
that exceed expenses under high and low traffic forecast scenarios, indicating the business viability does not 
appear to be threatened.  See Section 3.5.1.4 of the FEIS. 

2 While auto traffic is down, truck traffic is up since 1999 reaching its highest level ever on the Ambassador Bridge in 
2006.  Truck traffic is an indicator of trade and the health of the economies of the two largest trading partners in the 
world.  Providing economic security is part of the DRIC project's purpose. 
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Letter 1, continued 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

3 The justifications are economic and physical security. 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 1, continued 
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Letter 4, United States Department of the Interior 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 References to the Fort Wayne Master Plan have been added to the FEIS (Section 3.3.1.3 of the FEIS). 
2 There is no known relationship and neither refers to the other. 
3 That discussion is expanded and included in Section 4.14 of the FEIS. 
4 Signing on I-75, the plaza, and in appropriate locations within the host community will be provided.  Additionally, 

information and directions can be made available at Welcome Centers, AAA, and other venues. Cross-border 
marketing coordination could be used to inform Canadian travelers about the fort and other Delray, Detroit, and 
regional attractions (and information on Sandwich Towne, Windsor and regional attractions in Canada would be 
provided on the U.S. side).   

5 Coordination with SHPO staff and further research indicated that some historic resources listed in the December 3, 
2007 letter are no longer considered potentially eligible for the National Register.  Section 3.9.4 of the DEIS 
reflected that coordination.   
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Letter 4, continued 
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Letter 5, City of Detroit, Water and Sewerage Department 
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Letter 5, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 Comment acknowledged, which is consistent with the information presented in Section 3 of the DEIS and the FEIS. 
2 The Preferred Alternative does not impact the proposed DWSD Summit CSO facility.  Consultations with DWSD 

staff indicate the Preferred Alternative will not impact the Schroeder CSO facility. 
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Letter 7, Southeast Michigan Council of Governments (SEMCOG) 
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Letter 7, continued 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 See Section 4.8 of the FEIS. 
2 See Section 4.9 of the FEIS. 
3 See Section 4.7 of the FEIS. 
4 See Section 4.10 of the FEIS. 
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Letter 7, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5 Because that second span is only a proposal, not part of the Existing Plus Committed System, it is not part of the No Build 
Alternative.  Nonetheless, the possibility that the replacement span of the Ambassador Bridge could be built was considered 
under indirect and cumulative impacts (Section 3.14 of the DEIS and FEIS). 

6 The text beneath Figures 2-11C and 2-12C of the DEIS that describes the characteristics of the alternatives has been edited 
for the FEIS to note that the mainline of I-75 would have been shifted by these alternatives. 

7 No individual private entity was considered in the DRIC.  Most of the private alternatives were not developed beyond 
conceptual ideas.  Alternatives that reflected the concepts offered by a private sector proponent were analyzed.  The Don 
Flynn proposal was one of the Downriver Alternatives.  Those alternatives were elemental in the Illustrative Alternatives 
Analysis.  By the same token, all Practical Alternatives resemble the Mich-Can Proposal.  Selecting Crossing X-10B and Plaza 
P-a as the Preferred Alternative is not an endorsement of the Mich-Can Proposal. 

8 The DEIS summarizes the various alternatives that were initially considered.  These were evaluated and narrowed down to 
address Practical Alternatives and how they were developed.  Information on Illustrative Alternatives is summarized.  
Reference is made to the three-volume set of reports on Illustrative Alternatives referred to in footnote 1 of Section 2 of the 
FEIS.  With respect to the narrowing of Practical Alternatives, Tables 2-4 and 2-5 provide the information requested. 

9 At the writing of the DEIS, it was a viable alternative.  The FEIS indicates it is not the Preferred Alternative. 
10 The traffic forecast represents a shift in traffic from the Blue Water Bridge and Detroit-Windsor Tunnel as noted in Section 

3.5.1.2 of the DEIS and FEIS. 
11 No.  The Blue Water Bridge plaza enhancements are needed to address existing problems.  The diversion from the Blue Water 

Bridge is of traffic growth and that is relatively small.  Data included in the FEIS indicate traffic on the Blue Water Bridge will 
increase from today's conditions under both the build and no-build forecast. 

12 Only existing and committed projects are included in the traffic analysis of Build and No Build Alternatives.  A "sensitivity test" 
of traffic effects of the proposed second span of the Ambassador Bridge on the DRIC crossing was conducted (see Section 
3.14.3 of the FEIS). 

13 No it will not. 
14 Comment acknowledged. 
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Letter 7, continued 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

15 In the DEIS, 2000 Census data were used to identify minority and low-income population groups, and non-minority population 
groups.  Remember, the study area (based on 2000 census) was one of the most diverse communities in Detroit.  At the time 
of the analysis, the Preferred Alternative was not identified.  Analysis of the different variations of the build alternatives could 
not specifically identify (minority, low-income or non-minority) who lived in the homes to be potentially displaced.  It was 
recognized that further analysis of community demographics would be needed for the FEIS. A Preferred Alternative has been 
identified.  Further field reviews along with updated census information indicates it will have a disproportionately high and 
adverse effect on minority and low-income populations in the study area (Section 3.1.5 of the FEIS). 

16 Since the publication of the DEIS, a Preferred Alternative has been identified which will impact 257 dwelling units and 43 
businesses.  A field review of the study area indicates that there is adequate replacement housing and industrial/commercial 
space available in Southwest Detroit (Section 3.1.4 and Conceptual Stage Relocation Plan – Appendix A). 

17 Application of the federal Uniform Relocation and Real Property Acquisition Act requires the relocation needs of each renter 
and home owner be addressed.  See Section 4.1 of the DEIS and FEIS. 

18 The project will involve acquisition of 40 commercial lots on Fort Street between Crawford and Campbell streets.  Of these, 12 
provide retail services to local residents.  It is the objective of MDOT's relocation program to place these businesses at a new 
location as close as possible to the current one, if the owner so desires.  Further, it is the objective of the land use planning of 
the DRIC and the City of Detroit to stimulate increased presence of retail businesses in the area.  Further, The massive 
investment in the new crossing can encourage private investment in housing, logistics, light industry and commercial.  A 
potential commercial historic district in the West Jefferson/West End area, if formally recognized, would allow investors the 
opportunity to apply for federal and state historic preservation tax credits.   

19 Such buffers will be provided as indicated in Section 4.3 of the FEIS. 
20 The Preferred Alternative will provide access across I-75 at Springwells, Green, Livernois, and Clark, plus five pedestrian 

crossings.   
21 Sections 4.21 and 4.22 of the FEIS includes measures to improve Delray. 
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Letter 7, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
22 Analysis of cumulative impacts is required and is included in Section 3.14 of the FEIS.  Sections 4.21 and 4.22 on 

mitigation, specifically the Green Sheet, discuss coordination efforts to improve Delray. 
23 Issue addressed in FEIS. 
24 Issue addressed in FEIS. 
25 Issue addressed in FEIS. 
26 The FEIS reports on the Canadian findings in the Indirect and Cumulative Impacts section.  Reference is made to 

supporting technical reports and their availability at www.partnershipborderstudy.com.  Comments on the Canadian 
findings should be directed to Roger Ward of the Ministry of Transport Ontario. 

27 The change is noted in the errata sheet of the FEIS.  It does not affect the outcome of the study.  Health studies are 
used to establish standards.  NEPA uses what is available.  NEPA studies are not intended to establish standards. 
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Letter 7, continued 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
28 This change does not affect the FEIS.  The change is noted in the DEIS errata sheet of the FEIS. 
29 This change is noted in Table 3-18 of the FEIS. 
30 Comment acknowledged.  Coordination with SEMCOG will continue. 
31 The statement referred to relates to the standard of 65 ppm that applies until EPA makes non-attainment 

determinations with respect to the new standard. 
32 MDOT's plans during construction are covered in Section 4.6 of the DEIS and FEIS.   
33 Section 4 of the FEIS notes under Visual Effects that Context Sensitive Solution (CSS) meetings to address the 

specifics of landscaping will be held during the design process. 
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Letter 14, Congresswoman Carolyn C. Kilpatrick and Congressman Joe Knollenberg 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 Comment acknowledged.  MDOT and FHWA cannot speak to whether a second span of the Ambassador Bridge is 
an international priority to Canada.  In the U.S., the Coast Guard is in charge of reviewing the Bridge Company's 
application for a permit to build a replacement bridge.  MDOT and FHWA have provided input to the Coast Guard's 
process. 

2 Given the initial interest in a longer comment period, FHWA approved a 30-day extension to May 29. In light of the 
extensive public outreach prior to the release of the DEIS on February 29,  the two public hearings conducted after 
the release of the DEIS and the comments received prior to the granting of the extension, the 30-day extension gave 
all interests ample time to review and comment on the DEIS. 

3 The Canadians are proceeding in a timely manner with their process and the Partnership is coordinating activities 
between the countries on a continuous basis.  It is noted that the Canadian process does not allow preparation of its 
environmental documents until the Preferred Alternative is chosen. 

4 In the absence of understanding what the concerns might be, the cumulative and transboundary impacts are fully 
covered in Section 3.14 of the DEIS and FEIS. 
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Letter 14, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5 The study has cost about $28 million to date.  The DRIC decision process continues to advance at a reasonable 
pace. 

6 The NEPA document on the proposed second span of the Ambassador Bridge now being reviewed is under the 
control of the U.S. Coast Guard that is part of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security, not the Department of 
Transportation. 
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Letter 16, State of Michigan, Department of Community Health 
 

 
 

1 Comment acknowledged 
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Letter 16, continued 
 

 
 

 

1, cont. 
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Letter 21, Michigan Senator Raymond E. Basham 

 
1 The comment period was extended 30 days to May 29, 2008. 
2 Given the initial interest in a longer comment period, FHWA approved a 30-day extension to May 29. In light of the 

extensive public outreach prior to the release of the DEIS on February 29,  the two public hearings conducted after 
the release of the DEIS and the comments received prior to the granting of the extension, the 30-day extension gave 
all interests ample time to review and comment on the DEIS. 
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Letter 22, City of Detroit, Department of Environmental Affairs 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 The most important mobile source change in the near term will result from reduced driving from SEMCOG's forecast 
of a regional economic downturn.  The effects of other projects is almost negligible in a regional context.  DIFT will 
reduce truck traffic regionally and, within Southwest Detroit, will reorient truck traffic to I-94.  The Gateway Project will 
reduce congestion (air emissions) at the border.  Transit development projects will be positive, if they occur. 

2 The MSAT analysis followed the Air Quality Protocol agreed to by regulatory agencies, as explained in Section 3.6.1 
of the DEIS and FEIS. 

3 Decisions regarding bridge type and final design will be made after the FEIS and Record of Decision are completed. 
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Letter 22, continued 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Responses continued on next page. 

 
4 The DRIC will be a catalyst for action on contaminated site remediation where there may be none or where it may occur later in time 

without the DRIC. 
5 That is a correct statement as presented in Section 3.2.2 of the FEIS. 
6 The economic analysis cited in Section 3.2.2 of the DEIS and FEIS focused on the State of Michigan as the smallest area unit.  Data 

available from the Detroit Intermodal Freight Terminal Project, for which an FEIS has been prepared using the widely-accepted REMI 
(Regional Economic Models, Inc.) model indicate the DRIC will create 4,000 to 5,000 construction jobs (out of a total of 10,000) and 
10,000 to 12,000 jobs (out of another 25,000) in support of construction.  Over and above that, 9,000 to 13,000 jobs would occur in 
Detroit that would otherwise not be created without a new crossing. 

7 First, as noted in Section 3.2.3 of the DEIS and FEIS, most businesses want to relocate in or near to Delray.  Second, a number of 
construction jobs are likely to be held by city residents, some of whom live in and near Southwest Detroit.  Third, a number of long-term 
permanent jobs, outside those for crossing operations, can be expected to be held by people in Detroit.  Data available from the Detroit 
Intermodal Freight Terminal Project, for which an FEIS has been prepared using the widely-accepted REMI (Regional Economic Models, 
Inc.) model indicate the DRIC will create 4,000 to 5,000 construction jobs (out of a total of 10,000) and 10,000 to 12,000 jobs (out of 
another 25,000) in support of construction.  Over and above that, 9,000 to 13,000 jobs would occur in Detroit that would otherwise not be 
created without a new crossing. 

8 The discussion cited is that additional/new tax revenues will offset any losses.  This is particularly true as the Renaissance Zone 
designation area eliminates most taxes on Delray property. 

9 There will be no "sacrifice" of Delray because of the DRIC.  Further, progress until now to protect the area as a residential enclave has 
not been evident as stated in many interviews with those knowledgeable about the area, particularly those who live and work there.  
Those interviews are included in the Community Inventory Technical Report that accompanied the DEIS. 
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Letter 22, continued 
 

10 Past trends indicate Delray has become more industrial in the last 50 years, particularly in the last 10 years.  Reference is made to 
Section 3.1.2.1 and Section 3.3 of the DEIS and FEIS. 

11 The DEIS and FEIS consider broad economic impacts at state and national levels.  Nonetheless, using data available from the Detroit 
Intermodal Freight Terminal Project, for which an FEIS has been prepared using the widely-accepted REMI (Regional Economic Model, 
Inc.) model indicates the DRIC will create 4,000 to 5,000 construction jobs (out of a total of 10,000) and 10,000 to 12,000 jobs (out of 
another 25,000) in support of construction.  Over and above that, 9,000 to 13,000 jobs would occur in Detroit that would otherwise not be 
created without a new crossing. 

12 The statements made in Sections 3.3.2 and 4.21 of the DEIS and FEIS are indicative of the efforts to preserve Delray's identity during 
and following DRIC construction. To that end, the community has been very active through the environmental process and has actively 
informed MDOT of its vision of the future with and without a crossing.  MDOT will coordinate the identification of the partners needed to 
maintain the evolving community identity through and after construction. 

13 Construction jobs will be filled by the contractors that build the crossing system.  Indirect jobs stem from money spent and are not 
"allocated." 

14 The federal Uniform Relocation Act procedures that must be followed on any project sponsored by the Federal Highway Administration 
and MDOT are summarized in Section 4.1 of the DEIS and FEIS. 
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Letter 22, continued 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
15 Other possible crossing locations, including those downriver, were studied and eliminated as a result of application of a 

deliberative screening process including seven evaluation criteria and dozens of performance measures.  This evaluation 
process is fully documented in the Illustrative Alternatives Analysis Technical Reports that accompany the DEIS and FEIS. 

16 In the DEIS, there is no conclusion that conditions will worsen due to additional vehicle miles and vehicle hours of travel in the 
border crossing area.  However, EPA regulations, such as cleaner fuels, efficient gas engines, and cleaner diesel engines will 
improve air quality in the study area even though vehicle use will increase. 

17 Projections were made using U.S. EPA data and an analysis protocol in which EPA has concurred. 
18 This EPA designations result from application of stricter standards, not poorer air quality. 
19 The EPA regulations will improve air quality even though vehicle hours of travel will increase.  That increase has been 

accounted for in the DRIC analysis. 
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Letter 22, continued 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

20 FHWA has determined that, presently, there is not adequate science to reliably include exposure modeling or risk assessment 
in the air quality analysis. This is stated in Section 3.6.1 of the DEIS and FEIS.   Health studies are used to establish 
standards.  NEPA uses what is available.  NEPA studies are not intended to establish standards. 

21 The most important mobile source change in the near term will result from reduced driving from SEMCOG's forecast of a 
regional economic downturn.  The effects of other projects is almost negligible in a regional context.  DIFT will reduce truck 
traffic regionally and, within Southwest Detroit.  The Gateway Project will reduce congestion (air emissions) at the border.  
Transit development projects will be positive, if they occur. 

22 The fleet of vehicles, by type and age, used in the air quality analysis is that specified by EPA for the SEMCOG region. 
23 Comment acknowledged. 
24 FHWA has determined that, presently, there is not adequate science to reliably include exposure modeling or risk assessment 

in the air quality analysis. This is stated in Section 3.6.1 of the FEIS.   Health studies are used to establish standards.  NEPA 
uses what is available.  NEPA studies are not intended to establish standards. 

25 Fort Wayne was considered a sensitive receptor.  It is analyzed both in terms of carbon monoxide (Section 3.6.4.1) and noise 
(Section 3.7.3 of the DEIS and FEIS). 

26 The primary noise sources are and will be Jefferson Avenue truck traffic, traffic internal to the Fort, and airplane overflights, 
not a new crossing. 
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Letter 22, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

27 MDOT anticipates ongoing consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office on this subject as the project develops.  A 
series of workshops have been held with the community on Context Sensitive Solutions to better integrate Fort Wayne into its 
surroundings. 

28 Fort Wayne was considered a sensitive carbon monoxide receptor, but no impacts were found.  Fort Wayne is one area in the 
Delray community which underwent extensive analysis. 

29 There would be no such impacts.  The Preferred Crossing is over a quarter mile away.  Room and pillar salt mining requires 
daily detonations that have been noted by neighbors at community meetings.  These have been ongoing for years.  Modern 
construction techniques simply do not propagate substantial vibrations.  If there is a concern, MDOT provides for before and 
after surveys to document any change. 

30 The air quality analysis followed the Air Quality Protocol developed specifically for the project by MDOT and FHWA in 
cooperation with USEPA, MDEQ and SEMCOG.  The noise analysis was consistent with FHWA guidance. 

31 Such dialogue has been ongoing and extensive with the community (see Section 6.2) and will continue as the project moves 
into design and subsequent phases of work. 
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Letter 27, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

1 The plans to use portions of Delray for the DRIC do not require use of HUD-funded properties. 
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Letter 27, continued 
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Letter 27, continued 
 

 



Detroit River International Crossing Study Final Environmental Impact Statement 
F- 45 

Letter 27, continued 
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Letter 28, U.S. General Services Administration 
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1 Change made in FEIS. 
2 Change made in FEIS. 
3 Change made in FEIS. 
4 It is 400 jobs in 2035 at U.S. Customs and Border Protection. 
5 200 brokers is the total employee broker-related population in 2035. 
6 Relocation of the impacted historic structure - St. Paul AME Church - is not likely to occur based on contact with the pastor. 

Relocation of other, non-historic structures, is an option but contact with owners indicates this is not a likely option either.  

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 



 

 

Letter 28, continued 

Detroit River International Crossing Study Final Environm
ental Im

pact Statem
ent 

F- 48 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

7 Change made in FEIS. 
8 Change made in FEIS. 
9 Change made in FEIS. 

10 Change made in FEIS. 
11 Issue addressed in FEIS. 
12 Change made in FEIS. 
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Letter 29, U.S. Department of Transportation, FAA, Detroit Airports District Office 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 Form has been filed. 
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Letter 30, State of Michigan, Department of Environmental Quality 
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Letter 30, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 Issue addressed in Section 4.10 of the FEIS. 
2 Issue addressed in Section 4.8 of the FEIS. 
3 Comment acknowledged. 
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Letter 31, Congresswoman Candice S. Miller 
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Letter 31, continued 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 Given the initial interest in a longer comment period, FHWA approved a 30-day extension to May 29. In light of the 
extensive public outreach prior to the release of the DEIS on February 29,  the two public hearings conducted after 
the release of the DEIS and the comments received prior to the granting of the extension, the 30-day extension 
gave all interests ample time to review and comment on the DEIS. 
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Letter 32, Congressman John D. Dingell 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

1 On the order of 700 comments were received.  The comments received during the 30-day extension of the 
comment period were not different in content and substance from those received during the initial comment period 
which ended on April 29, 2008. 
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Letter 32, continued 
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Letter 33, Michigan Senators Raymond E. Basham and Glenn S. Anderson 
 

 
 

1 Comment acknowledged. 
2 DRIC infrastructure does that, to the extent practical, in light of engineering standards and security measures that 

must be applied.  Work dealing with Context Sensitive Solutions will continue throughout the project's following 
phases to support, to the extent practicable, neighborhood revitalization. 

3 See Section 3.20. The Partnership is committed to providing an end-to-end solution for additional border crossing 
capacity that will be publicly owned in both countries.  Michigan will own the U.S. portion of the bridge, the plaza, 
and the interchange, with the plaza leased to the federal government. Canada will own the Canadian portion of the 
bridge and its plaza.  The Ontario will own the Canadian access route.  Preferred for the bridge is a public-private 
partnership in the form of a long-term concession agreement which will seek to maximize private sector 
participation and financing to avoid use of taxpayer dollars by charging reasonable toll.  It is envisioned that the 
owners will form a joint venture to oversee the concession contract with the private sector.  The U.S. and Canada 
are committed to private sector involvement for any combination of the design, financing, construction, operations, 
and/or maintenance of the bridge crossing.  The Partnership will provide oversight of any private sector participation 
to ensure a safe and secure international border crossing. 
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Letter 33, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4 These issues will be addressed by the U.S. Department of Homeland Security and the Michigan Homeland 
Security. 

5 Comment acknowledged. 
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Letter 33, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

6 Redevelopment of Delray will be aided by the mitigation measures listed in Section 4 of the FEIS.  Public and 
private sector entities will be needed to redevelop the area, including building infill housing.  That will not be done 
by MDOT and FHWA. 

7 The DRIC mitigation plan (Sections 4.21 and 4.22 of the FEIS) includes some funding to develop such a strategy. 
8 The DRIC mitigation plan (Sections 4.21 and 4.22 of the FEIS) includes some funding to develop such a strategy. 
9 Comment acknowledged. 
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Letter 33, continued 
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Letter 34, Michigan Senator Alan L. Cropsey 
 

 
 

1 The comment period was extended 30 days or until May 29, 2008. 
2 Comment acknowledged. 
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Letter 34, continued 
 

 
 
 

3 Comment acknowledged. 
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Letter 35, Representative Steve Tobocman 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 Comment acknowledged. 
2 DRIC infrastructure does that, to the extent practical, in light of engineering standards and security measures that 

must be applied.   Work dealing with Context Sensitive Solutions will continue throughout the project's following 
phases to support, to the extent practicable, neighborhood revitalization. 

3 Comment acknowledged. 
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Letter 35, continued 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4 Comment acknowledged. 
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Letter 35, continued 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5 See Section 3.20. The Partnership is committed to providing an end-to-end solution for additional border crossing 
capacity that will be publicly owned in both countries.  Michigan will own the U.S. portion of the bridge, the plaza, 
and the interchange, with the plaza leased to the federal government. Canada will own the Canadian portion of the 
bridge and its plaza.  The Ontario will own the Canadian access route.   Preferred for the bridge is a public-private 
partnership in the form of a long-term concession agreement which will seek to maximize private sector 
participation and financing to avoid use of taxpayer dollars by charging reasonable toll.  It is envisioned that the 
owners will form a joint venture to oversee the concession contract with the private sector.  The U.S. and Canada 
are committed to private sector involvement for any combination of the design, financing, construction, operations, 
and/or maintenance of the bridge crossing.  The Partnership will provide oversight of any private sector participation 
to ensure a safe and secure international border crossing. 

6 These issues will be addressed by the U.S. Department of Homeland Security and the Michigan Homeland 
Security. 
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Responses continued on next page. 
 

7 The Context Sensitive Solutions work will continue into the DRIC design phase.  Land use planning and zoning is the purview 
of the City of Detroit. 

8 Access across I-75 has been recognized as a primary community concern.  The Preferred Alternative improves this access 
compared to any Practical Alternative in the DEIS, by providing vehicular access across I-75 via Springwells, Green, 
Livernois, and Clark, plus five pedestrian crossings.  Today, there are seven vehicle crossings and five pedestrian/bicycle 
crossings.  The Preferred Alternative provides new boulevards on Green and Campbell to enhance access to the Detroit 
River. Also, bike lanes will be added to connect to the West Riverfront and Rouge River Gateway paths when they are 
constructed. Finally, there will be non-motorized pathways within the plaza buffer zone.  

9 Impacts to the West Vernor and Springwells commercial districts have been thoroughly assessed.  No adverse effects are 
expected to occur. 

10 The Preferred Alternative traffic analysis has taken into account local truck routes due to placement of the plaza that will cut 
off several streets.  See Section 3.5 of the FEIS. 

11 Comment acknowledged. 

7 
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12 Access across I-75 has been recognized as a primary community concern.  The Preferred Alternative improves this access 
compared to any Practical Alternative in the DEIS, by providing vehicular access across I-75 via Springwells, Green, 
Livernois, and Clark, plus five pedestrian crossings.  Today, there are seven vehicle crossings and five pedestrian/bicycle 
crossings.  The Preferred Alternative provides new boulevards on Green and Campbell to enhance access to the Detroit 
River.  Also, bike lanes will be added to connect to the West Riverfront and Rouge River Gateway paths when they are 
constructed.  Finally, there will be non-motorized pathways within the plaza buffer zone. 

13 The Preferred Alternative maintains connections to surrounding neighborhoods through access to/from and across I-75 for 
pedestrians and vehicles. 

14 Measures that will discourage use of Livernois/Dragoon are noted in Section 3.5.3 of the DEIS and FEIS.  The DIFT project to 
the north of the DRIC project will reorient an entrance to a major truck/train intermodal yard in a way that will reduce truck 
traffic on the one-way pair.  The interchange of Livernois and I-94 will be reconstructed to facilitate truck access from that 
direction, not I-75. 
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15 Landscaping will be included in the buffer around the plaza.  A non-motorized path is also contemplated.  All will be 

developed in the design phase through the application of Context Sensitive Solutions principles. 
16 While the number of pedestrian crossings will be maintained after the DRIC project is completed, they will not be 

"land bridges." 
17 The DRIC mitigation items included in the ROD are enforceable through legal action. 
18 Additional mitigation is included in Section 4 of the FEIS. 

 

14, cont. 

14, cont. 
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19 Redevelopment of Delray will be aided by the mitigation measures listed in Section 4 of the FEIS.  Public and 
private sector entities will be needed to redevelop the area, including building infill housing.  That will not be done 
by MDOT and FHWA. 

20 The land use concept developed as part of the DRIC recognizes the logistic potential of the area to be served by 
two bridges, particularly Delray. 

21 The Relocation Plan allows the relocatee to select a location of his/her/its (business) choosing. 
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20, cont. 
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22 The Preferred Alternative improves access to I-75 compared to any of the previously presented Practical 

Alternatives.  Full interchanges are preserved at Springwells and at Clark, although the location for two of the Clark 
interchange ramps will be changed. Some access to the freeway in the vicinity of the existing Livernois interchange 
has been retained.  Major businesses will be met with during the design phase of the project, which is standard 
procedure.  

23 The development of housing will be the responsibility of public and private entities outside MDOT and FHWA. 
24 Michigan law may allow for some short term tax relief on an individual basis. This is an incentive to relocate to 

Renaissance Zone. 
25 Mobile source air pollution will decrease because emissions decrease at a higher rate than the number of vehicle 

miles increase. 
26 Comment acknowledged.   But, mobile sources of pollution are, appropriately, the sole focus of the DRIC air quality 

analysis. 
27 Southeast Michigan already has the most comprehensive monitoring network in Michigan, which includes a monitor 

located at the south limit of Southwestern High School.  It measures PM2.5, PM10, SO2, manganese, arsenic, 
cadmium, nickel, volatile organic compounds, and carbonyls. 

28 Idling occurs with toll payment and U.S. Customs inspections and clearance.  Vehicle engines must be turned off 
during secondary inspection. By the year of the project opening (2013), trucks will be six years into the transition to 
the clean engines required by EPA of all new diesel trucks beginning in 2007. Pollutants of construction vehicles 
and dust will be controlled per MDOT contract specifications.  

22 
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Responses continued on next page. 
 

29 FHWA has determined that, presently, there is not adequate science to reliably include exposure modeling or risk assessment 
in the air quality analysis. This is stated in Section 3.6.1 of the FEIS.   Health studies are used to establish standards.  NEPA 
uses what is available.  NEPA studies are not intended to establish standards. 

30 Either vehicle age will be limited or diesel particulate traps or oxidation catalysts will be encouraged. 
31 Minimizing engine running time is economical for contractors.  MDOT can add engine idling restrictions to contract 

specifications. 
32 Restriction of construction around sensitive receptors such as Southwestern High School is noted in Section 4.6 of the DEIS 

and FEIS. 
33 Fugitive dust control plans are included in standard MDOT construction specifications as noted in Section 3.6.4.2 of the FEIS. 
34 Either vehicle age will be limited or diesel particulate traps or oxidation catalysts will be encouraged. 
35 Emissions from generators and similar small engines are now regulated by EPA. 
36 Either vehicle age will be limited or diesel particulate traps or oxidation catalysts will be encouraged. 
37 Sweeping roads is part of the MDOT-required fugitive dust control plans (Section 4.6 of the DEIS and FEIS). 
38 U.S. Customs and Border Protection already enforces anti-idling during secondary inspections and will continue to do so. 
39 Air filtration systems are not required as the DRIC will not have adverse impacts on Southwestern High School and other 

sensitive receptors. 
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40 Southeast Michigan already has the most comprehensive monitoring network in Michigan, which includes a monitor located at 
the south limit of Southwestern High School.  It measures PM2.5, PM10, SO2, manganese, arsenic, cadmium, nickel, volatile 
organic compounds, and carbonyls.  

41 The roads involved in the project are the plaza connection to Campbell and the ramps to I-75, which will be subject to normal 
MDOT maintenance.  Other roads in Delray are under the jurisdiction of the City of Detroit. 

42 A statement has been added to the Green Sheet that landscaping will emphasize native vegetation and not include invasive 
species. 

43 As noted in Table 3-23 of the DEIS, no sensitive receptors around the plaza require mitigation.  The areas of vehicle activity 
are far enough away that noise levels are low. Table 3-25 lists the reasonable and feasible noise walls that will be 
implemented with the Preferred Alternative. 

44 The noise modeling follows FHWA and MDOT guidelines and is adequate to predict future project noise. 
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45 The nearest ramp to the CHASS Clinic does not approach to any closer than 200 yards with the Preferred 

Alternative. 
46 The public involvement process included over 40 meetings at Southwestern High School.  Parents and students 

were among the attendees.  The school administration and Detroit Public Schools has been involved in DRIC 
discussions. 

47 Such considerations are consistent with the development and application of Context Sensitive Solutions which will 
continue into the design phase of the DRIC project.  CSS is based on significant public engagement. 

48 Local permits will not be known until the design phase.  So they are not listed in the FEIS. 
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1 Given the initial interest in a longer comment period, FHWA approved a 30-day extension to May 29. In light of the 
extensive public outreach prior to the release of the DEIS on February 29,  the two public hearings conducted after 
the release of the DEIS and the comments received prior to the granting of the extension, the 30-day extension 
gave all interests ample time to review and comment on the DEIS. 

2 The U.S. and Canadian environmental processes have been fully integrated from the outset of the Detroit River 
International Crossing Study per Section 2 of the DEIS and FEIS. 
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3 Comment acknowledged. 
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4 The owners of the Ambassador Bridge were informed via a letter from the Canadian Customs and Border Services 
Agency dated June 17, 2008, that "the preliminary planning accomplished so far suggests there is insufficient land 
available to accommodate a functional port of entry (i.e., a plaza) without impact on the community south and west 
of existing installations."  The areas south and west of existing Canadian installations is occupied by institutional, 
residential and other uses.  (Letter available at www.partnershipborderstudy.com.) 
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5 A new border crossing is needed in the Detroit-Windsor area to: 
* Provide safe, efficient and secure movement of people and goods across the Canadian-U.S.. border in the Detroit River area 
to support the economies of Michigan, Ontario, Canada and the U.S. 
* Support the mobility needs of national and civil defense to protect the homeland. 
To address future mobility requirements (i.e., at least 30 years) across the U.S.-Canada border, there is a need to: 
* Provide new border-crossing capacity to meet increased long-term demand; 
* Improve system connectivity to enhance the seamless flow of people and goods; 
* Improve operations and processing capability in accommodating the flow of people and goods at the plazas; and, 
* Provide reasonable and secure border crossing options in the event of incidents, maintenance, congestion, or other 
disruptions. 

6 It is unclear where such portrayals have been made or by whom.  The traffic forecasts show capacity being exceeded 
between 2015 and 2035. 

5 

5, cont. 
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7 A new border crossing is needed in the Detroit-Windsor area to: 
* Provide safe, efficient and secure movement of people and goods across the Canadian-U.S.. border in the Detroit River area 
to support the economies of Michigan, Ontario, Canada and the U.S. 
* Support the mobility needs of national and civil defense to protect the homeland. 
To address future mobility requirements (i.e., at least 30 years) across the U.S.-Canada border, there is a need to: 
* Provide new border-crossing capacity to meet increased long-term demand; 
* Improve system connectivity to enhance the seamless flow of people and goods; 
* Improve operations and processing capability in accommodating the flow of people and goods at the plazas; and, 
* Provide reasonable and secure border crossing options in the event of incidents, maintenance, congestion, or other 
disruptions. 

8 The latest information has been used.  When SEMCOG released a socioeconomic forecast with lower growth than projected 
earlier, a sensitivity analysis was performed and reported in Section 3.2.1.3 of the FEIS.  It did not substantively change the 
forecast travel demand. 

9 A new border crossing is needed in the Detroit-Windsor area to: 
* Provide safe, efficient and secure movement of people and goods across the Canadian-U.S.. border in the Detroit River area 
to support the economies of Michigan, Ontario, Canada and the U.S. 
* Support the mobility needs of national and civil defense to protect the homeland. 
To address future mobility requirements (i.e., at least 30 years) across the U.S.-Canada border, there is a need to: 
* Provide new border-crossing capacity to meet increased long-term demand; 
* Improve system connectivity to enhance the seamless flow of people and goods; 
* Improve operations and processing capability in accommodating the flow of people and goods at the plazas; and, 
* Provide reasonable and secure border crossing options in the event of incidents, maintenance, congestion, or other 
disruptions. 
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10 The Ambassador Bridge Enhancement Project Environmental Assessment submitted to the U.S. Coast Guard April 

24, 2007 states "the second span will provide four full service traffic lanes plus two lanes dedicated to low risk 
commercial travelers." (p.1)  "These FAST lanes do not represent an expansion of capacity since they are restricted 
to those that have been pre-approved for their use." (p 43).  Capacity is not otherwise discussed in that EA.  As it 
was stated that the FAST lanes do not contribute to capacity (and it is unclear how that could be so), the position of 
the DIBC at the time of the writing of the DRIC FEIS was interpreted to be that a new bridge would not add 
capacity.  Nonetheless, travel demand modeling was performed for both a four-lane Ambassador Bridge and a six-
lane Ambassador Bridge.  The analysis of the six-lane condition is reported in Section 3.14.3 of the FEIS. 

11 The immediacy stems from the need for redundancy.  The need for a completely new border crossing is immediate.  
The schedule for implementation is designed to move forward as quickly as practicable to address that need. 

9, cont. 
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12 DEIS page ES-3 notes capacity involves: 1) roads leading to the Ambassador Bridge and Detroit-Windsor Tunnel; 

2) customs processing; 3) and, the crossings themselves.  An increase in capacity on a bridge does not change the 
capacity of the approach roads.  The Enhancement Project EA states, "Finally, the construction of any new roads 
linking the Ambassador Bridge with Highway 401 is outside the scope of the Ambassador Bridge Enhancement 
Project and would be within the exclusive control of Canadian and Ontario government agencies."  Because the 
Enhancement Project includes no provision for a roadway capacity expansion, the existing capacity limitations of 
the approach corridor remain.  

13 Auto traffic is down because of changes/enhancements of border security procedures, economic conditions, and 
changes in the value of the U.S. currency, to cite a few reasons.  But, truck traffic is up since 1999 reaching its 
highest level ever on the Ambassador Bridge in 2006.  Truck traffic is an indicator of trade and the health of the 
economies of the two largest trading partners in the world.  Providing economic security is part of the DRIC 
project's purpose. 
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14 The conclusion in the Induced Demand Technical Report is consistent with and takes into account the lower 

SEMCOG population and employments forecasts the commenter notes.  (Refer to Section 3.5.1.4.)  Cross border 
travel is driven by trade/truck traffic that is a function of broad national issues rather than the number of people and 
jobs in the SEMCOG region.  With that said, it is recognized the auto traffic forecast for 2035 indicates it will just 
about return to 2000 levels.  That forecast is more sensitive to population and employment.  The 2035 auto traffic 
forecast is reasonable. 

 

13, cont. 
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15 The conclusion in the Induced Demand Technical Report (Section 2.1) is consistent and takes into account the 

lower SEMCOG population and employment forecasts the commenter notes.  Cross border travel is driven by 
trade/truck traffic that is a function of broad national issues rather than the people and jobs in the SEMCOG region 
alone.  With that said, it is recognized the auto traffic forecast for 2035 indicates it will just about return to 2000 
levels.  Auto traffic is more sensitive to population and employment. The 2035 auto traffic forecast is reasonable.  
Regarding trucks, recent U.S. Department of Transportation data indicate April 2008 set a new record for U.S. trade 
with our North American neighbors, at $74.3 billion.  (The previous high was $74.2 billion in October, 2007). Trade 
with Canada alone reached $48.9 billion, a 15% increase from April 2007.  April also marked the 14th straight 
month that surface trade with Canada improved compared to the same month the previous year.  Michigan was the 
leading state in trading with Canada, at $6.4 billion, a full 33% higher than the number two state, Illinois.  These 
numbers support the conclusion that the DRIC crossing is needed sooner rather than later to address economic 
security. 
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16 Response to be determined. 
17 A new border crossing is needed in the Detroit-Windsor area to: 

* Provide safe, efficient and secure movement of people and goods across the Canadian-U.S.. border in the Detroit 
River area to support the economies of Michigan, Ontario, Canada and the U.S. 
* Support the mobility needs of national and civil defense to protect the homeland. 
To address future mobility requirements (i.e., at least 30 years) across the U.S.-Canada border, there is a need to:
* Provide new border-crossing capacity to meet increased long-term demand; 
* Improve system connectivity to enhance the seamless flow of people and goods; 
* Improve operations and processing capability in accommodating the flow of people and goods at the plazas; and,
* Provide reasonable and secure border crossing options in the event of incidents, maintenance, congestion, or 
other disruptions. 

16 

16, cont. 
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18 Auto traffic is down because of changes/enhancements of border security procedures, economic conditions, and 
changes in the value of the U.S. currency, to cite a few reasons.  But, truck traffic is up since 1999 reaching its 
highest level ever on the Ambassador Bridge in 2006.  Truck traffic is an indicator of trade and the health of the 
economies of the two largest trading partners in the world.  Providing economic security is part of the DRIC 
project's purpose. 
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19 The DRIC model uses an increase in intermodal traffic of 20% by 2030 which reduces truck traffic at the border by 

almost five percent in 2030.  That reduction then is taken into consideration in projecting a 128% growth in truck 
traffic by 2035. 
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20 That statement is not consistent with the latest surface transportation U.S. and Canadian data for April 2008.  They 

show an increase of 15.9 percent in the value of trade compared to April of 2007.  Michigan was the greatest 
trading partner with Canada in April 2008 at $6.4 billion.  It is also noteworthy that most, if not all, of the "foreign" 
automakers with plants in the U.S. who are gaining market share also have plants in Canada and they contribute to 
the cross-border traffic.  The relative locations of those plants indicate that the Detroit - Windsor border crossing is 
the most likely route for this traffic.  

21 Figure 1-3 in the DEIS and FEIS shows the combined effects of all the risk factors that could move forward or delay 
the time when a new or expanded crossing is required.  The Extreme High Scenario consists of a combination of 
High Trade Growth and High Passenger Car Demand Scenarios.  The Extreme Low Scenario is a combination of 
the Low Trade Growth, Diversion to Intermodal Rail, High Diversion to St. Clair River crossing and Low Passenger 
Car Demand Scenarios.  Such unlikely scenarios would advance the year in which capacity is reached by five years 
to about 2015 or delay it by fourteen years to about 2034, respectively.  This information can be found on the 
project Web site under Canadian Reports - "Travel Demand Forecasts, 2005," Section 6.2.5. Such effects on cross 
border traffic are part of the risk analysis in the DRIC forecasting.  Reference is made to 3.5.1.4. 

20 
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cont. 
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22 Reasonable and secure crossing options are needed now.  The sensitivity to traffic volumes is related to financing a 

new bridge.  A separate and independent investment grade traffic study will follow the FEIS. 
 

21, cont. 
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23 The end-to-end evaluation phase was used to indicate that the selected alternative would be an alternative that 

both nations would find suitable through the use of each nation's respective evaluation procedure.  Such an 
alternative was arrived at and is presented as the Preferred Alternative in the U.S. FEIS and as the Technically 
Preferred Alternative in the Canadian Environmental Assessment. 

24 The goal of a new border crossing was determined through the binational feasibility study in 2004.  The DRIC study 
has been transparent from the outset. 

25 The end-to-end evaluation phase was used to indicate that the selected alternative would be an alternative that 
both nations would find suitable through the use of  each nation's respective evaluation procedure.  Such an 
alternative was arrived at and is presented as the Preferred Alternative in the U.S. FEIS and as the Technically 
Preferred Alternative in the Canadian Environmental Assessment. 
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26 Canada has conducted its own environmental process which has covered the impacts on the Canadian side of the 

border. The determination was made by the Canadian authorities to situate the bridge in the same area that the 
FEIS is covering on the U.S. side of the border. The FEIS took into account the Canadian environmental 
determination. 
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27 The end-to-end evaluation phase was used to indicate that the selected alternative would be an alternative that 

both nations would find suitable through the use of each nation's respective evaluation procedure.  Such an 
alternative was arrived at and is presented as the Preferred Alternative in the U.S. FEIS and as the Technically 
Preferred Alternative in the Canadian Environmental Assessment. 

 

26, cont. 
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28 The Gateway Project has independent utility and does not rely in any way on changes in Canada.  It was designed 

to accommodate a second span of the Ambassador Bridge but is in no way dependent on, or a justification for, a 
second span.  Canada and Ontario continue to make improvements consistent with the program entitled:  Let's Get 
Windsor-Essex Moving Strategy for 15 projects in various stages of implementation.  These improvements include 
$300 million in Border Infrastructure Funds. 

 

27, cont. 
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29 The end-to-end evaluation phase was used to indicate that the selected alternative would be an alternative that 

both nations would find suitable through the use of each nation's respective evaluation procedure.  Such an 
alternative was arrived at and is presented as the Preferred Alternative in the U.S. FEIS and as the Technically 
Preferred Alternative in the Canadian Environmental Assessment. 

30 The DRIC project serves the broad public economic good.  When traffic flow, travel time/distance saved, and jobs 
created are considered, as documented in Section 3.5.1.4 of the FEIS, that good is well served. 

 

28, cont. 
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31 Analysis of the economic effects of a new DRIC crossing on all existing crossings indicate they will have revenues 

that exceed expenses under high and low traffic forecast scenarios indicating the business viability does not appear 
to be threatened.  See Section 3.5.1.4 of the FEIS. 

32 Judgments on the financial aspects of the DRIC will be made prior to its construction based on sound fiscal 
standards. 

 

30, cont. 
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33 A wide range of alternatives was initially considered.  These alternatives were then reviewed and ranked based on 

the identified need and other evaluation factors.  Only those that ranked highest were carried further.  The 
alternatives that best met the combined evaluation were in the Delray area.  The evaluation of alternatives leading 
to defining the Delray area as the appropriate location for a new crossing was accepted by FHWA as documented 
in Appendix C of the DEIS and FEIS. 
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34 The evaluation of alternatives leading to defining the Delray area as the appropriate location for a new crossing was 

accepted by FHWA as documented in Appendix C (Concurrence of FHWA in Analysis of Practical Alternatives and 
Results) of the DEIS and FEIS.  That documentation demonstrates sufficient analyses were conducted to eliminate 
the referenced alternatives.  The analyses occurred, the decision was made and the Governor's announcement is 
consistent with it. 
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35 Michigan's Preconstruction Process Documentation Manual guides project development.  It includes Task 2340 - 

Develop and Review Practical Alternatives.  "Practical alternatives" is the standard nomenclature used by MDOT 
(as well as FHWA) for "reasonable alternatives."  This has been the case for years. 

36 The "cursory" discussion involves:  Volume 1: Summary (70 pages); Volume 2: Technical Analysis (220 pages with 
numerous comparative tables); Volume 3: Technical Data (bound as three separate volumes covering Crossing, 
Plaza and Route data) (over 500 pages total).  The analysis documented in these reports was certified as 
acceptable by FHWA as documented in Appendix C of the DEIS and FEIS. 

37 The evaluation of alternatives leading to defining the Delray area as the appropriate location for a new crossing was 
accepted by FHWA as documented in Appendix C (Concurrence of FHWA in Analysis of Practical Alternatives and 
Results) of the DEIS and FEIS.   That documentation demonstrates sufficient analyses were conducted to eliminate 
the referenced alternatives.  The analyses occurred, the decision was made and the Governor's announcement is 
consistent with it. 
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38 Such an approach is at the discretion of FHWA.  It was not chosen. 
 

37, cont. 
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39 MDOT and FHWA have worked with the community to balance disproportionate impacts with benefits.  See 

Sections 4.2 and 4.21 of the DEIS and FEIS. 
40 Communities other than Delray were eliminated from further study beyond the Illustrative Alternatives Evaluation, 

such as River Rouge and the Belle Isle area, have greater concentrations of minority populations. 
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Letter 39, continued 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
41 The disproportionate impacts on minority and low-income populations are discussed in Section 3.1.5 of the FEIS.  

Mitigation of them is presented in Sections 4.2 and 4.21 of the FEIS and the "Green Sheet" in that section. 
 

41 

41, cont. 

41, cont. 
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Letter 39, continued 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
42 The disproportionate impacts on minority and low-income populations are discussed in Section 3.1.5 of the FEIS.  

Mitigation of them is presented in Sections 4.2 and 4.21 of the FEIS and the "Green Sheet" in that section. 
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Letter 39, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
43 The proposed Belle Isle Illustrative Alternative passed right by the "crown jewel" of the Detroit Parks system -- Belle 

Isle.  The impacts to Section 4(f) properties for this and the Downriver Alternatives are enumerated in the three-
volume report Evaluation of Illustrative Alternatives Technical Memorandum. 

 

43 

43, cont.
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Letter 39, continued 
 

 
 
 

43, cont. 

43, cont. 
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Letter 39, continued 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
44 This comment addresses U.S. impacts, not Canadian.  Canadian impacts were judged to be significant to owners of 

properties and historic areas. 
45 These resources were fully investigated in consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office.  See the 

Archaeological Phase I and II Investigations and the two-volume Above-Ground Resources Survey which is 
available at the 21 repositories and on the Web. 

46 CEQ regulations were fully complied with by incorporating public input to the DEIS combined with refined data to 
fully assess disproportionate and adverse effects on populations protected by the Environmental Justice Executive 
Order. 
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Letter 39, continued 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
47 MDOT is not the official land use planning agency.  The City of Detroit is.  MDOT has and will continue to 

coordinate with the City as the project advances. Additionally, MDOT will continue to work with the community and 
will facilitate partnership building to include agencies and organizations that have tools, programs, and expertise to 
implement strategies for land use and investment.   

 

46, cont. 

46, cont. 
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47, cont.
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Letter 39, continued 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
48 The DEIS states that the conformity test will occur after the Preferred Alternative is identified.  The test has been 

run and the project found to conform, so it has been added to the Regional Transportation Plan. 
 

47, cont. 
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Letter 39, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
49 The claim of "postponement leading to rushed judgment" is not understandable.  Public engagement of all DRIC 

materials has allowed the fullest evaluation of project impacts and appropriate mitigation of adverse effects. 
50 This business was never a potential relocation.  Only those businesses falling within the potential right-of-way of an 

alternative were contacted. 
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51 Correct.  FHWA has not adopted the NCHRP guidance. 
52 To date no national standards have been set for greenhouse gases.  EPA has established no criteria or thresholds.  

But, on April 2, 2007, the Supreme Court issued a decision in Massachusetts et al v. Environmental Protection 
Agency et al that the USEPA has authority under the Clean Air Act to establish motor vehicle emissions standards 
for carbon dioxide (CO2), a primary greenhouse gas.  The USEPA is determining the implications of the  decision.  
However, the Court’s decision did not have any direct implications on requirements for evaluating transportation 
projects.  Further, because of the interactions among elements of the transportation system as a whole, project-
level emissions analyses for greenhouse gases are less informative than those conducted at the regional, state, or 
national level.  Because of these concerns, FHWA concludes that CO2 emissions cannot be usefully evaluated in 
this EIS in the same way as other vehicle emissions. 

50, cont. 
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Letter 39, continued 
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Letter 39, continued 
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Letter 39, continued 
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Letter 42, Michigan Representatives Lee Gonzalez and Hoon-Yung Hopgood 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

1 See Section 3.20. The Partnership is committed to providing an end-to-end solution for additional border crossing capacity 
that will be publicly owned in both countries.  Michigan will own the U.S. portion of the bridge, the plaza, and the interchange, 
with the plaza leased to the federal government. Canada will own the Canadian portion of the bridge and its plaza.  The 
Ontario will own the Canadian access route.   Preferred for the bridge is a public-private partnership in the form of a long-term 
concession agreement which will seek to maximize private sector participation and financing to avoid use of taxpayer dollars 
by charging reasonable toll.  It is envisioned that the owners will form a joint venture to oversee the concession contract with 
the private sector.  The U.S. and Canada are committed to private sector involvement for any combination of the design, 
financing, construction, operations, and/or maintenance of the bridge crossing.  The Partnership will provide oversight of any 
private sector participation to ensure a safe and secure international border crossing. 

2 See Response 1 above. 
3 See Response 1 above. 
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Letter 42, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4 Security protocols will be determined by the Department of Homeland Security. 
5 Comment acknowledged. 
6 The DRIC mitigation plan (Sections 4.21 and 4.22 of the FEIS) includes some funding to develop such a strategy. 
7 Comment acknowledged. 
8 Comment acknowledged. 
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Letter 43, Detroit Department of Transportation 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Responses continued on next page. 
 

1 A meeting held with DDOT on September 25, 2008, concluded that rerouting of their two bus lines could be 
accomplished as documented in Section 3.5.6.1 of the FEIS. 

2 The Preferred Alternative reduces the number of residential relocations to 257.  For these households, and others 
in the area, transit use is less than 5 percent of all trips.  The two Department of Transportation bus routes have 
been re-routed in collaboration with DDOT to minimize impacts. 

3 A new border crossing is needed in the Detroit-Windsor area to: 
* Provide safe, efficient and secure movement of people and goods across the Canadian-U.S.. border in the Detroit 
River area to support the economies of Michigan, Ontario, Canada and the U.S. 
* Support the mobility needs of national and civil defense to protect the homeland. 
To address future mobility requirements (i.e., at least 30 years) across the U.S.-Canada border, there is a need to:
* Provide new border-crossing capacity to meet increased long-term demand; 
* Improve system connectivity to enhance the seamless flow of people and goods; 
* Improve operations and processing capability in accommodating the flow of people and goods at the plazas; and,
* Provide reasonable and secure border crossing options in the event of incidents, maintenance, congestion, or 
other disruptions. 
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Letter 43, continued 
 

4 The project has been judged by FHWA and SEMCOG to be financially sustainable.  Only with this determination 
can the DRIC be included in the Regional Transportation Plan.  It was added to the RTP on June 26, 2008. 

5 MDOT and the community have been working together to identify key issues and concerns such as blight in the 
Delray Area.  A conceptual Master Plan was developed by the community (hopefully the city will adopt the plan) 
which will help guide the community in the future.  The community has also been working with MDOT and other 
agencies to identify community enhancements that would improve the Delray Area.  

6 Expected local benefits are not "minimal."  Many residents indicate they will relocate in the City of Detroit and most 
business relocate near Delray.   A number of construction jobs are likely to be held by city residents, some of whom 
live in and near Southwest Detroit.  A number of long-term permanent jobs, outside those for crossing operations, 
can be expected to be held by people in Detroit.  Exact estimates are not available. 
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Letter 43, continued 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7 Comment acknowledged. 
8 The land use plan in the DRIC DEIS (Section 3.2.2.1) is compatible with the land use plan for the area pending 

before the Detroit City Planning Commission for adoption.  The City Planning Commission as well as the Detroit 
Economic Growth Corporation participated in the plan's development. It was shaped based on their comments. 

9 The alternative evaluation process took into account both benefits and impacts on an end-to-end basis involving 
both nations. 

10 Security will be addressed by the U.S. Department of Homeland Security and the Michigan Homeland Security. 
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Letter 47, Wayne County, Mich., Executive Robert A. Ficano, 

 
 

1 The project has been judged by FHWA and SEMCOG to be financially sustainable.  Only with this determination 
can the DRIC be included in the Regional Transportation Plan.  It was added to the RTP. 

2 Auto traffic is down because of changes/enhancements of border security procedures, economic conditions, and 
changes in the value of the U.S. currency, to cite a few reasons.  But, truck traffic is up since 1999 reaching its 
highest level ever on the Ambassador Bridge in 2006.  Truck traffic is an indicator of trade and the health of the 
economies of the two largest trading partners in the world.  Providing economic security is part of the DRIC 
project's purpose. 

3 MDOT has developed mitigation included in Sections 4.21 and 4.22 of the FEIS, specifically the Green Sheet.  A 
number of items called "benefits" by the local community are included there.   

4 Comment acknowledged. 

1
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Letter 47, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5 Given the initial interest in a longer comment period, FHWA approved a 30-day extension to May 29. In light of the 

extensive public outreach prior to the release of the DEIS on February 29,  the two public hearings conducted after 
the release of the DEIS and the comments received prior to the granting of the extension, the 30-day extension 
gave all interests ample time to review and comment on the DEIS. 
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Letter 50, Detroit International Bridge Company 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 The DEIS does not assert that the traffic volumes will increase dramatically.  It does state that they will increase 

using reasonable forecasting assumptions. 
2 The GSA study the comment refers to states as follows: 

 
"In addition to projections derived through standard GSA/Regal protocols (emphasis added), the most relevant 
forecasts available for this application are derived from the Detroit River International Crossing (DRIC) process, . . ..  
These forecasts are driven by economic forecasts and a cross border regional travel demand models, and the 
traffic outputs are higher than the standard statistical projections derived through the GSA/Regal Protocol.  Taken 
together, these two approaches inform low and high traffic forecasts that yield a range of facility requirements used 
in the development of master plan layout options.  Options developed within this context can be evaluated for the 
adaptability to the actual traffic flows experienced over the planning horizon." 

1 
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Letter 50, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3 The best available data were used to develop the DRIC travel forecasting models.  They have been reviewed by a 

peer group and found to be acceptable.  No further data collection is needed nor will be conducted to complete the 
FEIS. 
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Letter 50, continued 
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Letter 50, continued 
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Letter 50, continued 
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Letter 50, continued 
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Letter 51, Detroit International Bridge Company 
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Letter 51, continued 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 The DEIS does not assert that the traffic volumes will increase dramatically.  It does state that they will increase 

using reasonable forecasting assumptions. 
2 The GSA study the comment refers to states as follows: 

"In addition to projections derived through standard GSA/Regal protocols (emphasis added), the most relevant 
forecasts available for this application are derived from the Detroit River International Crossing (DRIC) process, . . ..  
These forecasts are driven by economic forecasts and a cross border regional travel demand models, and the 
traffic outputs are higher than the standard statistical projections derived through the GSA/Regal Protocol.  Taken 
together, these two approaches inform low and high traffic forecasts that yield a range of facility requirements used 
in the development of master plan layout options.  Options developed within this context can be evaluated for the 
adaptability to the actual traffic flows experienced over the planning horizon." 

3 The best available data were used to develop the DRIC travel forecasting models.  They have been reviewed by a 
peer group and found to be acceptable.  No further data collection is needed nor will be conducted to complete the 
FEIS. 

1 

1, cont. 
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Letter 51, continued 
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Letter 51, continued 
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Letter 51, continued 
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Letter 51, continued 
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Letter 51, continued 
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Letter 51, continued 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4 A new border crossing is needed in the Detroit-Windsor area to: 

* Provide safe, efficient and secure movement of people and goods across the Canadian-U.S.. border in the Detroit 
River area to support the economies of Michigan, Ontario, Canada and the U.S. 
* Support the mobility needs of national and civil defense to protect the homeland. 
To address future mobility requirements (i.e., at least 30 years) across the U.S.-Canada border, there is a need to:
* Provide new border-crossing capacity to meet increased long-term demand; 
* Improve system connectivity to enhance the seamless flow of people and goods; 
* Improve operations and processing capability in accommodating the flow of people and goods at the plazas; and,
* Provide reasonable and secure border crossing options in the event of incidents, maintenance, congestion, or 
other disruptions. 

5 Comment acknowledged. 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6 The Gateway Project also does not address the need for crossing options (redundancy) in case of incidents.  It will 

improve plaza operations in the U.S., but connectivity on one side of the border alone is meaningless without 
connectivity on the other side. 

7 The "Windsor Gateway" referred to in that memorandum is not the DIBC "Gateway Project."  The funds referenced 
in that memorandum have since been expended on a number of projects which complied with the stated 
goals/intentions/objectives of that memorandum.   
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 



 

Detroit River International Crossing Study Final Environmental Impact Statement 
F- 148 

Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
8 This is not a matter for response by MDOT or FHWA. 
 

8 



 

Detroit River International Crossing Study Final Environmental Impact Statement 
F- 149 

Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9 No blind approvals were ever provided by FHWA.  The letter of James Steele that concurred with results of the 

Evaluation of Illustrative Alternatives was a studied and appropriate assessment of the end-to-end data of that 
portion of the study process.  The Ambassador Bridge replacement span was not included on the list of Practical 
Alternatives for the reasons articulated in Regional Administrator Steele's letter and covered in Section 2.1 of the 
DEIS and FEIS.  The "Congressional approval" consisted of allowing direct access between the U.S. Interstate 
system and the Ambassador Bridge (which had previously been prohibited because the Ambassador Bridge is a 
private entity). 

10 See Response 9. 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
11 The Bluewater Bridge and Ambassador Gateway projects have distinct purposes, needs and independent utility, as 

does the DRIC project. 
12 None of the modes/alternatives mentioned can substitute for the physical redundancy provided to the principal 

mode serving commerce - trucks.  Further, analysis indicates that a new DRIC crossing best responds to the crisis 
of one of the existing crossings being "out of commission." 
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12, cont. 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
13 The Preferred Alternative would create a new river crossing two miles down river from the Ambassador Bridge.  It 

would provide a new interchange on I-75, plazas in the U.S. and Canada separate from that at the Ambassador 
Bridge and a new access road to Highway 401 in Canada. 

14 The connections of the two crossings to the U.S. interstate highway system are effectively the same. 
 

12, cont. 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
15 The 2005 Letter from the State Department was cautioning against selecting an alternative that was located too 

close to the existing crossing (like a twinned bridge option) because of the dangers cited in the letter.  Additionally, 
the State Department has reviewed all major products of the DRIC produced since the 2005 letter that lead up to 
the DEIS.  It reviewed and commented on the DEIS.  The project's purpose and need and the Preferred Alternative 
both address national security and redundancy. That position with the U.S. State Department involvement has not 
changed. 

16 Cable-stay and suspension bridges are both candidates for use in the DRIC.  For the DRIC, a decision on bridge 
type will be made during the design phase.  Nonetheless, bridge type does not address the security and 
redundancy issues. 

 

15 

15, cont. 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 

16, cont. 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

17 See Section 3.20. The Partnership is committed to providing an end-to-end solution for additional border crossing 
capacity that will be publicly owned in both countries.  Michigan will own the U.S. portion of the bridge, the plaza, 
and the interchange, with the plaza leased to the federal government. Canada will own the Canadian portion of the 
bridge and its plaza.  The Ontario will own the Canadian access route.   Preferred for the bridge is a public-private 
partnership in the form of a long-term concession agreement which will seek to maximize private sector 
participation and financing to avoid use of taxpayer dollars by charging reasonable toll.  It is envisioned that the 
owners will form a joint venture to oversee the concession contract with the private sector.  The U.S. and Canada 
are committed to private sector involvement for any combination of the design, financing, construction, operations, 
and/or maintenance of the bridge crossing.  The Partnership will provide oversight of any private sector participation 
to ensure a safe and secure international border crossing. 
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Letter 51, continued 
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Letter 51, continued 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
18 The second span of the Ambassador Bridge is not an approved project.  Nonetheless, its impacts are appropriately 

noted in Section 3.14 of the DEIS and FEIS. 
19 A new border crossing is needed in the Detroit-Windsor area to: 

* Provide safe, efficient and secure movement of people and goods across the Canadian-U.S. border in the Detroit 
River area to support the economies of Michigan, Ontario, Canada and the U.S. 
* Support the mobility needs of national and civil defense to protect the homeland. 
To address future mobility requirements (i.e., at least 30 years) across the U.S.-Canada border, there is a need to:
* Provide new border-crossing capacity to meet increased long-term demand; 
* Improve system connectivity to enhance the seamless flow of people and goods; 
* Improve operations and processing capability in accommodating the flow of people and goods at the plazas; and,
* Provide reasonable and secure border crossing options in the event of incidents, maintenance, congestion, or 
other disruptions. 
Traffic forecasts relate to capacity.  Capacity is one of four listed needs.  Redundancy is another.  Redundancy 
requires a new plaza and interchange in the U.S. and a new plaza and access road in Canada. 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
20 The traffic modeling has been established on sound data and principles.  It includes a risk analysis to address 

"unknown unknowns."  It's traffic modeling procedures and results have been vetted by a team of internationally-
recognized peers who concur the models are sound and effective predictors of future traffic. 

21 The GSA study, to which the comment refers, states as follows: 
 
"In addition to projections derived through standard GSA/Regal protocols (emphasis added), the most relevant 
forecasts available for this application are derived from the Detroit River International Crossing (DRIC) process, . . ..  
These forecasts are driven by economic forecasts and a cross border regional travel demand models, and the 
traffic outputs are higher than the standard statistical projections derived through the GSA/Regal Protocol.  Taken 
together, these two approaches inform low and high traffic forecasts that yield a range of facility requirements used 
in the development of master plan layout options.  Options developed within this context can be evaluated for the 
adaptability to the actual traffic flows experienced over the planning horizon." 
 
Using the DRIC forecast in this light is neither arbitrary nor capricious. 

19,cont. 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 21, cont. 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
22 The proposed second span of the Ambassador Bridge is being reviewed by Transport Canada and Windsor Port 

Authority. 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

22, cont. 



 

Detroit River International Crossing Study Final Environmental Impact Statement 
F- 162 

Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
23 The U.S. agencies recognize the important economic value of the Detroit-Windsor corridor.  Since international 

trade is a federal prerogative it is only natural that the agencies responsible for international trade and commerce 
should work together to assure that corridor trade is not impeded by congestion and capacity issues.  As is our 
practice due diligence will be taken throughout the process. 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
24 The induced demand analysis (Section 3.2 of the DEIS and FEIS) was not used to justify a crossing.  It was 

employed to define the shifts in jobs that could occur if a new crossing were built. 
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Letter 51, continued 
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
25 Communities other than Delray, which were eliminated from further study beyond the Illustrative Alternatives 

Evaluation, such as River Rouge and the Belle Isle area, have greater concentrations of minority populations. The 
Governor's announcement was consistent with the DRIC technical analyses.  
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Letter 51, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
26 This comment is addressed in responses to EPA's comments in a letter of May 14, 2008.  See Appendix F of the 

FEIS. 
27 Transboundary impacts are presented in Section 3.4 of the DEIS.  Both U.S. and Canadian air quality analysis 

conclude there will be no adverse effects. 
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Letter 51, continued 
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Letter 52, State of Michigan Department of Agriculture 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 Comment acknowledged. 
2 Comment acknowledged. 
3 The General Services Administration is conducting its analysis of the plaza to ensure adequate facilities are 

available for functions required to take place there. 

1
2
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Letter 53, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
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Letter 53, continued 
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Letter 53, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1 The project will not cause an increase in emissions in the non-attainment area in the timeframe of the applicable 

State Implementation Plan.  Decreases in emission rates will not be exceeded by increases in vehicle miles 
traveled.  
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Letter 53, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2 With identification of the Preferred Alternative, information has been added about local traffic;.  See 3.5.2 of the FEIS.   
3 MDOT has identified two additional studies, neither yet available to the public.  Studies that are available are referenced in 

Section 4.2 of the Air Quality Analysis Technical Report, notably the Detroit Air Toxics Initiative (DATI) and the Detroit 
Exposure Aerosol Research Study (DEARS). 

4 FHWA understands EPA's concerns, but the pre-amble language in the conformity rule for PM 2.5 hot spot analysis explains 
why the mobile source emissions model (MOBILE6.2) is not adequate for use in a spot location analysis.  The same argument 
against analyzing health effect applies to MSATs.  The interim guidance on MSATs was developed, because of the concerns 
over the inability of MOBILE6.2 to adequately predict emissions at spot locations.  FHWA is concerned about the health 
impacts of MSATs.  That is why FHWA supports research such as the National Near Roadway MSAT Study, which may 
eventually lead to the ability to develop meaningful analyses of the impacts of MSATs. 

5 Refer to #4. 
6 Refer to #4. 
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Letter 53, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7 Refer to #4. 
8 MDOT is committed to implementing the air quality measures listed for construction on the Green Sheet found in 

the Section 6 of the FEIS.  But, it is noted that construction mitigation is voluntary as there would be no increase in 
PM2.5 from the project in the timeframe of the applicable State Implementation Plan. 

6, cont. 

6, cont. 
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Letter 53, continued 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9 As Section 3.6.3.1 of the DEIS and FEIS notes, eliminating the Livernois/Dragoon interchange will substantially 

reduce truck traffic on these two arterials that penetrate the densely residential Southwest Detroit area. 
10 The Preferred Alternative includes Plaza P-a which has a direct routing of traffic through the plaza that minimizes 

travel compared to the other plaza alternative not chosen. 
11 Border delay will be a function of staffing levels by U.S. Customs and Border Protection and the enforcement of 

security rules set by the U.S. and Canadian governments. 
12 Anti-idling strategies during secondary inspection are already in effect by U.S. Customs and Border Protection.  So, 

the same measures in place at the Blue Water Bridge and Ambassador Bridge would be followed. 
13 Sound barriers are planned as noted in Section 3.7 of the DEIS and FEIS. 
14 Vegetation will be placed in the buffer around the plaza as permitted by U.S. Customs.  A clear, unobstructed view 

will influence the landscape design.  Mature vegetation will be retained as noted on the Green Sheet.  See also the 
Preferred Alternative section of Section 3.11.2. 

15 Comment acknowledged. 
16 The GSA is conducting its own Feasibility Study concurrent with the EIS.  Its stated goal is to achieve a LEED 

Silver level status. 

8, cont.
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Letter 53, continued 
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Letter 53, continued 
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Letter 53, continued 
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Letter 54, United States Department of the Interior 
 

 
 
 
 
1 Comment acknowledged. 
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Letter 54, continued 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2 An executed MOA will be included in Appendix E prior to the signing of the Record of Decision. 
3 Decisions regarding bridge type and final design will be made after the FEIS and Record of Decision are concluded.
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Letter 54, continued 
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Scoping Letter dated August 26, 2005, U.S. Department of Agriculture 
 

 




