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1 (Proceedi ngs scheduled to start at 4:00 p.m;

2 actual start tinme was 4:21 p.m)

3 M5. BARONDESS: Okay. |1'mgoing to go ahead and get

4 this nmeeting started. | want to wel cone everybody here

5 this afternoon, | really appreciate your comng out. |

6 want to introduce nyself, ny name is Margaret Barondess.

7 And | am the manager of the environnmental area at the

8 M chi gan Departnent of Transportation. | wll be

9 noderating this nmeeting this afternoon.

10 Everyone shoul d have a copy of today’s agenda. |If you
11 don't, if you need a copy, you can raise your hand and

12 sonmeone wll get it for you. Looks |like we should be

13 pretty well stocked up with agendas here. Wat | want to
14 do to start with is add an agenda item |It’s ny agenda

15 item | want to tal k about some housekeeping, howis this
16 neeting going to take place, what are sone housekeepi ng

17 sort of rules that I'mgoing to be using today in running
18 t he neeting.

19 I want to start by saying here are sone paper itens
20 that you shoul d have, everyone shoul d have these paper
21 items. You should have, again, a copy of the agenda.

22 There is a blue book with a plastic white ringed binder on
23 it that you should have. This is a book that has sone

24 details about the proposed alternatives for the study. And
25 by the way, | should say welcone to the Detroit River
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International Crossing Study. | apologize. | don’t think

| nentioned that to start with. Just in case you're at
sone other neeting -- thinking youre at sone other
nmeeting. | don’'t know how that would ever happen. Another
thing that you should all have is a comment form That
comment formyou can fill out and give it to an MDOT staff
person or a team nmenber today or on your agenda there are
several other ways to submt comments over e-mail, the
internet site, and also through fax. And so everyone
shoul d have a comment form

Sonme of you have printouts of the second Power Poi nt
presentation that we're going to be presenting today. W
di dn't have enough for everyone in the room |[If you have

an enpty seat next to you and you don’t have one of those

Power Poi nt printouts and you want one, please feel free to
go ahead and scavage and pick up one of those. |If you want
to have a printout of this PowerPoint presentation or the
first one that we're going to be having today, then please
let a staff or team nmenber know and give us your business
card and we’l |l nmake sure that you get a copy of that.
VW'l| have to nmail that to you as a follow-up to this
nmeeting today.

I want to nention a couple of other housekeeping types
of items. W do have a court reporter here today who is

going to be recording the discussion that we're going to be
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having this afternoon. The reason we're doing that is

because the teamwould i ke to be able to listen and not be
di stracted by taking notes. And so we're going to have a
prof essi onal note taker take notes for us so we can have
the proceedings fromthe neeting available for follow-up
activities that are going to take place as an aftermath of
this nmeeting.

| understand that there’s also sonme TV possibilities
here. And | wanted to |et everyone know. | know | saw a
TV station person cone in. And | know there was a plan at
one tine to have Grosse Ile cable E-mail taping. But I'n
not sure if they're here today. | don’t think I’'ve seen
them conme in today. But that nmay be a possibility, they
may be comng late. [|’'mnot exactly sure. But | thought
everyone should know that there is a possibility that you
may be taped for presentation on a tel evision news channel
or a cable access Emil show

Before I go on, | want to spend a few m nutes tal king
about the purpose for our neeting. |If you |ook on your
agenda, you can see that we have a purpose statenent for
today’'s neeting. | want to give you a little nore
background about the scoping process. Scoping is a
process, it’s an ongoing activity that’'s part of NEPA.
NEPA stands for the National Environnmental Policy Act.

This is a federal |aw that we have to conply with when
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1 we're planning projects that use federal aid. This proj;t?e7
2 wll potentially use federal aid so we are follow ng the

3 NEPA process.

4 As part of scoping, what we need to do is deterni ne

5 the framework for our future analysis of the alternatives

6 on the proposed project, in the proposed study that we're

7 going to be doing. For exanple, right now we don’t have a
8 | ot of detailed information about the inpacts that we nmay

9 see fromsone of the various alternatives that are being

10 proposed. Wat we would |like to do is obtain nore detailed
11 i nformati on as we go al ong down the course of the study.

12 And what we're hoping for today is to get some feedback

13 fromthe fol ks who are at the tables about the issues that
14 you can see, or that you can think of, or that you m ght

15 identify for us related to the proposed alternatives, the
16 action.

17 W al so want to hear fromyou about the purpose and
18 need. W've laid out a purpose and need statenent in the
19 scopi ng docunent. And this is our statenment of why are we
20 here, what is it we want to do, what is our objective. And
21 we're | ooking for input on that.
22 We're also |l ooking for input on the alternatives that
23 have been presented and ideas about inpacts, whether
24 they’'re on the human environnent, the natural environnent,
25 or any other types of community, nei ghborhood rel ated types
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of i ssues.

So what we are al so thinking about when we go to a
scoping neeting like this nmeeting is, how do we deterni ne
what the significant issues are as we go through the NEPA
pl anni ng process? Wat is the -- what are the resource
agenci es who have jurisdiction over certain pieces of
envi ronnental |egislation? Wat are they thinking about
with respect to issue areas that we should be focusing nore
of our analysis on? So these are the kinds of questions
that we would like to deal with today in our first scoping
nmeeting here.

Wth that, what | would Iike to do is turn over the
mke to M. JimKirschensteiner who is representing Federa
H ghway Adm ni stration today and have him provide you with
some opening remarks. Jim

MR. Kl RSCHENSTEI NER: Thanks, Margaret. First of all,
on behal f of Federal H ghway Adm nistration, | would |ike
to thank you all for comi ng; the federal agencies, the
state agencies, the nmenbers of the |ocal advisory groups
and so on, as well as the nenbers of the public. This is
an opportunity that you all have to provide us input.

The Federal H ghway Administration in this process is
the | ead federal agency. And a study of this scope and
this magnitude, we can't do it by ourselves. So there’s

several federal agencies as well as sone state agencies who
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1 W ll be assisting us with that. W have several federalPageg
2 agenci es that have signed on board with the Federal Hi ghway
3 Adm ni stration as cooperating agencies. And many of those
4 agencies are here today. And in case you don’t know who

5 t hose agencies are, we have the U. S. Environnental

6 Protection Agency as a cooperating agency, the Corps of

7 Engi neers as a cooperating agency, U S. Fish and Wldlife
8 Service, U S. General Services Adm nistration, U S. Coast

9 GQuard, U.S. Departnent of Homeland Security, and U. S.
10 Custons and Border Protection, and U.S. Departnent of
11 St at e.
12 A study of this magnitude requires all of those

13 agencies to help us. W couldn't get it done w thout them
14 The state agencies are also here to help MDOI, nore or

15 | ess, as a parallel. Also, the advisory councils and

16 groups that are here provide us valuable input. You the
17 nmenbers of the public work through the comrenting process
18 and through those council nenbers to al so provide us input.
19 The NEPA process, which you'll hear a little bit nore
20 on here shortly, really has three conponents to it that --
21 ['l'l start with D, the letter DIlike delta. It’'s a
22 di scovery process. W have to discover what the
23 significant issues are, what the stakehol ders desire, what
24 the public desires, and so on and so forth. 1It’'s also a
25 di scl osure process.
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1 We have to disclose what the inpacts are. Sonething
2 of this magnitude is going to have inpacts, there’'s no

3 getting around it. Sonme of those inpacts are going to be
4 positive and sone of those inpacts nay be not so positive,
5 they may be negative. But we have to discl ose whatever

6 t hose i npacts are.

7 And finally, the process will result in a decision

8 that will be made by the federal governnment. One way or

9 the other there will be a decision. Those are the three Ds
10 in the process that we’'ll be goi ng through.
11 We have a presentation shortly that will go over the
12 NEPA process itself in alittle bit nore detail, for those
13 of you that are not famliar. Several of you that are with
14 the federal and state agencies are very famliar with that
15 process. But this scoping neeting today is really the

16 first formal activity under the NEPA process. It sets out
17 the steps that we'll follow. It asks for identification of
18 significant issues. And it kind of sets the stage for

19 where we're goi ng.
20 It’s not the first tinme we've all gotten together,
21 obvi ously. W’'ve been together several other occasions.
22 But this is the first formal step of that process. And I
23 think probably with that, that's about all | would like to
24 say. And again, welcone to the neeting. And feel free to
25 di scuss what your issues are.
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1 MS. BARONDESS: Thanks, Jim | want to nake a couPS?:ﬂ

2 nore points before we nove on to introductions. One is
3 that a | ot of people call and ask a question when they cone
4 to a neeting like this, “So what’'s new? Wat are you going

3) to tell ne today that’s new?” |’ll be honest with you,

6 you're not necessarily going to hear a |ot of new

7 information fromthe project team A lot of this will be

8 information that you've been presented before.

9 The difference here today from previ ous neetings that
10 we've held is that we are here to listen to the fol ks who
11 are at the tables and get their feedback. And we will take
12 action on that feedback, we will have followup activities
13 that we will be pursuing. And it will be lots of dialogue
14 that will ensue fromthis neeting.

15 The scopi ng process takes many shapes and forns. W
16 have formal activities like this neeting today. But we

17 will also have nore informal types of followup activities
18 and to do itenms. So by the tinme we're done this afternoon,
19 I know our project study teamis going to have a big to do
20 list of things that we need to go out and take care of and
21 work on next. So that’s really where we're going. And

22 this is sort of the big kickoff for our ongoing dial ogue on
23 many of the topics that Jimand | have nentioned so far.

24 So with that, what | would like to do is proceed with
25 the introductions. 1'd like to start with the MDOT and
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project teamthat’'s here today so you can put the nane with

the face for many of the people you're going to be seeing
over the next few years working on this project. So I'm
going to start with the project nmanager Mohammed. Wy
don't you go ahead and introduce yourself?

MR. ALGHURABI: Mhamred Al ghurabi, |'mthe project
manager with the M chigan Departnent of Transportation.

MR, CORRADINO |’'m Joe Corradino with The Corradino
G oup, the consultant to the M chigan Departnent of
Transportati on.

MR. STONE: |I'm Ted Stone with The Corradi no G oup.

M5. BEAUBCEUF: | ’'m Regi ne Beauboeuf with Parsons, a
consul tant on this project.

M5. AYERS: Geri Ayers, MDOT Environnental.

MR IRWN | amAndy Irwin with the M chigan
Departnent of Transportation. | amthe nmanager of project
pl anni ng secti on.

M5. BARONDESS: Are we missing anybody el se fromthe
MDOT and consul tant project tean? No? Speak now or
forever hold your peace. GCkay. | think that’'s it for the
team What 1'd like to do next is have the folks at the
tabl es here introduce thenselves. 1'd like you to say --
tell us what your name is and what organi zation you're
representing today. So with that, Bruce, can you go ahead

and start off for us? Thank you.
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MR KING [|I'mBruce King, I'mrepresenting the Cty

of Detroit Departnent of Environnental Affairs.

MR WESTLAKE: Ken Westlake, I'mthe section chief for
t he NEPA inplenentation section for the U S. Environnent al
Protection Agency office in Chicago.

MR ABDALLA: M nanme is Del Abdalla, | amwth the
Federal H ghway Adm nistration. | amthe environnental
progr am nmanager .

MR. GRENNELL: M nanme is Brian Grennell and |I’'m an
environnmental review specialist for the State Historic
Preservation Ofice.

M5. AMADOR: Hi, ny name is Any Amador, |'m here on
behal f of Detroit Gty Council President Maryann Mahaffey.

MR PALOMBO. Good afternoon. |’'m Carm ne Pal onbo,
I'mdirector of transportation planning for SEMCOG W're
the netropolitan planning organization for this area.

M5. KAVANAUGH: Karen Kavanaugh, Southwest Detroit
Busi ness Associ ati on.

M5. BENJAM N:  Alison Benjam n, Southwest Detroit
Envi ronnental Vi sion.

M5. SAVIC. (dga Savic, I'mrepresenting State
Representative Steve Tobocman 12th District, Southwest
Detroit.

MS. LEONARD: Delores Leonard, Sierra C ub,

Envi ronnental Justice Comm tt ee.
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1 MS. KATZ: Lisa Katz, Detroit Regi onal Chanber.

2 MR. CERVENAK: Tom Cervenak from Peopl e’s Conmunity
3 Servi ces, Del ray Nei ghborhood House.

4 MS5. FRICKE: Sheri Sutherby-Fricke, City of Wandotte.
5 MS. BENSON:. Corki Benson, City of Wandotte.

6 MR. CALLAHAN:. Joe Cal |l ahan for Wayne County

7 Comm ssioner |lona Varga, 5th District, Southwest Detroit
8 and the Gty of Lincoln Park.

9 V5. DUDZI NSKI: Marl ene Dudzinski, representing State
10 Representative Ed C enente.

11 M5. HOSLER: Barbara Hosler with the U S. Fish and
12 Wl dlife Service in East Lansing.

13 MR. HOGREFE: Todd Hogrefe, Endangered Species

14 Coordinator with the M chi gan Departnent of Natural

15 Resources Wldlife Division.

16 MR. REAUME: Dale Reaune, Grosse |Ile Townshi p.

17 MR. CADY: Bob Cady, Gty of Trenton.

18 MR, KOBI LJAK: Kurt Kobiljak, Township of Grosse Ile
19 Super vi sor.

20 MR, DURAND: |'m TimDurand, the Mayor of Riverview
21 and al so Chairman of the Downriver Community Conference
22 representing the 19 conmunities that conprise that

23 or gani zati on.

24 MR. DAVID: Dennis David, Mayor of Southgate and

25 Opponents of the Bridge At Large.

Page 14

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

Page 15

1 MR. MAHAR. Greg Mahar, Deputy Supervisor Brownstown
2 Townshi p.
3 MS. DI NGELL: Good afternoon. G ndy Dingell, |I'mhere
4 on behal f of the Wayne County Executive, Robert Ficano.
5 MR, COPLIN. Randy Coplin, Mchigan State Police
6 Commerci al Vehicl e Enforcenent.
7 MS. MCCALLAHAN: Hello. Barbara MCall ahan
8 representing U S. Senator Debbie Stabenow.
9 MR. KUCEL: Ken Kucel, Wayne County Departnent of
10 Publ i c Services Engineering Planning.
11 MR HEISE: |'mKurt Heise, director of the Wayne
12 County Departnment of Environnment and the County Drain
13 Conmi ssi oner .
14 MR ALLENSON: |I'm Tom Al lenson, I'mwith the U S.
15 Arny Corps of Engineers, Detroit District.
16 MR. LAFRANCE: |'m Henry LaFrance, | 'mwith the
17 Friends of the Detroit River.
18 MR. OMALLEY: M nane is Jerry OMalley, |'m
19 representing Congressman John Conyers.
20 MR MORAN:. H . M nanme is Paul Mdran, and |’'m
21 substituting for M. Ed Nurenburg who’s representing the
22 Sout hern Wayne Chanber of Conmerce.
23 M5. LEWS: Hello. I'mKaren Lewis, district director
24 for State Senator Buzz Thomas.
25 MR. HI NES: |'m Adam Hi nes representing the M chigan
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Department of Community Heal t h.

MR. AMAYA: |'m Maria Amaya, Canadi an Private Sector
G oup.

MR. PETRO  Mark Petro, Private Sector Advisory G oup,
Canada.

M5. ALCOCK: Heidi Alcock, City of Detroit Cty
Pl anni ng Commi ssi on.

MR. GULOCH: Chris @iloch, Detroit Planning
Conmi ssi on.

MR. BURNS: Robert Burns, Detroit River Keeper,
representing Friends of the Detroit River.

MR. ABRAHAM Jose Abraham City of Detroit,
Departnent of Public Wrks.

MR. MYERS: Josh Myers from Congressman Di ngell’s
of fice.

M5. GOVAERE: Gail Govaere from Senator Carl Levin’'s
of fice.

M5. DANGELO Amanda DAngel o from State Senator Ray

Bashanis office downri ver.

M5. EATON. Abbey Eaton with M chi gan Departnent of
Agricul ture.

MR. SANCHEZ: |'m Al ex Sanchez, I'mwth the
Departnment of Environnmental Quality, Land and Water

Managenment Division in Lansing.

MR, SILLS: I'm Robert Sills with the M chigan
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1 Departnent of Environnmental Quality, Air Quality Divisi opr{;Ige i
2 i n Lansi ng.

3 MR. GARNEAU:. Hi. I'mAlan Garneau with the U. S.

4 Coast CGuard O fice of Bridge Adm nistration.

5 MR. MPRAS:. Good afternoon. N cholas Mirras, United
6 St at es Coast CGuard, Washi ngton DC.

7 MR. BLOOM Bob Bloom U.S. Coast Guard, Bridge

8 Program Manager, G eat Lakes District.

9 MR CARLSON: Good afternoon. |'mKurt Carlson, also
10 with the Coast Guard, the bridge office over in O evel and.
11 MR. KADAU. Gary Kadau, U. S. Steel, Geat Lakes Wrks.
12 M5. BARONDESS:. Have we reached everybody here at the
13 tables? There is also soneone here who | want to introduce
14 who is a very inportant part of the planning study teans.
15 W have sone of our Canadi an counterparts. |f you could

16 stand up, friends from Canada, are you out there? Yeah.

17 You're in the back row There you are. Thank you for

18 attendi ng our session today. These are our team nenbers

19 from Canada who are here to observe the scoping neeting.

20 Ckay. Wth that, | think I’'ll nove on to the

21 presentation portion of the neeting. And then after --

22 follow ng the two presentations that we have, we will have
23 a question and answer session. And let nme rephrase that a
24 little bit to make sure | 'mclear. W w il have the first
25 Power Poi nt presentation and then we will have a question
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and answer session on the topic in that PowerPoint. It is

basically a general overview of the NEPA process and what
we expect to achieve, which is good decision making. The

NEPA process is all about getting to good deci sions.

And so that will be our first presentation. And I
will entertain questions after that. And then in our
second presentation, we will talk about the scoping

information that you have received in the packet here today
and provide you with the nost recent information we have
with reference to the scoping process right now And we
expect to have a question and answer session after that

al so.

And then | will be passing the m crophone around to
everyone at the table. W want everyone at the tables
today to have an opportunity to speak. So | wll be
sendi ng m crophones around again. And take your chance
there to give us your feedback and your thoughts on the
scopi ng docunent that you've been presented and ot her ideas
related to the study.

Today, we will not be opening up the m ke to the folks
who are out there in the audience. W have sone tine
constraints to deal with. But | wanted to |et you know
that please fill out your coment fornms. We will be
followi ng up on those. You can give themto the MDOT --

any of the MDOT team nenbers that we've identified or bring
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1 themup to ne after the neeting today. And we wl

2 following up on those. So | encourage you to do that.

3 So with that, let’s go ahead and start. Qur first

4 speaker today is Del Abdella. Del is a staff person from
5 t he Federal H ghway Adm nistration. He is an expert in the
6 NEPA process and the environnment. And so he is going to

7 start us off with a short PowerPoint presentation. Thank
8 you, Del.

9
10 PRESENTATI ON BY MR ABDALLA:
11 Thanks, Margaret. Again, ny nanme is Del Abdall a.
12 amw th the Federal H ghway Adm nistration and | amthe
13 envi ronnment al program manager there. First, | would |ike
14 to thank everybody for attending this neeting. And |I’'m

15 going to go over the environnental procedures and policies
16 of the Federal H ghway Administration that we're working
17 Wi th.

18 And |’'m going to speak about NEPA and the EI'S process.
19 NEPA is -- as Margaret said, it’s the National
20 Envi ronnmental Policy Act. The National Environnenta
21 Policy Act is a procedural law, it does not protect
22 specific resources like if you have -- the Cean Water Act
23 protect wetland or Clean Air Act protect air. NEPAis a
24 kind of unbrella that goes over different | aws and
25 regul ati ons and |I'mgoing to go over that.

Page 19
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1 Well, EISis Environnental |npact Statenent. Sone of
2 you m ght be bored of this nanme, but maybe sonebody does
3 not hear about it before. Minly it’s for significant
4 adverse inpact. And whenever we have a significant adverse
5 i npact, the federal agency nust prepare a docunent that is
6 environnment al inpact statenent to cope up (sic) with the
7 I aw.

8 VWhat is the NEPA objectives are? Well, first you --
9 as Jimsaid and Margaret nentioned that, you disclose the
10 i nformati on, environnental information. Second, you try to
11 resol ve any environnental problens that you face. And the

12 next one is NEPA fosters coordination and cooperation

13 bet ween di fferent agencies. And of course, the reason for
14 NEPA is to get the public the chance to participate in

15 different -- in our projects. And that’'s why enhanced

16 public participation or involvenent is one of the

17 obj ectives of NEPA

18 Well, the NEPA process is -- what we usually call it
19 is a systematic interdisciplinary and anal yti cal approach
20 That neans that with the NEPA process, you use different

21 di sciplines to analyze the inpact of your actions. And the
22 systematic neans that you usually go with the process of --
23 wi thin planning and within taking into context all the

24 di sciplines that are involved in the environnental review
25 process.

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

Page 21

1 Well, we usually have social, economc, and

2 environnental. And a lot of tines you hear that as called
3 SEE, which is the social, econonm c, and environnental

4 i mpact of your actions. W usually utilize this approach

5 to get not better docunents or beautiful docunents, we need
6 this to get to a better decision.

7 Here is the NEPA unbrella that |’'mtal king about.

8 Under NEPA you have to cope up with different things. Like
9 there is -- under NEPA, there is specific public
10 i nvol venent under the EIS that you have to -- as a federa
11 agency and as a |l ead agency and as a co-lead agency for the
12 state we have to cope up with the public involvenent. And
13 there is a specific thing for the EIS where we have to have
14 a public hearing after the draft. And |I’'mgoing to go

15 t hrough that again. Sonething |like the Coast Cuard

16 permts, farm and protection, we have C ean Water Act,

17 Thr eat ened and Endangered Speci es Act, coastal zone

18 consi stency, air quality conformty, or air quality or the
19 | aw, historic preservation, Title VI, and EJ, Environnental
20 Justice, Section 4-F which is specific for Departnent of
21 Transportation that protects recreational |and and historic
22 sites, noise abatement. W have also to disclose under
23 NEPA any conpliance with any executive orders. And with us
24 wWith the transportation project, we have -- for the | ast
25 six years, we had T-21 which is the Transportation Equity
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Act of the 21st Century. That’'s a |law that we have to

conply with. And right now, we have that safety |lew --
which is our new |l aw that, again, we have to cope wth.
Let’s tal k about how this EI'S process goes. You have
to study -- you have to have a problemfirst, define a
probl em that you need study for. And fromthis you start
to kind of digging into issues. Wat is the issues here,
what is the -- why am| doing this project? Wy do | have
to start this? What is the need for it? And fromthat, we
start -- as a federal agency, we have to publish a Notice
of Intent in the Federal Register. And this Notice of
| ntent describe your action, what do you want to do? What
S
the -- at the tinme of the Notice of Intent if you know t hat

there is a scoping neeting has to be done, you have to

disclose it in the Notice of Intent. |If you don’'t you
don't. But kind of what is alternatives, kind of general
i deas about what you know at the tinme of the publishing of
the Notice of Intent, what is -- what’s included.

Wthin the Notice of Intent or -- don't take these
steps so rigid here, they go back and forth. After the
Noti ce of Intent, the purpose and need of the project is
official kind of notice of the project starting to be
devel oped. After the purpose and need is conpleted, kind

of, you start to have scoping. That is the stage that we
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are here right now That is one of the scoping steps is

requi red by NEPA.

After the scoping, you need to -- what we need to do
is to prepare a draft EIS, DEIS here. And that's a
docunent that I'mgoing to get in and I'mgoing to tal k
about that a little bit later. After you prepare the draft
ElIS, the draft EI'S get approved by the federal agency, the
| ead federal agency. And after the draft is approved,
you -- as | said before, we have to hold a public hearing
for the project.

After the public hearing you prepare what we call it
is a Final Environnmental Inpact Statenent, which is FEIS.
And again, the -- go to the sanme circle where we have to
approve the final EIS, Federal H ghway needs to approve
that. Then we issue the ROD, which is the Record of
Deci sion for this project.

Here is the whole steps together. And now |let’s | ook
at kind of the tinme line, what is kind of -- and you can
see in this area here (indicating) this is what the tine
line. You can see what each step is. Like when you study
the scoping, that’'s how much tine relative to each other.
You can see here how nmuch is EIS and approve the EIS there.
Here we can see the public hearing, that’s how nuch. So
you can see that preparing draft EI'S takes the nost tine

because we study a lot of issues during that tine. And

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

© 0O N o o A~ w NP

N N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
g A W N B O © 0 N O O M W N B O

Page 24
final BIS still take sonme tine, but it’'s not as nuch --
shoul d not take as nmuch as a draft EI'S where we ki nd of
study the project in detail. And the ROD take less tine

t han t hat.

Vell, Jimtal ked about that earlier and Margaret, the
scopi ng process, what does that include? Include you
define the stages that we are in. W study -- you define
the study area. You develop |ist of the stakeholders. Wo
are the stakehol ders? Everybody in this roomis a
stakehol der. The public is a stakehol der. Anybody
interested or affected by the project is a stakeholder. So
we need to work hard to kind of define the stakehol ders.

We -- during the scoping stage, we inventory the
resources that we have. W identify ranges of alternatives
and inpacts. Wat are our alternatives, what’s our inpact.
The nost inportant part is this zone here. You identify
what is the significant issues that everybody is going to
be concerned about. Because that’s the whol e thing about
the Environnmental I|npact Statenent is to define significant
issues. All these steps you have to do through public
i nvol venrent and agency coordi nati on.

What does the DEIS include? Well, you can see here it
i ncludes all reasonable alternatives. All alternatives
need to be included in the draft, reasonable alternatives.

You anal yze and select the practical alternatives.

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

© 0O N o o A~ w NP

N N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
g A W N B O © 0 N O O M W N B O

Page 25
Sonetimes you have a list of alternatives, you have in this

case practical alternatives. You need to sunmarize the
study reviews, consultation. Once you have done your
honmewor k here, what -- did you do any coordination with --
to conmply with any environnmental |aws and executive orders.
You need to identify -- measure to mtigate inpacts. You
also -- now, if this is all included in the draft EIS,
again, the Federal Hi ghway signs the title page and then we
circulate for comrent.

After circulation, after approving the draft EI' S, we
have a public hearing that has to be done. During the --
preparing the draft EIS that can go back and forth nmany
ti mes between Federal Hi ghway and MDOT, and between NMDOT
and ot her source agencies to cone to resolution to nost of
the problens that was early identified in the draft. And
after we approve the draft, we get to the public hearing.

There is sonme requirenent, |egal requirenent for the
public hearing. You need to advertise for it, you need to
hold the hearing. There’'s sone steps, and the M chi gan
Departnent of Transportation has assessed them and has a
policy, procedures that cope up with public hearing
requi renments.

After the public hearing, we go with our final EIS.
What does a final EI'S include? WlIl, the nost inportant

part that the final EIS include is use a preferred
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1 alternative. You have to include that in your final. [It’s
2 just only one preferred alternative. W don’t have many
3 alternatives, just one preferred alternative for your
4 action. One of the itens is you need to evaluate all,
5 again, the reasonable alternative that was identified in
6 the draft. There is different system of preparing the
7 final EIS. | don't need to go into it right now But the
8 nost thing about -- inportant thing about final EISis, you
9 di scuss the comments that was addressed by the public or by
10 t he resource agency or by any agencies that got ahold of
11 t he docunent and they made comments, witten coments. W
12 have to respond to it. One of the other things is --
13 summari ze the public involvenent will be part of the fina
14 El S.
15 Al so, mtigation measures and conmtmnents for the
16 Federal H ghway and for the M chigan Departnment of
17 Transportation, it is spelled out in the final EI'S that
18 relate to the preferred alternative that you chose. You
19 need to docunent conpliance with any environnmental |aws and
20 EOs. And that’s part of the final EIS.
21 You need to resolve any disagreenent that cane earlier
22 with the cooments. Wether it canme fromthe resource
23 agency or fromthe public, any reasonable coments you need
24 to respond to it. And of course, final EI'S go through our
25 | egal sufficiency review which neans that it has to go to
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1 our lawers in the headquarters in sone other parts of t?ﬁe27
2 country to approve the docunent that it is legally

3 sufficient. Again, after signing the final, you circul ate
4 again for comments.

3) Well, I'msure nost of everybody knows what the EIS

6 format is, I'mnot going to talk about that. [It’s purpose

7 and need, alternative, preferred, affected environnent,

8 envi ronnment al consequences, and so forth.

9 Again, during the tine of preparing the final EI S and
10 approving the final EIS there is a |ot of dial ogue and

11 di scussi on between di fferent agenci es and between Feder al
12 H ghway and MDOT to cone to the best decision nmaking in the
13 final ElS.

14 Well, after the tinme period specified in the | aw, we,
15 Federal Hi ghway, issue a Record of Decision. And what is
16 that? Record of Decision nmeans nmainly why did we take

17 t hese actions and what is our conmtnent for mtigation is.
18 In summary, the agencies initiate environnmental studies,

19 you need to consider inputs fromthe public, fromthe
20 resource agencies, fromenvironnental group. W need to
21 study alternatives. W need to identify inpact, and any
22 mtigation nmeasures that need to be taken care of. And we
23 select the preferred alternative. | think we tal k about
24 that, that the | ead agency nmust sign the ROD to proceed to
25 the next step in the project devel opnment. Next step
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1 meani ng t hrough the design and construction of the project
2 and buyi ng right-of-way.

3 Wl |, what does that nean? It means that we need to
4 follow a process. It’'s alaw and it’s a process that we

5 need to follow. The question that we need to ask oursel ves
6 is, do the benefits outweigh the inpact? That’'s the hard
7 guestion. |Is there any inpact that we can live with or is
8 there any inpact that we can mtigate. O is there any

9 i mpact that we cannot |ive with, unacceptable.
10 And here is sone nore information about how to get
11 li ke the Environnental Protection Agency’'s website, the
12 Federal H ghway website, and the CAQ website.
13 Wth this specific project that we are dealing wth
14 with the DRIC project here, we have quite a few federal

15 cooperating agencies. And this is -- the Federal Hi ghway
16 Adm nistration is the | ead federal agency with this

17 project. And the other cooperating agencies are the U S
18 Envi ronnmental Protection Agency, U S. General Service

19 Admi ni stration, U S. Departnent of Honeland Security, U S.
20 Arny Corps of Engineers, Fish and Wldlife Service, the
21 Coast Guard, and U.S. Departnent of State. Wth the
22 cooperating agenci es neani ng that they are, as Margaret
23 talk about that area, it’s -- usually it’s the agency that
24 whet her they have jurisdiction by law to have an action
25 with your -- what was your project or they have requirenment
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for sone kind of review for your position. Thanks for

listening. Do you have any questions?

MS. BARONDESS: Thanks, Del. | would ask that we get
sone help with mcrophones for questions too. Joe, | don’t
know i f you have sone hel pers out there who can hel p pass
around m crophones if we need that. So why don't you guys
get ready here if we have any questions. Does anyone have
anything that they want to ask Del here, at the tables? Do
you have any further questions or clarifications that you'd
like himto nake? Yes, we have a question down there.

M5. MCCALLAHAN: Yes, this isn't directly a question
to Del, but it does relate to his presentation that he just
gave. Several tinmes in the presentation he stressed the
i nportance of public input. And Senator Stabenow who has
responded to her constituents who wrote in concerned about
t he southern border crossings and any of the new border
crossings that this would be a public neeting. And
therefore, we sent that letter to our constituents based on
the press release that we originally read that this woul d
be a public neeting and they woul d have opportunity for
i nput .

| do see that you have on here ways that they can
communi cate via phone, fax, and e-mail. But | do want to
| et you know that the comment formyou've referred to, none

of us have that.
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MS. BARONDESS: Can we nmake sure that the conment forn

is distributed, please, to everyone, please?

M5. MCCALLAHAN: To the audi ence, please?

MS. BARONDESS: Yes, particularly to the audience.

M5. MCCALLAHAN:  Thank you.

M5. BARONDESS:. GCh, soneone says nmaybe they're in the

audi ence but not at the table. Everyone at the table

shoul d get a comment formtoo. So if we could get some

hel p to get those out to everybody that would be great.

Thank you very nuch for that comment. Do we have any ot her

comments or questions? Yes, sir.

MR MORAN. Hi, Del. Onthe tinme line on the DEIS, it
shows a lot of tinme for the study and it |ooks |ike a small

wi ndow for public conment. WII the public be -- receive

the DEI'S i n advance so they can prepare coments or

guesti ons?

MR. ABDALLA: Yes. Well, we usually -- within the

regul ati on we have 45 days after the issuance of draft

for the public to give coments. However, in sone

projects, if the project is conplex, Federal H ghway and

MDOT sonetines they chose to expand this tinme period.

i ke we have other projects we expanded too, as a matter of

fact, one nonth before the public hearing and two nont hs

after the public hearing.

M5. BARONDESS: And |’'m di sobeyi ng one of ny own

Page 30

El S

It’'s

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

© 0O N o o A~ w NP

N N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
g A W N B O © 0 N O O M W N B O

Page 31
ground rules. | need you to identify what your nane is.

Could you tell us who you are so the court reporter can
make sure the right comments go with the right person?

MR MORAN: Paul Moran.

M5. BARONDESS: Great. Thank you. Go ahead, please,

MR. LAFRANCE: Yes, I'mHenry LaFrance. 1In all the
previ ous neetings when we tal ked about the results of the
study, it was ny understanding that there were going to be
two alternatives that would cone out of this. And in this
presentation you said there’'s only going to be one. So is
there going to be one preferred alternative or is there
going to be two preferred alternatives?

MR. ABDALLA: The preferred alternative, that cones in
the final EIS. R ght now we are early, early in the
process. W are in the scoping stage. Wen we prepare the
draft EIS, we will disclose all reasonable alternatives
within the draft EIS. After the public hearing and after
taking all comments in consideration, we decide the
preferred -- one preferred alternative in the Final
Envi ronnental | npact Statenent.

M5. BARONDESS:. Does that answer your question? There
is only one preferred alternative. Under NEPA though we
al ways have the “No action” alternative that we have to

anal yze as a baseline and conpare to all the other

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

© 0O N o o A~ w NP

N N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
g A W N B O © 0 N O O M W N B O

Page 32
alternatives too. So that's an alternative you’'ll hear

nore and nore about as we go through the study process.
O her gquestions? Yes, ma’am you have a question down
there. Could you tell us who you are, please?

MS. LEONARD: Delores Leonard, Sierra Cub. At the
March 29 LAC neeting held in Southgate, a question was
asked about a health inpact analysis as a part of the
border crossing study. Now, you've mentioned this evening
about environnental as being one of the three inpacts. At
that sanme neeting in March, the statenent -- the response
to the question about a health inpact, the response was
that the Federal H ghway Adm nistration and MDOT have
i ndi cated a health risk assessnent woul d not be conducted
based on current regulations. Can you speak to that?

MS. BARONDESS: | would like JimKirschensteiner to
handl e that question. Jim can you do that for us?

MR KIRSCHENSTEINER: 1’'ll try to tackle that. Ri ght
now, the Federal H ghway Adm nistration's positionis, is

that we’'re not prepared to do health risk assessnents on a

project by project basis. There was a court suit, as you
know, out in Nevada that was ruled in favor of Federal

H ghway Administration to not do health risk assessnents
case by case, project by project. However, as the study
progresses, we are going to work hand in hand with EPA,

U S EPA and if the standards are set and t here’s
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1 met hodol ogi es, adequat e net hodol ogi es to pursue that duJ?ﬁ%gS
2 the life of the study, we will do that. However, at this
3 point in time w're not prepared to do that.

4 M5. LEONARD: Then could you tell ne what -- to what
5 extent your environnental inpact process you plan to

6 i ncorporate or use? There were three things here,

7 Envi ronnment al | npact Statenment that were on the screen

8 soci al, economic, and environmental. So what will be

9 i ncluded in environnental ?

10 M5. BARONDESS: When we tal k about environnental, we
11 tal k about lots of different environnental factors that we
12 | ook at. For exanple, we do | ook at noise inpacts of the
13 project. There are noise studies that are done. W also
14 do l ook at air quality and whether the project will have a
15 negative or positive effect on certain air quality

16 conditions. W also |look at natural environmental concerns
17 under the category of environnmental. \Wat inpacts wll

18 there be to wetlands, to water quality, for exanple. W
19 al so ook at what inpact there will be to endangered
20 speci es, including plant and ani mal comunities. So the
21 envi ronnental when we say that word, it’s quite a broad
22 spectrum of areas of expertise that we’'ll be draw ng upon
23 to look into inpacts of the various alternatives and
24 conpare those inpacts of those various alternatives. Do
25 you have -- | guess I'mgoing to kind of ask you a question
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too. Do you have a particular area -- | think you've

al ready expressed sone interest in the topic of health risk
assessnent. Do you have any other areas that you'd like to
poi nt out as particular topics of interest today?

M5. LEONARD: Later, yes. But right now, health.
Because | live in a community that is already poll uted.

live in Southwest Detroit, Fort and Schaefer. And if a

bri dge cones through our conmunity, what about -- when you
think about -- we call it cancer alley. Wen you think
about the health and the people who will possibly still be

there if a bridge cones through, what happens to the people
who are left sitting, standing, living in a bedroom
comuni ty?

M5. BARONDESS: Ckay. Are there any other questions
right now? | want to thank you for your questions and
comments. And you’l |l have anot her chance too when we go
around the tables to tal k about those. Bob?

MR, SILLS: Thank you. | want to follow up on
Del ores’ coment and question. Just to get a little
clarification, Jim as you pointed out Federal H ghway w ||
work with EPA to evaluate the adequacy or availability of
nodel s and tools to do risk assessnent. |If EPA has
reconmended em ssion nodels, air dispersion nodels to
estimate anbient air concentrations and recommend health

protective benchmark | evel s beyond the national anbient air
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guality standards -- but with regard to the air toxics and

diesel, if the EPA nakes those recommendations, wl|
Federal H ghway then follow those recommendati ons and do
that assessnment? O at what point would you decide not to
follow that reconmendati on?

MR. KI RSCHENSTEI NER: Ckay. Thanks, Bob. What
Federal H ghway’s position has been is that we will use the
proven net hodol ogi es that are out there today. But we
really can't and we really don't want to advance the state
of the art per se in terns of using a project to do
research. However, | know our office in Washington has
been working very closely with the U S. Federal H ghway --
or wwth the U S. EPA at the national |evel to decide on
what kind of nmethodol ogies to use. And we will take the

| ead fromwhatever direction is derived at at the

Washi ngton |l evel. Wat we don’'t want to do here at the

| ocal level is to set national policy. And we don’t think
that it’s in the prerogative of a project to establish
national policies. But if there is a nodel, a nethodol ogy,
state of the art, and standard that cones down from al |
that deliberation at the national level, we will follow
that. And we’'ve always conmitted to follow ng that whether
it’s on this project or sonme other project. |If thereis
sonet hing out there that, you know, sets the standard then

we wll do that.
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M5. BARONDESS: Thank you, Jim Wat | want to do is

get back to the agenda. | want to take one nore question
right now And | want to tell everyone here that |’'msure
that we’'ll have nore discussion on this particular topic
and other topics. | want to get on to the next
presentation and then | want to nmake sure we have a chance
for everyone to speak today. So one nore question, and |
think there was soneone down here who had a hand up. Can
you identify yoursel f, please?

MR. CALLAHAN: M nane is Joe Callahan from Wayne
County Commi ssioner Ilona Varga's office. |'mkind of
mffed right now You're saying that you have no standards
for health assessnent, yet you are going to protect fish,
fow, water, noise. It is -- | can’t understand how you
coul d even think of going ahead without a health risk
assessnent. It doesn't make sense. The noney shoul d be
stopped here and now until we get the perinmeters to have
that. |It’s the only thing that | can see -- | nean, |

don’t know i f everybody agrees with nme, but I do know a few

peopl e do. This process should be stopped until we get
t hose perineters. Thank you.

M5. BARONDESS: Sorry. |’ve been turning ny button on

and off here and losing ny mke for a few mnutes. But |
want to thank you. Let’s nove on to the next presentation

right now. And Mohamed, | think you're going to start us
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1 off wwth that. Thank you.

2

3 PRESENTATI ON BY MR ALGHURABI

4 Good evening. How is everybody doing? I'mgoing to
3) just start off the presentation and I'l|l turn it over to

6 Joe to finish it up

7 I would like to say that the first slide when it cones
8 up, it’'s to just reiterate the fact that it’'s a

9 partnership. | think Margaret introduced or pointed to the
10 back of the room where our Canadi an friends, our partners,
11 they are here in the room And there are -- for this

12 study, there are four different agencies in two different
13 countries. You've heard this before, but I want to nmake

14 sure everyone knows it’s an international project. It

15 includes the federal |evel on both countries and the

16 provincial and the state on the U S. side. And so

17 therefore, it is something that started back in 2000. And
18 that partnership is | ooking for ways to find better border
19 crossing ways or | should say inprove or expand the current
20 situation and the Detroit frontier
21 The next slide | think I will touch on is sonething
22 really inportant. You asked us -- you the |ocal advisory
23 council -- you wanted us at the July neeting to |ook at the
24 governance. | think if | remenber correctly, Barbara or
25 maybe Gail -- I'mpointing to people; forgive nme -- but |
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1 just -- | know from Senator Levin or | think a couple folks
2 asked for, can you cone up with a statenent that deals with
3 governance. And we do have a statenent, you see it right
4 there on the slide. And also you have a copy. And if you
3) don't have a copy, let us know, we’'ll nake sure you get a
6 copy. In essence, what it says -- the key word here is --
7 I'd like to point out the -- obviously the four agencies
8 that | just nentioned, they're conmitted to cone up with a
9 sol ution providing additional border crossing capacity
10 sout hwest Ontari o and sout heast M chigan. And the idea
11 here is to enphasize that it has to be subject to
12 appropriate public oversight.
13 So having that said, that we are | ooking for the
14 different ways. | think the next step that we are -- the
15 partnership is | ooking very closely, there are several ways
16 you can cone up with a variety of governance nethodol ogy.
17 And you see in front of you exanples of governance. You
18 can see the first exanple deals with public ownership. But
19 there are other exanples |like the concession agreenent.
20 And obviously this will generate sone questions. And we
21 wel conme those questions. | think in the neantine, we just
22 want to assure you that we're |ooking at these different
23 ways to deal with the governance situation. But we know it
24 wi ||l be public oversight.
25 The next slide deals with the cooperating agenci es.
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1 And wi t hout further adieu, | think that's been di scussed,

2 who are the cooperating agencies. And at this point |I'm

3 just going to turn it over to Joe to continue with the

4 presentation. Thank you.

5

6 PRESENTATI ON BY MR, CORRADI NO

7 Thank you, Mhanmed. | wll deal with the process,

8 and 1’'l'l also discuss sone of the issues about the study

9 area. Many of you have heard this before, but it wll

10 frame it out in a consistent format so that we can discuss
11 these i ssues as we proceed through the rest of the day and
12 on the project. The purpose of the project is to provide
13 additional -- for the safe and secure novement of people

14 and goods across this border. And that is intended to

15 support the econom es of both countries as well as the

16 Province of Ontario and the State of Mchigan. And it’s

17 al so to support the nobility needs of both national and

18 civil defense.

19 I n addressing the econom c issues in the study that
20 was called the Planning, Needs, and Feasibility Study that
21 preceded the current environmental analysis work, there was
22 an anal ysis done of econom c issues. And in that analysis,
23 It denonstrated that if by 2030 additional capacity is not
24 provided in the Detroit River area, generally speaking from
25 Belle Isle to the G osse Il e-Downriver area, that the
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1 cunul ative loss in enploynent over 30 years woul d be inF?%Z4O
2 nei ghbor hood of 80,000 jobs in the United States, 25,000 in
3 M chi gan, and about 10,000 of those in the SEMCOG Essex

4 County area. In Ontario, the job loss is forecast to be

5 over 50,000. And in -- throughout Canada as a whole it was
6 forecast to be 70,000 j obs.

7 So the analysis that was done from an econom c

8 standpoint indicated in this sinple exanple that the border
9 crossing capacity, if it weren’'t addressed, would have

10 t hose ki nds of econom c consequences in terns of jobs. And
11 you can see also on this slide the consequences in terns of
12 econom c effect on an annual basis being in the tens of

13 billions of dollars. So that's franmed out, if you will, on
14 one side, the issue of econom c analysis |leading up to the
15 wor k that’s being done in this study.

16 The issue about national defense, civil defense was
17 also a key issue in the purpose -- is a key issue in the

18 pur pose and needs statenment. And it’s clear that the

19 crossing or the expanded or inproved crossing capacity nust
20 be devel oped wi th Honel and Security in clear focus.

21 Exactly how that plays out is a function of not only the

22 structure, the tunnel, where it’'s located, how it’s built

23 and designed, what are the plaza | ocations, what are near
24 the plaza | ocations, what kind of effects the plazas have
25 on the community, what kind of effects do nearby facilities

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

© 0O N o o A~ w NP

N N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
g A W N B O © 0 N O O M W N B O

Page 41
have on the plaza and the crossing. All of that nust be

addressed. But the fact is, that all border crossing
conponents nmust be done in concert with Honel and Security.
And the cooperating agency in this process is the

Depart nent of Honel and Security.

And | ast but not |east, the Detroit River crossing is
expressly recognized in the federal laws of the United
States as providing a key conmponent in the support of
nati onal defense and civil defense.

And so what we're trying to do here has -- in a
pur pose, has a two-pronged effect that has been part of the
record of this project for about four years. The need for
the project is expressed in these four statenents. Sinply
stated, the inproved or new capacity nust deal with issues
i ke connectivity with the remai nder of the system
capacity surely, processing capabilities. That’s
particularly relevant at the plaza connections, and | ast
but not |east, the reasonable and secure options.

In the capacity, connectivity, and processing area,
t here have been a nunber of questions about is there a
need. Fromthe governance statenent, the four governnents
that formthe partnership believe there is a need. But in
order to address that, not only was the work done in the
feasibility study, but it was updated using 2004 data, not

2000 data because of the events that have occurred since
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1 2000. So that there is a clear focus on what trends have

2 occurred and what are their inplications for the |long range
3 30-year, 2035 future that’'s our target year of this

4 pr oj ect .

5 And general |y speaking, using that 20 -- 2004 data,

6 t he nodel s were then updated fromthe planni ng needs and

7 feasibility study to say what woul d happen by the year

8 2035. And this is a chart that a nunber of you have seen

9 before. But what has been done in this analysis, which

10 deals with a nunber of activities and a nunber of

11 transportati on nodes, |ocal trucks, international trucks,
12 aut onobi | es, how they have been changing in terns of their
13 travel across the borders in the Detroit River area in the
14 | ast several years, and what’'s likely to occur in the

15 future, for exanple, if the econony were not to be stable
16 or bad -- what would happen if, for exanple, there was an
17 issue as it relates to internodal traffic that would divert
18 fromthe Detroit River area truck or automobile traffic.

19 And what woul d be the case if there were possible diversion
20 to, in a significant way, the Blue Water Bridge.

21 And all of those forecasts were used to develop this
22 summary chart. And it generally says these trends have

23 occurred for a nunber of years. And |ooking at these

24 trends and | ooki ng at what may happen in all these risk

25 categories -- and this is a sinple chart that says what is
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1 the bottomline. The forecast is bounded by a nunber of

2 operations, but the end result is that the dotted line is

3 consi dered the nost reasonable forecast. And it indicates
4 that for all practical purposes, by about 2022, the

5 conbi ned border crossing capacity in the Detroit River

6 area, that’'s the tunnel as well as the bridge, the Detroit-
7 W ndsor Tunnel as well as the Anbassador Bridge, will be at
8 capacity. The horizon for our work is 30 years. And so

9 t he planning process, obviously, back in here has begun.

10 I f you | ook pessim stically at the | ow range forecast
11 based on a nunber of factors -- and this isn't a straight

12 line adjustnment. They've done detailed work, if you wll,
13 tweaking all of these different risk factors. The |Iong

14 range -- |ow range, rather, forecast is that about 2033,

15 the capacity of these crossings would be reached.

16 Now, obviously they al so | ooked at what if there were
17 aggressive forecasting, what were -- if there were positive
18 trends. And the analysis indicates that what woul d happen
19 is that in 2015, the facilities would reach their capacity.
20 Now, the fact of the matter is, that line that | keep
21 referring to is the absolute capacity of the facility, the
22 breakdown capacity. And |ong before then you began to
23 reach a level of traffic that is extrenely difficult to
24 manage. And so we're not | ooking at an optim stic forecast
25 or a rosy forecast or one that effectively gilds the lily.
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1 The analysis has tried to take into account even the
2 br eakdown condition with gridlock that would occur
3 t hroughout the system of the border crossings across the
4 Detroit River.
5 And so we | ooked at, through this analysis, the
6 di fferent conponents of the system | just was | ooking at
7 the crossings thenselves, but clearly you have access
8 facilities, you have processing facilities, and you have
9 them on both sides of the border. And | won't go into
10 detail, we’'ll talk about this I'msure in the Q and A. But
11 each of the conponents has a different forecast at which
12 condi tions woul d be reached that an adjustnent woul d need
13 to be made.
14 For exanple, processing facilities could be very well
15 reached in five to ten years. Processing facilities are
16 often adjusted on a regular basis. That is not the case
17 when you reach the capacity of a bridge or tunnel, it’s not
18 as quick to nmake these adjustnents relatively speaking.
19 And so while these conponents break down at different
20 times, each has a planning period in advance and an
21 i npl ementation period that is different.
22 And again, when you're tal king about the bridge/tunnel
23 that exists in the river crossing you're tal king about in
24 the near term 2015, in the long term 2033, the
25 | npl ement ati on and study process requires the governnent to

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

© 0O N o o A~ w NP

N N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
g A W N B O © 0 N O O M W N B O

Page 45
| ook at those i ssues now.

Last thing in terns of need is reasonabl e and secure
options. A nunber of you have brought up issues that we
have to analyze. |If we are putting a plaza or a crossing
of sone type near a facility like a chem cal plant, a major
manufacturing facility, a transfer or distribution center
for hazardous material, what does that nean to the plaza or
the tunnel in terns of it as an alternative. By the sane
t oken, what does the operation of a plaza or a bridge or a
tunnel nean to the nei ghborhood, nmean to the conmerci al
activities. And those kinds of give and take issues, those
ki nds of pluses and m nuses are to be anal yzed at every
| evel of our analysis to come up with a project -- in the
end, a preferred project if the governnent acts that neets
t he purpose and need.

To initialize our work, there were a nunber of groups
that were forned and are ongoing that effectively allow the
di scussion to go alnost nonth to nonth if not nore
frequently as it relates to what products are being
devel oped. And many of you are a part of the | ocal
advi sory council. O her government organi zations at the
technical |level are part of the LAG if you will. And then
there are both public and private sector advisory groups
fromthe auto industry, the trucking industry, that are

i nvol ved as wel | .
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1 And our process is schedul ed to have a nunber of

2 communi cation events. The last one in terns of public

3 neetings was held in late June. The next formal activity

4 in the future is the decision on what is the short |ist of

5 alternatives, elimnating sone illustrative and keeping the

6 rest for practical. And the scoping event, as you can see

7 today, is ongoing. And that’'s our work for the opening up

8 of the project on a formal basis.

9 What are the study area issues? An overview, if you
10 will, and the process. W've generally defined three key
11 areas that we've tried to analyze as initializing the
12 project. The Downriver area is in green, a central area
13 whi ch includes two subsections near the bridge and farther
14 downriver, and then the Belle Isle area. W did that based
15 on sone prelimnary work in the planning needs and
16 feasibility study.

17 What happened in | ooking at the data for the area --
18 and you have in your booklet a nunber of issues about

19 popul ati on and about enploynent. Here is just a set of

20 data for 2000. |If you reviewed the data, you'll see that
21 trends in population in all three areas are declined. And
22 if you look at the minority popul ation, you'll see that

23 there is also a decline in nost areas. And it is those
24 ki nds of characteristics as a sanple that we're | ooking at
25 in looking at direct and indirect effects.
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We're al so | ooking at what is called key popul ations

froman ancestral standpoint. Any population that in the
SEMCOG region is at least two percent will be analyzed in
our process.

Quickly a review of fromsouth to north from downriver
up, we are in the general area of Hennepin Point and G osse
Ile looking to the U S. side. Pennsylvania Road is in the
center. Further downriver our option is called King Road
that we’'re analyzing. And you can see we're obviously
dealing with a very major and tightly knit popul ation that
could be affected by any crossing, particularly a plaza or
a connecting roadway. Likew se, Hennepin Point in this
area has certain characteristics environnentally. Further
down, Grosse Ile, another area of sensitive popul ati on and
sensitive environnmental issues.

Moving up river, if you will, we've got both the
Anbassador Bridge and Detroit-Wndsor Tunnel. But the
characteristics of this area are also very tightly knit in
terms of residential, lots of industry, and a nunber of
comercial activities that dot through the area. The
social, economc, and cultural issues are as inportant in
one area as to the other, but oftentines change as we nove
fromone area to another. Again, environnentally dealing
with places |like Zug Island, |-75 over the Rouge River, a

nunber of parks, and the Detroit River in and of itself
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1 trying to connect sonewhere in these areas between the
2 United States and Canada. And at Belle Isle, clearly we've
3 got issues not only wwth this airport, we've got four ngjor
4 airports in the area, but we’'ve got crossings as we | ook
5 fromthe Detroit River and Canada into the United States
6 with the Bud plant, the Dainmer-Chrysler plant, and the
7 popul ations in the area.
8 Qui ckly, the alternatives, a nunber of bridges. Sone
9 bridges will have spans, nmain spans |onger than the other
10 Crossing of the river in the southern downriver area is
11 much, much |onger, three to four mles, conpared to
12 crossings in the central area of a mle or so, even |ess.
13 The kinds of bridges that we're |ooking at, nore so in the
14 next phase than in the illustrative alternatives, are
15 illustrated by the slides in your packet.
16 And we also did an analysis of tunnels, but we're not
17 going to blast or mine a tunnel in this area. W did do a
18 detail ed anal ysis of whether we could bore a tunnel in the
19 soft ground above the rock or through the rock. O could
20 we cut a trench in the rock, drop a tunnel in -- froma
21 barge, if you will, assenble it, and then cover it. If we
22 bored a tunnel, obviously we have to consider the wi dth of
23 it. W're considering that the crossing will be three
24 | anes in each direction for 30 years and beyond. And that
25 has an inplication particularly for tunnels. W don’'t
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1 believe we can do a bored tunnel in the rock in any area.

2 We don’t believe we can do a subnerged tunnel. Not because
3 of the physical engineering aspects but because of

4 environmental issues stirring up the surface of the river

5 and creating habitat and other environnental

6 characteristics that are not acceptable. The soft ground

7 tunnel is marginal both in the central area, as well as in
8 the Belle Isle area largely because it will be difficult to
9 get enough cover of the bore. And we're |ooking at that

10 I ssue in detail as we nove forward.

11 We have 14 plazas as we nove up the river; about five
12 in what we call the Downriver area, about eight in the

13 central area, and one in the Belle Isle area. W have a

14 concept. We have not done and will not be able to design
15 the plaza until further work and the short listing occurs.
16 But we have consulted with the General Services

17 Admi ni stration, Custons, and Border Protection, as well as
18 t he Departnent of Homel and Security.

19 So we cane up with 14 plaza locations, tried to be in
20 areas that we could affect least with a plaza. And then we
21 had to connect it to a freeway. And we did that by virtue
22 of an analysis that began with a nodel and allowed us then
23 to use a nunber of field inventory data as well as issues
24 dealing with soci oeconom c characteristics to come up with
25 19, if you wll, distinct paths in the area; 19 distinct
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paths. The fact is that these can be conbined with plazas
so that we have to do a nunber of analyses in four or five
dozen ways so that we can do due diligence to what the

i mpacts are.

And then with our Canadian partners, we also had to
figure out how to cross the river. Wile there are 14
pl azas and about 19 distinct routes, without all the
combi nati ons and pernutations, we have the equivalent of 15
river crossings. And here are just a few These are in
the southern area, the Downriver area, affecting, if you
will, Gosse Ile, Hennepin Point, Fighting Island. Each
one of these is being analyzed in detail for an
illustrative alternatives analysis. A nunber of other
characteristics that -- alternatives that we're | ooking at
in this area are, again, nostly bridges until we get up to
about the central area and particularly north of Zug
Island. And here are the lists that you, | know, have seen
before. But they’re in your packet and we’ll discuss those
nore as we go forward.

The second part of the central area includes that
around the Detroit Wndsor Tunnel as well as the Anbassador
Bridge. And here are a nunber of plazas that we have in
that area. And |ast but not |east, the one that serves the
northern part of the study area, the crossing over the tip

of Belle Isle, but connecting both Canada and the U S. wth
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pl azas on each side of the border.

Qur analysis is being done in partnership with our
Canadi an consultants and techni cal team nenbers. The
objective is to | ook at plazas, connecting routes, border
crossings, so that in the end, the nost practical |ist of
end to end alternatives, U S. to Canada, can be defi ned.
That is to occur by the end of Novenber, the very begi nni ng
of Decenber. So this listing will be reduced by sone
significant nmeasure so that a handful of practical
alternatives will go forward.

W are | ooking at these broad issues fromdealing wth
air quality, the natural as well as the cultura
environnment. We're |ooking at issues that deal with the

nei ghbor hood. We're | ooking at consistency with what the

comuni ti es dream about, think about formally and
informally for their future in their planning docunents.
W're also | ooking at how nobility is affected by these
alternatives, particularly end to end as well as to
construct the building. The citizens -- alnost 900
citizens participated in the evaluation putting weights, if
you will, on those factors. And those weights and the

techni cal teanis weights will be provided publicly by the
m ddl e of the nonth of Septenber.
To wrap up, our work is not unlike what Del Abdalla

descri bed with our begi nning of the purpose and need and
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1 the updating of that, the extension into the illustrative
2 alternatives. Wrk is ongoing now. Conclusion by the end
3 of the year with a prelimnary recommendation. A fina

4 recommendation on the short list no later than March of

5 2006. The short list goes through the detailed work that
6 cones into the Draft Environmental Inpact Statenent to be
7 done by the end of 2007 with a public hearing at the

8 begi nning of -- I'msorry -- by the end of 2006 with a

9 public hearing at the begi nning of 2007, and a preferred
10 alternative for public consunption by the m ddle of 2007,
11 and the wap-up of the FEIS and the Record of Decision by
12 t he end of 2007.

13 I went fast because they told ne to go fast. [|I'm

14 getting notes here. And so with that, |'mgoing to

15 apol ogi ze for speaking faster than | usually do and turn it
16 back to Margaret. Ch, and the partnership nmakes the

17 deci si on, those governnments that we tal ked about at the

18 begi nning of the slide show.

19 M5. BARONDESS: Joe, thank you so nmuch for being a
20 good listener and goi ng quickly. The reason | had Joe go
21 fairly quickly through that presentation is because | want
22 to make sure we have enough tine to get to everyone at the
23 tabl es here today. And we got started a little late
24 because we were having sonme problens with the m crophones.
25 So in order to keep us on track, I'mgoing to go ahead and
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1 get us started. And | would like to start up here at this

2 table with respect to comments and questions, foll ow up

3 itens that we need to go through here. And we will go

4 ahead and kick that off. Thank you.

S MR BLOOM This is Bob Bloom I'mstill here. On

6 page 21 you have represented a plaza at the existing

7 Anbassador Bridge. Does what’s illustrated here represent

8 the plaza that’s al ready been approved and construction is

9 underway or does this represent something above and beyond

10 what’'s al ready been approved?

11 MR. CORRADI NO The plaza that is, | believe, in the

12 slide packet -- is that what you're referring to?

13 MR. BLOOM Yes, on page 21.

14 MR. CORRADI NO Yeah, that is the plaza that was

15 included in the permt application for a conpanion span to

16 t he Anbassador Bridge. It is the footprint that we

17 devel oped out of that that | believe is 160 acres or so.

18 It is not the existing plaza obviously, nor is it the plaza

19 that is part of the approved gateway project. It is bigger

20 than that. And our objective is to cone up with a fair

21 representation of what could happen in 30 years and to

22 measure the maxi num i npacts.

23 MR. BLOOM Ckay. Then to go on, there have been

24 proposal s by the Anbassador Bridge folks to put a dual

25 structure in. |Is what’'s represented here -- would that be
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what would be required of themif they get a permt from

the Coast CGuard to put a dual bridge in?

MR. CORRADINO | ’'m not speaking for the Anbassador
Bridge. This is what | understand fromthe permt, that
t hat span and that proposal -- the second span and that
proposal are conpatible. The second span will be handl ed
by that plaza.

M5. BARONDESS: | think there are probably other
federal agencies that would weigh in on that discussion
too. Next?

MR. SILLS: Thank you.

MS5. BARONDESS: Onh, can you tell us who you are,
pl ease?

MR, SILLS: I'm Robert Sills with the M chigan
Departnent of Environnmental Quality, Air Quality Division.
The DEQ has some pretty serious concerns about air quality
in this area. W have concerns about the inpact that this
project mght have on that air quality. W don't know how
t hose concerns can be addressed wi thout doing sone pretty
extensive anbient air inpact analysis of the alternatives
conpared to the “No action” alternatives. W'’re not
| ooki ng for an evaluation that woul d declare a pass or
fail. We're not |ooking for an analysis that woul d
necessarily answer all questions and concerns to the

community with regard to air quality.
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1 But we would |ike the Federal H ghway Adm nistration
2 to please work with your people in Washington that do nake
3 t hese deci sions and please work with EPA on their

4 recommendations. The DEQ as you know, doesn’t have

5 authority over such decisions. But we have strong concerns
6 and woul d encourage you very soon, not |ater, but very soon
7 work with these people that are the decision makers and see
8 how far we can push the envel ope to get nore anal ysis done.
9 Look at what your Canadi an counterparts are doing with
10 regard to their anbient air inpact analysis and see if
11 there can be sone consistency there at a higher |evel than
12 what | think you're headed for right now So I just wanted
13 to make that statenent. Thank you

14 MS. BARONDESS: Thank you, Bob.

15 MR. SANCHEZ: |'m Al ex Sanchez with the DEQ Land and
16 Wat er Managenent Division. And in review ng the scoping

17 docunent, our staff has cone up with sone brief comments

18 with respect to the river crossings, the potential three

19 crossings. And starting with the downriver crossing, the
20 sout hern one, the river there is 3.25 mles w de so
21 obviously there would be sone piers, bridge piers in the
22 river that likely appear on G-oss Ile.
23 At the northern tip of Gosse Ile there are sone
24 envi ronnmental contam nation issues there due to waste
25 di sposal in that area. Also on that island there are sone
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1 poor soil conditions which would need to be addressed

2 during your process here. Also, there are sone high

3 qgual ity coastal wetlands near or al ong Point Hennepin

4 there. And also there are sonme sedinents in the river that
5 are contam nated as well.

6 Now, talking inland on the inland portion with respect
7 to the bridge crossing, there are significant areas of

8 wet | ands al ong the alignnment there which would have to be

9 | ooked into and considered. And also there have been
10 identified as | ake plane prairie areas as well and these
11 woul d need to be protected to the extent possible.
12 M5. BARONDESS: Alex, let ne make sure | understand.
13 You're talking still about the inland alternatives in the
14 sout hern portion of the project study area?

15 MR. SANCHEZ: Yes; correct.

16 M5. BARONDESS: Thank you.

17 MR, SANCHEZ: In noving on to the central crossing,
18 the river is narrower there in sone portions. So there may
19 be sone fl oodway issues that may possibly need to be
20 considered there with a crossing. And also there are sone
21 identified contam nated sedinments as well in the river.
22 And it’s -- we understand that there are sone sturgeon
23 spawni ng areas along this area which is -- this species is
24 a threatened species, the sturgeon. And in that area,
25 general area, there is the Chicken Bone Reef. So we're not
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sure if the crossing would potentially inpact that or not.

And we understand that that’'s the |ocation of a native
nmussel, which it’s either threatened or endangered species.

And finally, the northern crossing along the Belle
Isle area, this area has sone last -- it’'s known as
remai ning |last bottom|and forested area along the river
there, the Detroit River; high quality wetlands. It hosts
t he punpkin ash, which is a threatened tree species, that’s
t he punpkin ash tree. And also there’'s -- the Eastern fox
snake, which is a state threatened species, has been
identified on that island there.

So those are sone quick initial comments that we have
on this scoping docunent.

M5. BARONDESS:. Thank you very nuch, Alex. Can we
pass the m ke al ong?

M5. DANGELO  Hi, I'm Amanda D'Angel o from State
Senat or Ray Bashamis office. And he apol ogizes. He was
unable to be here today because the senate is in session
today trying to pass the budget.

On his behalf, I'd like to relay a couple conments;
that his primary objective still remains that a new
crossing not be privately owned, and that |ocal elected
officials in the communities have a say in this integral
decision process. He does recognize that an additi onal

I nternational crossing could be a great benefit to this
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region. But he does still adamantly feel that a crossing

does not belong in a bedroom community. And he opposes al
of the sites in the downriver region. Thank you.

M5. BARONDESS: Thank you. Make sure you tell us who
you are.

M5. FRICKE: Sheri Fricke, Councilwnman, City of
Wandotte. Looking at the site plans and the routes in the
illustrative alternatives, 1'd just like to add -- sone
information included that there were residential areas,
some of those did not include them The S5 routes 1, 2,
and 3 are heavily residential. So |I would |ike that noted.
As for route 1, what needs to be included is a place of
wor shi p, senior citizen hone, and schools. Under S-1
route -- well, under the plaza, | believe -- the plaza is
| ocated in Wandotte but it tal ks about the active quarry
is not included in this analysis. Is it just not included
in the photo or is it not included in the actual analysis
of this? Because that needs to be addressed.

MR CORRADINO It is not included in the plaza site
it is included in the analysis of the plaza. The analysis
i ncludes the effect of the quarry on the plaza or the
crossing as well as vice versa.

M5. FRICKE: Ckay. |I'mnot certain of this, but I
think there’'s sone litigation going on there. | woul dn’t

know. Mayor Durand woul d know nore than | would. Then on
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t hat nean?

MR.
woul d use
I ncl udi ng
So trave

IVB.
on there,

heavily residential area where the route is taking. |

woul d I'i ke that noted. And also again, there’s schools,

smal | busi

some of th

And | just
MR.

descriptions, but the detailed analysis is trying to catch

up to everything that you've tal ked about.

VS.

V5.
and nmake s
anal ysi s.

VR.
Communi ty

comment on the plaza G 3 Delray west. The obvious issue is

the size o

desi gnated as 206 acres. The other plazas range in size

Page 59
sing travel demand you have on there, what does

CORRADINO It’'s the traffic of all types that

a crossing that would be associated with routes

of plaza S-2 that’s connected to several routes.

demand is two words that say traffic.
FRICKE: Al right. And then on S 3, it’s quoted

“Wth fewif any structures.” That is also a

nesses, commercial, industrial, and wildlife. So

e descriptions show these things, some do not.

wanted to nake sure they’re included.

CORRADING Yes, ma'am These are illustrative

FRICKE: Al right. Thank you.
BARONDESS: And we will record your infornmation

ure that we incorporate that into our own

CERVENAK: Hello, I'm Tom Cervenak, the Peoples
Servi ces Del ray Nei ghborhood House. | wanted to

f the plaza relative to other sizes. This is
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from38 acres, | think, to about 170 acres, and the average

| ooking at around 80. My question is, why would this
parti cul ar nei ghborhood which is poor and | ow i ncone be
targeted with a plaza size about three tinmes the average?
And | think that’'s a real question that needs to be

addr essed.

Again, the issue that | raised previously is the whole
environmental justice issue. There is a concern that
i ssues may be -- the decision may be nmade on a dol |l ar and
cents decision. And because hone values are lower in this
area, the people in this area have a di sadvant age.
Certainly, the coments that were made earlier about the
heal t h assessnent, this is sonething that is absolutely
needed. The Delray area has been inundated with pollution
for 100 years. Anything el se added would certainly set it
over the edge.

As a matter of fact, | mght add that if this
particul ar plaza was accepted as desi gnhated woul d
essentially spell the entire end of the Delray
nei ghbor hood.

A couple of other items | wanted to touch on was the
issue of mning. In our area, | know it was nentioned one
time that there was going to be sone | ooking at the m ning.
But this is a very inportant issue for us. The salt mnes

underneath us bl ast every day at a certain tine. And it
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1 is -- I've been in a small M chi gan earthquake, and it’s
2 far beyond anything like that. It sounds nore |ike thunder
3 cl apping. And the whol e question about the safety of the
4 bridge piers, how safe would they be fromdestruction if
5 this mning which has been going on for 100 years would
6 obvi ously continue?
7 The final item| wanted to bring up is sonething that
8 | 've never heard nentioned. And you know, we’'ve certainly
9 tal ked about redundancy in the event of a terrorist attack.
10 One of the worst case scenarios, but it’s not sonething
11 that is out of the realmof possibility, is a terrorist
12 getting ahold of sone nuclear material and using it as a
13 dirty bonb, which is a conventional explosive that would be
14 exploding out into the air radioactive material. Well,
15 per haps a conventional explosion could take out the
16 Anbassador Bridge. But a dirty bonmb would not only take
17 out the bridge, but would spread radi oactive material in a
18 much wi der area. And so it’s ny belief that we really need
19 to |l ook at that issue, how far woul d the radioactive
20 mat eri al go beyond the attack and where would it be spread
21 as far as with the wind. So it appears to nme that | think
22 we need to be | ooking at building a redundancy as far as
23 possi bl e from ot her crossings. Thank you
24 M5. BARONDESS: Thank you very nuch.
25 M5. BENSON: My nane is Corki Benson fromthe Gty of
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1 Wandotte. | listen to the coments fromthe residents

2 that conme into ny office all week, listen to the comments

3 of the people that live in the 2,000 honmes that | represent
4 i n my nei ghborhood association. And |I’'ve read the scoping
5 docunent along with all the other docunents provided to

6 this group. The one constant seens to be the |ack of

7 reference to the human and personal issues involved in this
8 study. The population is discussed but not the famlies.

9 The househol ds are counted, but not the hones.

10 Quant um had absol utely no personal feelings. It only
11 recogni zed the brick and the nortar in the schools, the

12 hospital s, and churches. Quantum recognized the

13 ceneteries, the parks, the utility facilities, and the

14 historical sites. Quantumdid not acknow edge the smal

15 nei ghbor hood busi ness establishnents that support nany of
16 the fanmilies in all of our comunities. | guess |I'm al ways
17 | ooki ng for the m ssing human touch, which is probably why
18 | 'm not doing any official bridge study.

19 The evaluation factors in these reports consider
20 things |ike the noise inpact that Joe nmentioned on the
21 sensitive receptors and the intrusion of a plaza or a road
22 on a disposal site. Wat about honorable nention for these
23 i npacts on the honmes and the famlies as a real factor that
24 needs to be studied? | find it ironic that even the
25 culture, the history, the water, and the wildlife are
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protected by many, many U.S. and Canadi an | aws that are

constantly referred to in these studies. | agree that the
word “househol d” and “popul ation” are politically correct
ternms for governnment reports, but they're very cold words
to ny residents. In ny opinion, it’s no wonder that the
reports to date do not indicate any fatal flaws. Maybe
those reports don’t indicate fatal flaws because they
passed over the human factor. | hope the honmes and the
famlies that should be the nunber one factor in this
bridge study will not be enconpassed in this evaluation
li ke the cost factor nentioned in page 41, and noted in the
scopi ng docunent as an afterthought to the study process.
Thank you.

MS. BARONDESS: Thank you very nuch.

M5. LEONARD: Del ores Leonard, Sierra C ub,
Envi ronnental Justice. | have a witten statement, but
before | read it | want to go back and tal k about -- while
you speak of environnental inpact of wildlife and the
noi se, I want to speak about environnental justice, the
i npact of your decision upon |ow income people and people
of color. And, yes, | |ooked at your table that said the
m nority popul ation was decreasing. | read data, and if --
you do not have a conparison, you only have one table. So
that you're not able to conpare fromyear to year. And so

that’s not an accurate presentation. M prepared
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statenent:

How i nportant is the evaluation formthat appears in
t he blue book -- now, everyone knows what | ’'mtal ki ng
about, the blue book -- the blue book in assisting the
deci si on meki ng body --

MS. BARONDESS: Excuse ne. Can you put your
m crophone just a little closer to your nmouth? That's
great. Thank you.

M5. LEONARD: The decision making body -- |let ne begin
again. How inportant is the evaluation formthat appears
in the blue book in assisting the decision making body in
fornmulating its ultimte choice for bridge |ocation? How
I mportant is the public’s input in the conpletion of that
formin the decision process? | have communicated to M.
Al ghurabi via several e-nmils that the evaluation forns
were not valid. Not valid because the word ‘Draft’ appears
at the top of the form Also, | indicated the process that
was used in conpleting the formwas flawed. The public was
not told to conplete and return the fornms. 1In reading the
public neeting printed notes -- public neeting printed
notes of June 27, 28, 29, and 30, no such directions were
stated to the public. At the June 20 LAC neeting that |
attended hel d at Sout hwestern Hi gh School, the bl ue book
was presented. The neeting foll owed the sane process as

that for the public neetings the follow ng week. Questions
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1 were raised relative to the scoring process. At no tine

2 was it stated during the LAC neeting that the public was to
3 conplete the formand that there was a due date. It was

4 nerely stated that the public also, in the next week --

5 that they would receive the sane nmaterials as the LAC

6 There was a Power Poi nt presentation, then there was a pause
7 and then there were questions. And then we went back to

8 the presentation. And at no point in tine we were ever

9 told that the public should conplete and return a

10 guestionnaire, the questionnaire that had the word “Draft.”
11 The first time | was aware that the public was to return

12 the questionnaire was at a July 20 neeting when Steve

13 Tobocman, representative 12th District, appeared with the
14 formthat had a due date. “Draft” was still at the top and
15 it said, “Please return by July 31st.” Any tine | see

16 sonething that says “Draft” | know it's not final, it’'s in
17 wor ki ng process. And | did not question that. | didn't

18 realize until after we had left the nmeeting that that form
19 still had the word “Draft.” The formitself was a part of
20 t he bl ue book. Mst of those public neetings were attended
21 by senior citizens. Unless they were specifically told to
22 tear the page out of the book and to submt that copy or to
23 have the page copied and submt that copy, people were not
24 properly infornmed and instructed. Now, throughout ny
25 comuni cations with M. Al ghurabi, he was very cordial and
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1 courteous. He permtted ne to express ny concerns. | even
2 spoke with himvia tel ephone. But he held fast to that
3 July 30 deadline date. Therefore, nmy conmunity did not
4 have an opportunity to express their opinions about those
5 factors that evidently will be used because that was stated
6 tonight. That formis a decision making form still in the
7 draft process.
8 MR. ALGHURABI: Ms. Leonard, | have the utnost respect
9 for our communi cation and what we have di scussed and what
10 we said. And I'm-- not by any neans want to be
11 di srespectful or not agreeing with you or what you've said.
12 But | just want to respond to a couple points, just from
13 the standpoint of the form Yes, you are absolutely
14 correct the formis inportant. And | just want to say that
15 we've tried nmultiple ways to get the fornms in the hands of
16 people. And again, | want to state very objective by
17 saying that there were ways that we made them avail abl e at
18 the neetings. And other ways we send them el ectronically.
19 I n other ways, we brought extra copies and said, “If you
20 need extra copies we’'ll make themavailable to you.” |’ve
21 communi cated to your office multiple tinmes. |’'ve tried in
22 every possible way, if the deadline -- yes, it was July
23 31st, but if there’'s something | could do personally to
24 cone and pick themup fromyour office. And those that
25 | 've worked with fromother parts, they can witness that.
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1 But that’s not the point. The point is we've received over
2 900 forns, just for the record.

3 “Draft” -- everything we do before the Draft

4 Environnmental |npact Statenent is really in a draft form

5 Because the Draft Environnental |npact Statenment docunents,
6 that’'s the first docunent that gets out and published in

7 the hands of the public. So if it says “Draft” that’s

8 just -- everything we do is work in progress. |f you give
9 us comments, we really want to address it. If you tell us
10 what’s goi ng on or you want to add sonething, we try to
11 take that under consideration
12 So these are just food for thought. | respect

13 everything you said and | appreciate everything you said
14 and 1'l'l continue to work with you in every possible way to
15 nmake this better. And thank you for your conments.

16 M5. BARONDESS: Do you have nore for us tonight?

17 MS5. LEONARD: Do | have anything further?

18 MR. BARONDESS: Yes, | just want to nmake sure.

19 MS. LEONARD: Yes, | do but it’s not going to nake a
20 di fference.
21 M5. BARONDESS: Thank you.
22 M5. SAVIC. W nanme is Oga Savic and | work with
23 State Representative Steve Tobocrman who's al so in session
24 right nowin Lansing. We will be submtting witten
25 coments regardi ng the scopi ng docunent and the purpose and
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need. But | did want to touch on a few things today.

First of all, we absolutely agree there has to be a health
i npact study because human health is just as inportant as
any ot her environmental concern. And | really hope that

t he Federal Hi ghway Admi nistration and EPA can find a way
to measure the inpact of air toxics, known air toxics and
their cancer causing probabilities on the people who wll
be affected by nore trucks comng into their community. So
I want to just echo those concerns.

Rel ated to the purpose and need, |’'m very concerned
about the econom c data that is being used to forecast
truck totals. And particularly wth states revenue
estimating conference, state treasurer com ng out and
saying there was a 26 percent decline in manufacturing in
M chigan just in the last year. So | hope that the study
process will continue to evaluate that data and -- kind of
what are the realistic econom c assunptions that we're
using to calculate truck denmand and what the truck trips
are going to be and to actually take a different tact in
ternms of thinking of purpose and need.

In the LAC neetings we’'ve tal ked over and over again

about how we’re only | ooking at highway mles and noving

trucks over the border. But regional transportation and
nati onal transportation is a lot nore than just trucks.

And we’ve just gone through a multimllion dollar study of
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1 an internodal freight termnal in Detroit. And | don’t

2 fully understand why we're not | ooking at all the other

3 nodes of noving freight and why we aren’t using this study
4 as an opportunity to do sonething different, to create a

5 nore robust regional transportati on system as opposed to

6 just looking at trucks. | think that it’s rmuch too narrow.
7 We're going to be submitting comments about the

8 evaluation of the illustrative alternatives and that

9 process and just hope that the partnership | ooks at --

10 takes a really deep approach to | ooking at these factors as
11 t hey use them and echoing sone of the conments that Ms.
12 Leonard made regardi ng the wei ghting system So we’ll be
13 subm tting those.

14 But the last thing that | wanted to say was that

15 regardl ess of where a location is picked, if it’'s

16 determ ned that a new border crossing is needed al ong the
17 Detroit River, that the partnership does two things. One
18 is that the discussion of governance is a public

19 di scussi on, not one that goes on behind cl osed doors.
20 Because it’s extrenely inportant that the inpacts and the
21 way that a border crossing doesn't just get built and then
22 we wal k anay fromit. It beconmes a thing of its own. And
23 there’'s lots of inpacts that go on for many years. And the
24 public oversight in the discussion about how that shoul d be
25 managed shoul d be a public one.
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1 And then also that the border partnership include a
2 community benefits agreenent in the Final Environnenta
3 | npact Statenent. And that the -- nust have, no matter
4 where the location is chosen. Because regardl ess of where
5 a bridge or tunnel goes, the community that hosts, you
6 know, what’'s a national or regional econonic driver should
7 have sone community benefits. And they should be at the
8 table to deci de what those community benefits are and how
9 they can be inplenmented. So we’'ll be submtting witten
10 comment s too.
11 M5. BARONDESS: Thank you very nuch.
12 M5. BENJAMN:. M nane is Alison Benjamn. | work for
13 Sout hwest Detroit Environmental Vision
14 M5. BARONDESS:. Alison, can you nmake sure you put the
15 m crophone real close? Thank you
16 M5. BENJAMN.  Yes, | sure will. And | certainly echo
17 many of the conments from both MDEQ and ot her concerned
18 citizens fromthe region about the health effects and air
19 quality issues that will result fromsuch a | arge
20 transportation infrastructure project wherever it’s
21 | ocat ed.
22 And | guess I'mgoing to be pretty specific in terns
23 of we have 16 nonths to do this draft EIS. And | would
24 like to be certain that the nodeling and the research that
25 I's done is of the highest quality and in such a format that
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1 it can be used if at sonme point there is a change in the
2 hi ghway adm ni stration’s decision on a health study. Can
3 we do the nodeling now in the nunbers and the fornmat that
4 could translate into a health study easily, so that we're
3) not stuck with, you know, this date isn't going to fit into
6 anything we do? So particularly we want to get that
7 nodel i ng done for areas around the plaza, within the plaza,
8 surroundi ng the plaza, w thin the nei ghborhoods, and
9 regional ly.
10 Because we all know how the air goes fromthe U S.
11 over to Canada. And both sides working on this project
12 shoul d be concerned about the cunul ative effects of this
13 project and the total burden on whatever comunity becones
14 the host. And I would like to request that PM2.5, the
15 criteria pollutants and toxics all be analyzed to the
16 tiniest degree it can be for this project, and that we not
17 rely on inprovenents and regul ati ons for diesel engines and
18 di esel fuel that are com ng on down the pike because
19 think we know that existing trucks will be still on the
20 roads whenever this project is conpleted and built. So we
21 want the best data on howit’s going to apply to all the
22 residents and all the famlies that have been described so
23 el oquently by other people at this table. Thank you.
24 M5. BARONDESS: Thank you very nuch.
25 MS. KAVANAUGH | 'm Karen Kavanaugh with the Sout hwest
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1 Detroit Business Association. First 1'd like to say that
2 t he SDBA does support this study. As flawed as it may be
3 at the present tine, we do think that a study is required
4 in order to make a deci sion on, nunmber one, whether another
5 border crossing is needed and where it is best |ocated.
6 Wthout that, there’'s no rational basis to have any
7 di scussi on about the next border crossing. And for those
8 of us in Southwest Detroit, that neans then that perhaps a
9 private entity will nake the decision on when and where
10 anot her border crossing occurs.
11 W will also be submtting witten cormments on the
12 scopi ng docunent; just want to reiterate a couple of
13 things. W support all of the coments that have been nmade
14 about the inpact on air quality. But one of the things
15 we'd like to say is that we'd like to back up and
16 understand better what the context is today. One of the
17 i ssues that we have in Southwest Detroit is that we already
18 are a transportation hub and we already have a nunber of
19 i ndustrial point sources. And what's very hard for those
20 of us who are not well versed in this area is to really
21 understand what is the existing context, what do point
22 sources add, what do nobile sources add, what are the best
23 practices today to mtigate those inpacts, and then | ook at
24 what is the burden.
25 We have -- you know, it’'s very difficult to understand
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1 what that inpact does, even if you do all of the studies.

2 And we don’t know and don’'t well understand what the

3 exi sting context is. So whatever this study can do to help
4 us understand that would be very hel pful, and in

5 particul ar, the inpacts of the border crossing today.

6 Al so, we are very nuch in support of public ownership
7 of the next border crossing. And we believe that that

8 di scussi on ought to be a transparent one. The decision for
9 what -- whatever decision is made ought to be well

10 docunented and it al so ought to include public input.

11 Agai n, wherever the border crossing, if it is needed, is

12 | ocated, the purpose and need statenent should be expanded
13 to require that the host conmunities econony is also

14 I mproved and enhanced. Because the lion’s share of the

15 benefits will accrue to the state and to the region and may
16 not be such a bad thing. But the host comunity nust be

17 made whol e.

18 The other comment that we'd Iike to make -- again,

19 we're happy to see that the -- on page 21, that there is
20 t he new expanded Anbassador Bridge plaza included in this
21 anal ysis. Because that neans that we’'ll at |east get sone
22 data on what that inpact of that plaza will be. But we do
23 beli eve, as we've said before, that all agencies that have
24 jurisdiction over this process should issue a noratorium
25 that no permts or any other action is taken that woul d
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1 pronote one crossing over another until this study is

2 conpl ete. Thank you.

3 MS. BARONDESS: Thank you very nuch.

4 MR PALOMBO  Carm ne Palonbo with SEMCOG W al so

5 will be submitting sone witten conments for the record.

6 Just a couple things in the essence of tinme. Many of the

7 comments that we woul d nake have al ready been di scussed so
8 | won’t go over those. But two things that haven't been

9 mentioned | think that we’ll be |looking at. One is the
10 i npact of the crossing on the existing infrastructure to
11 i nsure that whatever gets built and wherever it gets built
12 will not have a detrinental inpact on existing traffic

13 patterns or the investnents that have al ready been nade.

14 And there has been a significant nunber of investnents been
15 made in sout heast M chigan over the |last couple --

16 especially over the last couple of years in trying to get
17 our systemup to par. So this would be very inportant that
18 we don’'t degradate to any extent the existing system

19 And secondly, just to continue to recognize, | think
20 it's very difficult -- you have a very difficult challenge
21 in front of you that essentially only analyzing here on our
22 side of the border one side of the project. There is
23 anot her side of the project. There are inpacts that are on
24 the other side of the border that would have a potenti al
25 I npact on what happens on this side. So hopefully at sone
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point, these two are going to join together and we’ll be

able to identify the inpact -- total inpact of an
alternative not just on our side but on the other side.
Because of the fact that there could be an inpact on the
ot her side of the border that could inpact what happens on
our side in ternms of how an alternative will score.

So | think you have a very difficult process of trying
to nesh those two and we’l |l be waiting to review how you do
it. Thank you.

V5. BARONDESS: Thank you very nuch.

M5. AMADOR: Hi, Amy Amador on behalf of Detroit City
Counci | President Maryann Mahaffey’'s office. | wll be
brief. I'mgoing to read a couple comments that the
counci | president has.

“The border crossing alternatives proposed in the

Detroit River International Crossing study that

directly inpact Detroit would have harnfu

implications for Detroit nei ghborhoods, comerci al
districts, and the health and safety of Detroiters.

The alternatives would, in sonme cases, destroy

nei ghbor hoods, decimate commercial districts, and

i ncrease the environnental and econom ¢ burden

transportation has on Detroit residents.”

Sone of the additional comments are:

“A new border crossing should only be built if the

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

© 0O N o o A~ w NP

N N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
g A W N B O © 0 N O O M W N B O

Thank you.

Page 76
certainty of the need for such a crossing exists and

continues to exist. All potential sites for border
crossing and freeway connection should be studied to
determ ne their inpacts on the surroundi ng residenti al
communi ties, |ocal businesses, |ocal econony, air
quality, environnental justice, safety, |oca

pl anni ng, cultural assets, and noise. Mtigation of
these inpacts is a nust. Permtting for a new border
crossing should be del ayed until the DRI C study has
been conpleted. Residential comrunities already
suffering fromthe inpacts of a border crossing should
not have their burden increased by the creation of
anot her border crossing. Sites for plaza | ocations or
freeway connections should mnimze the inpact to
comrerci al and residential areas. The burden of the
border crossing should be shared equally by the
respective sides of the border. It is unfair to
burden only the U S. side with the responsibilities
for custons processing and toll booths. Vehicles

| eavi ng a border crossing should connect directly to
the freeway system and not using nei ghborhood

streets.”

M5. BARONDESS: Thank you.
MR WVESTLAKE: This is Ken Westl ake fromthe
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Envi ronnmental Protection Agency in Chicago. W obviously

recogni ze the critical inportance of having adequate, safe,
and efficient border capacity for novenent of people and
goods that'’s essential to the economes of this
nmetropolitan area as well as to the two countries invol ved.
VW're a cooperating agency as you've pointed out because we
want to cooperate effectively and be a constructive pl ayer
inall of this. W signed the streamining agreenent that
incl udes a concurrence point for scoping including
concurrence on anal ytical techniques. And we'd like to
suggest that we nmake nore progress on that subject before
conpl etion of the screening process for the various
alternatives so that we have a gane plan in place for
evaluating alternatives that all parties to the agreenent
can live with.

In particular we're looking at air quality anal ysis.
| think it’s appropriately highlighted as a key factor.
You've heard fromthe public today and ot her agencies the

i nportance of that. You've included sone relevant factors

to date which is good, such as evaluating all the criteria,
pol lutants, and six air toxics in doing carbon nonoxi de hot

spot analysis. W’'d like to see that go further to
concentrate on diesel em ssions, particularly fromtrucks
because of the concentrated em ssions that can be expected

at plazas and access roads.
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1 Simlar to the conmments we recently submtted to

2 Federal Hi ghway and MDOT on the draft EIS for the Detroit

3 I ntermodal Freight Terminal, we think |ocalized inpact

4 anal ysis for PM.5, the so-called fine particul ates

5 especially diesel emssions, is essential. W know that

6 Metro Detroit is a non-attainnent area for fine

7 particul ates and there’s particularly high readings in sone
8 of the Sout hwest Detroit, |ower Rouge Valley nonitors. And
9 we know MDEQ is going to be very challenged to put together
10 a state inplenentation plan to achieve the fine particulate
11 standards by 2010 given the existing air quality and

12 sources in the area as well as the potential inpacts from
13 this project, DI FT, and other contenpl ated projects.

14 We're eager to engage in sone further discussions with
15 MDEQ with the transportation agencies, with other affected
16 st akehol ders so that we can reach a consensus and lay a

17 good foundation for this project to be well analyzed and

18 defensible in its outcone.

19 Just a coupl e observations. W’'re pleased that the
20 scopi ng docunent adds the component not just of the
21 potential crossing |locations, but the |linkages to the
22 freeway networks on both sides of the border. | think
23 that’'s an essential part of |ooking at the project in
24 totality that we're glad to see. And we're certainly
25 interested in nore discussion on how the U.S. environnental

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

© 0O N o o A~ w NP

N N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
g A W N B O © 0 N O O M W N B O

Page 79
eval uation process is going to be integrated wi th what

happens on the Canadi an side. So thanks.

M5. BARONDESS: Thank you, Ken.

MR KING Hello, I'mBruce King with the Gty of
Detroit. And I'mgoing to be submtting sone witten
comments also. But | also would like to go over a few with
you.

You indicate on air quality the burden anal ysis.
Previously the burden analysis is based on nati onal
em ssi on standard source trends. The source trend for
sout heast M chigan differs fromthe national trend. 1°'d
like to make sure that MDOT | ooks at that closely. You can
identify that in the M chigan Departnment of Environnental
Quality’'s air -- annual air quality report.

Addi tionally, the burden analysis treats the em ssions
source as a point source. However, this is not the case
with the transportation project. Those point sources are
the plazas and the network that connect to the highways.
The em ssion source in this case are trucks and ot her
vehicles. Since they are capable of novenent outside the
prescri bed areas you intend to performthe burden anal ysis,
your analysis will not provide a neaningful representation
of the air quality inpact fromthis project for the
affected comunities. | think you need to expand your

burden analysis to the comunities.
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1 As indicated in the scoping docunent, southeast
2 Mchigan is classified as non-attai nnent for PM2.5 and the
3 ei ght -hour ozone standard. EPA cl ean diesel engine
4 regul ations and the clean air interstate rule will not
5 solve the long-termeffects of these em ssions. Southeast
6 M chigan to date has to take additional corrective actions
7 to nmeet the standards and the conpliance requirenments of
8 the Clean Air Act. To interject between six mllion trucks
9 and 20 mllion cars into a specific area by 2030 w |l have
10 a significant restriction and stress our ability to neet
11 the Clean Air Act standards. The DEIS nust incorporate
12 real meani ngful mtigating neasures to reducing the inpact
13 this crossing will have on sout heast M chi gan.
14 By suggesting that the crossing be |located within a
15 heavi |y popul ated urbani zed area will not only adversely
16 i npact on this region's air quality but also adversely
17 i npact on the health of the residents living within the
18 designated area. There are scientific approved health risk
19 nodel i ng protocol s avail able today that MDOT shoul d
20 undertake to identify all inpact to popul ations. NEPA does
21 not require a regulated protocol to be used to do a health
22 risk analysis. It only requires that a scientifically
23 recogni zed protocol analysis be used in the process. Those
24 are avail able, MDOT should | ook for those and identify that
25 and use that for a health risk anal ysis.
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1 Rel ating to the project conmunity, neighborhood

2 characteristics, this project would have a significant

3 adverse inpact on communities. That’'s stated on page 37 of
4 the scopi ng docunent. MDOT's solution to this is to

5 acquire these properties and rel ocate those affected

6 popul ations. By building the necessary infrastructure to

7 acconmodat e the novement of trucks and ot her vehicles, NMDOT
8 basically constructs a barrier that separates and destroys
9 t he nei ghborhoods. Thus, MDOT nust not only work closely
10 with other state agencies and the conmunities, they nust
11 work hand in hand with community transportation planning
12 and devel opnment departnment to ensure that the project wll
13 only inpact a very limted nunber of nei ghborhoods.

14 Mai nt ai ni ng consi stency with the local planning, MOT
15 nmust use the current planning information avail able from

16 each unit of governnent affected by this project. One

17 exanple is the location of the crossing at Belle Isle

18 conflicts with recent and ongoi ng residential devel opnents
19 bei ng constructed where the plaza is proposed. You need to
20 | ook closely at all the planning and work with those
21 depart nents.
22 On the area of protecting the natural environnent,
23 because of the sensitive habitats along both the shoreline
24 and within the Blue Heron [ agoon at Belle Isle, a crossing
25 a this location would be very destructive. The surface
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1 wat er off the bridge would be contam nated with oils and

2 ot her vehicle related fluids. And for this to enter the

3 Belle Isle ecosystemis totally unacceptable. NDOT nust

4 pay particular attention to any natural environmental

5 studi es conducted at this location for final crossing

6 determ nation. Additionally, MDOT nust establish the

7 i npact that this project will have relating to air

8 deposition on pollutants into the Detroit R ver and what

9 long-termeffects it will have on our G eat Lakes.

10 MDOT must work with the local units of governnments and
11 traffic managenent departnent staff to address and identify
12 any adverse inpacts that this project would create with the
13 nmovenent of trucks and cars through the urbani zed area

14 prior to entering the highway network system Thank you.

15 M5. BARONDESS: Thank you. GCkay. | just want to take
16 a time check real quick. It is 6:30, but we started late

17 because we had sone audio problens. So we’'re going to

18 conti nue on. | expect that the neeting probably will end

19 sonetime around 7:00 o'clock. So | just wanted to |let you
20 all know where we were with the schedule. And | think --
21 oh, you want to speak? |I'msorry. | didn't nean to cut
22 you of f. But let’s go ahead. And with the tinme check, go
23 ahead.
24 M5. HOMZE: Ckay. |I'm Fran Howze with Messi ah
25 Housing. And | have to echo the gentleman’s conments prior
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to nme. The only other thing that |I could say about this is

that |I'mvery concerned about the fact that there's a |ot
of hard itenms in this scope of information that you have
provided to us. | think it’s a decent study, but | stil
think that you need to touch on the nost soft piece, which
is the human piece that | think everybody has echoed from
the city to the state governnment counterparts that have
spoke prior to ne.

The concern that | have is that, being near Belle Isle
and all of our strategic planning as our organization is
related to the devel opnent and it’s right at Jefferson and
t he Boul evard, that would inpact everything that’'s going on
in that area. And going along the corridor of Jefferson
it would inpact everything that's going along the
conmer ci al .

So | think you need to take a little harder | ook at
t he econom ¢ aspects of what’s going to inpact on Detroit.
Al ready there has been enough going on with the children in
that community of the environnent and not having the
outconmes that is needed to be accessible to parks and
things of that sort.

So | cannot imagine that you will not | ook closer at
the quality of air distribution that will be inpacted in
t hat nei ghborhood as well as the other part of the

environment in which they live in right now when it cones
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to putting thousands of trucks and other types of nodes of

vehicles in this area.

And al so, the opportunity to have an open forum for
the public to be a part of your agenda when -- the outcone
of the findings of this project.

MS5. BARONDESS: Thank you very much. Okay. Let’s go
to the other side of the roomhere. The upper level, we’'ll
start there and nove around toward the back.

MR. PETRO. Thank you. Good afternoon. M nane is
Mark Petro and I'mwith the private sector advisory group
fromthe Canadian side. | do have a couple of concerns 1'd

like to voice here this afternoon. And | think there has

been sone fairly good feedback here that |’'ve heard in the
[ ast hal f hour.

First of all, 1'd like to start off wth a coment in
regards to this docunent on page six where it tal ks about
capacity.

M5. BARONDESS: Could you -- excuse ne. | ’'mwondering
if you could be nore specific about what docunent that is?
| saw you hold it up, but I'mnot sure which one it is.

MR. PETRO That is your scoping information
Power Poi nt that was provided.

M5. BARONDESS: GCkay. |It’s the Power Point.

MR. PETRO. Yes. And on page six of that docunent it

tal ks about future capacity needs showi ng the bridge and
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1 the tunnel. It suggests that U S. border processing has

2 still got five to ten years. That’'s at gridlock now |

3 mean, during the nornings comng into the States, they

4 bl ock the traffic off because they can’t process quickly

5 enough. So we are at capacity. |In the afternoons we have
6 a simlar problemgoing in reverse and traffic is backed up
7 on Jefferson Avenue trying to get through. So in that

8 docunment and when people tal k about, “Well, we've got so

9 many years to get ahead of sone of these problens,” we're

10 there now. And this is happening regularly.

11 In respect to sone of the gridlock that we have as

12 well, if we take a | ook at |-75 backing up on Porter

13 Street, if we take a | ook at what’'s happeni ng over in

14 W ndsor a coupl e weeks ago when we had the U. S. Custons’

15 conmput ers shut down, we had again the sanme kind of

16 situation very close to what we had on Septenber the 11th.
17 So these things are happening and they’'re happening with

18 fair frequency.

19 And we need to address sone of these things now And
20 there are sonme things that MDOT can do and needs to do.
21 And we need to take a | ook at alternative truck routes. W
22 need to get sonme of those trucks off 1-75 perhaps at C ark
23 Street to mnimze some of the backups that are occurring.
24 Because the regular traffic, car traffic, sinply can't get
25 around all those trucks. And we're asking for sone
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1 serious, serious problens.

2 We've got sone other issues too that | think need to
3 be addressed. And I'ma little bit concerned that sonme of
4 the thinking that’'s going on in the planning on this is

3) really, really conventional. There’'s not a |lot of thinking
6 outside the box. [If we |ook at where you've placed the

7 pl azas on these proposals, they're all literally at the

8 doorstep of the bridge. Wth the technol ogy we've got

9 comng on, with the concerns that people are voicing here
10 toni ght about some of the nei ghborhoods, | think we've got
11 to | ook at possibly sterile truckways, sonme of the
12 technol ogy that we have and perhaps novi ng sone of these
13 ar eas.
14 If we take a |ook at Delray, for exanple, | can

15 certainly understand the concerns of breaking up

16 nei ghbor hoods. And Delray is perhaps a good exanple. But
17 per haps an alternate somewhere closer to the Rouge pl ant

18 m ght be a real alternative, but it’s got to be a sterile
19 t ruckway.
20 So | think there's still alternatives there. And
21 wi t hout getting too involved in trying to drag this study
22 out any longer than it needs to go, | think there's sone
23 t hi nki ng that needs to change. And | think we need to | ook
24 outsi de the box. Thank you. | think we've also got to tie
25 in some of the rail issues. And Delray junction is
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probably one of the worst bottlenecks that we have in

sout hwestern M chigan. It affects train traffic all over
the place. And it’s sonmething that whether it's a flyover
or -- another alternative needs to be | ooked at.

Al so, in respect to nonitoring air quality, this issue
has been | argely gl ossed over especially on the Canadi an
side. W need to get sone additional nonitoring in at the
custonms plazas. That neans all four plazas on both sides
we need to nonitor diesel particulate and di esel em ssions,
sul phur dioxide, nitrous oxides, and particulate. These
are real issues that | don’t see being addressed at this
point in the study or the scope and |I certainly hope they
will be. Thank you.

M5. ALCOCK: Heidi Alcock fromthe Cty of Detroit
City Planning Comm ssion. Mst of our concerns have been
rai sed and we will be subnmitting extensive comments in
witing.

I think one of our overarching concerns is the effect
of this project on current and future devel opnment projects.
Each of these corridors and sone nore than others,
honestly, have nmany, many projects that are either planned
or are actually breaking ground and happening, and in sone
cases, have already happened. And these alternatives would
really inpact those projects. |In many cases, federal funds

have been spent on those projects. And | think that needs
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to be accounted for.

Anot her general comment that we have is that at a tine
when our tax base and general fund revenue is at a crisis
state, it is very hard to imagi ne the acquisition of viable
busi nesses, industry, and certainly residences. W’'re also
concerned because sonme pretty inportant comunity
institutions and places of worship and educati ona
facilities would be inpacted under a couple of the
scenari os.

So we will provide comments with specific concerns
around each corridor. But we just, for the record, wanted
to say that. | think the other thing that our office would
like to say today is that we really encourage the federal
agenci es to acknow edge this study and to avoid issuing
permts for projects that proceed outside of the framework
of this study. Thank you.

M5. BARONDESS: Thank you.

V5. DUDZINSKI: |I'mrepresenting State Representative
Ed Cenmente fromthe 14th District. And as you know, a
nunber of these crossings go either through his district or
into al nost every community he represents. He is very
sorry he could not be here, he’'s in session today in
Lansing. He is very concerned about the health inpact on a
crossing in any of these communities. They're all trying

very hard to inprove, rebuild, and they've all cone a very
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| ong way.

He has al so been neeting with his Canadi an
counterparts. He’'s had a nunber of neetings with officials
on the other side of the river. And they also have simlar
concerns about a new crossing and where it mght be
| ocated. The citizens on the other side also feel the same
way according to what he’'s heard.

He's al so studying other various sources of
i nformati on regarding the need for another bridge and the
I npact that may have on the communities. So he has been
wor ki ng very hard on these issues and wants to be sure that
he has all of the relevant information available. Thank
you.

MS5. BARONDESS: Before you pass the m ke, could you
pl ease give us your nane?

MS. DUDZI NSKI: Marl ene Dudzi nski .

M5. BARONDESS: Thank you, Marl ene.

M5. HOSLER: | ’'m Barbara Hosler with the U S. Fish and
Wldlife Service. And we are in the process of preparing
witten cooments to you on the scoping information that was
sent to us. And | know that you're al ready aware of nany
of our concerns, fisheries, mgratory birds, endangered
species, and the Detroit River International Wldlife
Ref uge.

| had a specific question about the scoping
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information that was sent. At the -- | believe the | ast

agency neeting we had in one of the Power Poi nt
presentations, putting a pier on Mid Island, which is part
of the refuge, was shown as a feasible alternative -- not
alternative, but potentially could go there. And | didn’t
see that in -- illustrated in the scoping information. So
I 'mwondering if that is no |longer being considered? It’s
not feasible any |onger, you dropped it, or if it is
actually still being considered in the --

MR. CORRADINO | believe we're still |ooking at a
pier. W're refining each of the crossings with our
Canadi an partners to be nore prescriptive about pier
| ocations. That was an early proposal and we're trying to
refine those as we go through the illustrative
alternatives. W're still refining those. And it’'s likely
that there will be a pier there, but we're refining that.

M5. HOSLER: And second question, are you preparing a
draft 4-F eval uation?

MR. CORRADI NO Likely, yes. | nean, we’'ll have to
get to the alternatives. But the placenent of the project
at this point has park |and inpacts and frequent instances.
And therefore a draft 4-F would be part of what we woul d
do.

M5. HOSLER: But no work has started on that yet?

MR. CORRADING Ch, no; no. Qur objective would be to
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1 | ook at park lands, public park |ands, 4-F, 6-F, and define
2 those for illustrative alternatives analysis. And then
3 those final alternatives will be part of the definition of
4 a 4-F for the DEIS. So we have to get to the final short
5 list by the end of the year before we start drafting those
6 docunents.
7 MS. BARONDESS: And that would be with respect to the
8 practical alternatives with respect to | ooking at the
9 detail ed analysis of 4-F properties. And also 4-F does
10 apply to historic properties as well as parks and
11 recreational facilities too. So we’'ll be |ooking at that
12 in a very detailed fashion wth the practical alternatives
13 phase too. Anyone else here? Sure, go ahead. Regine has
14 a question for you, Barb Hosler. [If you could pass this
15 back to Barb for a mnute.
16 MS. BEAUBOEUF: Barb, you asked the question about the
17 pier on Mud Island. |s there any special concern with the
18 pier at that |ocation?
19 M5. HOSLER Well, yes. That'’s part of the
20 international wildlife refuge. So that would be a concern
21 to us that it would change the character of the refuge.
22 M5. BARONDESS: And that would al so be a 4-F property;
23 is that correct?
24 MS. HOSLER  Yes.
25 MS. BARONDESS: Recogni zed under Departnent of
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1 Transportation law as a 4-F protected property?
2 M5. HOSLER Right. And because it’'s actually part of
3 the refuge, that would trigger probably a NEPA requirenment
4 on our part al so.
5 M5. BARONDESS: | see. Ckay. Thank you. Next?
6 MR. HOGREFE: M name is Todd Hogrefe with the DNR
7 The reason ny agency is seated here at the table today is
8 to ensure that the natural resources of the river corridor
9 especially threatened and endangered species, are
10 protected. For those of you who m ght otherw se not know,
11 Act 451 of 1994, part 365 regulates and restricts
12 I npacts -- adverse inpacts to all state |listed threatened
13 and endangered species. So for that reason, priority for
14 the DNRis to see that this study adequately considers and
15 addresses potential inpacts to those |listed species.
16 Now, for the past 30 years, we have records of at
17 | east 16 |isted species in the vicinity of this project.
18 G anted, a lot of those records are fairly old so sone of
19 those species may no | onger occur there. And sone of the
20 i npact areas for the proposed alternatives nmay al ready be
21 paved or covered with concrete so obviously there woul dn’'t
22 be T and E species concerns there.
23 But in the areas where potential habitat remains, the
24 DNR woul d require surveys for |isted species in those
25 areas. So to coordinate that, | encourage the action
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1 agencies to contact ne to get clarity on what woul d be

2 requi red and then to di scuss what the next steps should be.
3 MR. REAUME: Dal e Reaune, Grosse Ile Township. | have
4 a few coments on the project purpose. On slide nunber

5 three of page three of the handout it identifies sonme

6 statistics on the cost of not addressing the congestion.

7 And it does not identify the source and date of the data.

8 I woul d suggest that that be considered. As | understand

9 in previous discussions that it was a 1995 study or the
10 data fromthat time. And a |ot has changed in ten years.
11 And for that reason, | know nyself and a | ot of folks
12 believe that the travel demand forecast is also believed to
13 be out dat ed.

14 There's a reference to a 1995 federal |aw that

15 recogni zed this Detroit River crossing. And | think it

16 woul d make sense to identify what that lawis. |[’ve been
17 to alnmost all of these neetings and either | don’t recall

18 or | don't know how specific our discussions have taken

19 place on that matter. And | think it would nake sense. As
20 | understand it, the study that identified the need of this
21 crossing did not address the Anmbassador Bridge expansion or
22 t he jobs tunnel.
23 And the last comment | would nake or question is,
24 public hearing matter. Once a preferred site is selected,
25 will there be public hearings in a specific conmunity or is
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1 this decision final or howw || that process unwi nd when it
2 conmes to that tinme?
3 M5. BARONDESS: According to the process, when we nake
4 an announcenent on a preferred alternative -- and really
5 t he docunentation for that is the Final Environnental
6 | npact Statement. That is not the last action in the
7 cl earance process. The final action that is basically the
8 stanp of approval to go into design and construction of a
9 new facility is the Record of Decision. So the answer is
10 yes, there is tine for response to an announcenent on a
11 preferred alternative follow ng that announcenent. Now,
12 there is no official public hearing requirenent. And we've
13 handl ed that public involvenent discussion in many
14 different ways. And | expect that the -- your group, the
15 LAC and the LAGwi |l be advising the study team on how t hat
16 di scussi on shoul d take place when we are planni ng that
17 certain activity. Does that answer your question? Ckay.
18 Yes, go ahead.
19 MR. BLOOM Wthout the mke, | think you can hear ne.
20 MS. BARONDESS: Wait, Bob. No; no, you've got to have
21 the m crophone. You've got to be on board here.
22 MR. BLOOM When they're all done and they have their
23 ROD, it’s not all over yet. Because then they have to nake
24 application for a Coast Guard bridge permt to construct.
25 And with that application cones all these environnental
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docunent ati on that supposedly addresses everything properly

and it’s cut and dried. But it’'s not cut and dried until

we put our public notice out for 30 days, receive coments
that you can still address to us environnmental concerns
that may not have cone up before. W then, after a 30 day
period, will go through a study process w thin the Coast
GQuard with all the conments we receive. W then, in this
case, would send our findings of fact to M. Mras in

Washi ngton with our reconmmendati ons. They prepare a Record
of Decision. That is the final say for the project whether
it’'s going to be a go or not. Wat we're here tonight

tal ki ng about or hearing about is the environnental
process. But we're not tal king about the structure going
in yet.

M5. BARONDESS: Thank you very nuch, Bob, for
rem nding us of the permt requirenents that we have with
the Coast CGuard. | appreciate that. And |let’s keep going
here. Who's next?

MR. CADY: Bob Cady, Gty of Trenton. Just for
clarification, S-1 and S 2 are in the Gty of Trenton, not
Wandotte as you show. And if you go through this, you'll
see a |lot of your plazas you have the towns ni srepresented
on here.

And | don’t know how it’'s affected a |l ot of you in

your communities, but I know we spent a lot of tinme and
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1 effort in Trenton trying to help market and redevel op tﬁ§§296
2 sites S-1 and S-2, and it’s been a real struggle since this
3 study started to try to get any devel opnent going in our

4 town. It just has really killed us. Not only the

5 devel opnent aspect of it, but just marketing and selling

6 any real estate right now has been tough. That’'s the only
7 comment | have on this. Thank you

8 M5. BARONDESS: Thank you.

9 MR KOBI LJAK:  Kurt Kobiljak, township supervisor,

10 G osse Ile. | don't have any problens with you answering
11 t hese questions shortly and succinctly. |1'mlooking at a
12 | etter that's dated August 15th, 2004 from doria Jeffs

13 i ndicating that MDOT and FHWA wi || not conduct a health

14 ri sk assessnent as part of this project. And just for

15 clarification, |I've been to all these neetings and it seens
16 like it ebbs and flows. R ght now, are you performng or
17 are you not performng a health assessnent? Just straight
18 up yes or no?

19 M5. BARONDESS: Not at this tine. W are not

20 performng a health risk assessnent for this study.

21 MR, KOBI LJAK: Secondarily, obviously the Canadi ans
22 are conducting an EIS as well. They're going to go through
23 their sanme process over there. \Wat happens if their

24 process or their result is different fromour result in the
25 United States? Wat happens then?
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1 M5. BARONDESS: When you say “result,” do you neanngeg7
2 deci si on about | ocation?

3 MR, KOBI LJAK: Correct.

4 M5. BARONDESS: There is a joint effort to make sure
3) that there is a joint decision here. And that’'s why we

6 have the partnership. The goal here is an end to end

7 solution. And that’'s the objective that we're reachi ng

8 for. W both have environnmental requirenments on both sides
9 of the border that we need to work with. But in the end,
10 when you tal k about decision making, the partnership nmaking
11 a decision, that neans that it is a joint decision about

12 the location of any new facility.

13 MR. KOBILJAK: And if either side disagrees with the
14 ot her side, then nothing occurs?

15 M5. BARONDESS We will go through dispute resol ution.
16 W will follow up to nake sure we've covered all the bases,
17 that type of thing. But ultimately, | guess, if we're at

18 an inpasse internationally, | would say that’'s a serious

19 probl em for progress. One nore coment here from FHWA
20 MR. KI RSCHENSTEI NER: One of the very first things we
21 did was to look at the U S. |laws and the Canadi an | awns.
22 And what we found was, they're really not that much
23 different. The process mght be a little bit different,
24 the | anguage mght be a little bit different. But when you
25 | ook at the basic things that are done on both sides of the
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1 river, it's very, very, very simlar. And the partnership
2 was fornmed so that when we | ooked at this crossing, it was
3 an end to end solution. That neans it connects to the
4 interstate on our side and it connects to the 401 on their
3) side in sone fashion. So we're coordinating very, very
6 closely with the Canadi ans on the entire study.
7 MR, KOBILJAK: Joe, this is a question for you. Your
8 graph on page five of the slide presentation is the travel
9 demand versus capacity. W’ve seen it and | think we've
10 all ridiculed it fromday one, just because of its self-
11 serving nature. | think what would be hel pful for us is
12 that naybe with -- before the next neeting that you provide
13 us the data as to how you cane up with that graph in |ight
14 of the fact that, you know, in the |ast 30 years the
15 nunbers are gradual to say the least. And then all of a
16 sudden, now that the study is in place, you're show ng that
17 t he nunbers will double over the next 30 years. So | would
18 like to see the breakdown. Because if you reviewed the
19 quotients that you used, whether it be two cars to three
20 cars per truck, | think your quotient that you used was
21 inflated to create this graph. And so | would like to see
22 the data, not just for 2005 forward, but | want to see the
23 data from 1970 all the way back and all the way forward.
24 Because | think this graph that you keep on show ng us
25 isnt realistic.
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1 MR, CORRADINO The report that will back up the
2 travel demand, that graph, is intended to be rel eased by
3 the m ddl e of Septenber.
4 MR. KOBILJAK: M d Septenber? Mhamed, is that true?
S MR. ALGHURABI: That's correct.
6 M5. BARONDESS: That is true. | quote Mdhanmed, he
7 said, “That is correct.”
8 MR. KOBI LJAK: Last, but not |east, and maybe this is
9 for Joe as well. But on behalf of the residents of G osse
10 Ile, you have this great illustrative alternatives, you
11 show how these routes are going to affect the areas. You
12 stop at the water though. And for some reason | think you
13 need to do a better job of showi ng the inpact of any type
14 of crossing over the water and over other residential hones
15 on Gosse Ile. You stop on the shoreline. But | think
16 that’s disingenuine. So | think these maps, when you
17 produce them and present themto the public, you need to do
18 a better job. That’'s all | have.
19 MR. MAHAR. Good evening. |'m Geg Mahar, deputy
20 supervi sor from Brownstown, M chigan. And basically just a
21 few comments. |’'ve attended many of these hearings at this
22 particular time. And two of the routes that cut through
23 our comunity, King Road and Pennsyl vani a Road, | don’t
24 know i f you've had an opportunity to actually go down there
25 or sonebody is doing these graphs for you. But | was
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1 bui | ding authority chairman. W built a six mllion dollar
2 brand new police station on King Road, which you slice in
3 half. | don't know where Ford Motor Conpany is at this
4 eveni ng, but Ford Mdtor Conpany has got a nmmjor, nmjor
5 conmpany over on Pennsylvania. And sonebody m ght want to
6 | et those enpl oyees know they m ght be | osing their jobs.
7 | don’t think the governor would be too happy with that.
8 But these are serious issues. W already get calls
9 from people calling our assessing office now who are
10 t hi nki ng, “Should | buy a house in Brownstown? | hear
11 there’'s a bridge conming through.” The effect of all these
12 runors and what you're doing, | think it’s a travesty at
13 times through all of our communities. W're struggling to
14 do our tax base. The state has cut us sone revenue
15 sharing. Were are we supposed to get the noney, how are
16 we supposed to do these things? And now we're worri ed
17 about | osing things that we thought were brand new
18 communities noving in. It’s terribly upsetting to a |ot of
19 our people, especially our seniors. W have a senior
20 conmpl ex which is right off King Road. Did you ever try
21 sitting on a phone and talking to seniors 24 hours a day
22 and answering their comments? |It’s hard to get through
23 because they're very, very concerned about where they're
24 going to live and if they will have a hone.
25 So please be very careful. And | hope you'l |l make the
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1 right decision. | just don't think it’s right for

2 downriver. Thank you.

3 M5. DINGELL: Cindy Dingell, Ofice of the County

4 Executive. |1'mgoing to nmake ny comments real brief here.

5 First, of all, just a m nor housekeeping issue for sone

6 menbers in the audience. | have a letter here that says

7 that, “Please bring your parking slips to the neeting for

8 val i dation to cover any parking fees.” These people are

9 comng into the building including sonme of the nenbers here
10 and they're being told that they're not going to be

11 val i dat ed because they didn't park on Cobo roof. The

12 | etter says nothing of that nature, so | hope you'll

13 rectify that and take care of the people that have cone

14 tonight. Secondly, --

15 MR. ALGHURABI: Cindy, may | say that if you have a
16 slip -- and we tried to address it already. If you have a
17 parking -- if you paid for parking, let us know. W're

18 going to reinmburse you right here right now So if you

19 par ked at Cobo roof, great, we gave you a pass. But if you
20 par ked anywhere else, just tell us, come to us before you
21 | eave, please don't |eave. W will pay for your parking.
22 M5. DI NGELL: Mhammed, thank you. | appreciate that
23 because | got chonped on for that.
24 MR. ALGHURABI: | apol ogi ze.
25 M5. DI NGELL: That's okay. The second piece is, we've
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1 tal ked about the health issues that were raised tonight.
2 And obviously | know you have to work under NEPA and EI S
3 and the policy that's been set by those two pieces. And
4 they don’t address the health issues. That is really
5 unfortunate. But you know what? |f we have to interpret
6 the policy, | guess that's fine. But maybe we need to go
7 to our policy nakers and have them start opening that up
8 and |l ooking -- and put in a piece to |look at these health
9 concerns. Because that is very, very critical
10 My third piece, in this docunent here, the blue
11 docunent, page four, S 4, the systemyou identify there --
12 and |'ve said this before -- you have Detroit wastewater
13 treatment plant. That is not a Detroit wastewater
14 treatnent plant, that is a Wayne County Downri ver
15 wastewater treatnment facility. W get all the calls and
16 conplaints on it, so that's our facility. And that
17 services 13 comunities in the downriver area. The |ast
18 piece -- well, we do our best, but we do get the
19 conpl ai nts.
20 The |l ast piece | want to nention too, in the end when
21 the final decision cones down and you pick whatever is
22 going to be this option, and | understand it’s going to be
23 a snoke-filled back roomaccording to an article | just
24 read, and certain people will be in that room is it
25 possi bl e that you may cone out with two options?
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M5. BARONDESS: Could you be nore specific about two

options? Like what are you thinking about it?

MS. DINGELL: Well, let’s say for instance you deci de
that they can go ahead and proceed with the Anbassador
Bridge to expand that. WII| there be another option
besi des that?

MR. CORRADINO The objective is to solve the border
crossing capacity. |If that’s expanding by virtue of a
second span for the Anbassador Bridge, it is expected that
that will be a preferred solution. |If it’s not that and
t he governance paper that you just read goes forward, it
will be a crossing in another |location. Theyre |ong-term
solutions, long-termsolutions. There are internedi ate
steps that will occur about plazas and other potentia

issues. But in ternms of the long-range need, it’'s |likely

that there will be an adoption of a preferred solution for
the long range. Interimsteps will be conplenenting that.
But there will likely be one preferred solution as De

i ndicated for the | ong range.
MR. COPLIN. Randy Coplin, Mchigan State Police. |’'m
the assistant division commander for comrercial vehicle

enforcement. As a parent and citizen of Mchigan, |I'm gl ad
to see people are concerned about public safety or public
heal th issues. But as a State Police commander, |'mtasked

with the responsibility of protecting the citizens of
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1 M chigan in many different ways.
2 | see there is a Honeland Security segnent or
3 conmponent in the PowerPoint presentation that was put up
4 earlier. But only one agency seens to be supplying
3) comments and that’'s DHS. There's a | ot of agencies,
6 including State Police, who have a Honel and Security
7 responsibility. There's TSA, Federal H ghway, U S. DOT,
8 FMCSA, and all of our safety traffic partners here who have
9 to deal with the backups every day and how do we address
10 this in an appropriate manner?
11 MR. ALGHURABI: | just want to assure you that we are
12 working with Eileen Pfeiffer. You probably know who she
13 is. And she's our security officer with the State of
14 M chigan. And | know she works with you very closely. And
15 | amworking very closely with her in nmaking sure
16 that -- as a matter of fact, she's trying to solicit sone
17 comments and getting your feedback to us to this docunent
18 and to the criteria that we put forth for the eval uation.
19 So | just -- | don't know if that hel ps.
20 MR COPLIN. And that helps. | just want to -- | nmade
21 t hat statenent because it just said DHS. And |I know NMDOT
22 and State Police are actively involved every day. One of
23 the things | noticed too with one of the plazas, and
24 sonmebody al ready nmade this statenent, we're building plazas
25 on the doorsteps of the river. What we'd like to see is
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areas in which we can address safe trucks entering the

State of Mchigan. W have to police the fatal accidents
in Jackson County, Berrien County, far away fromthe
border. And they could be crossing here at Detroit and
what are we going to do to ensure that the people out of
the state or the Detroit area are in a safe notoring public
envi ronment ?

M5. BARONDESS: Thank you. Next?

M5. MCCALLAHAN: Barbara MCal |l ahan fromthe Ofice of
U.S. Senator Debbie Stabenow. | would |ike to sort of
reiterate on the G osse Il e Townshi p supervisor’s concerns
and request for in-depth data that supports page five of
Joe’s Power Poi nt denonstration. 1t’s very curious to ne
that all of a sudden in 2005 after a decline since
incidents in 2000 and 2001, that suddenly border traffic
expands so greatly.

And one of the things, | don't knowif it has been
taken into account because we have yet to see it, is there
are several Honeland Security initiatives that we in the
Congress have recently passed. And there is a | ot of
concern over what inpact they will have in the reduction of
actual crossings occurring, both comrercial and passenger.
The Detroit Chanber recently hosted an event where we had
people fromthe State Departnent and Honel and Security

di scussing initiatives such as real 1D Wstern Hem sphere
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1 Trade Initiative, commonly known as passports at the
2 border, and how that is going to inpact. So if those have
3 not been included or if you have an opportunity as this is
4 a living, breathing process and we go on to | ook at that
5 data as these initiatives conme online, that that may help
6 to give an even nore conplete picture.
7 And | have one question, Mhamed. W're not doing
8 the health risk assessnent on this side. But do |I renenber
9 froma previous LAC neeting that there is one being done in
10 Canada, that their process does require that?
11 MR. ALGHURABI: | think you're correct.
12 M5. MCCALLAHAN: Thank you. Bob, | have a question
13 for you, when you were tal ki ng about the Coast Guard
14 permtting process. And you were -- | want to make sure
15 that | understood what you were saying. |s that, processes
16 that are required within this NEPA constraint here, once it
17 comes to Coast CGuard for permtting, other requirenments can
18 be assessed or nade at that tine. |Is that a point where a
19 health ri sk assessnent could be nade or we're past it at
20 t hat point?
21 MR. BLOOM No, we're a cooperating agency with this
22 whol e envi ronnmental process. W would be negligent if we
23 al | oned anything to cone forward environnentally as a
24 report to our office when they nmake application and see
25 that it’'s deficient. W should have done our honework
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before it gets to us as a cooperating agency.

M5. MCCALLAHAN: Environnmentally within current NEPA,
whi ch does not include health assessnent?

MR BLOOM Right; right. [If it’s not a law, not a
regul ation, not a policy, we're not going to make up our
own. And once it cones to us, we take that docunment and it
becomes our docunent under Coast Guard. And then we go out
with our -- like |I said before, with our process for public
notice or for navigation, any other comrents that conme up.
But | woul d hope that anybody who does have any concerns
about the environnent, they don't hold off thinking well,
they're going to skirt all these people in here and wait
for us to get the docunent and get our public notice and
then comment back on us and start raggi ng on us about
somet hi ng they shoul d have brought up now. Because then
we'l | blow it off.

M5. MCCALLAHAN:  Which is why | wanted to clarify
that. Thank you. And a couple of just conments for you
for all of you here today. | really want to thank you for
bringing an official reporter in to record this neeting.

We have had a nunber of problens in the past with conments
being m sstated or abbreviated or not correctly attributed.
So | greatly appreciate that. WII there be a transcript
made avail able to LAC nenbers?

M5. BARONDESS: Yes.

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

© 0O N o o A~ w NP

N N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
g A W N B O © 0 N O O M W N B O

Page 108
M5. MCCALLAHAN: Thank you. And in a final, just

suggestion -- |I'm always good for those, Mhamed -- when
you do put out the notices of neetings, if you could just
pl ease be very, very specific if the public will be all owed
to publicly cooment at the neeting. Because |
msinterpreted the way that the notice was sent out. And
t heref ore, when we responded to constituents’ -- because we
like to Il et them know every opportunity available to them
to comuni cate their concerns -- it appeared that there
woul d be a public comment period within this agenda. And
so if you could just nmake it very specific that the public
wll be allowed to address the m crophone or not allowed, I
woul d appreciate it.

MR, ALGHURABI: Duly noted.

M5. MCCALLAHAN:. Thank you.

MR. KUCEL: Hi, Ken Kucel, Wayne County Engi neering.
A question first off. The plaza to freeway connecti ons,
are those proposed to be free flow freeway segnents?

MS. BARONDESS: Yes.

MR KUCEL: And | would assune those woul d be MDOT
juris?

M5. BARONDESS: That'’'s correct.

MR. KUCEL: As far as that goes, | assune all the
rel ati ve environnental analyses, noise, traffic inpacts,

that will be part of the study?
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1 MS. BARONDESS: That's correct.
2 MR, KUCEL: The segnent B in the alternatives shown in
3 green, are those to be free flow or are those to be surface
4 roads?
3) M5. BARONDESS: Joe? |I'mnot exactly sure where
6 segnent B in green is.
7 MR. CORRADI NO  King Road?
8 MR KUCEL: It’s a page five in the illustrative
9 al ternatives bookl et.
10 MR. CORRADI NO. It’s our concept now that the
11 connection fromthe plaza to the I-75 is a free fl ow
12 facility. Beyond that, if it goes to I-275 it’'s a free
13 flow facility.
14 MR, KUCEL: Thank you.
15 MR HEISE: Good evening. |'mKurt Heise, director of
16 t he Wayne County Departnent of Environnment and the Wayne
17 County Drain Comm ssioner as well. Qur office operates the
18 downriver wastewater treatnment plant as pointed out by
19 Cndy Dingell. That is not a Detroit facility. And that
20 is -- I'mreferring to the illustrative alternatives book.
21 Turning again to that book, as | | ook out at the proposed
22 downriver projects, | would tell you froma variety of
23 environnment al perspectives that | would be opposed to al
24 of them
25 | would al so borrow of f of what M. Sanchez said from
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1 the DEQs perspective. And | would share many of the -- if
2 not all, of the concerns that you raised. Also due to the
3 fact that this is an international wildlife refuge and that
4 cannot be overl ooked. Significant hurdles that you would
5 have to face if you were going to do any nmjor construction
6 in that area.
7 Getting back again to the book, the illustrative
8 alternatives book, as we | ook at the Wandotte site, the
9 ATOFI NA Chemi cal Conpany West, this is on page four and
10 five, the facility to the northwest which is the downriver
11 wastewater treatnment plant is essentially fully utilized at
12 this point. The land is fully utilized. And as you point
13 out, to the south is the ATOFI NA Chem cal Plant. So you
14 are clearly | andl ocked between two heavy industri al
15 facilities, neither of which | don't -- are goi ng anywhere
16 soon.
17 On top of that, due to the EPA's recent pronouncenents
18 on the issue of wastewater blending, there is a very likely
19 possibility that Wayne County and the 13 downri ver
20 comunities may have to spend upwards of 300 to 400 mllion
21 dollars to essentially double the size of the current
22 wast ewater treatnent plant. W currently have no
23 alternatives but to go outside the current boundaries. So
24 any further work in that area would be very detrinental in
25 order for us to conply with the EPA water regul ations.
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1 Al so, the ATOFI NA Chem cal facility also has, for us,
2 serious access and security issues, and also the inpact on
3 electric utilities. Qur wastewater plant currently relies
4 on the City of Wandotte. And we have experienced --

5 through no fault of the cities, but we have experienced

6 bl ackouts for both lightning strikes and also in 2003 when
7 we had the nationw de bl ackout. And any other burden on

8 the existing electrical infrastructure in that area, we

9 woul d have to be very concerned about. |[If our punps go
10 out, the plant will not function and the basenents for
11 about a quarter of a mllion people will begin flooding
12 with sewage. So that’'s a problem

13 Turning to page eight, we have the Cty of Ecorse

14 | ocations. The site that you have listed as S-5 would

15 elimnate the City of Lincoln Park’s stormwater retention
16 basin. That is towards the southern portion of the

17 proposed S-5 location. So | would say that you have to

18 reeval uate that site and al so confer with the Gty of

19 Li ncol n ParKk.
20 W al so have the Ecorse Creek which drains right by
21 this area. W are currently doing our own study for a
22 flood mtigation plan of Ecorse Creek. This may result in
23 a project upwards of 100 mllion dollars, which may involve
24 the strai ghtening, w dening, deepening, and possible
25 channel i zation of the Ecorse Creek beginning at this

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

Page 112

1 | ocati on and noving westward into the City of Dearborn

2 Hei ghts and into Romulus. So there is a great deal of work
3 pl anned for this area. And you would need to better

4 coordinate that with us.

5 Environnmental ly, we al so have the downriver I|inked

6 greenways project. W have greenways projects proposed by
7 the City of Ecorse in this area and al so Lincoln Park and

8 Al'len Park. None of these have been taken into

9 consideration and | can tell you fromfirsthand experience,
10 t he wal kways all involve Ecorse Creek and many of the areas
11 cited as plazas on your map.

12 Furt hernore, going back to the Ecorse | ocati on,

13 alternative S-5 segnent B, which is one of the escape

14 routes to I-75 or 1-94 -- it’s the route to |-94 through

15 the Gty of Allen Park. It also inpacts a -- one of the

16 few remaining green areas in the City of Allen Park, which
17 we are |ooking at as a possible site for an environnental |y
18 friendly retention basin as part of our Ecorse Creek flood
19 mtigation plan.
20 Furthernore, in order to evaluate any of the plans for
21 the downriver conmunities, you would al so have to
22 coordinate with the watershed managenent plans which are
23 now underway as part of the phase two storm water process.
24 Al'l of the communities downriver are going through that
25 process right now with an eye towards obtaining a storn

NetworkReporting

—  1-800-632-2720 —




IN THE MATTER OF: DETROIT RIVER INTERNATIONAL CROSSING SCOPING MEETING August 31, 2005

© 0O N o o A~ w NP

N N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
g A W N B O © 0 N O O M W N B O

Page 113
water permt by the early part of next year. So | would

think that there would be sone severe conflict between the
non-poi nt source pollution initiatives of the conmmunities
and what ever plans are underway here.

In short, we will have sone prepared statenents in a
formal letter at a later point. But clearly none of the
downriver alternatives are acceptable to the Departnent of
Environnent for a variety of reasons. Thank you.

M5. BARONDESS: Thank you.

MR. LAFRANCE: Hello, I'm Henry LaFrance with the
Friends of the Detroit River and we will provide a witten
response. But there are a few comments 1'd |ike to nake.
The first has to do with the health inpact study. 1’'ve
read through the letters that explain why we’'re not doing
it, I've looked at all the traffic data. |[|’'ve |ooked at
hundreds and hundreds and hundreds of pages of studies on
i mpacts of vehicular traffic to individuals. And | find it
rat her appalling that our representatives of our governnent
wi |l decide that because they can’'t figure out what
standards they’'re going to use, they are just not going to
do the dam study. | think that’s ridiculous. | think
that’s just an awful, awful oversight and that shoul d not
be done. If they could figure out howto do it in Juarez,
we should be able to figure out howto do it here.

The second problem | have is, a lot of these slides
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1 that you've presented us wth nunbers that explain why we

2 need this bridge are truly m srepresenting what the real

3 situation is. On page three you talk about the nunber of

4 jobs we’'d I ose. W could save nore jobs in Mchigan if we

5 could figure out howto cut the cost of health care than we

6 coul d by adding a bridge.

7 Finally, I mean | look at this traffic demand crossing

8 thing. | requested the information that you had to do this

9 slide. |I’'ve |looked at the stuff you've provided ne. There

10 is no explanation as for why the traffic all of a sudden

11 dropped in 1999. And there’s no explanation as to why all

12 of a sudden between 2004 and the future, all of a sudden

13 we're going to have this rapid increase in traffic. |

14 think you need to explain these better, you need to provide

15 better data. And | really hope that when we actually see

16 the final document, we're not going to get one that says

17 “Prelimnary, for discussion purposes only.” Thank you.

18 M5. BARONDESS: Thank you.

19 MR MORAN: Paul Mran. Just one |ast conmment as it

20 relates to the health risk assessnent. It takes years and

21 years for downriver as well as Detroit to make any

22 increnental gains as it relates to air quality and the

23 quality of life for the public. And not doing a thorough

24 review in this process can set those gains back just in one

25 day. So you need to consider that in terns of -- and
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1 hope one of the cooperating agenci es request that study.

2 Thank you.

3 M5. BARONDESS: Thank you very much. Wat | want to

4 do now is a short wap-up. One of our objectives here

5 today was to have the study team -- binational study team

6 listen to your comrents that you've given us. | felt that,

7 first of all, the turnout was great. The diversity of

8 perspectives that we had here today was i npressive.

9 t hought the comments were well thought out. They were --
10 peopl e had done their homework, done their reading. You
11 canme prepared and | congratul ate you for that.

12 W are extrenely grateful for your presence here

13 today. | want to let you know that it is very inportant --

14 t hese types of |istening sessions where we get input from

15 this diversity of groups are extrenely critical to this

16 study and the progress of the study. Al the issues that

17 you've raised today will be considered and eval uated as

18 part of this study.

19 Where we are today is early, very early in the study

20 process. Many of the topics that you've rai sed today are

21 conpl ex topics froman anal ysis standpoint. What you've

22 given us is direction on where we need to go next in the

23 study to try to tackle these conplex topics as best we can

24 using state of the art techni ques, technology. You've

25 given us lots of advice. | started out by saying that I'm
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sure by the end of tonight we're going to have a huge “To

do” list and I believe that to be the case.
So with respect to what we’'ve acconplished here
tonight, | think that this has been a very successful

scoping neeting. And | just want to thank everyone again

for what -- your participation here.
Now, | want to nmake one final sort of housekeeping
comment that | think is very inportant. | heard a | ot of

peopl e say that they're going to provide witten conments.

I would urge you to do that as soon as possible. | think

you've probably heard in a nunber of foruns here that this

study has a very aggressive schedule, which is a good thing
| think froma decision maki ng process. |t also becones

very difficult for a study team when they're dealing with

conpl ex topics that they have to provide anal ysis and

f eedback and answer questions to folks |ike yourself on.

So we need your coments, your witten comments as soon as
possible. If you can -- we haven’t published a deadline or

anything. But I'mgoing to ask you tonight if you can

pl ease provide those by the end of Septenber or earlier
that woul d be nuch appreci at ed.

And with that, I'mgoing to go ahead and wap up the

meeting. And again, | will reiterate the parking
situation. If you didn’'t park on the roof of Cobo Hall,

cone and see Mbhammed and he’l | take care of you. Thank
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you everybody. Have a good night.

(Proceedi ngs concl uded at approximately 7:22 p.m)
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