Dear members:

Commissioner Batra and myself wish to offer some clarifying context and
perspective, given Mr. Ortblad’s comments below and the document he
attached. We want to make it clear that the IBR project office and Mr. Johnson
have been very responsive and inclusive throughout, and their assessment of an
immersed tube tunnel (ITT) design option was thorough and transparent.

Once their assessment of the ITT option was completed, the IBR office invited
Commissioner Batra and Commission staff, along with Mr. Ortblad to a briefing
where they covered all of their research and findings in assessing the ITT option.
We found their review to be professional, complete, and

reasonable. Commissioner Batra made it clear to the IBR staff that from his
standpoint, the issue was put to rest, based upon their findings.

The Transportation Commission as a body has not taken a position on this topic,
nor does it intend to. We respect and support the process and decision making
occurring at the IBR project office and that which results from this bi-state
legislative committee effort.

If you have questions please feel free to reach out to me anytime.

Thanks,
Reema

Reema Griffith

Executive Director

Washington State Transportation Commission
360-701-7172 (cell)

www.wstc.wa.gov
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Tunnel Concept Assessment v interstate

MK BRIDGE

Replacement Program

Myth vs. Fact

Fact.

Atunnel cannot be feasibly built within the footprint of I-5 without
eliminating important connections to Hayden Island, downtown

Myth: A third bridge would eliminate the need to replace the Vancouver, and SR-14. It also comes with significantly more operational,

Interstate Bridge. environmental and historical resource impacts, and would cost more than a
— replacement bridge.

v . : . For more information about the suitability of an immersed tube tunnel,
Myth. Light rail transit has already been decided.

view the Tunnel Concept Assessment .

Myth: Atunnel can solve the Interstate Bridge transportation

problems just as easily as a bridge.

A modern
connection for
a growing
community

1 click

2 click

“«iyr l&!\.. ,‘._‘.=‘..

view the Tunnel Concept Assessment & 'l 'f““';&i’;_ oY)

Tunnel Concept Assessment
Draft — Far Internal Review Only

July 14,2021

https://www.interstatebridge.org/media/4ivnpz3n/2021-03-03-final-itt-v2-48-_remediated.pdf



“I skate to where the puck is going, not where it has been”.
Wayne Gretzky

< HAYDEN ISLAND WASHINGTON >
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Replacement Program
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Designed for wrong channel

NAVIGATION CHANNELS: UPSTREAM ALIGNMENT (NTS)
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Current Primary Channel grades Center Channel grades
100
80
[ 465
| Primary Temp. Channel 150’ r
i New 300’ channel J
40 +40 CRC design /
- +3O \
i \ +17 | +4.4%
5 +5/0Lw \ 3,140
|| { e~
-4.5% AL /
200 | 2275 vl ZZI LJ, I
-40 -3 — 28 2 \N +3.5%
. e -4 1 1,525
-60 -3.6% 51 N
1,800 -62 ]
= -1.0% || -0.5% /,1 -7’4\\ +2.8%
350
o6 1|,625I | 2,350 l

6000 6500 7000 7500 8000 8500 9000 S500 10000

|
10500 11000 11500 12000 12500

13000 13500 14000 14500 15000




200

OREGON HAYDEN ISLAND WASHINGTON 150
| 575 | 1,450° | 2,850° | 2.060° | 830°

| | | | | 1 Il I _;———-—z._sr_,,_g\ ,[ 1100

i | ! & 5o

0

! +65 £ 11 B 5o

Mill Plain Blvd.
-100
40+00 50400 60+00 70+00 80+00 90+00 100+00 110+00 120+00 130+00 140+00 150+00

- Immersed Tube Tunnel

. Cut and Cover Construction

. 20" Max. Retaining Walls

P Y

0400 80+00 90400 100+00 110400 120400 130400 W0



_Cut & Cover




.

+6 water




,.-' ‘114‘ f/f"
. 23 ’*'r’-~.{04‘ -

I-._'\

BT Y5 . o it ' v -
. o
,.' é r [ [
/ -
L4
- g -9y ol o r,’.‘ ) 4
$ > L
’ .
Fodios & Be B ', L !
v ) - :
- d -y
v &~ :
o/

f §5
‘-!»‘.Lx‘ .

-56 depth &
-51 elev. 27" > 17’ dredged ¥

5’ rocks

29’
road




A" I FIXED BRIDGE
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Vertical Datum:
Soundings are shown in feet and indicate depths below Columbia River Datum.
CRD is 5.59 feet above the North American Vertical Datum of 1988 (NAVD 88 Geoid 09)
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