March 5, 2007

To: James Beasley
Director, Ohio Department of Transportation
1980 W. Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43223

From: Ed Hauser
11125 Lake Avenue #402
Cleveland, Ohio 44102

Subject: Public Comments for the Cleveland InnerbelConceptual Alternatives Study and
Request for a "Peer Review" of the Innerbelt BridgeProject - Reply Requested

cc: Federal, State, County, and City Public Offici¢s; Interested Citizens; and the Media

Dear Director Beasley:

First of all, | want to congratulate you on youpamtment as the director of the Ohio Department of
Transportation. | was pleased to learn about a®DDansition report and have a renewed hope in
ODOT operations with Governor Strickland's and ytnaw ODOT vision." The report statesThe
Strickland-Fisher Turnaround Ohio plan outlines a new direction for the state that requires ODOT to
engage more fully as a partner, to live within its means of available resources and to rethink itsrole as
an agent for change and prosperity for all Ohioans.”

My comments will focus on the Innerbelt Bridge Feiadj which ODOT has still not revealed to the
taxpayers that it will cos$1.16 BILLION. To put the Innerbelt Bridge Project in perspext(1) It is
the most costly public works project in the histofyCleveland (Hopkins Runway project is $500
million); (2) It is over % of the cost for the emtiCleveland Innerbelt Project ($1.5 Billion).

| am sending my comments and request directly tobgrause ODOT is still moving ahead with its
Innerbelt Bridge Project without taking into accoua "new ODOT vision." | understand that the new
administration has inherited the Innerbelt Proproblems, but we need your leadership get this
project under control and do the right thing forrtleast Ohio. For over one-year | have expressed
my concerns about the Cleveland Innerbelt Projgduibmitting five assessments and numerous
letters along with comments at public meetings @ntie Section 106 consulting party meetings.

My comments and requests will cover the topics hidighted below:

 ODOT's Proposed Innerbelt Bridge Plan- Invalid nseaODOT is conducting a flaw&uloject
Development Process andPublic Involvement Process.

 ODOT's Proposed Innerbelt Bridge Plan- Demolisheset structures recommended for the
National Register of Historic Places.

* ODOT's Proposed Innerbelt Bridge Plan- $1.168 BQMNIInnerbelt Bridge Project is the most
costly public works project in the history of Cldamed!

* Request to Public Officials- It's time to do thight and take responsible action to restore the
public's trust and confidence in the State and Fedgeocesses and to use our tax dollars wisely.

» REQUESTED SOLUTION- Federal, State, County and City Public Officiadgst commission a
"Peer Review" and hire an independent (unbiasea§udtant to conduct a valid engineering study
and economic impact study to compare the costsiidity, traffic interruptions and economic
impact for ODOT's Northern Bridge Alignment and theginal* Southern Bridge Alignment
(new two-way bridge).




ODOT's Proposed Innerbelt Bridge Plan- Invalid becaise ODOT is conducting a flawedProject

Development Process and Public I nvolvement Process

ODOT and the FHWA continue to ignore the major jpeois with the PDP and PIP after being

notified to correct the problems in writing and flayblic comments. The result of this inaction will

jeopardize the mandated federal process for thmiNatHistoric Preservation Act (NHP/AEction

106 process and the subsequent National Transportation ActANJection 4(f) process, which are

part of the overall National Environmental PolicgtANEPA) Environmental Impact Satement. Once

again, | will highlight several of the major flawsthe PDP and PIP below:

* The "original" Southern Bridge Alignment Alternagiynew two-way bridge) was invalidly
removed because ODOT and Burgess & Niple purpdhiggit would take the Greek Orthodox
Church in June 2005.

* In November 2005, ODOT revised that claim by stathmt the Southern Bridge Alignment would
encroach on the Tremont Historic District, but meseriously reconsidered that alternative.

* The original Southern Bridge Alignment Alternatiw@as never fully developed and replaced by a
"hybrid" southern alignment with a new East Bounalge and keeping the existing bridge.

» Predetermined outcome for the Northern Bridge Afignt because ODOT began acquiring
properties for that bridge alignment in Novembed2QPDP-Step 10) before the federal Section
106 Process began in May 2006 (PDP-Step 4). OKipped 6 steps of the PDP!

* Predetermined outcome for the Northern Bridge Ahgnt because ODOT claimed to have
endorsements from public officials on January ZID&? prior to the release of tl@nceptual
Alternatives Sudy and the evaluation of public comments on the studye public comment
period for the study remains open until March )20

* The federal process schedule to inform the puliib@v and when to participate was released in
November 2005. None of the scheduled items wédl@ifed and the schedule was not updated
until December 2006. The public was removed framdp involved in the process by not being
able to provide any meaningful input while decisiavere made concerning the Innerbelt Bridge.

* ODOT's director wrote a letter in May 2006, acknesging the "deficient performaricey the
lead consultant in several areas but not limitedetmdership; NEPA processes and documentation;
documentation and evaluation of alternatives ardipinvolvement meetings; schedule
management...

* The problems stated above clearly demonstrate fajos in ODOT and federal processes.

ODOT's Proposed Innerbelt Bridge Plan- Demolishedhree structures recommended for the

National Reqister of Historic Places

After reviewing the I'dentified Historic Structures with Potential Impacts' display board at the public

meeting on February 1, three (3) of the five (®nified historic structures will be demolished if

ODOT implements its "Recommended Preferred Altéveafor the Northern Bridge Alignment.

* ODOT no longereferences or displays any bridge alternatthes will not impactistoric
structures recommended for the National Registéfistoric Places.

» The flawed processes led to an outcome that wilaish three (3) historic structures without a
viable alternative because the Southern Bridgenishignt Alternative was invalidly removed.

» Cleveland will lose the historic Broadway Mills Bding, Marathon Gas Station and Distribution
Terminal Warehouse, which were recommended foNgit@nal Register of Historic Places.

» The federal historic review processes for the NHEa&tion 106 and NTA-Section 4(f) will be
jeopardized if ODOT and the FHWA fail to fully ddep the "original" Southern Bridge
Alignment (new two-way bridge) as an alternatividnat Southern Bridge Alignment Alternative
does _noimpact any structures recommended for the NatiBegjister of Historic Places.

» These federal processes call for the considerafiatl "feasible alternatives” that have the least
impact to structures and sites eligible or listadlte National Register of Historic Places.




ODOT's Proposed Innerbelt Bridge Plan- $1.168 BILLON Innerbelt Bridge Project is the most

costly public works project in the history of Clevéand!

On January 31, 2006, | submitted my "Assessmefitifidings - Request for the FWHA & ODOT to:

Correct theProject Development Process & Public Involvement Process and Reconsider the Southern

Innerbelt Bridge Alignment Alternative - Reply Regiied" This was the first of five assessments

submitted to ODOT and FHWA that were never addesseeplied to.

* My first assessment concluded by statirigyill argue that the ODOT "Recommended Preferred
Alternative" for the Northern Bridge Alignment will cost us over $1 Billion. That is because
ODOQOT has not acknowledged the cost to replace the existing bridge in the future.”

* We waited one year and two days (2/1/07) for OD@®®¢aiculate the cost to replace the existing
bridge and finally acknowledge that its proposatkehbelt Bridge Project will cost taxpayers over
ONE BILLION DOLLARS for its proposed Northern Bridge Alignment!

+ $1.168 BILLION is ODOT's projected total cost for the Northern Biidge Alignment Project.
ODOT's numbers$1,168,000,006 $511,000,000 [New Westbound Bridge] + $137,000,0
[Repair Existing Bridge] + $520,000,000 [New Easthbd Bridge]. WOW! That's a lot of money!

» The proposed BILLION DOLLAR Innerbelt Bridge Projenakes it the most expensive public
works project in the history of Cleveland and o8&F of the projected cost for the entire Cleveland
Innerbelt Project ($1.5 BILLION). Over twice thest of the Cleveland Hopkins runway project
($500 million), currently most expensive public weiproject.

« ODOT did not provide the cost for the future EastiBd Bridge or the entire cost of the Innerbelt
Bridge Project to Cleveland City Council or the ¥dnd City Planning Commission at the
"Innerbelt Update and Overview" meetings in Janz4g7.

¢ No Guarantee that ODOT will fund the future EastiBa Bridge for $520 million in 15 years.
ODOT has already begun slashing $1.2 BILLION fojonaonstruction projects from its budget.

Request to Public Officials- It's time to do this ight and take responsible action to restore the

public's trust and confidence in the State and Fedal processes and to use our tax dollars wisely

After six years of actively participating in theState and Federal processes and with a backgraund i

process control engineering, | want to make myofeihg observations perfectly clear:

» The ODOTProject Development Process andPublic Involvement Process- lack timely and factual
information; lack true public involvement; and lac&nsparency in decision making.

» |l am losing all trust and confidence in these psses because of my experiences and treatment
while actively participating in these processes.

» Renewed hope with Governor Strickland beginningliarnaround” ODOT with a new director
and stating the new leadership will re-examine €l@vd's massive Innerbelt Project.

REQUESTED SOLUTION- Federal, State, County and City Public Officialamust commission a
"Peer Review" and hire an independent (unbiased) awsultant to conduct a valid engineering
study and economic impact study to compare the castfeasibility, traffic interruptions and
economic impact for ODOT's Northern Bridge Alignmert and the "original” Southern Bridge
Alignment (new two-way bridge)

CONCLUSION- If our public officials choose NOT to commissithre "Peer Review" for the
Innerbelt Bridge Project stated above, | recommeefidinimal Build' alternative for the Cleveland
Innerbelt Project. That would entail straightenihg Innerbelt Curve ("Dead Man's Curve") at $98
million and rehabilitate the existing Innerbelt @ye for 50 years at $268 million for a total casttite
taxpayers of $366 million. That would save theptyers $1.134 BILLION ($1.5B-$366M) that could
be used elsewherd& he citizens and taxpayers of Ohio cannot accept batandard state and

federal processes that yield substandard outcomes!




