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Thank you for providing your ideas to add a third deck to the viaduct as a

public open space. The public would be well-served by additional public

open space along the waterfront; however, it would be difficult for people

to access such an area since it would be located nearly 90 feet (nine

stories) above the existing waterfront street level. The additional deck

would also severely affect views for owners, residents, and tenants in

many downtown buildings, reducing property values for many

properties. The third deck would also negatively affect views from

downtown to the waterfront. A similar idea was considered during the

2008 Partnership Process. Ultimately, the lead agencies identified the

Bored Tunnel Alternative as the preferred alternative due to its ability to

best meet the project’s identified purposes and needs and the support it

has received from diverse interests. Specifically, compared to the Cut-

and-Cover Tunnel and Elevated Structure Alternatives, it avoids

substantial closure of SR 99 during construction and it can be built in a

shorter period of time than the other two alternatives. Chapters 5

(Permanent Effects) and 6 (Construction Effects) in the Final EIS provide

a more in-depth comparison of trade-offs for the three alternatives.
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