
C-049-001

Thank you for your support of the project and recognition of the urgent

need to replace the viaduct.

 

C-049-002

FHWA, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle appreciate receiving your

comments on the 2006 Cut-and-Cover Tunnel Alternative. The alignment

for the Cut-and-Cover Tunnel Alternative has been refined in the Final

EIS. The lead agencies have 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. Because the project has evolved since comments were

submitted in 2006, please refer to the Final EIS for current information.

 

C-049-003

Economic impacts specific to the Central Waterfront properties were

identified in Sections 6.1.2, 6.1.3, 6.1.6, and 6.3.2 of the 2006

Supplemental Draft EIS Economics Technical Memorandum. These

have been updated in Appendix L, Economics Discipline Report, of the

Final EIS. Probable significant adverse impacts are not expected for

either the Port of Seattle or the Ballard/Interbay industrial areas with the

exception of a decrease in freight mobility and increase in congestion for

truck traffic as they use alternative freight routes. The loss of freight

mobility will have a resultant loss in productivity, which is discussed in

the Economics Discipline Report of the Final EIS as a cost of congestion.

Probable significant adverse impacts for Downtown Seattle would be

limited to those properties abutting the construction zone (east and west

sides). Significant impacts to the bulk of downtown Seattle will revolve

primarily around the increase in congestion as traffic is displaced from

the immediate corridor and is absorbed on the surface street network.

The increase in congestion will have a resultant loss in productivity,

which is discussed in the Economics Discipline Report of the Final EIS
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as a cost of congestion.

A primary goal of construction planning is to maintain adequate access

to all businesses so they can continue to operate. As construction

phasing and staging is refined throughout the design process, it may be

determined that it is neither reasonable nor feasible to maintain access

to some businesses. If adequate access cannot be maintained, impacts

to affected businesses will be mitigated as discussed in Chapter 8 of the

Final EIS. If provisions of the Uniform Relocation Act are met, then

relocation assistance would be provided.

Construction activities, especially along the central waterfront and, to a

lesser extent the north waterfront, would interfere with access to

businesses and properties adjacent to the project on either side of the

right-of-way. The project team has met numerous times with the

businesses and property owners in the central and north waterfront to

prepare them for the upcoming construction and to solicit input on a

variety of mitigation strategies (see Chapter 8 of the Final EIS). We

anticipate close coordination with nearby businesses and property

owners continuing through the rest of the design process and all stages

of construction.

 

C-049-004

A local improvement district is not being considered as part of the

proposed funding plan for replacing the viaduct; however, the City of

Seattle may consider one as part of the Central Waterfront Project.
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