
C-051-001

FHWA, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle agree (although "traffic safety"

was omitted in your quote of the purpose statement). The project's

purpose is fundamental for all alternatives. The Surface and Bypass

Tunnel Alternatives were eliminated, and a no-replacement alternative is

not acceptable, because they do not fulfill the purpose of the project.

 

C-051-002

The lead agencies appreciate receiving your comments and recognize

your concerns related to costs, transit, and potential construction effects

to businesses and natural resources. The Final EIS Chapter 2,

Alternatives Development, describes the history of the project, which

included screening 76 viaduct replacement concepts and seven seawall

concepts which were packaged into the five build alternatives evaluated

in the 2004 Draft EIS. This chapter also addresses development of the  

I-5, Surface, and Transit Hybrid. After the purpose and need statement

was updated in 2009, design concepts were reevaluated and screened

to determine the alternatives to be evaluated in the 2010 Supplemental

Draft EIS. The Surface and Transit Hybrid concept was screened out

because the lead agencies determined it lacked the capacity to serve the

long-term needs of the region and it does not meet the project’s purpose

and need to provide capacity to and through downtown Seattle.

 

C-051-003

The economic analysis in the Final EIS accounts for those impacts and

benefits that are under the direct control of the project. Indirect and

secondary impacts and benefits are identified as they can be reasonably

tied to a general project activity. Expanding the analysis to address the

economic vitality of the City of Seattle would be speculative and any

conclusions that would be drawn would be subject to forces beyond the

control of this project.
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The purpose and need of this project are not defined as meeting the

goals of Seattle's Comprehensive Plan. Appendix G, Land Use Discipline

Report, of the Final EIS evaluated how the project would comply with the

Seattle Comprehensive Plan's goals. However, the project is limited in its

regional economic effect--replacing an existing road with a new road that

maintains or improves mobility and accessibility--after construction is

completed.

Some of the indirect economic impacts and benefits that are requested

to be analyzed are beyond the control of the project, including expected

development potential and real estate value, the future transportation

cost burden per household, and the quality of life impacts. The economic

analysis addressed City of Seattle and King County revenue

generated/lost by the project (parking meters, property tax base, and

sales tax) that can be tied to elements under the direct control of the

project. The economic analysis also addressed the impacts to

businesses during construction, especially to those businesses in

business districts of special concern (Central Waterfront and Pioneer

Square); however, the analysis did not analyze whether a particular

business would thrive, fail, or just survive, as the performance of an

individual business is beyond the control of the project.

Appendix M, Air Quality Discipline Report, of the Final EIS analyzed

vehicle trips and their emissions.
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