SR 99: Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project
Final EIS - Appendix S 2004 and 2006 Comments and Responses

[-222-001

FHWA, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle appreciate receiving your
comments on the 2004 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 2004, please refer to the Final EIS for current information.

[-222-002
The state legislature authorized funding to replace the Alaskan Way
Viaduct in RCW 47.01.402. According to this law;

"The legislature finds that the replacement of the vulnerable state route
number 99 Alaskan Way viaduct is a matter of urgency for the safety of
Washington'’s traveling public and the needs of the transportation system
in central Puget Sound."

This legislation also authorizes WSDOT to obligate two billion eight
hundred million dollars. In order to fund this obligation the legislation
further identifies sources of funding: $2,400,000,000 of state funding;
$400,000,000 of toll funding. Both the City of Seattle and the Port of
Seattle are also contributing substantial funding to this project and other
complementary improvements.

In the absence of toll funding WSDOT would still have the authorization
to issue contracts up to $2,800,000,000 but the mix of funding sources

would change. It is assumed that the toll funding would be replaced by

new or reprioritized federal, state, or local funding sources.

[-222-003
The Monorail Project no longer exists. However, as you note, it is not
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realistic to remove SR 99 from our transportation system. Careful study
shows that replacing the viaduct with a four-lane surface street would
substantially increase congestion for most of the day and part of the
evening on I-5 through downtown Seattle, downtown streets, and
Alaskan Way. The build alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS replace
the existing capacity of SR 99 in the project corridor.

[-222-004

Yes, adjacent property owners could potentially receive indirect
economic benefits associated with increased property values and
increased potential for redevelopment. However, the lead agencies will
not pursue state financing reforms to allow tax increment financing to
fund this project.

Tolling the new facility is considered in the Final EIS.

[-222-005

If the Bored Tunnel Alternative, the preferred alternative, is chosen, the
exact configuration and types of activities provided on the waterfront will
be determined by the Central Waterfront Project led by the City of
Seattle. The lead agencies are coordinating with the City on its

planning efforts for that project. As the City moves forward with that
project, there will be opportunities for the public to participate in the
master planning effort and to help determine the future of their
waterfront.

[-222-006

FHWA, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle appreciate receiving your
comments on the 2004 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
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identified purposes and needs and the support it has received from
diverse interests. Because the project has evolved since comments were
submitted in 2004, please refer to the Final EIS for current information.

[-222-007

If the preferred alternative, Bored Tunnel Alternative is chosen, the exact
configuration and types of activities provided on the waterfront will be
determined by the Central Waterfront Project led by the City of Seattle.

If the Elevated Structure or Cut-and-Cover Alternative is chosen, this
project would include an Alaskan Way with two lanes each direction with
center turn pockets along the central waterfront. Expanded open space,
a waterfront promenade, broad sidewalks on both sides of the surface
street, bicycle lanes, and parking are also included as part of these
alternatives.

Please see the Final EIS for current information about the proposed build
alternatives.

[-222-008

The Surface Alternative is no longer being considered. The lead
agencies are not planning to reduce capacity in the corridor. In addition
to improving the earthquake resistance, the purpose of the project is to
"maintain or improve mobility, accessibility, and traffic safety for people
and goods along the existing Alaskan Way Viaduct Corridor." Both the
state and federal governments also require that traffic capacity be the
same or greater than it is today as a qualification for funding.

[-222-009

A lid was incorporated into the design of the 2006 Cut-and-Cover Tunnel
Alternative and evaluated in the 2006 Supplemental Draft EIS. It was
included in the project, due in part to numerous 2004 Draft EIS public
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comments requesting the lead agencies to consider a lid in the Pike
Place/Belltown area. The proposed lid would extend north from where
SR 99 emerges from the tunnel’s north portal near Pine Street to Victor
Steinbrueck Park near Virginia Street. The design for this lid structure
with the current Cut-and-Cover Alternative is described in this Final EIS
and in Appendix B, Alternatives Description and Construction Methods
Discipline Report.

[-222-010

Although retaining a portion of the existing viaduct as a view platform
would provide an interesting public open space amenity, space along the
waterfront is physically constricted, and preservation of a viaduct section
would come at the expense of future transportation facilities and of public
open space at ground level.
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