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

B-017-001

Thank you for sharing your history with the Seattle Waterfront BIA and
safety concerns. Safety is a major part of the purpose and need of this
project. A surface alternative was considered in the 2004 Draft EIS, but it
was dropped because it did not provide sufficient capacity to meet the
project's purpose.

B-017-002

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. However, if the Elevated Structure Alternative is
selected, it will be designed to the highest earthquake standards applied
in the United States for a highway structure. The pilings supporting the
structure will be supported by consolidated glacial till. The till is not only
extremely competent but is not subject to liquefaction during an
earthquake.
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B-017-003
Your objections to the Rebuild and Aerial Alternatives are noted.

B-017-004

Although the Alaskan Way Viaduct Project does not make specific
provisions for various transit modes, light rail and commuter rail
opportunities are present in Seattle. Sound Transit's Central Link Light
Rail system opened in 2009 and operates between Sea-Tac
International Airport and downtown Seattle. Link light rail is scheduled to
eventually be expanded to the north and east as funding becomes
available. The light rail and some bus routes currently share the
Downtown Seattle Transit Tunnel, which was built in the 1980s as a
primary transit corridor through downtown. An additional, underground
transit corridor in the downtown area is not planned at this time.

Sound Transit also operates Sounder commuter rail service through
downtown Seattle on the BNSF tracks. Amtrak uses this same freight
corridor to operate regional rail service.

B-017-005

As explained in the 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS and the Final EIS, the
Surface Alternative does not meet the project’s purpose and need to
provide capacity to and through downtown Seattle; therefore, it was
dropped from further consideration. The project has evolved since the
publication of the Draft EIS in 2004. Please refer to the Final EIS for
current information.
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B-017-006

The Bypass Tunnel Alternative has been eliminated. As for the question
of structural support for a tunnel, there is a competent soil layer at
depths ranging from 50 to 100 feet that geotechnical studies have found
sufficient for structural support of a tunnel.

Construction activities would interfere with access to businesses and
properties adjacent to the project on either side of the right-of-way. A
primary goal of construction planning is to maintain adequate access to
all businesses so they can continue to operate. Mitigation measures are
described in Chapter 8 of the Final EIS.

B-017-007

Construction phasing is essential for a project of this size and
complexity, and construction plans have been proposed for all the
alternatives. These construction sequencing and staging plans were
developed to a level of detail necessary to support the Final EIS in
analyzing the environmental impacts of construction with varying
construction durations. The description of these plans can be found in
the Final EIS Appendix B, Alternatives Description and Construction
Methods Discipline Report.

The project has coordinated closely with the Port of Seattle on various
design issues over the last several years. Construction sequencing is
being designed to minimize disruption to ferry, cruise ship, and Port of
Seattle freight operations.

B-017-008

While SR 99 is a state highway, it is also vital to Seattle and the region,
and it is part of the national highway system. The lead agencies are
committed to meeting the purpose of the project and fulfilling their
responsibilities, including funding the project.
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