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Overall project costs are included with the project description and are

used for the analysis of economic impacts. Cost estimates for mitigation

are included in the overall project costs. These estimates, along with

other cost estimates, are refined as the planning and design process

proceeds and details are developed. All cost estimates allow for

escalation and inflation and include contingencies for unforeseen events.

The project is included in the financially-constrained long range plan

adopted by the Puget Sound Regional Council (the area’s Metropolitan

Planning Organization, or MPO). Cost estimates for the alternatives

evaluated in the Final EIS are:

Bored Tunnel – $1.96 billion•

Cut-and-Cover Tunnel – $3.0 to $3.6 billion•

Elevated Structure – $1.9 to $2.4 billion•

These cost estimates do include different elements. The Bored Tunnel

Alternative cost does not include replacing the seawall, improving the

Alaskan Way surface street, or building a streetcar. Costs for the Cut-

and Cover Tunnel and Elevated Structure Alternatives do not include

replacing the seawall between Union and Broad Streets.
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The alternatives analyzed did not include items other than those directly

relating to replacement of the existing viaduct. High-capacity transit

(HCT) developments are being addressed by other agencies, specifically

Sound Transit. Potential HCT alignments that have been developed in

the long-range plans for these agencies did not include the SR

99/Alaskan Way Viaduct corridor. HCT is not precluded from each

alternative, but long-range state, regional, and local transportation

plans do not envision HCT being deployed in this corridor.
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FHWA, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle appreciate receiving your

comments on the Rebuild Alternative. After studying several retrofitting

concepts, the lead agencies found that rebuilding the viaduct would not

be a cost-effective, long-term solution that adequately addresses the

risks to public safety and the weakened state of the viaduct. Elements of

the Rebuild and Aerial Alternatives were incorporated into the Elevated

Structure Alternative, which was analyzed in the 2006 Supplemental

Draft EIS and the Final EIS. Because the project has evolved since

comments were submitted in 2004, please refer to the Final EIS for

current information.
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