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B-001-001

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

comments. The Final EIS evaluates three build alternatives: Bored

Tunnel, Cut-and-Cover Tunnel, and Elevated Structure Alternatives. 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.

Construction activities within each traffic stage are summarized in the

Final EIS Appendix B, Alternatives Description and Construction

Methods Discipline Report.

The project will continue to coordinate closely with all of the utility

providers, both public and private.

 

B-001-002

The project team has undertaken a coordinated permitting effort

to ensure project permits and approvals are obtained in a timely

manner. This includes: 

Working closely with the utility and design groups to ensure that

appropriate permits are received during the life of the project

•

Incorporating permitting in the project base schedule•

Working closely with the project schedulers to ensure permits are

obtained in advance of all utility and construction work  

•

Holding early pre-application meetings with permitting agencies

allowing early review of design plans and environmental documents 

•

Tracking permit requirements, permits and permit commitments in a

project-wide database

•

 

B-001-003

Potential utility relocations are discussed in Chapter 6 of the Final EIS
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Appendix K, Public Services and Utilities Discipline Report. 

Although costs are an important part of project planning and decision-

making, they are not part of the NEPA environmental review

process. However, overall project costs, which includes costs associated

with utility relocation, are discussed in the overall project description and

are certainly part of the lead agency decision making

considerations. Costs of relocating private utilities located in public

rights-of-way are generally borne by the utility and are not included in the

project costs paid for with public monies.

 

B-001-004

The lead agencies do not expect private utilities to subsidize project

construction costs. The responsibility of private utilities located within

public rights of way has been clearly defined by law and in the courts.

Fulfilling that responsibility does not constitute a subsidy. The lead

agencies have coordinated directly with Puget Sound Energy over time

on construction planning and will work to minimize project effects as is

practical and feasible. 

 

B-001-005

The project's proposed construction sequencing, schedule, and

construction methods for the alternatives are discussed in the Final EIS

Appendix B, Alternatives Description and Construction Methods

Discipline Report. The development of the utility plans has occurred with

input resulting from ongoing coordination with both the private and public

utility providers to reduce the number of utility relocations to the extent

possible. 

 

B-001-006

The utility design has been developed with extensive coordination

between the utility providers and the utility engineers. PSE has
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participated in this coordination. It is anticipated that such coordination

will continue in future design phases as the utility designs are finalized.

The need to have a PSE representative on site during construction will

be determined during future design phases and reflected in project

specifications.

 

B-001-007

PSE, along with other affected private utility providers, has been and will

continue to be included in meetings and other direct communications

related to the utility relocation planning. The project utility design team is

well aware of the critical need to maintain access to utility lines for

continued operation and maintenance. These needs will be reflected in

the design of the final utility locations.

 

B-001-008

The need for continuous operation of utility lines to existing customers is

a baseline consideration in the development of utility relocation

plans. PSE and other affected utility providers have been and will

be included in the coordination and development of utility relocation

plans through meetings, e-mail with staff, and discussions relating to

standards criteria. PSE and other utility providers will continue to be

involved in design and construction issues as the design plans proceed.

 

B-001-009

A consolidated utility relocation plan is listed in Final EIS Appendix K,

Public Services and Utilities as a potential measure to mitigate the

effects of the utility relocation process. PSE and other affected utility

providers have been and will be included in the coordination and

development of utility relocation plans through meetings, e-mail with

staff, and discussions relating to standards criteria. PSE and other utility

providers will continue to be involved in design and construction issues

as the design plans proceed.
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B-001-010

The project design team will complete the design of the project to a

30 percent to 60 percent design level, including the identification of

affected utilities. As part of the design process, the design team will

notify each potentially affected utility that relocation or other protection

measures for their facilities will be required. A final utility relocation plan

will be developed with the assistance of the affected utilities. However,

each utility will be responsible for the final design and construction of the

relocations or protection measures required for their facilities. As part of

that effort, private utilities will be responsible for identifying and procuring

any operating rights, easements, or franchise rights necessary to adjust

their facilities.
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