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

B-003-001

The information provided in environmental documents for this project is
appropriate for the decision at hand. The alternatives presented in the
2004 Draft EIS and the 2006 and 2010 Supplemental Draft EISs
represent a reasonable range of alternatives to meet the purpose and
need of the project, as mandated by the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) and the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA). Similarly, a
reasonable range of construction approaches has been described and
evaluated in these documents. The content and level of analysis
conducted for these documents is adequate to inform the public and
decision makers of the possible effects resulting from the project or from
inaction.

Please see this Final EIS for discussion of impacts and proposed
mitigation measures.
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B-003-002

In response to comments such as this, the 2006 Supplemental Draft EIS

evaluated three new construction approaches, including closing the

SR 99 to through traffic, which present a range of construction

durations. As the project evolved, an additional construction approach for
Bored Tunnel Alternative was presented in the 2010 Supplemental Draft

EIS.

The Final EIS provides information on construction of the preferred
Bored Tunnel Alternative as well as the Cut-and-Cover Tunnel and
Elevated Structure Alternatives, and how adverse effects can be
minimized or mitigated. The information provided accurately describes
potential impacts during construction for each of the three
alternatives. The project design cannot be finalized until after the
environmental process concludes.

B-003-003

The 2004 Draft EIS evaluated one construction plan that considered brief
closures of SR 99 during construction, but otherwise assumed that at
least two lanes would be provided in each direction on SR 99 or an
alternate detour route. In comments received on the 2004 Draft EIS,
many people asked the lead agencies to consider more than one
construction plan. Specifically, many people wanted to know if closing
the corridor would reduce the amount of time it takes to build the project.
To respond to this question, three different construction plans were
developed (a shorter construction plan, an intermediate construction
plan, and a longer construction plan) and evaluated in the 2006
Supplemental Draft EIS. Since 2006, the Cut-and-Cover Tunnel and
Elevated Structure Alternatives and the construction approach for each
of the alternatives have been refined. One construction plan is analyzed
for each of the alternatives (Bored Tunnel, Cut-and-Cover Tunnel, and
Elevated Structure) in the Final EIS. Chapter 3 describes each
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alternative and its construction plan, and Chapter 6 describes
construction effects.

B-003-004

The 2004 Draft EIS adequately describes construction conditions and
the potential for adverse affects on local businesses. Factors
determining failure or success of a business are very complex under any
circumstance and it is impossible to predict specific project effects to
businesses, such as probably business failure rate, without considerable
speculation. While construction will be underway throughout the corridor,
from the perspective of a individual business the level of activity will not
be constant. Mitigation measures for businesses will be provided and are
discussed in Chapter 8 of the Final EIS.

At this point in project development, there is no basis for predicting a
vacancy rate during construction. The 2006 Supplemental Draft EIS
expands upon this discussion by examining a range of construction
approaches and the 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS describes an
additional construction approach for the Bored Tunnel Alternative. The
Final EIS describes current construction plans and sequencing.
Coordination and outreach to businesses and residents in the project
area will continue through the design and construction of the project.
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B-003-005

Mitigation measures for the preferred alternative, consistent with those
described in in the 2004 Draft EIS and 2006 and 2010 Supplemental
Draft EISs, are described in further detail in Chapter 8 of the Final

EIS. Further, the lead agencies have provided information on mitigation
as it has been developed through on-going public meetings and
coordination.

B-003-006

We appreciate your concerns regarding pedestrian access in the north
waterfront area. Updated pedestrian volumes were collected by video
along the Alaskan Way surface street in downtown Seattle in 2006. The
purpose of these counts was to quantify pedestrian activity in the
summer season along the waterfront for use by the project team in
assessing transportation conditions, developing mitigation programs,
completing a Final EIS and furthering project design. To account

for pedestrian volumes in the north waterfront area, a count station was
located at Pier 66. Data collected for this effort confirms that pedestrian
activity on the waterfront promenade is substantially higher in the
summer, particularly during summer weekends. The updated pedestrian
counts have been included in the Final EIS.

SR 99: Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project
Final EIS - Appendix S 2004 and 2006 Comments and Responses July 2011



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

B-003-007

As discussed in B-003-003, the 2006 Supplemental Draft EIS was
prepared, in part, to more fully evaluate construction effects. Chapter 7,
Question 16 of the 2006 Supplemental Draft EIS presents the
expected effects to the local and regional economy during
construction. In addition, the Economics Technical Memorandum
(Appendix P of the 2006 Supplemental Draft EIS) describes the effects
associated with displacement of customers from the construction
corridor. Since that time, the alternatives and the construction approach
for each of the alternatives have been refined. Details about the Bored
Tunnel, Cut-and-Cover Tunnel, and Elevated Structure

construction plans are presented in Chapter 6 of the Final EIS.

B-003-008

A range of reasonable mitigation measures were presented in the 2004
Draft EIS and updated in the 2006 and 2010 Supplemental Draft

EISs. These mitigation measures have been developed in more detail
and are discussed in Chapter 8 of this Final EIS.

B-003-009

After the 2004 Draft EIS was published, your comments along with
others led to additional analysis and revised alternatives presented in the
2006 and 2010 Supplemental Draft EISs. Because the project has
evolved since comments were submitted in 2004, please refer to the
Final EIS for the current information and additional traffic analysis.
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B-003-010

Since this comment was submitted, the project has published two
Supplemental Draft EISs. The Supplemental Draft EIS published in July
2006 addressed additions to the project north of Battery Street Tunnel,
modifications to the alternatives, and additional construction
approaches. The Supplemental Draft EIS published in October 2010
addressed the permanent and construction effects of the Bored Tunnel
Alternative.
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