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[-500-001

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.

[-500-002

The Rebuild Alternative is no longer being considered. The final
configuration of Alaskan Way will be determined by the Central
Waterfront Project being led by the City of Seattle. The Alaskan Way
Viaduct Replacement Project has considered how to protect and
enhance recreational and cultural resources along the corridor - such as
Pike Place Market, Pioneer Square, and the many waterfront activities
along the project corridor.

If the viaduct is replaced by a tunnel, more open space would become
available. This new space could become a wide waterfront promenade
with bike and pedestrian paths. If the viaduct is removed, scenic views
to, from, and along the waterfront would be opened up, making the
waterfront more attractive visually and making it seem more connected
to downtown, Pioneer Square, Pike Place Market, and Belltown.

[-500-003

Please refer to the discussion of the Viaduct Closed (No Build)
Alternative in the Final EIS for more information on the effects of closing
the viaduct.
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The Seattle Monorail Project’'s Green Line is no longer being considered
for implementation, and therefore cannot be assumed as a mitigation
strategy to either complement or replace the project. However, other
high-capacity transit developments that are currently being planned or
built (e.g., Link Light Rail) may address some of the trips that are made
on a daily basis through the Alaskan Way Viaduct corridor.

[-500-004

Impacts to businesses and residents during construction were evaluated
in Chapter 6 of the Economics Technical Memorandum, Appendix P of
the 2004 Draft EIS. This document has been updated for the Final EIS
as the Economics Discipline Report, Appendix L. The economics
analysis includes the impacts directly attributed to construction activities
for the project. An analysis on changes to the property values of
individual parcels during or after construction would be speculative,
subject to economic forces beyond the control of this project, and is
outside the scope of this economic analysis.

[-500-005

Comment noted. Please see the response to I-500-002 above. The Final
EIS and Appendix C, Transportation Discipline Report, describe traffic
volumes in the corridor and on the surface street under each alternative.

[-500-006

Please note that the Rebuild Alternative is no longer under
consideration. Methods of noise mitigation such as noise barriers and
berms are not applicable due to the densely developed nature of the
project area. Other noise abatement methods applicable to all build
alternatives are addressed in the Final EIS Appendix F, Noise Discipline
Report.
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[-500-007

The build alternatives analyzed in the Final EIS are forecasted to have
less traffic on Alaskan Way compared to the 2030 Viaduct Closed (No
Build Alternative). Please see the Transportation Discipline Report,
Appendix C of the Final EIS, for additional information.
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