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[-517-001

Thank you for your comments. Many options were looked at during the
initial phases of the project's screening process. This process involved
early analysis by the project team and discussions with community
groups at more than 140 community meetings and community
interviews, including businesses along the corridor. A total of 76 initial
viaduct replacement concepts were considered, and concepts that were
not feasible, or were outside the purpose of the project were dropped
from further consideration. The most workable ideas were shaped into
the alternatives analyzed in the 2004 Draft EIS. Further screening and
analyses were conducted for the two Supplemental Draft EISs and the
Final EIS. The alternatives analyzed include a range of viaduct repair
and replacement designs with some elements of earlier concepts
combined with other design structures as the engineering team looked at
feasibility, cost, and other criteria.

[-517-002

The lead agencies plan to maintain access to businesses and
residences throughout construction. Temporary limitations and any
required changes to access during construction will be mitigated to the
extent practicable. Mitigation measures for parking, pedestrian and
vehicle access, and business assistance are discussed in Chapter 8 of
the Final EIS. The project team will continue their coordination and
mitigation activities with local businesses and residents, freight/delivery
companies, the Port of Seattle, neighborhood groups, and other affected
groups.
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[-517-003

Your comments on developing the waterfront district of Seattle are
understandable; however, the stated purpose of the project is to provide
a replacement transportation facility. The build alternatives advanced for
consideration in the Final EIS are: the Bored Tunnel Alternative, the Cut-
and-Cover Alternative, and the Elevated Structure Alternative. Land uses
adjacent to the proposed alignments for these alternatives are
addressed in the Land Use Discipline Report (Appendix G) for the Final
EIS. Although the two tunnel alternatives may result in more new
development opportunities than the Elevated Structure Alternative, none
are expected to be directly responsible for substantial development in
the project area.

The City is leading the Central Waterfront Project, which will guide future
development in that area. The City is also working on a plan for the
South Downtown area that will help determine future uses along much of
the project route. Additionally, the amount and type of future land uses
will also be influenced by other factors, especially future economic
conditions that will affect the rate and timing of development that may
take place along the viaduct and within nearby neighborhoods.

I-517-004

Several concepts were considered that would construct a bridge over
Elliott Bay as an alternative to reconstructing the viaduct in its current
location. However, these concepts were screened out for several
reasons:

« A bridge over Elliott Bay would restrict navigation within Elliott Bay,
which would affect both the Port of Seattle’s container terminal
operations and the Washington State Ferry operations at Colman
Dock.

« Obtaining the necessary permits for in-water bridge construction
would be extremely difficult.
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« The bridge concept has visual quality impacts that are not consistent
with the City’s existing land use and shoreline plans.
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