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

C-056-001

Benefits and impacts of alternatives have been discussed in each EIS on
this project (Draft, Supplemental Drafts, and Final). Costs, although not
strictly an environmental issue, have also been provided in these
documents and through other venues. Mitigation measures for
construction have been developed in coordination with business and
freight interests in the project area and are included with the Final EIS,
Chapter 8. The ranking of project alternatives with other regional
transportation improvement priorities has been regularly considered by
WSDOT and other transportation agencies in the region.

C-056-002

Potential air quality impacts during the construction period have been
analyzed in Appendix M, Air Discipline Report, and summarized in the
Final EIS.
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C-056-003

It is acknowledged that there will be difficult times for businesses within
the immediate impact area and that the City of Seattle will absorb a
certain loss in productivity due to increases in congestion. The indirect
economic impacts, such as a decrease in jobs because businesses are
struggling, within the Puget Sound Region or outside of the Puget Sound
Region and the relocation of businesses are subject to many variables
that cannot be quantified as a result of the direct impacts due to
construction. These indirect impacts, if they occur at all, are expected to
be balanced by the influx of construction dollars into the regional
economy and by the potential redevelopment of adjoining parcels in
anticipation of the new facility.

C-056-004

The cost of congestion is not calculated as a function of the size of a
regional economy but as the time lost due to increases in travel time.
Some travelers may also choose to alter their choice of destination to
avoid travel impacts. The discussion of travel delays presented in the
Final EIS accounts for this loss of utility (i.e., selection of alternate or less
desirable destinations) for travelers. With the exception of freight
mobility, this increase in travel time typically happens during peak rush
hour and has the effect of spreading the duration of rush hour. The
increase in travel time and loss of utility are converted to dollars based
upon lost wages and value of time lost. The discussion of the cost of
congestion is presented in Appendix L, Economics Discipline Report, of
the Final EIS.

C-056-005
Comment acknowledged. Please see the response to Comment C-056-
003.
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C-056-006

The economic analysis did address City of Seattle and King County
revenue generated and lost by the project (parking meters, property tax
base, sales tax) that can be tied to elements under the direct control of
the project.

The economic analysis did address the impacts to businesses during
construction, especially to those businesses in business districts of
special concern (Central Waterfront and Pioneer Square); however, the
analysis did not analyze whether a particular business would pay more,
less, or the same in sales taxes, because predicting the performance of
an individual business is beyond the scope of the analysis. See
Appendix L, Economics Discipline Report, of the Final EIS for the current
economic analysis for the proposed build alternatives.

C-056-007

Probable significant adverse impacts are not expected for either the Port
of Seattle or the Ballard/Interbay industrial areas with the exception of a
decrease in freight mobility and increase in congestion for truck traffic as
they use alternative freight routes. The loss of freight mobility will have a
resultant loss in productivity, which is discussed in the Economics
Discipline Report of the Final EIS as a cost of congestion. With the
exception of mitigation measures to address congestion in the project
area, there is little that the project can do to mitigate impacts to
businesses that are not located in the immediate construction corridor
but rely on the existing roadway network to maintain a thriving business.

The indirect economic impacts, such as a decrease in jobs providing
family wages, within the Puget Sound Region or outside of the Puget
Sound Region and the relocation of businesses are subject to many
variables that cannot be quantified as a result of the direct impacts due
to construction. These indirect impacts, if they occur at all, are expected
to be balanced by the influx of construction dollars into the regional
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economy and by the concurrent redevelopment of adjoining parcels in
anticipation of day of opening.

C-056-008

The environmental documents and related information on this project
provided to the public gives a complete picture of reasonable choices the
lead agencies face and their potential effects. Mitigation for construction
impacts has been developed in coordination with business and freight
interests along the corridor and will continue to be refined throughout the
construction process. Negative effects from construction appear
unavoidable, but the lead agencies are committed to minimizing them to
the practical extent. These effects have been described for the public
and decision-makers, as have the costs of the project.
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