[-046-001
FHWA, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle appreciate receiving your
comments on the Elevated Structure Alternative.
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[-046-002

The S. Holgate Street to S. King Street Alaskan Way Viaduct
Replacement Project is a separate project that is already under
construction.

The views of Elliott Bay, Puget Sound, and the Olympic Mountains are
prized by many. Views are currently enjoyed by motorists and
passengers traveling on the upper deck of the existing viaduct. However,
the views for motorists and pedestrians using downtown streets in the
vicinity of the waterfront are interrupted by the existing viaduct structure.
This structure is considered by some to be a substantial visual intrusion
as well as a source of noise and shadow for the Pioneer Square Historic
District and the Central Waterfront. Impacts to views are discussed in the
Final EIS and considered in detail in Appendix D, Visual Quality
Discipline Report.
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1-046-003
FHWA, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle appreciate receiving your
comments on the Bored Tunnel Alternative.
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1-046-004

Following the 2007 advisory vote rejecting both a cut-and-cover tunnel
and elevated structure replacement, in 2008 WSDOT, King County and
the City of Seattle assembled a Stakeholder Advisory Committee of
almost 30 people, representing neighborhoods, business and freight
interests, labor groups, and environmental and other cause-driven
organizations. This group was charged with reviewing options for the
Alaskan Way Viaduct's central waterfront section. As part of this
process, the state, county and city determined that any solution would be
grounded in the recognition of, commitment to, and integration across a
set of six guiding principles:

« Improve public safety.

« Provide efficient movement of people and goods.

« Maintain or improve downtown Seattle, regional, the port and state
economies.

« Enhance Seattle’s waterfront, downtown and adjacent
neighborhoods as a place for people.

» Create solutions that are fiscally responsible.

* Improve the health of the environment.

As we initially evaluated surface and elevated options, many of the
stakeholders expressed concerns about how such options would affect
the waterfront as a place for people and maintain mobility in and through
downtown both during and after construction. The proposed bored tunnel
was seen by many as the solution that would best balance all of these
goals. In January 2009 the Governor, King County Executive, Seattle
Mayor and Port of Seattle CEO announced their recommendation for
replacing the viaduct between S. King Street and the Battery Street
Tunnel — a bored tunnel alternative. The Washington State Legislature
passed legislation that endorsed the bored tunnel and provided the
budget authority necessary for its construction, and Governor Gregoire
signed the bill into law. The Seattle City Council voted unanimously to
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authorize the Mayor to sign a memorandum of agreement that outlined
the State and City's responsibilities for the viaduct replacement program,
including the proposed bored tunnel.

[-046-005
Replacing the existing viaduct with an elevated structure along the
waterfront is presented as a viable alternative in the Final EIS.

[-046-006

WSDOT has evaluated many construction approaches. In the Final EIS,
the construction plan for the Elevated Structure Alternative does not
demolish the entire viaduct before starting to rebuild the new structure.
However, this alternative would have the longest construction duration,
approximately 10 years. Chapter 3, Alternatives Description, of the Final
EIS describes the construction activities for each of the alternatives.

1-046-007

The video showing the existing viaduct sustaining damage during an
earthquake was meant to illustrate what could happen if the existing
viaduct is not replaced. Its purpose was not to discredit elevated
structures in general. The lead agencies know that an elevated structure
constructed to current design and seismic standards would be able to
withstand earthquakes that the existing viaduct would not be able to
withstand. It is for this reason that the lead agencies have continued to
analyze an Elevated Structure Alternative in the EISs for this project,
including the Final EIS.

The Bored Tunnel Alternative has been identified as the preferred

alternative, but the build alternative for this project will not be selected
until the Record of Decision.
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