C-017-001

Thank you for your continued participation in the Alaskan Way Viaduct
and Seawall Replacement Program. Stakeholder feedback and public
participation since 2001 has helped move the program forward and
shaped the preferred alternative.
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C-017-002

The lead agencies agree that the Viaduct Closed (No Action Alternative)
is not acceptable and are working to obtain a Record of Decision and
begin construction on the project as soon as possible.

C-017-003
Thank you for your comments on the preferred alternative. The selection
of the preferred alternative is described in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS.
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C-017-004
FHWA, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle appreciate receiving your
comments on the Bored Tunnel Alternative.
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C-017-005
Your analysis is consistent with the lead agency's findings regarding the
"Surface + Transit" concept.
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C-017-006

The preferred Bored Tunnel Alternative would remove the existing
viaduct, which would help the waterfront to feel more connected to
downtown Seattle. The Central Waterfront Project lead by the City of
Seattle will determine the final configuration of Alaskan Way.

C-017-007

The lead agencies recognize that businesses along the central
waterfront, Western Avenue, and Pioneer Square rely on the short-term
parking in the area. The City of Seattle Department of Transportation
(SDOT), in coordination with the project, has conducted parking studies
as part of the process to develop mitigation strategies and better
manage the city’s parking resources. SDOT's studies identified a number
of strategies to offset the loss of short-term parking in this area, including
new or leased parking and the increased utilization of existing parking.
Although the mitigation measures would be most needed during
construction, many of them could be retained and provide benefits over
the longer term. Specific parking mitigation strategies have not yet been
determined, but the project has allocated $30 million for parking
mitigation. The parking mitigation strategies will continue to evolve in
coordination with the project and community partners. Parking measures
under consideration and refinement include:

« Encourage shift from long-term parking to short-term parking

» Provide short-term parking (off-street), especially serving waterfront
piers, downtown retail, and other heavy retail/commercial corridors

« Implement electronic parking guidance system

« Provide alternate opportunities to facilitate commercial loading
activities

« Develop a Center City parking marketing program

» Use existing and new social media and blog outlets to provide
frequent parking updates

» Establish a construction worker parking policy that is implemented
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Refer to the Parking Mitigation during Construction section in Chapter 6
of the Transportation Discipline Report (Appendix C of the Final EIS) for
additional information.

C-017-008

Chapter 5 of the Final EIS includes analyses for each of the alternatives
both with and without tolls. How tolls might be implemented as part of the
proposed action will be refined further should the state legislature
authorize tolls. The potential effects resulting from analyses described in
Chapter 5 of the Final EIS represent a conservative tolling analysis
meaning that we anticipate expect effects will be notably less than
described in the Final EIS.

The tolling scenario evaluated is generally conservative in that the rates
are higher than other tolling scenarios so the amount of diversion is
correspondingly higher. As your comment notes, there are many other
factors in play that could affect how tolling is actually applied to this
project. By addressing the range of effects in this Final EIS we are laying
the groundwork for further planning and implementation. At this time
there are no specific plans for a broader tolling system, although the idea
is certainly under discussion.

The Cost and Tolling Summary Report to the Washington State
Legislature can be found online at:
http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/Projects/Viaduct/Library.htm.

We understand your point about comparing tolled conditions to either no-
action or the "surface+transit" concept. In this Final EIS we have
provided further discussion on tolling, its effects, and steps the lead
agencies would take to implement tolling without undo disruption.

July 2011
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