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[-023-001

Environmental documentation for the project has been prepared in
compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)(42
U.S.C. 4322(2)(c)) and the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA)(Ch.
43.21 C RCW).

The 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS evaluated three build alternatives
(Bored Tunnel, Cut-and-Cover Tunnel, and Elevated Structure) in
addition to the No Build Alternative. Chapter 8 of the 2010 Supplemental
Draft EIS provides a direct comparison of the three build alternatives. As
discussed in the 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS, the document focused on
the Bored Tunnel Alternative, since that alternative was new. However,
the document clearly stated that the other two alternatives are being
evaluated. As stated in the 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS and other
public documents, the Bored Tunnel Alternative is the preferred
alternative for replacing the viaduct along the Seattle's Central
Waterfront. The Final EIS also evaluates the same three build
alternatives in addition to the No Build Alternative.

Each of the projects comprising the Alaskan Way Viaduct and Seawall
Replacement Program has established that they have independent utility
as required under 23 CFR 771.111(f). If a project has independent utility,
then it has been demonstrated that segmentation is not an issue. To
have independent utility a project must:

1. Connect logical termini and be of sufficient length to address
environmental matters on a broad scope;

2. Have independent utility or independent significance, i.e., be usable
and be a reasonable expenditure even if no additional transportation
improvements in the area are made; and

3. Not restrict consideration of alternatives for other reasonably
foreseeable transportation improvements.
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The lead agencies have taken a hard look at relevant concerns for
projects beyond the Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project and the
possible cumulative effects of these and other projects is discussed

in Chapter 7 of the 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS and Chapter 7 of the
Final EIS, as well as the appendices.

[-023-002

The lead agencies (FHWA, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle) have
followed all relevant NEPA and SEPA requirements since the beginning
of the project in 2001. The public has been involved throughout the
process and integral to the evolution of the project. This is described in
Chapter 3 of the 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS and in Chapter 2 of this
Final EIS. The Bored Tunnel has been identified as the preferred
alternative in accordance with all NEPA and SEPA requirements.

The 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS and this Final EIS document the
possible direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the Bored Tunnel
Alternative. The cumulative effects evaluation presented in the Final EIS
discusses the possible combined effects of other past, present, and
future actions in the nearby area. The cumulative effects evaluation
includes an evaluation of possible effects of projects like the City of
Seattle's Seawall Project or the Elliott/Western Connector. The Final EIS
(and the EISs that proceed it) provide detail regarding possible effects to
travelers on SR 99 during project construction. Additionally, effects to
historic resources, traffic, and land use have all been evaluated and are
discussed in the 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS and the Final EIS.

The environmental analysis does not indicate that irreparable harm
would come to historic resources in the study area. During construction,
historic buildings would be monitored for damage caused by vibration or
settlement, and all damage caused by the project would be repaired. The
Pioneer Square Historic District would experience traffic congestion but
not the the degree that would threaten its historic character to the point
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of irreparable damage or "use" under Section 4(f). See the Final EIS for
more discussion of the effects of the project on historic resources in
Chapters 5 and 6. Appendix I, Historic, Cultural, and Archaeological
Resources Discipline Report also contains details about how the project
would affect such resources. Also see the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation.
Chapter 8 in the Final EIS discusses the proposed mitigation to reduce
effects to historic resources as well as the measures proposed to
address any unavoidable effects.

The Elevated Structure and Transit Hybrid and the I-5, Surface and
Transit Hybrid concepts considered were discussed in Chapter 3 of the
2010 Supplemental Draft EIS. These and other concepts were screened
out for further evaluation in the EIS per requirements set forth in NEPA
and SEPA. The reasons why these concepts were eliminated are
discussed on pages 53 through 58 of the 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS.
The updated Surface and Transit Scenario Year 2030 Analysis Results
are included in Appendix W, Screening Reports, of the Final EIS.

The final decision about which alternative with which to proceed cannot
be made until a Record of Decision is signed by the lead agencies. A
Record of Decision follows publication of a Final EIS. Therefore, the
decision to proceed with the Bored Tunnel Alternative is not final at this
time. References to the NEPA Notices of Intent for this project are
provided in the 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS.
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