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[-117-001
Thank you for submitting your comments. Our responses below respond
to each of your specific comments.

[-117-002

With the Bored Tunnel Alternative, traffic using the Stadium area ramps
to access downtown would disperse over several city arterials, including
the improved Alaskan Way, First, Second, and Fourth Avenues. Traffic
analysis indicates that this arrangement would result in comparable or
better overall traffic distribution and flow than is experienced with the
current Columbia and Seneca Street ramps. This is because the current
ramps concentrate traffic to a single, congested location in the central
downtown. The relocated ramps would instead allow drivers to diffuse
through the street grid using many different paths.

Please see the Final EIS and Appendix C, Transportation Discipline
Report for additional details about how the proposed build alternatives
with or without tolls would affect other measures of transportation
efficiency, such as travel times, vehicle volumes, and effects to I-5 and
surface streets.

July 2011



SR 99: Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project
Final EIS - Appendix T 2010 Comments and Responses July 2011



SR 99: Alaskan Way Viaduct Replacement Project
Final EIS - Appendix T 2010 Comments and Responses

[-117-003

This project has been developed through a partnership of three lead
agencies - FHWA, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle. These three
agencies have developed the build alternatives evaluated through the
EIS process identified the Bored Tunnel Alternative as the preferred
alternative. The discussion of how the Bored Tunnel Alternative meets
purpose and need was provided in the 2010 Supplemental Draft EIS and
update in the Final EIS. The functions of SR 99 for drivers heading to
and through Seattle continues to be provided by the Bored Tunnel
Alternative. The state and federal government are not forcing a
functional shift to the City of Seattle, rather these three agencies are and
have been working jointly on this project and the implementation of a
solutions that meets the needs of the three agencies and the broader
public that they serve.

1-117-004

Your comment about the attractiveness of the Surface Alternative is
noted. However, this alternative was eliminated from further
consideration because it reduced roadway capacity and that does not
meet the project's purpose. The six-lane surface street proposed as part
of this alternative would reduce roadway capacity on SR 99 through
downtown by 40 to 50 percent by 2030.

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). Chapter 2, Alternatives Development, of the Final

EIS describes the history of the project, including how the Purpose and
Need was updated and how the alternatives developed. All of the
alternatives have been evaluated based on their ability to meet the
Purpose and Need.

Yes, there are risks inherent in a project of this magnitude. The lead
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agencies are actively managing risks by setting aside money in the
project budget to cover risk associated with construction, utilizing
independent experts and cost estimators to review the bored tunnel
estimate, and performing soil investigations throughout the project area
to learn as much about the ground conditions as possible before the start
of construction. These are just a few examples of the risk management
activities undertaken as part of this project.
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