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

[-135-001

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 Final EIS Chapter 1, Introduction, includes the
Purpose and Need and Chapter 2, Alternatives Development, describes
the history of the project and alternatives development process. The lead
agencies have identified the Bored Tunnel Alternative as the preferred
alternative due to its ability to best meet the project’s identified purposes
and needs and the support it has received from diverse interests.
Specifically, compared to the Cut-and-Cover Tunnel and Elevated
Structure Alternatives, it avoids substantial closure of SR 99 during
construction and it can be built in a shorter period of time than the other
two alternatives. Extended closure of SR 99 would be more disruptive to
Seattle and the Puget Sound region. Chapters 5 (Permanent Effects)
and 6 (Construction Effects) in the Final EIS provide a more in-depth
comparison of trade-offs for the three alternatives. Appendix F, Noise
Discipline Report, explains the noise levels modeled for the Bored
Tunnel Alternative and the change compared to existing conditions.
Visual effects are explained in Appendix D, Visual Quality Discipline
Report. Please refer to the Final EIS for current information.

[-135-002

The scenic views from the existing viaduct were acknowledged in the
2010 Supplemental Draft EIS in Chapter 4, Question 13, and are
acknowledged in the Final EIS in Chapter 4. An Elevated Structure is
considered in the Final EIS. Though the existing viaduct provides
positive views for drivers, the structure itself affects the overall look of
the area and contributes to what many consider to be negative views for
those on the ground near the structure, for instance.

The visual quality effects of an Elevated Structure Alternative are fully
discussed in the Final EIS Appendix D, Visual Quality Discipline Report.
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This report discusses the permanent (operational) effects of the
views along the waterfront as well as the effects on views from
downtown toward the waterfront for all the build alternatives.

[-135-003

All of the build alternatives would have underground utility relocations as
described in Chapter 6, Construction Effects, of the Final EIS. The
Elevated Structure Alternative is expected to result in fewer effects on
underground utilities than either tunnel alternative because there would
be less below-grade work required.

The project has investigated constructing segments off-site and floating
them in. However, the tidal fluctuations in Elliott Bay make this
construction approach impractical.

[-135-004

The Bored Tunnel Alternative has been identified as the preferred
alternative because it best meets the project's purpose and need. With
this alternative replacing the Elliott Bay Seawall is a separate project led
by the City of Seattle. The environmental review process for this project
meets all NEPA and SEPA requirements.
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