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ALASKAN WAY VIADUCT AND SEAWALL PROJECT
SCREENING CRITERIA EVALUATION TABLE

{

EVALUATION EVALUATION CRITERIA EVALUATION METHOD
INDICATOR

| GOAL 9 - An alternative should support improved habitat for fish and wildlife along the Alaskan Way Seawall.

i -
g A. Marine and An alternative should support improved | Briefly describe how an alternative could
{ Intertidal Habitat | habitat in the marine and intertidal inhibit or preclude habitat improvements.
{ environment.
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ALLASKAN WAY VIADUCT AND SEAWALL PROJECT

SCREENING CRITERIA EVALUATION TABLE

| EVALUATION
INDICATOR

EVALUATION CRITERIA

EVALUATION METHOD

GOAL 10 - An alternative should rely on proven construction methods, minimize construction duration, and
promote effective traffic management during construction.

A. Construction
Time

An alternative should minimize the
construction timeframe.

List and briefly describe the area(s) where
the length of construction time appears to
have a severe impact.

Construction
Methods

An alternative should rely on proven
construction methods to avoid or
minimize construction risks.

List and briefly describe the area(s) where
adverse construction risks appear
particularly severe.

| C. Traffic
1 Management

An alternative should promote effective
traffic management within the corridor

Ld u Fiﬂg construction.

List and briefly describe the area(s) where
adverse traffic management impacts appear
particularly severe.
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