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Project Goals

« Address critical structural public safety needs at shoreline.

» Respect cultural, archeological, and historic resources.

« Consider long-term vision for the Central Waterfront.

* Provide enhanced habitat and environmental quality.

* Provide enhanced public gathering and recreational opportunities.
* Support economic vitality of the waterfront.

* Minimize cumulative construction impacts.

« Support fiscal responsibility.
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Developing Alternatives

Elliott Bay Seawall Planning and Conceptual Design Process

L?)i';gy \:;ast:rgront Ldenot'rfcﬁm e in Present Present conceptual Refine alternatives | Review alternatives
relim’ir?ar oali eggh waterfont preliminary zone | plans and preliminary |and conduct more with Central Waterfront
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Ongoing Team Work

[ PLANNING ] [ ENVIRONI\/IENTAL]

[ ENGINEERING ]

CONCEPT PLAN DEVELOPMENT
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American Museum of Natural History

31-4 The vertebrates conquer the land. Upper left, restoration of the Devonian lobe-fin fish,
Eusthenopteron, crawling out of the water. Lower left, the skeleton of Eusthenopteron. Upper right,
the primitive Carboniferous-Permian labyrinthodont (p. 764) amphibian, Diplovertebron. Lower
right, skeleton of Diplovertebron. Note that the limb bones of Diplovertebron show the same pattern,
now familiar, as all higher vertebrates (Fig. 19-2) ; this pattern is still not clear in Eusthenopteron.
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<'---... Reoommen d Actions

To reach open water, juvenile
salmon must traverse the
difficult passage along Seattle’s
upper harbor and waterfront.
Enhancements in the project
area would provide much
needed rest and food, and
increase their rate of survival.
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central waterfront
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what can the seawall contribute
beyond soil stabilization?
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AGRI-METRO AT GAZOMETRO: VERTICAL FARM ON THE TIBER
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six design zones

foundation

- contours and elevations

- locations and alignments
- hydrology

- habitats

- cultural resources

- navigational requirements
- property /ownership

- construction activities
-access requirements
-environmental challenges
-and...




Ssix design zones

opportunities

- contour and elevation modification

- locational and alignment improvements and enhancements
- hydrologic cycle reconstitution

- habitat restoration and creation

- cultural resource protection and education

- navigational operation

- sustenance and improvement of properties and businesses
- construction as theater and economic stimulus

- access improvements

-sustainable interventions

-and...




Developing Conceptual Plans

* Why are end-to-end concepts

important?

Wy M
i Ty

* How did the team develop the el || L .
conceptual plans? M
.y ol #uu a0 ]

How flexible are these designs?
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Conceptual Approaches

A In-Kind Replacement
B Ecological Waterfront
C Urban Waterfront

D Context Connections
E Evolving Experiences
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Program Elements

« Seawall surface treatments

s - Z // //;’

* Rock structures S s

« Habitat features

 Beaches

« Cantilevered sidewalks

« Steps

 Railings

* Lighting

* Art elements

« Boating/transportation touchpoints
« Pedestrian touchpoints
 Sustainability features

« Educational/interpretive features

Elliott Bay [¢] Seawall
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Light-Permeable Surfaces

<

Skylight. Providence Portland. Portland OR. Skylight. Providence Portland. Portland, OR.
Photo by: ZGF Architects Photo by: ZGF Architects.

Light permeable pavement. Photo by ZGF Architects.

Purple sidewalk prisms in Pioneer Square. Seattle, Washington. Photo by J. A. Brennan Associates.
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Square metal des! lkway. South Lake Uni
Seattle, Washington. Photo by J. A. Brennan Associates.

Elliott Bay [¢3] Seawall

Skylight. LaTourette. Eveux-sur-Arbresle, France —_ —
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Open Water Portals

Sherbourne Toronto, Ontarfo. Ph e

Photo by J: A. Brennan Associates.

¥ BT 1. —=—=~C
Water with railing edge. Alcdzar de Sevilla, Spain. Photo by Jared Preston. Opening in float. South Lake Union Park, Seattle, Washington.

Photo by J. A. Brennan Associates.

Walkways surrounding beach and habitat bench. Juneau, Alaska. y . Beach near boardwalk and pier. Juneau, Alaska. ope I . Juneau, Alaska. ¥
Photo by J. A Brennan Associates.

Background photo by Felipe Skroski.
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Wall Surface Treatments

aggreagate wall. Discovery Park, Seattle, Washington.

Exposed
Photo by J. A. Brennan Associates.

Sedementary wall. Sedementary wall, Chapman University.
Photo courtesy of Belarde Company.

< Fractured rib
2 X 7 Seattle, Washington.

Slapnad saamalll Vanco Uver, Biitish CORMBBIR, Bhoto by 1. A: Brefian Assaciates. Photoby.). A. Brégin ASORAtES™

Photo by

Custom tribal fish concrete formliner.
Photo courtesy of Fitzgerald Formliners.

Illluminated vetetated wall. Photo by Michael Radtke. ! {4 )
Stanley Park seawall. Vancouver, British Columbia. Photo by Dougson. Vegetated wall. Photo by Lorna Mitchell.

Elliott Bay [£.] Seawall

Vegetated wall. Photo by BobisTraveling.
Background: Stone veneer wall. Photo by J. A Brennan Associates.
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oncept A: In-Kind Replacement
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Concept A: In-Kind Replacement

PREPARED BY: J. A.BRENNAN ASSOCIATES
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Concept B: Ecological Waterfront
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Concept B: Ecological Waterfront

PREPARED BY: J. A.BRENNAN ASSOCIATES
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Concept C: Urban Waterfront
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Concept D: Context Connections

PREPARED BY: J. A. BRENNAN ASSOCIATES
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Concept E: Evolving Experiences
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Coordination and
Partnerships
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Working with City and Corps

Central Waterfront Project

Elliott Bay Seawall Project

Army Corps of Engineers

Elliott Bay [¢3] Seawall ©SDOT

Project S Som—————



Working with City and Corps

Central Waterfront Project

Elliott Bay Seawall Project

Army Corps of Engineers
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Preliminary Concept Evaluation

« Concept plans evaluated based on goals and objectives

» Results will guide the team in next steps for design
refinement and development of alternatives

a vL-L.-.e-an Pl
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Upcoming Seawall Public Outreach

Help Build A New Bridge

December and January il il -

" Toll rate Y Step 1: Select a tolling scenario

' Scenario 1: Starttolling the new 520 bridge in 2016

- © Scenario 2: Start tolling the 520 bridge in 2010
. @ Scenario 3: Starttolling the new 520 and
w/otolls | 18 mpn | 17 o |

N 90 bridge in 2016
L] 3 §
« Conduct broader pu blic ’

and 90 bridge in 2016

outreach to gather feedback , B i

Tolling begins in 2016 when the 520 corridoris

complete

t 3 1 ~ 2 \ > Includes seament tolls (PDF) beginning in 2016

on 520 and 90

Moderate toll rate for comparisen and analysis

Washington Bel
o — . purposes ($0.90 - $3.25 each way)

4 N " Toll you'd pay (each
. H ‘ N Timeoltey direction) 2007$*
e Develop interactive 008 | s |33 l
with tolls 35 mph | 40 mph

Mid-day (9 AM-3 PM} | $2.10
Planning Ahead > System Concepts

features online —

zoom downtown
° Today's System 618,000 s1 33 15130 30160

SAM-12AM [6AM-12AM |6AM-12AN
2-

Alternative 1 -
Zo0m downiown Saidlens 401,000 47 28 20130 60 [SAM-SPM [10AM-EPM [10AN-6PM

] .
° Aderrame2” 634,000 52 3 15 1512030 [SAM-12AM |6AM-12AN |7 AN-10PM
Preservation

Alternative 1 - Reductions:

Alternative 1 is based on the local
sales tax funding we currently
receive: 0.6%, or 6¢ on a $10
purchase. Itincludes reductions
throughoutthe system. Many routes

. L} Ll are reduced to peak service only or
. are eliminated altogether. Across
the system there are less bus trips

offered because the bus will not
come as often and will not run as

Alternative 1:
Reduction Plan
Service Elimination

Severe Reduction

configured Se
. - many hours during the day. \%‘n‘,___%
b rI efl n S Features and Components Service Unchanged
« Disperses local service on

Market St, Commerce St,
Pacific Ave, and A St. in
Downtown Tacoma, Sceney
deemphasizes the use of \ \
Commerce St Transit Center )

+ Implements efficiencies, such
as straightening out routes

+ Changes made to more
effectively serve North Tacoma

« Direct route from Puyallup to
Tacoma via Rt 402 that no
longer serves Federal Way

Example
interactive
T online features

Redutions may be I how
often the bus comes andiorin
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Contact Information

 Email: seawall@seattle.gov

* Website:
http://www.seattle.gov/transportation/seawall.htm

* Phone: Stephanie Brown, SDOT: 206-386-4635
Jennifer Wieland, SDOT: 306-733-9970
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