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M5. NELSON: Wl cone everybody,

t hank you all for com ng out here
tonight. On behalf of Joan MDonal d,

t he Commi ssioner of the New York State
Department of Transportation and

Jonat han McDade the Admi nistrator of the
Federal H ghway Adm nistration, New York
Division, I welconme you to this initial
scopi ng neeting.

My nanme is Debera Nelson and | am
the project director of the I-81 Viaduct
Project. Wth ne tonight | have two
project team | eads, Lisa Wiss and Joe
Flint. 1 also would like to recognize
Robert Davies the District Engi neer from
t he Federal H ghway Adm nistration
Lisa, Joe and |, together we formthe
| eadership team for New York State DOT
for the I1-81 Project that oversees this
project here tonight. Collectively we
have nore than 86 years of experience
with the New York State Departnent of
Transportation bringing to the project

expertise in environnmental process,
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Nel son
engi neering and urban desi gn.

This is the first of two Scoping
nmeetings for the Environnental | npact
Statenent or EIS, that will be prepared
for the 1-81 Viaduct Project in
Syracuse, New York. This initial
scoping neeting is sponsored by the two
agencies that are serving as the |ead
agencies for the EIS. The New York
State Departnent of Transportation as
the state | ead agency, and the Federal
H ghway Admi nistration as the federa
| ead agency.

This initial Scoping neeting is
bei ng conducted to obtain coments on
t he scope of the project's Environnental
| npact Statement. The neeting provides
the public an opportunity to rmake fornal
statenents of position before any
proj ect decisions are nade. To assi st
interested parties in formulating the
comments associated with the initial
Scoping neeting. A Scoping Initiation

Packet is available here tonight. You
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can pick one up at the wel cone table.
The packet is also available on the
project's website, which is found at
www. | 8lopportunities.org. And at
docunent viewi ng | ocations throughout
Greater Syracuse.

The Scoping Initiation Packet
provi des an overvi ew of the project
presents the project purpose and needs
as well as its goals and objectives,
presents prelimnary alternatives under
consi deration and outlines the steps of
t he environnmental review process. And
it describes the public involvenent
opportunity.

At this tine | would like to have
M. Brody Smith, tonight's noderator to
explain the format and structure of
tonight's neeting. Follow ng that
project teamlead, Joseph Flint, wll
present an overview of the I-81 Viaduct
Project. Then M. Smth will noderate
t he coment session. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Hello, ny nanme is
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Brody Smith, | amserving as the
noderator for this evening's public
hearing. |It's inportant that everyone
sign in so that we can nake a record of
all those who participated in this
neeting. W ask that everyone sign at
the registration table | ocated just
outside the doors and to your right in
the foyer. There is a stenographer
(court reporter) inmmediately in front of
me. The stenographer (court reporter)
will record the proceedings of this
nmeeting verbatimand a witten transcript
will be prepared fromhis notes.

This nmeeting is being held pursuant
to several regulations. The
Envi ronnental | npact Statenent for the
| -81 Viaduct Project is being prepared
in accordance with the follow ng | aws
and regul ations: The Nati onal
Environnental Policy Act of 1969, NEPA,
as anmended and i nplenmented by the
Council on Environnental Quality

Regul ations 40 CFR Parts 1500 through
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1508, the Federal Hi ghway Adm nistration
Envi ronnent al | npact Regul ati ons at
23 CFR Part 771, the New York State
Environnental Quality Review Act or
S EQRA requirenments, in particular
the New York State Departnent of
Transportation's | nplenmenting
Regul ations at 17 NYCRR Part 15. And a
nunber of other federal and state
regul ati ons and requi renents, anong them
are Presidential Executive O der 12898,
Envi ronnental Justice, Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act,
and Section 4F of the New York State
Department of Transportation Act.

After these opening remarks and
subsequent presentation you will have an
opportunity to provide a witten and/or
oral comments. If you wish to nmake an
oral statenent you nmust fill out one of
t he speaker cards at the registration
desk outside those doors if you have not
al ready done so. Persons who wish to

make oral comrents tonight nmay do so in
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one of two ways. |If you want to make a
commrent in this roomin front of all the
attendees | will call your nane and I|'|
ask you to conme to this mcrophone right
here at the appropriate time and provide
your coments. |'Ill also be asking the
person speaking next to go and wait
there to keep the neeting noving since
as you can see there is a | ot of people
and we want to nmake sure everybody who
wants to has an opportunity to speak.

Secondly, if you prefer not to make
your comrents here in the opening
neeting there is through those doors and
to the left a stenographer (court
reporter) avail able, and you nmay give
your comrents there in private at any
time tonight.

Oral comments will all be limted to
two mnutes. 1'Il be providing you with
some gui dance as to when your tinme wll
el apse. Wien you have a minute, and 30
seconds left 1'lIl say so and hold up a

sign letting you know how nmuch tinme you




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

10
Smith
have left.

You may al so submt a witten
statenent. Witten statenents may be
submtted in any of three ways. At this
nmeeting where you fill out and submt a
comment form Nunmber 1. And Nunber 2,
on the project website as Ms. Nel son
al so stated before, that's
www. | 8lopportunities.org where there
will be an online coment formyou wll
be able to fill out. O via US mail to
the foll ow ng address: NYS DOT, |-81
Vi aduct Project, 333 East Washi ngton
Street, Syracuse, New York, 13202.
| nformati on on how to submt witten
comments is also provided at the wel cone
table in the foyer.

You can elect to submt coments
both orally and in witing if you choose
to do so. Witten statenents will be
given the sane weight. Let nme enphasize
that, witten statenents will be given
t he sane weight as oral comments in

consideration and it will be given the
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sane consi deration.

The official public coment period
associated with this initial scoping
nmeeting will be open through the end of
Friday, January 17th, 2014. New York
State DOT and Federal H ghway
Adm nistration will accept witten
comments up through that tinme. To be
part of the public record all witten
coments nust be either submtted
t hrough the website no later than
Friday, January 17th, 2014 or postmarked
no | ater than January 17th, 2014.

The agencies will review and
consi der public coments submtted
during the Scoping period and a future
Scopi ng comrent period. Responses to
the comments will be included in a final
Scoping report, which will include the
final Scoping phase of the project.

So that everyone who desires to
speak may be heard and their statenents
made part of the official record we wll

not take any questions fromthe floor in
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this roomat this nmeeting. Project
staff are available in the exhibit area
i medi ately to the right in the room
adjacent to this room So if you | eave
t hese doors, and the next doors on the
right. They're available there to
answer any questions you m ght have.
Those conversations will not be nade
part of the formal record.

Before | call on speakers fromthe
floor I wll call M. Joseph Flint of
the New York State Departnent of
Transportation to give a brief
presentation on the project. After he
speaks | will give the instructions on
how we plan to take oral conments and
we'll begin. M. Flint?

MR. FLINT: Thank you. And wel cone
everyone to this neeting of the Initial
Scoping Meeting for the 1-81 Viaduct
Project. W all know the inportance of
|-81 not only locally here in Syracuse
but al so beyond our city. [1-81is a

maj or north south national, regional and
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| ocal transportation route. It runs for
approximately 855 mles from Canada to
Tennessee, connecting New York State
fromits border with Pennsylvania al
the way to Canada at the Thousand

| sl ands bridge. It also directly

connects with east-west Thruway. Locally

| -81 accesses to downtown Syracuse as
well as University HIl, the region's
maj or enpl oynment and cultural center.

The Departnent in cooperation with
t he Federal Hi ghway Adm nistration and
the Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation
Counci | concluded the 1-81 Corridor
Study this sumer. Nearly 3,000 people
provi ded feedback on that study.

The study identified critical issues
related to the 1-81 corridor, which are
gui dance and devel opnent of the I-81
project. It prioritized projects and
concluded there is a need for a near
termreconstruction or replacenent of
| -81 t hrough downt own Syracuse.

The 1-81 Corridor Study identified

13
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many needs. Interestingly there was a
concentration of needs in the 1-81
viaduct priority area. Sone of those
needs relate to the structural condition
of the bridges, safety issues related to
accident rates being three to five tines
the state-w de average at sone | ocations;
geonetric deficiencies such as shoul der
wi dt h and the di stance between ranps,
whi ch are no | onger consistent with
current day design standards; capacity
i ssues related to severe congestion at
sone |ocations in the a.m and p.m peak
travel periods.

Back in the |ate 1960s when
construction of 1-81 was conpl eted
hi ghway standards were different. Today
|-81 carries between 50 and a hundred
t housand vehicl es per day dependi ng on
where you are on the viaduct. And the
majority of this traffic is traveling to
or fromor through downtown Syracuse.
The area identified as the priority area

is 3.5 mles long and crosses 18 streets

14
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with 183 bridge spans. It extends from
Dr. Martin Luther King east on the south
to H awat ha Boul evard on the north. The
vi aduct itself, the elevated portion of
the highway is one and-a-half mles

| ong.

What the Federal Hi ghway
Adm ni stration as federal |ead agency,
and the New York State Departnent of
Transportation as state | ead agency, we
are now entering the NEPA phase of the
project. NEPA stands for the National
Environnmental Policy Act. And the NEPA
process is intended to help public
of ficials nmake deci sions based on an
under st andi ng of environnent al
consequences and take actions that
protect, restore and enhance the
envi ronnent .

A Notice of Intent to prepare an
Envi ronnental | npact Statenment was
publ i shed in the Federal Register on
August 26th of this year initiating

proj ect review under NEPA. This phase
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of the project is focussing on
devel opi ng reasonabl e and feasible
alternatives for the 1-81 Viaduct,
i ncl udi ng opportunities to inprove | ocal
street connectivity, pedestrian and
bi cycl e access and potential |and use
and econom c benefits.

During the early review phase we
will be focussing on the follow ng:
First, we'll be establishing the
project's purpose and need. W'l
identify the project's goals and
objectives. W'Ill exam ne and devel op
alternatives for further study. W'l
have devel oped an environnental analysis
framewor k and engage agency, stakehol der
and public participation in the process.

The purpose of the project will be
to create an approved corridor that
nmeets transportati on needs and supports
| ong range planning efforts, and noves
peopl e and goods safely and efficiently.
Addi tionally, the project purpose wll

consi der how transportation

16
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infrastructure can enhance econom c
growh in the Geater Syracuse area
whi | e addressing structural deficiencies
and non-standard hi ghway features.

The project is guided by two over-
arching goal s supported by a nunber of
obj ectives to achi eve those goal s.

These goals were informed by the
corridor goals identified by community
menbers who participated in the Corridor
Pl anning Study. The first of two major
goals of the 1-81 Viaduct Project is to

i nprove safety and to create an efficient
regional and | ocal transportation system
wi thin and through G eater Syracuse.

bj ectives for this first goal are to
elimnate structural deficiencies and

i nprove bridge ratings. The second is
to address identified geonetric and

oper ational deficiencies.

The second goal of the project is to
provi de transportation sol utions that
enhance the liveability, sustainability

and economc vitality of Geater
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Syracuse. The objectives of the second
goal are to first, create transportation
infrastructure that is consistent with
the I ong range plans of the Syracuse
Metropolitan Planning Area; to inprove
bi cycl e and pedestrian surface
connections that border Interstate 81;
to inprove the visual and aesthetic
character of transportation
infrastructure to mninm ze the perceived
barri er between downtown and adj oi ni ng
nei ghbor hoods; and al so to naintain and
enhance vehi cl e access through the
regi onal hi ghway network and key
destinati ons such as downt own and
University Hill

As you can see fromthis graphic we
are currently in the Scoping phase of
the environnmental review process. A key
part of the environnmental review process
is public involvenent. As indicated in
this graphic public participation wll
be ongoi ng t hroughout the process.

During the environnental review we

18
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will be | ooking at alternative sol utions
to 1-81 issues and investigating the
potential benefits and inpacts, the pros
and their cons of these approaches.
These studies will be docunented in a
conpr ehensi ve docunent called the
Envi ronnental | npact Statenent or EIS,
which will be prepared according to
federal and state gui dance.

The EIS will |ook at how the project
alternatives would affect the environnent.
How does each alternative affect air
quality, community character, |and use
and noi se, for exanple? Wat are the
transportation, econonmc, quality of
life, and environmental benefits and
detrinments of each alternative? The
answers of these questions will begin
t he Environnmental |npact statenent.

We are now in the Scoping stage of
the project. During Scoping the public
has an opportunity to comment on what is
studied in the Environnmental |npact

Statenent. To help you, the public, and

19
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agenci es understand the project we have
prepared a Scoping Initiation Packet.
This i nformational docunent produces the
|-81, I"'msorry introduces the |-81
Vi aduct Project, describes the purpose
and needs, and the steps in the
envi ronnmental review and gives an
overview of the prelimnary alternatives
and public involvenment opportunities.

During Scoping we will identify
alternatives to be evaluated in the
Environnental |npact Statement. This
Initial Scoping Meeting marks the
begi nning of the initial formal Scoping
comment period which will run through
January 17th, 2014. Formal conments
i ncluding those submitted at this
nmeeting will be responded to and in a
Fi nal Scopi ng Report which will mark the
end of Scoping. This nmeeting is the
first of two Scoping neetings.

At this Initial Meeting we will
present an overvi ew of the NEPA process.

When and how t he public can be invol ved,

20
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how the 1-81 Corridor Study inforns the
current project, the purpose and need of
the project as well as the goals and
objectives, and a prelimnary |ist of
alternatives. Just bear with us, it's
our first run through of this in public.

As a starting point we are | ooking
at alternatives identified during the
Corridor Study: The above grade and
reconstruction alternatives, the
at-grade and surface alternative, the
bel ow- grade and depressed hi ghway
alternative, and the bel ow grade tunnel
alternative.

In addition to the alternatives that
canme fromthe Corridor Study other
alternatives may be suggested during
this Scopi ng phase. You can |learn nore
about how we will study the alternatives
by revi ewi ng our boards displayed in the
open house section of this neeting in
t he next roomover. Although not
illustrated on the boards, it is

i mportant to know that the Draft

21
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Environnmental |npact Statenent will also
include a No Build alternative, which
serves as a benchmark agai nst which to
conpare the build alternatives.

During Scoping, alternatives will be
identified and explored further. W
will develop nultiple options for each
alternative, engineer these options,
meaning we will begin to work out
engi neering details, plans and profiles
and determne the feasibility of these
alternatives. W wll take many
consi derations into account.

For exanpl e, anong these key
considerations are issues related to
hi ghway desi gn, such as how many | anes
shoul d t he hi ghway have, how w de shoul d
t hey be, how wide will the nmedian be,
what about shoul der wi dth, curves and
el evations? How can we make the hi ghway
operate nore efficiently and
effectively? To determne this we |ook
at data such as traffic vol unes,

determ ne the best |ocation for ranps.
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For exanple, how far apart should they
be? And ways to optim ze roadway
safety. W consider issues such as snow
and ice renoval and mai ntenance costs of
the highway. We will also take into
account community inpacts, such as
effect on | ocal street networks,
pedestrian and bicycle safety, property
requi renents, visual quality, traffic
noi se and any potential inpacts on

hi storic resources.

W will also take into account
quality of life inpacts and expl ore
sust ai nabl e design el enments such as
stormnat er managenent. We will explore
desi gns that enhance pedestrian and
bi cycl e experiences. Urban design
i mprovenents such as lighting and cross-
wal ks. And opportunities to enhance
econoni ¢ devel opnent .

The refined alternatives will then
be presented for public review and the
future Scoping neeting which will also

present our initial evaluation results.
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We' Il present the Environnental |npact
Statenent Study Area as well as the
nmet hodol ogi es used to study and anal yze
envi ronment al i ssues.

As the project noves forward we w ||
continue to engage the public and
provi de opportunities for input. W
wi |l develop and refine project
alternatives, hold a second Scoping
nmeeting in the future, then prepare the
Fi nal Scoping Report. This report wll
identify alternatives to carry forward
to the Environnmental |npact Statenent
and i nclude responses to conments
submtted during the conment period. As
expl ained earlier, we will be accepting
witten comments through January 17th
and accepting oral comments at this
nmeet i ng.

Again, if you' d like to speak,
please fill in a speaker card at the
wel cone table. The speaking portion of
this meeting will begin directly after

this presentation. For nore information

24
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pl ease visit us at the project website
www. | 8lopportunities.org. The website
will be continually updated throughout
the entire project. Thank you for
comng to today's neeting and thank you
for your interest in the |1-81 Viaduct
Proj ect.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Ckay, we are now
ready to here fromthose of you who w sh
to make oral statenments. | rem nd you
t hat anyone who wi shes to speak at this
meeting nmust fill out a speaker's card
| ocated at the registration desk outside
t hese doors in the foyer.

I n accordance with agency policy
el ected and appointed officials will be
given the first opportunity to speak.

O hers will be called to nake their
statenents in the order in which they
were registered.

Now I'd Iike to recogni ze
representatives fromseveral elected
officials offices who | et us know that

t hey woul d be attending today. From US
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Senator Charles Schuner's office Karen
Schillinger. From New York State
Senat or John DeFrancisco's office, Alex
Wal sh.  Jessica DeCerce from Senat or
Val esky's office. From Assenbl yman Bi l
Magnarel i, Christine Slocum From
Assenbl yman Stirpe's office, M. Bardor.
From Assenbl ynman Gary Finch's office,
Panel a Kirkwood. From Assenbl yman
Roberts office, Alex Grant. There are
al so nunerous representatives fromthe
Onondaga County Legi slature and from
County Executive Mahoney's office, from
t he Syracuse Common Council and from
Mayor Mner's office and fromthe
surroundi ng towns and villages. W
appreciate all of your interest and
participation in this meeting.

In order to all ow as many people as
possible to be heard it is necessary
that we restrict individual coments do
two mnutes. As | said before, I'lIl be
hol ding up signals to | et you know when

you have a mnute left, when you have 30

26
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seconds | eft and when your tine is up.
Also try to tactfully make verba
rem nders so that people don't go too
long. The reason for this is we want to
hear fromall of you and it's inportant
that we stick to those tinmes so that
everyone gets to a chance to speak. |If
your coments are in witing you can
sinply hand to themto a project team
representative at the registration desk
in the entrance | obby.

| f you have al ready submtted
comments specifically in response to the
Departnment's publication of the Notice
of Intent you do not have to resubmt
t hem because they are already part of
the record. Again, to remnd you
witten comments will be accepted by the
Department through Friday January 17th
2014.

|"d liked to call up our first two
speakers and I'mgoing to call themup
two at a tinme so there is always

sonebody ready to junmp in after the next

27
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speaker. So our first speaker will be
Mark Nicotra fromthe Town of Salina and
t he next speaker will be Van Robi nson of
t he Syracuse Common Council. So |I'd ask
M. Robinson to line up there behind
M. N cotra and then we'll keep it
nmoving. M. N cotra you can begin when
you' re ready.

MARK NI COTRA: Thank you very much
Good afternoon, ny nane is Mark Nicotra,
| amthe Supervisor of the Town of
Salina and represent nearly 34,000
residents and hundreds of business
owners that call Salina their home. The
Town of Salina is |ocated at the cross-
roads of New York where Interstate 81
and 90 conme together. And the proximty
to the interstate systemis Salina's
greatest asset in attracting and
retai ni ng busi ness, and al so naki ng
Salina a convenient place to |ive.

In the 1950s, the area of 7th North
Street and Buckl ey Road in Liverpool was

dom nated by farnl and and open spaces.
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Fast forward to today and that sane area
is now dom nated by hotels, restaurants
and a host of other businesses. The
reason is sinple. Interstate 81.

Thousands of jobs, which in turn
buys gas, eat neals, get prescriptions
and have a drink after work. The
effects of |ess access to Salina wll
dom no across all walks of |ife and al
i ndustri es.

When Interstate 81 was being built
in the 1960s there is no doubt that it
i sol ated a poor part of a Syracuse
nei ghbor hood. Let's not repeat history
by tearing down Interstate 81 and
cutting off the northern suburbs.
Replacing 1-81 with a boul evard and
rerouting that traffic will rob
busi nesses al ong the highway of a vital
revenue source, putting jobs in the
| ocal econony at risk. City streets
will be flooded with nore cars and
congestion, neaning | onger conmutes and

i ncreased response tinme for first
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responders during emergencies, nore
idling of traffic lights will lead to
nore vehicle em ssions and air pollution
and towns outside Syracuse coul d be
faced with nore heavy traffic barreling
down their roads.

| urge you to abandon the boul evard
idea and instead focus on alternatives
that will keep I-81 flow ng through
Syracuse and better serving the
comunities needs. The Interstate 81
project is a once in a generation
opportunity to inpact the future of our
region. Let's nmake sure it's the right
impact to drive Central New York into
the future.

VAN ROBI NSON:  Good afternoon, |'m
Van Robi nson, President of the Syracuse
Common Counci | .

MODERATOR SM TH:  Thank you,
M. Robinson. And M. Jerry Smith wll
be the next speaker. | apologize. You
may proceed.

VAN ROBINSON: | want to say wel cone
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to Syracuse and |I'm happy to see the
turnout here today. W' re talking about
an itemthat's going to |last for another
50, 75 years, and we nust be careful not
to repeat the same nm stakes that were
made 50 years ago, where we tore done an
entire nei ghborhood, which was conpri sed
primarily of African Americans and Jews.
This we do not need to see a repeat of.

W would like to see a boulevard. A
boul evard whi ch woul d acconmpdat e t he
traffic. Now we hear the figure 88,000
cars tossed about. However, those 88, 000
cars are primarily in the norning from
6 to 8 or 9 and from4 to 6 in the
afternoon. That conprises nost of your
88,000 cars. Many of the people who
take 81 or 690 take it just to hop from
one exit to another exit.

A boul evard would in all intents
give us an environnmental clarity that we
have not had. It is no secret that
studi es have been nade that show those

people who live in close proximty to 81
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have hi gher incidences of upper
respiratory infections and it has caused
asthma. We have the highest rate of
ast hma anong children than anywhere in
this state or in this county.

Renoval of 81 and di spersing nost of
the traffic throughout the streets,
whi ch are under-utilized. However with
t he boul evard we would attenpt to see
real i gnnents, reconfiguration of al
streets and al so updated traffic
signals. W also would like to see
pedestrian crossings as well as
bi cycles. This you cannot allow, this
you cannot do if you rebuild the highway
as is.

That concl udes ny statenent.
However, a poll taken of the nenbers of
t he Syracuse Common Council show that 81
has to go. The Berlin wall has to be
torn down.

MODERATOR SM TH: After M. Smth
next speaker will be Barry Lentz.

JERRY SMTH: M/ nane is Jerry
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Smth, former owner of the Addis
Conmpany, a Syracuse business since the
early 1900s. MW comrents to the gentle-
man from Salina and to M. Robi nson
M. Robinson is correct about the
i ncidents of asthma, unfortunately
tearing down the highway and maki ng a
boul evard is going to increase that, not
decrease it.

W are a conmunity, we are not a
city surrounded by the suburbs, we are a
community. It goes all the way to the
north in North Syracuse, to Fayetteville,
over on the west to the Westhill
district, West Cenesee and in the south
all the way to Tully. And it's tine we
started thinking that way as a comunity.

81 noves us quickly in and out of
the city. The problemwith 81, and |
agree with M. Robinson, it is a Berlin
wall. But it's a Berlin wall for the
sane reason that everything, every
project that we built in this city since

the 1960s has been what Gene Jacobs
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calls a soulless nmonolith; no glass, no
wi ndows, no eyes on the street.

We shoul d construct, reconstruct the
hi ghway the way it is, perhaps build it
even higher and imagi ne that the hi ghway
is aroof, a ceiling, not a highway.

And then underneath it we construct
parks or farmers market or whatever.
You want an exanple of it? Toronto is
doing it right now Portland has done
it. Seattle Washington has done it.
Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH: After M. Lentz,
Rob Sinpson will be our next speaker.

BARRY LENTZ: Good afternoon, ny
name is Barry Lentz, and |I'mhere to
speak first to an alternative that |
beli eve when liveability, sustainability
and econom ¢ devel opnment are taken into
consi deration stands out fromall the
other alternatives. After that | also
want to speak to what | consider to be
critical social justice concerns that

need to be addressed regardl ess of the
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alternative that is chosen

Wth respect to the preferred
alternative, | believe that the best
course is to reroute 12 percent of the
|-81 traffic that is thru traffic around
Syracuse using 481 and to nmake the
necessary inprovenents and to | essen the
i mpact that this additional traffic
woul d cause. | believe that the |1-81
Vi aduct shoul d be deconstructed and
shoul d be repl aced by an at-grade
r oadway.

When | say at-grade roadway | want
to enphasize that I do not nmean a
boul evard, | mean at-grade roadway that
serves the | ocal businesses and
residents and that provides robust
connections to what the third and fourth
criteria would be, a well devel oped
bui |l d-out of a regional mass rapid
transit systemthat includes connections
to park-and-ride portals around the
subur ban areas.

The fourth conponent of this is a
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redevel opnent of the I-81 corridor in
the city of Syracuse that includes a
revitalization of the neighborhoods that
wer e damaged by the origina
construction of |-81.

These last two itens are soci al
justice concerns that should be
addressed in any other alternative,
regardl ess of what that is. In addition
to these two social justice concerns |
al so want to nmention the inportance of
i ncluding a community benefit agreenent
in any alternative rebuild that would be
negotiated with an organi zation |like the
Urban Justice -- Urban Jobs Task Force
or sone other entity which is
col | aborative which represents all of
t he economic interest of the residents
of Syracuse. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After M. Sinpson
Tom Kinslow wi || be recogni zed.

ROB SI MPSON: Good eveni ng, thank
you all for hosting the session tonight.

"' m Rob Si npson, president of Center

36
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State CEO. It's a regional business and
econoni ¢ devel opnent organi zati on across
a broad geography of Central New YorKk.
First off I want to thank the DOT for --

MODERATOR SM TH: | shoul d poi nt out
you have to get real close to the
m cr ophone.

ROB SIMPSON:  Sorry, it was a little
low for me. As | said, I'm Rob Sinpson
the president of Center State CEQ a
regi onal business and econom ¢
devel opnent organi zation here in the
region. And first of all | want to
thank the DOT for engaging on this issue.
| think many of us are really dependi ng
on all of you to provide the comunity
with the objective data that we need to
make an informed decision on this issue
that is really critical for the
comunity.

W' re tal king about spending
anywhere between 750 million to a
billion and-a-half dollars on the

infrastructure in this region, a volune
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we haven't seen in years. It's critical
that we get this right. And this is a
region that's |lost jobs over the |ast 50
years, |ost people. Nothing short of a
transformative transportation system is
that we should not settle for anything
short of that as we nake this decision.

We know that the highway as it is,
as Van nentioned hasn't necessarily
served the community well. It isn't
safe first and forenost. It has
depressed real estate values fromthe
city, there is no denying that. And it
itself is a source of traffic congestion
with the exits at Harrison and Adans
on-ranps and of f-ranps.

| followed this debate intimtely
over the course of the last five years
as the process is noving forward, and |
personally do not feel that this
comunity has the information we need to
make an informed decision about these
alternatives. W submitted a list of 37

guestions to the DOT that we're
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resubmtting tonight for the record. W
need and want that information so that
we can be better partners.

But as we wait for that information
| woul d encourage you to pl ease help
this community find some common ground.
| think there are lots of things, when
hear a friend in the northern suburbs
and the city tal king about this, that
are the sane. W want to inprove our
econony and our liveability. | don't
hear anyone argui ng we shoul dn't be
recapturing and reactivating the
property under the right-of-way and
adj acent to it.

W want to be mnimzing the
destruction of businesses and the
rel ocati on of businesses and residences,
and we want to enbrace the highest |evel
of urban designs. Please know that you
have many partners in this community to
work with you on those goals.

MODERATOR SM TH: After M. Kinslow,

Wl liam Simons will be recognized.
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TOM KINSLON  Thank you, I'mwth
the Central New York Anmerican Institute
of Architects Chapter. Part of the Task
Force is looking into the 1-81 Viaduct
qualitative design issues. You edited
me down to two minutes so I'Il chop this
in half.

We have had a series of questions
about the process at hand. G ven that
the 1-81 Viaduct occupies and directly
i mpacts the city of Syracuse and
Onondaga County and our taxes pay for
t he hi ghway who woul d be the client in
this venture? Shouldn't there be
significant representation fromthe
architectural conmunity at the top of
t he deci si on-maki ng apparat us t hat
represents the city and the county to
work with the state planners on this.

Secondly. Are there qualified urban
pl anners involved currently? And if so
are they fromthe city or the county?
Renmenber when the vi aduct was

constructed it was done so wi thout | ocal
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representation or approval. The DOT
says that this is no | onger the way they
bring these projects to practice. Can
we i nprove the situation by including
sonme of the many professional groups
i ke those working in the Syracuse
University toward a nore sustai nable
ur ban desi gn?

Wth Boston reporting the Big Dig
project to bury their el evated hi ghway
cane at a staggering 2 mllion per mle
of construction. Shouldn't the tunnel
option be considered as possibly too
expensive to construct here? O for
exanpl e, of other cities taking down
their el evated highways are said to be
non- applicable to our situation as these
were spur or feeder highways rather than
bypass hi ghways, such as Route 81.

The DOT traffic study shows that 88
percent of the vehicles on I-81 are
destined for the city. And in that
capacity Route 81 is actually a feeder

rather than primarily as a bypass. And
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the 1-81 Viaduct drops the commuters on
two ranps within the city basically
creating congestive conditions on the
ground. There's a limted access, the
nost efficient way to feed all this
traffic into and out of the city street
grid system

The Departnent of Transportation has
estimated the project schedule from
denolition to reconstruction about 2 to
3 years. In that time what becones of
the traffic? 1Is it possible to
interrupt highway traffic for that
period of time? |If it is possible --

MODERATOR SM TH:  Ti ne.

TOM KINSLOW -- to have alternative
per manent sol utions that are viable?
Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  |Is M. Simmons
her e?

VAN ROBINSON: M. Simmons had to
| eave for anot her engagenent.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Thank you, sir.

After M. Simons we have Jim Bright,
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and followwing M. Bright, I"msorry if
pronounce this incorrectly, Merika
Treier.

JIM BRI GHT: Good afternoon. Wy
name is JimBright, |I'm president of the
Dunk & Bright Furniture, a retai
furniture store in Syracuse. |
appreciate this opportunity to share ny
vi ews about the proposed changes to
Route 81. In particular my concern
about the boul evard or otherw se known
as the at-grade option, which would
el i m nate hi gh speed conveni ent access
to the center of Syracuse, thus
negatively inpacting Dunk and Bri ght
busi ness.

Dunk and Bright currently enpl oys 85
people, the majority of whomwork at our
showr oom at the corner of South Salina
Street and West Brighton Avenue, which
is very close, less than 200 yards to
Route 81 south at Exit 17. W enjoy a
st abl e workforce and appreciate the

conveni ence of easy access to our
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busi ness.

Rat her than having multiple stores
in the suburbs our strategy has been to
expand our showr oom sel ection in one
central location. Centralized and
conveni ent access for our custoners has
been very inportant to our growh. Over
t he decades Dunk and Bright has acquired
and i nproved many vacant conmercial and
residential properties and now naintain
nearly 2,000 feet along South Salina,
West Brighton, MCl ure and Warner
Avenues.

We draw customers froma w de
radius. Cortland to Binghanton, Elmra,
New Hartford, Rone, Utica, Centra
Square, Pul aski, Watertown, Pl attsburgh
Massena, west to Camillus, Baldw nsville,
Auburn, Fulton, Oswego, the Finger Lakes.

A vitally inportant factor to our
success in drawing custonmers fromthis
| arge radi us and giving easy access to
our show oom because of Route 81 and

Exit 17. Elimnating Route 81 as a high




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

45
Bright & Treier

speed interstate highway through the
center of Syracuse would result in

| osing the quick access to Dunk and
Bright via Exit 17, and | onger drives
for our custoners and nore traffic
lights and frustrating traffic
congesti on.

W feel that this would negatively
i mpact our business and |likely cause
Dunk and Bright to nove our showr oom
fromits current |ocation. Thank you
very rmuch for allowing me to submt ny
comment s.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Peter Sarver wl|
be the next speaker.

MERI KE TREI ER: Good afternoon, ny
name is Merika Treier. You did not
massacre it too badly. | amthe
Executive Director of the Downtown
Comm ttee of Syracuse. There is an
econoni ¢ i nterdependency of the region
and the city and suburbs are
inextricably Iinked. Hence the quality

of life of the core, the understandi ng
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that change is needed will benefit al
residents. The current configuration of
the 81 Viaduct is a physical barrier in
t he nei ghborhoods and it isn't working.

Qur city has changed dramatically
over the last 50 years and we need a
transportation systemthat reflects
t hese changes. Qur major enpl oynent
base is | ocated downtown and at the
University Hill. W need to facilitate
the grom h of these enpl oyers by
al l owi ng ease of access for vibrant
comunities that enpl oyees deserve and
residents.

Elimnating this barrier to reunite
the city's core with an inviting, safe
and efficient alternative will give this
community one of its greatest
opportunities for future gromh. W
need to restore connections to our
nei ghbor hoods and not | ook to sol utions
that accept the status quo that would
| ead to nore destruction of our city.

The interstate should enhance the city,
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not define our community. Syracuse is
not any city USA, and we want a
transportation solution that wll
reflect our community's soul.

That said we need to create
transportation alternatives to ensure
that this will not be a one road
solution. W need to inprove the street
grid for enhanced transportation fl ow.
We need to allow for nore access and
egress opportunities to roadways to
el i m nate congestion points that we
currently experience on Route 81.

We need to | ook forward and plan for
efficient mass alternative
transportation opportunities. W have
significant opportunity to generate new
tax revenues for our community. The
current path of 81 has the potential to
be a vi brant new nei ghborhood, and we
need to allow for uses that will pronote
this. Although the city accounts for
only 3 percent of the county taxable

| and area we generate 29 percent of the

a7
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county property tax revenue. There is
significant potential to generate under-
utilized areas. W ask that you
acknow edge that the current design of
81 is not acceptable. W ask that you
rely on the experience of a
mul ti-disciplinary planning teamto
propose transportation alternatives for
our community so as not to repeat the
m st akes of the past. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH: After M. Sarver
t he next speaker would be Ann Marie
Tal i erci o.

PETER SARVER: Thank you for this
opportunity to speak, |I'm Peter Sarver,
President of the Alliance of Comunities
to Transform Syracuse, known nore
popul arly by our acronymas ACTS. And
we are an interfaith network of
congregations and soci al advocacy
or gani zati ons working on social justice
concerns. W have taken this
opportunity up as one in which we want

to enbrace a nunber of social justice
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concerns. And they're couched in the
context of making the best use of the
space that we know as the center city.

We believe the revitalization of
Syracuse is critical. And particularly
we represent the concerns of
di sadvant aged and | ow i ncone peopl e who
are in the city who were grievously
di spl aced and ot herw se had their
i nterests overl ooked during the initial
construction of the I-81 Interstate.

Two concerns that we'd |ike to bring

to your attention. One is transportation.

Wil e the autonobile culture of the
suburbs is fine for the suburbs we're
concerned about revitalization in terns
of higher density, which neans that we
need to have nore nultiple opportunities
of transportation, particularly public
transportation.

And the second issue that I'd like
to call to your attention is the need
for local jobs. Mny of the people

particularly in the city have not had
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sufficient opportunities for training.
W see this as a tine when the community
benefits agreenent would in fact enhance
the ability of many people who are
unenpl oyed or under-enpl oyed to receive
sone of the jobs that would be invol ved
with this infrastructure devel opnment.
Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After Ms. Ann
Marie Taliercio the next speaker will be
Gary Tot h.

ANN MARIE TALIERCIO First like to
t hank you for having these hearings and
openi ng the conversation to allow nore
voi ces to be heard. As president, ny
name is Ann Marie Taliercio, and |I'm
President of the Central New York area
Labor Federation AFL-CIO |I'mhere to
speak on behal f of thousands of ny
menbers within our region. These
wor kers and thousands of others |ike
t hem t hr oughout this area have cone to
rely on 81 every day for a quick commute

am dst their busy schedule to get to
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work on time. Sone even have purchased
homes or chosen where they work because
of the highway proximty in mnd.

A boul evard woul d add nore tine,
mles, frustration to their comutes
every day whil e danmagi ng busi nesses and
putting their jobs at-risk. The added
mles of course would also add gas to
their cost of getting to work, gas is
high, it's probably going to stay high
And we can't afford to put workers
at-risk to not even be able to get to
their jobs.

A |l arge group of the workers
represent are in the hotel, hospitality
and the health care industry. Many of
t hese properties including the County
Convention Center and the SUNY Heal th
Sci ence conplex. I'mhere tonight, "Il
just submt ny full comments, but in
October the Central New York Federation
as well as the Central and Northern New
York Buil di ng Trade passed resol utions

strongly opposing this m sgui ded
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boul evard plan. Today |'m here urging
state officials to thoroughly exam ne

t he nunerous other options for |-81

whi ch include the tunnel, deconpressed
roadway or a new bridge. Please, thank
you for considering anything but the
boul evard. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After M. Toth the
next speaker i s Kenneth Hoogs.

GARY TOTH. M nanme is Gary Toth
Forgive my voice, |'ve got a bad col d.
Career transportation engineer for 40
years in the business, 34 years at the
New Jer sey Departnment of Transportation
doi ng work much |ike Joe Flint did.
|"ve gone for the large part of that
career, | believe a lot of us believed
that buil ding big roads was good for
Anerica and it is good for Anerica. But
as tinme went on we began to study things
and | earned that adding capacity wasn't
really solving the nobility problens in
this country.

Studi es done in 120 nmetropolitan
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areas throughout the country show t hat
bui | di ng high speed freeways al one, in
each of those 120 communiti es congestion
has gotten worse, nuch worse. |In the
comunities in New York State |ike
Rochester and Al bany, the traffic
congestion and delay, five tines worse
than it was in 1982.

So we have | earned that the best way
to do, in the last 10 years we've
| earned as an industry the best way to
approach this is to devel op conpl ete
systens, address the whole system And
| can see fromthe information package
that New York State DOT put out that
t hey have obviously | earned that too.
And so the approach that they're show ng
here to | ook at the whole system but
nore inmportantly to base it on studies.
Not on the beliefs that we enbraced for
40 or 50 years that sinply building new
roads will inprove nobility and when
t hey get congested to widen them Not

automatically to assune that but base
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their studies on data and nodel i ng.

So | applaud New York State DOT for
what they're doing here and for engagi ng
t he stakeholders to do it. And whatever
alternative energes out of this, as
sonebody said before, a billion dollars
of New York State nmoney is going into
this process, and | hope that to support
New York State in making sure that the
ri ght decision is nade based on dat a.

So thank you.
MODERATOR SM TH:  After M. Hoogs

t he next speaker will be Dave Mankiew cz.

KENNETH HOOGS: Hello, I'm
Dr. Kenneth Hoogs, |'ve been a doctor in
town here for 43 years. | did nedica
school in North Carolina. Wen | was
comng up to the exit in New York I
interviewed in Rochester and | was al so
going to check here in Syracuse. Well
the roads in Rochester are a nmaze. And
it was very confusing, it was tough to
get around. And then | canme to Syracuse

and | said, oh ny golly, this 81 cuts
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right through the mddle of town, you
can get anywhere you want, we've got al
t hese nice roads around here. By golly
you can be out in the suburbs or
wherever. So | ended up here in
Syracuse for the last 43 years. And
it's because of Route 81.

|'ve lived in three different
| ocations around the area here, and al
the tinme | can get around so easily
because of the nice roads here. So
t hank you for having Route 81 and |I hope
we can keep it going.

MODERATOR SM TH:  The next speaker
will be Marilyn Higgins.

DAVE MANKI EW CZ: Good afternoon, ny
name i s Dave Mankiewi cz, I'mthe
President of the University Hill
Corporation, it's a not-for-profit
or gani zati on whose nmenbers include the
medi cal and educational institutions of
t he organi zations and the religious
institutions on the Hll. | also serve

as a nenber of the SMIC Study Advisory
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Commi ttee on 81.

From t he standpoint of ny nenbers
there are several things that we woul d
like to see this project acconplish.
First of all one thing that has to cone
or when it's done is that the highway,
the barrier that is currently created by
t he hi ghway between University Hi Il and
downt own nust be elimnated. The
current configuration is dark, ugly,
foreboding, it's not a place for
pedestrians who want to wal k. And the
econonmi c condition of the city will be
greatly inmproved by connecting those two
pl aces.

Second thing 1'd like to consider
because of the current configuration of
t he highway and the fact that all the
University Hill traffic is generally
driven towards the Harrison/ Adans onranp
and off-ranps is that it concentrates
the traffic and it forces traffic over
the stretch of the viaduct that really

doesn't need to be there. |If you have a
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| ocation on the northern portion of the
H 1l you don't really need to make that
trip and then go back, and that you have
to make the sanme usel ess novenent
basically to go hone again. So that's
sonething that's inportant to us. W
want to find alternative access points
tothe HIlI. SMIC has suggested the
possibilities of 1-690 and al so getting
direct access fromlnterstate 481.

The other thing we'd |ike to see
happen is that we'd |ike to see an
increase in transit on the Hill. That's
an inportant alternative that our
enpl oyers and enpl oyees need. It is
al so inportant to our menbers that |oca
roads are not severed. That was
suggested in the study of either a
tunnel or if a depressed hi ghway was
built, major streets, including Erie
Boul evard, Fayette Street, Al nond Street
North woul d have to be closed. That is
not acceptable. That is going to |lose a

great econom c devel opnment opportunity.
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Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After Ms. Higgins

Ant hony Mangano will be the next speaker.

MARILYN HGE@ NS: Hello, I'mMarilyn
Hi ggins, |I'mhere today as a resident,
and nost of ny coments will be directed
fromthat point of view, but |I'malso
going to add sonme comments related to ny
position with the Near West Side
Initiative.

As a menber of CES for cities and in
my current job as vice-president of
econonm ¢ devel opnent for SU, and in ny
previ ous job as vice-president of
econonm ¢ devel opnent for National Gid
| learned that the devil is not in the
details. The devil is in the goals and
objectives of a project. And | think
that's what we're here to tal k about
t oday.

So | want to suggest that you
radically depart fromthe traditiona
process and make your first paranount

obj ective under Goal One to reduce the
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amount of local traffic. The nunber of
short hops taken by | ocal drivers on
this viaduct by a significant percent.
| suggest this because whether we |ike
it or not the highway, interstate
hi ghway goes through our city. And if
we don't repair the damage that was done
to the street grid when it was built
you're going to end up buil ding
sonet hi ng bigger and nore difficult in
the future.

| f you select an alternative that
enabl es local traffic to continue using
t he viaduct the way they are today your
work will be harder, the process will be
nore divisive and it will eventually
| ead to problens for our physically
chal I enged city.

So | ask that your consultants | ook
at the street grid first. |If the street
grid can be nade to work in Manhattan
and nove traffic well, quickly and
efficiently it can be made to work in

Syracuse.
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Last, 1'd like to say that al ong
with this objective please don't
consi der West Street the easy option for
nmoving traffic around town. That eight
lines of fury is notorious for being
dangerous for people. And we ask you to
not consider that an easy sol ution.
Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After M. Mangano,
St ephanie Wiite will be the next
speaker .

ANTHONY MANGANO: Thank you to
everyone on the panel for your time and
attention today. | sincerely appreciate
your efforts to help us find the best
solutions for 1-81. Thank you to al
t hat have given your input today and
t hroughout the past few nmonths on this
very inportant issue.

My name is Tony Mangano, ny famly
own four hotels |ocated at the
crossroads of New York State, Interstate
81 and the New York State Thruway. Over

the years ny famly has invested $40
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mllion in these and ot her businesses in
Syracuse, and we enpl oy nore than 250
menbers of our community. The future of
Interstate 81 is absolutely critical to
nmy busi ness.

Qur hotels were all built and
fi nanced on the prem se that our
custoners, predom nantly people from out
of town nust have quick and easy access
to our front doors. Mdre than 90 percent
of our custonmers conme to us in their own
vehicle, and a vast majority of them
arrive via 81. During sone periods of
t he year al nost 30 percent arrive
wi t hout reservation. Even in today's
high tech world of GPS units right in
our phones no one wants to poke their
way around in a strange city sonetines
in the dark or even in a snow stormto
find a safe and confortable place to
st ay.

Interstate 81 is ny main street. In
removing or diverting any part of it

will hurt my business as well as dozens




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Mangano
of others that have set up shop near the
interstate, will also jeopardize
hundreds of tourismindustry jobs.

Interstate 81 is not only for those
of us who live and work in Onondaga
County, we are the crossroads of New
York State and a uni que and i nportant
feature only Syracuse can claim Qur
city and county have thrived because of
that. Easy access to key destinations
such as OnCenter, Arnory Square, Destiny
USA, the zoo, the airport, the Regional
Transportation Center are just as
i nportant as easy access to a downtown
of fice, apartnment or |ocal hospital.

A mgjor part of this community's
future is in tourism and we need to
ensure our visitors can easily access
and navigate our area. Adding mles is
congestion and confusing to a visitor's
trip, it will nmake themthink tw ce
about com ng back to Syracuse. There is
no question that 81 needs inmediate

attenti on and substantial investnent.
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However, erasing 50 years and mllions
of dollars of previous investnent and
progress built upon the present highway
is not our only option. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After Stephen
Wiite the next speaker will be M nch
Lew s.

STEPHEN WHI TE: Thank you for the
St ephen, |I'mnot Stephanie. Preserve
t he character.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Penmanshi p, not
appear ance.

STEPHEN WVHITE: |'m Steve Wi te and
| represent Citizens to Preserve the
Character of Skaneateles, the Village
and Town of Skaneateles and the
mer chants and busi nesses housed on Route
20 in the Village and Town of Skaneat el es.

Both the Town and Vill age have
passed resol utions requesting you to
abandon any plan to create a boul evard.
And for good reason. First the anount
of garbage haul ers goi ng t hrough our

Town on Route 20 had a severely negative




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Wiite
i npact on customer vol unme, pollution,
smel |, noise, dirt, vibration, and
t herefore sal es.

Qur second concern, inpacting us and
all the citizens of Syracuse is hazardous
waste traveling on both sides of
Skaneat el es Lake - the source of free
and clean water for our Village and
Syracuse. You should be able to
gquantify the probability of accidents
per truck mle driven on Routes 41, 41A,
38 and 38A. | personally responded to
two spills of toxic materials near the
Lake as a first responder from Boradino
Fire Departnent.

Syracuse currently has a Federal
Filtration Avoi dance Certificate with no
expiration date. Any serious spills of
noxi ous substances could void that
certificate and force Syracuse to build
and mai ntain an expensive filtration
plant to treat that tainted water.
Onasco and Auburn face a simlar

probl em
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Rerouting those trucks around 481 to
690 on their way to Seneca Meadows
Landfill would be disastrous for
Skaneat el es and coul d be for Syracuse as
well. You know those haul ers won't
accept those extra mles travel tine and
woul d find that their way back through
our Town.

Al so consider the effect of |owering
the present source of 1-81 traffic
pollution to street |evel in downtown.
The noi se woul d be nmagnified by echoing
frombuilding to building. The exhaust
snell and toxicity would be concentrated
around nearby residences instead of a
partial dissipation by wind to settle in
diluted amounts in a far greater area.

Your published data identifies 2,500
vehi cl es passing through. |nagine a
great proportion of the other 80,000
sitting at the boulevard lights in
nmorni ng and evening traffic tines.

Al so, where would --

MODERATOR SM TH:  Ti ne.
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STEPHEN WHI TE: -- approxi mately
1, 000 peopl e displaced by building
denolition or alteration relocate? In
human decency terns that may be the nost
devast ati ng consequence of creating a
boul evar d.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After M. Lew s
t he next speaker is Jerry Prosonic.

MNCH LEWS: M nanme is Mnch Lew s,
| served as elected city auditor from
1995 to 2003. During that tine | gained
a firsthand know edge, understandi ng of
the finances of city governnent. The
economc vitality of this region and the
city governnment is dependent on the
resources that flowinto the conmunity.
Those resources cone in many ways, but
one of the nost inportant ways i s on our
roadway system

| believe that the social and
econoni ¢ i ssues should be given very
serious consideration in the environmental
i mpact process.

There are two inpacts. The first is
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the traffic that brings resources from
outside this community. In particular
Destiny USA, Dunk and Bright, the
educational and nmedical facilities serve
to bring resources that support our
| ocal econony.

The second inpact is on |ocal
commerce. Traffic studies show that
21,000 vehicles cone to those facilities
per day. Those counts do not include
the vehicles that travel to those
facilities on city streets. Even though
many of the facilities thenselves are
tax exenpt the thousands of enpl oyees
who work there pay property taxes that
i npact the region as a whol e.

Anot her soci oeconom ¢ i npact woul d
relate to the deconm ssioning of the
vi aduct portion of the 1-81. The ful
burden for providing access to the
econom c institutions for thousands of
vehicles would fall on city, county and
state governnent. The econom c i npact

woul d divert resources from ot her areas
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of great need.

Finally, this decision is an
opportunity to plan for the future.
Prospects for the Hotel Syracuse and
Convention Center could be inproved.
Alternatives that limt access could
have a serious negative inpact. A risk
anal ysi s considering both positive and
negati ve inpacts should be part of the
environnmental review. Thank you for
your consi derati on.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After
M. Prosonic, Karaline Rothwell.

JERRY PROSONIC. M nane is Jerry
Prosoni c, speaking froma very practica
| think viewpoint. It seens to ne that
repl acing elevated 81 with any ot her
option is in dollars and cents as costly
or nore costly than nodernizing and
repairing it.

| flipped houses for years and it
was al ways cheaper to repair and renode
than to replace. Mtigating factors now

are the terns EI'S, non-standard and
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non-conformng. That's the relativity
now.

We know what we have with el evated
81. Do we know that any repl acenent
will be as good |let alone better? What
if we tear down that el evated portion
and then discover that in practical
operation versus the planned outcone the
repl acenent alternative does not live up
to our expectations or needs? | don't
see 81 as a Berlin wall, but the roadway
beneath is a shane and needs to be
revisited.

Think of the city infrastructure,
constant road building and utilities
wor ki ng can be very unexpectedly
resulting in rerouting, major closures
and repairs. Elevated 81 provides the
redundancy to city mai ntenance and
repairs. It also provides the extra
relief at event tines. Using 81 and 690
as bypasses when crisscrossing the city
is areal time saver for nme by as nuch

as a hundred percent. That saves fuel
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and frustration. Tinme is our nost
val ued commodity.

Back in the 1960s when 81 was bei ng
built I worked for Tom Popp whose famly
owned one of the premer hotels at the
time. We had Hotel Syracuse, Onondaga
Hotel and the Yates Hotel. They were at
the Yates Hotel. And | renenber Tom
sayi ng very pointedly, geez | keep
trying to get the state to give us nore
exits. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After Ms. Rothwel |
t he next speaker will be John Ball oni.

KARALI NE ROTHWELL: My nane is

Karaline Rothwell, and | am a resident
of the city. | love city living, |ove
it. | live on the west side. So |I'm

also a voice to the residents on the
west side, residents in the city, | help
also and 1I'ma nenber of the Westside
Resi dents Coalition.

I"d like to specifically tal k about
the wal kability factor associated with

hi ghways and the residents that are on
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the west side that do not have cars.
These people need to be kept in m nd.
It is very difficult for ny fellow
residents to | eave their honmes and have
to wal k downtown, trying to get to
services that they need for, to better
their life. Specifically concerning
West Street it is a very busy street to
cross. And | correct you Marilyn it's
nine | anes in sone portions.

So | do, I also work at SUNY ESF and
| enjoy in the sunmertinme when it's
ni cer whether to be able to walk to
work. When | try to cross West Street,
whi ch sonmetimes |'m pushing nmy son's
stroller, it is scary. And so
encourage the traffic to be consi dered
to not make West Street busy as we work
on 81. But then sonetinmes, well all the
time when | wal k under 81 it is gray and
it is scary. And | certainly encourage
as we go forward to build up this area.
Maybe we not consider driving into the

city as quick as we can and | eaving as
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qui ck as possible. Mking it nore
aesthetically pleasing to people where
we stop for a nonment and stop being so
rushed with our tine. And stop and have
a cup of coffee nmaybe under the new
hi ghway or over the new hi ghway. So
t hank you very much for your tinmne.

MODERATOR SM TH: The next speaker
wi Il be Tim Louer.

JOHN BALLONI:  Evening, ny nane is
John Balloni, I'mthe chief deputy with
t he Onondaga County Sheriff's Ofice. |
don't have a preferred way to do this.
| have concerns. On behalf of public
safety I'mvery concerned with how we
redo this highway in that it is the main
north-south route for noving energency
vehicles fromone, fromthe northern to
t he southern or vice versa, wherever we
have the problem That's one of our
maj or concerns.

Anot her maj or concern is this is a
maj or route, north-south route to a

Level 1 Trauma Center, not just for
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Syracuse but for the entire region. So
that public safety aspects of this are
very inportant. The |ast speaker talks
about not rushing traffic, and I'm
tal ki ng about rushing in and rushing out.
But we have the gol den hour to get
sonebody safely to treat at the Regi ona
Level 1 Trauma Center. That's a big
deal .

And the other concern | have is |'ve
been in | aw enforcement since 1977 or
public safety since that period of tinmne.
And al nost all of the accidents |
investigate are at intersections. |If
you create intersections, interchanges
you create accidents. Again, public
safety is ny career, that's ny biggest
concern here. | think we just have to
take these things into consideration
when we're considering what to do with
this highway. Qur access to the
hospital s, our north-south route and the
| evel of accidents we see. | can

understand that's already a concern. So
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| appreciate your tinme and good | uck
because this is a tough one.

MODERATOR SM TH: M. Louer. The
next speaker will be Tom Pelis.

TIMLOUER H, nmy nane is Tim Louer,
|"ve been a citizen of Syracuse for
about 22 years and |"'mhere with a
different alternative for what some
peopl e | guess have been calling the
bel tway option, it's entitled the Salt
City Crcuit. The Salt Cty Crcuit is
a comunity proposal to the New York
State DOT and the city of Syracuse to
tear dowmm a 1.4 mle section of viaduct
and replace it with a boul evard and
reroute Interstate 81 to the southern
and western edges of downtown to create
a mcro-beltway or transportation
circuit.

The Salt Gty Crcuit concept is
conposed of two nmjor components. The
first of which is to tear down the
exi sting viaduct and replace it with a

boul evard. The second conponent is to
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reroute Interstate 81 within the city
limts instead of around the city
l[imts. Interstate 81 would be nostly
rerouted al ong vacant | ands and parking
| ots | ocated on the southern edge of an
inner city railway line. Then it would
cross over an area of four city bl ocks
and connect to the West Street Arterial.
There the new hi ghway would run for one
mle and connect to its original route
at Interstate 690 at Franklin Square.

Rerouting 81 this way would not only
solve the 81 dilemm, but would provide
a whole new efficient circul ation
pattern for the city of Syracuse. The
new 81 and Interstate 690 and the
boul evard would act as a unified circuit
of travel around the city to nove people
efficiently in the Salt Gity.

Several pros of this option include
keeping the interstate inside city
limts and does not force traffic away
from Syracuse. It is nore cost

effective than a multi-mle |ong tunnel
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or depressed roadway in the short term
and long term nmai ntenance pictures. It
creates a formal transportation |oop,
additional elements such as el evated
pedestrian and bicycle paths could be a
possibility and would run al ong the
circunference of the downtown area.
And it elimnates any detour concerns
during construction phases.

You know, no project or no proposal
is perfect there are two, you know, a
few cons. These are the main ones:
Di spl acenment of the private property is
m ni mal but not absent fromthis
concept. And the project costs exceeds
that of the sol o boul evard option or the
vi aduct repl acenent option. And | do
not believe this would inhibit the
progress. Thank you for your tine.

MODERATOR SM TH: After M. Pelis
wi |l be Stephen Buechner.

THOVAS PELIS: M nane is Tom Pel i s,
"' m here representing SUNY Upstate

Medi cal University today. W have a
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kind of unique situation at two |evels.
One is because of what we do and the
ot her is because of our proximty and
presence i mredi ately adjacent to both
t he east and west side of 81 on the
el evated portion. So we're not going to
tell you the answer, we just want to
bring up four issues that we would |ike
addr essed t hroughout the next phase of
t he project.

The first is we really are concerned
about noi se and especially vibration,
bot h during construction and after
construction, because it dramatically
affects patient services and di agnostic
testing. We live that. Building a
cancer center and many ot her things
around the hospital, so this is no
different.

Secondly, we want to address a
vi abl e transportation plan during
construction to nove energency vehicles
and private vehicles. And we suggest

that since we're sure you're going to
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| ook at a conprehensive plan that's not
just about the road, that you inpl enent
the mass transit solution before you
start the construction of 81 so that
it's in place when 81 starts, whatever
it is you do.

Thirdly, address the safe pedestrian
crossing along the footprint of 81, the
el evated portion, it's a nightmare right
now. We have hundreds, and in a few
years we'll have thousands of people
just from Upstate crossing back and
forth.

And | astly, whatever you do, don't
do the status quo. This is a once in a
lifetime opportunity. Think big and
t hi nk conprehensively. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After
M. Buechner, Todd Buchko.

STEPHEN BUECHNER: My nane is
St ephen Buechner, 1've been representing
the American Society of Landscape
Architects. [|'ve also been a practicing

| andscape architect and resident of
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Syracuse. |'ve been practicing since
1964 with the Rei mann & Buechner
Partnership. The concept | devel oped
was prepared to get the planners to
t hi nk outside of the box.

In my opinion the boul evard and the
vi aduct are not going to solve the
traffic problem And equally as
i nportant because of people it's not
going to help to revitalize the city.
This concept that | put together, and
it's basically an unsolicited concept,
was basically a focus on the area
bet ween Adans Street and Erie Boul evard.

Now this is not the Big Dig, folks,
this is to basically |ower the road one
level. This will be basically a
structure built bel ow grade as you can
see and then we will tie into the east-
west streets to nmake it nore conveni ent
for people to get into the city. W
have sone wonderful facilities in the
city. Right now when you're com ng from

the south you only have one opportunity
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to get off. And when you're com ng from
the north you only have one opportunity
to get off.

Basically the park itself will be
active and passive recreation facilities
and it will tie the dowmntown with the
University Hill. The through-traffic,

t hat percent that we've been talking
about, will get off out at Nedrow and
will either conme back into the city via
690 or tie back into 81 up by the
Northern Mall, etc. So the |ower |evel
road can also be two |levels high and the
through-traffic can go through that

area. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  The next speaker
will be M. Cass.

TODD BUCHKO  Good eveni ng, ny nane
is Todd Buchko and |I'm a Syracuse
resi dent and general manager of Wonder
Works at Destiny USA off of Interstate
8l. First | would just like to take a
nmonment to thank the Departnent of

Transportation for hosting this neeting
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and allowi ng residents to nmake our
voi ces heard on such an inportant issue
for our conmunity.

As a general nmanager of a business
at Destiny USA | can tell you that we
have a | ot of visitors from outside the
regi on who use 1-81 to quickly and
conveniently reach us. That's because
| -81 serves as a najor arterial for
visitors to Syracuse and Central New
York connecting themw th destinations
such as the OnCenter, Syracuse
University and the Carrier Donme. In
fact tourismplays an inportant role in
our region's economny. And I-81 brings
many of these visitors to our comunity.

We heard the options that have been
di scussed for dealing with the aging
portions of the highway here in downtown
Syracuse for rebuilding the el evated
hi ghway to tunnel or boulevard. | do
have serious concerns about how the
boul evard plan will affect tourismin

our region. Replacing I-81 with a
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boul evard coul d i npede visitors access
to the key tourist destinations in our
area as well as hotels, restaurants and
many ot her busi nesses. And diverting

| -81 around Syracuse will only add m|les
to visitors trips and cause unnecessary
headaches and conf usi on.

For exanple think about the traffic
and congestion follow ng a Syracuse
basketbal | or football ganme at the
Carrier Donme. A boulevard will only add
time and frustration to our visitors
trying to get honme after the gane. Many
visitors to our region are stop-over
visitors who stop at busi nesses al ong
hi ghways for gas, restaurants and
| odging. Diverting this traffic could
damage t hese ki nds of businesses | ocated
al ong our highway. As the DOT and ot her
officials nove forward with the |1-81
project | urge themto give thoughtfu
consideration to these concerns which
are shared by nmany in the community.

Thank you for your tine.
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MODERATOR SM TH: After M. Cass,
Rever end Thonpson

MARK CASS: (Good afternoon, ny nane
is Mark Cass, Director of Alliance of
Communi ties Transform ng Syracuse, and a
resident of the city. Initially what
attracted ne to this is the history of
t he devastation of a nei ghborhood. But
that said, it's past tense. This
nei ghbor hood still has many many | ow
i ncone residents who had decades of
noi se, congestion, low air quality. So
our concern really is that people count
in this, you know, as well. And that
our social justice concerns and criteria
af fect the deci sion-nmaki ng process.

So appl aud your willingness to be
| ooki ng at a number of alternatives and
to consider those things. D splacing
that into another nei ghborhood or the
near west side for instance is also an
unaccept able solution. W can't
continue to nmake these sane m st akes.

See broad economic viability of
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Syracuse, Syracuse is the center of a
county, we are one community, but we
can't continue on the path we've been
on. Any future use of the footprint of
t he viaduct should include m xed incone
housi ng and ot her opportunities for
people in the broad community as a city
as wel .

Encourage you to take a holistic
approach to the traffic. W have
funneled all of that to one area, sone
of which is by needs, sonme of which has
real ly been caused by the highway. Al so
j ust have one question. There has been
many reference to bicycle and pedestrian
access. |'massum ng but hope that it
considers people with disabilities as
wel | as part of being able to nove
safely and confortably in that area.
Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After Reverend
Thonpson, Patti Monday.

REVEREND THOVPSON: Good evening to

the New York State Departnent of
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Transportation, thank you very mnuch for
com ng here this evening and giving the
city residents of Syracuse the
opportunity to voice our conments and
our concerns. | live in the south side/
near west side nei ghborhoods of
Syracuse, and |I'malso a Reverend at the
Fountain of Life Church, 700 South Ave.
And t he voices of the people are going
to be expressed through me who live in
t hose particul ar areas.

And our concerns are that the
residents of that nei ghborhood, for us a
boul evard is not an option. You don't
have to go far to understand why that is
necessary for us not to have the
boul evard. Just | ook at West Street.
And West Street itself is a nightmare in
alot of situations. And it's also a
divider. W do not wish for the city of
Syracuse to be divided any further than
it already is divided with the hi ghway
com ng straight down the center of it.

We know t hat the highways do unite
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traffic, we know that it unites cars and
peopl e com ng into the nei ghborhoods.

But it divides the people who live in

t he nei ghbor hood.

Al so our concerns are for the
el derly, the children and the disabl ed
who may not have friendly accessibility
to crossing of the streets in the city
that this highway would represent. You
have to go no further back than 1968,
for which the adverse conditions of the
buil ding of Interstate 81 had on the
communities fromthe displacenent of
residents to having to nove, to health
i ssues that was related to the [-81
bui | di ng.

And | astly as an option though we
woul d |i ke to ask that you consider a
resident friendly nass transportation
included in your plan. Also we're
concerned as the nenbers of the clergy
t he renoval of |ocal churches that may
occur with the oncom ng encroachnent of

| ands that woul d have to be taken due to




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Monday
em nent domain. And this is a concern
for us because churches act not only as
a community of centers but it also acts
as a place of worship and daycare and
hel ps unite to bring the conmunity
together. Thank you very much for your
ti me and consideration.

PATTI MONDAY: Deb Nelson, | owe you
an apol ogy, | thought that 81 vi aduct
stuff was yours, and when | read the
master plan | thought it was about
Hitler and, you know, so | apol ogi ze.
do apologize. Can | start now?

MODERATOR SM TH:  You nmay.

PATTI MONDAY: | hear a | ot about
aesthetics, and | think that neans
beautify. Well, | live where your
aesthetics are. Doesn't matter to ne
about aesthetics, what matters to ne
going to my door and getting up every
nor ni ng and goi ng out ny door. There is
a hospital right three bl ocks up the
street that | can get to. The

Uni versity has dornms right behind ny

87




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Monday

bui l ding. Upstate has bought up all the
bui | di ngs that used to be nedi cal
centers and other things, and Upstate is
buying up all the buildings around ny
area. Syracuse University is buying up
all the other buildings. You want your
noney? You want your infrastructure,
put taxes on Syracuse University. Let
them pay their taxes. Have Destiny USA
pay taxes. Have Upstate University
Hospital pay their taxes, okay?

Bui | di ng nei ghbor hoods. You're not
bui | di ng t hese nei ghborhoods, you're
tearing themdown. Wiere | live you're
going to tear all of our buildings down
when you tear that bridge down because
you're not going to have any place to
put that boul evard or tunnel except
where our homes are. Leave us in peace,
| eave the nei ghborhoods i n peace,
protect the children, give them
sonmething to |l ook forward to 50 years
down the road. That's all we want. |

don't need 30 nore seconds thanks.
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MODERATOR SM TH: The next speaker
wi Il be Bob Doucette. After Bob
Doucette will be Phil Jakes-Johnson.

BOB DOUCETTE: Thank you very much
My nanme is Bob Doucette, |I'ma resident
of the city of Syracuse. The Route 81
vi aduct was constructed in the Gty of
Syracuse against the will of the people
and the elected representatives at the
time. Look it, this is a barrier, it's
dirty, it's noisy and it's ugly and it
needs to cone down. And you know,
everything |1've heard today is basically
not that people can't get to a certain
pl ace beyond the city it's just how | ong
it'"s going to take themto get there.
That's put against what it nmeans to the
peopl e of Syracuse who have to live with
this thing in the area.

Find a way, reroute the traffic,
di sperse the traffic, create a system of
traffic which will allow the easy
transportation of cars but will allow

for people to live in the city, walk in
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Jakes- Johnson
the city and bike in the city. Take
down t he viaduct, please.

MODERATOR SM TH: After M. Jakes-
Johnson, Al an Jurison.

PH L JAKES-JOHNSON: My nane is Phi
Jakes-Johnson, |I'm a business owner with
two properties, one in downtown Syracuse
a manufacturing plant and it is united
with nmy distribution and manufacturing
plant in Salina. And | really want to
see us mamintain Interstate 81 as a
designated interstate. And one of the
things I want to think about 81 is I
really consider it a uniter. | feel
that it unites the northern part of our
county, it unites the southern part of
our county, both econom cally and
socially. If I want to get downtown and
get to places, you know, on the 1700
bl ock of Salina Street for ny |ocation
it's very easy to do that with an
i nterstate.

Technol ogy has al ways brought us

t oget her, because a hundred years ago we
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were a lot nore isolated as people in
the community. Wth the internet today
| consider it the interstate highway
systemfromthe '50s and '60s, is a real
uniter. So | don't look at it as a scar
on the community. | look at it as a
concrete ribbon that draws us together.
So, you know sone of the suggestions we
have, the inprovenents that can be nade
to 81 such as maybe raising it up to the
| evel of a skyway and what can be done
with the public space underneath. But |
really want to support and we maintain
it as a designated interstate highway.

ALAN JURISON:  Hi, I'"m Al an Jurison
I"'ma local city resident and |'ve |lived
in the netro area for over 22 years. |
wanted to say that |I'mfor quick easy
access either an elevated or recessed
solution, no tunnel, no boul evard. But
one of the things we need to | ook at
that a | ot of people are mssing are
perspective, looking at it froma

nati onal perspective. | do a |lot of
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travel all across the country, |'ve seen
alot of different solutions to
transportation concerns. And what's
happening is that all these success
stories we've heard of people tearing
down the interstates and things |ikes
that in cities, they're not always the
case. Also sonmetines it's a farce.

And let's | ook at some of the nost
renowned exanples is this highway they
tore down in San Franci sco. San
Francisco is not a nodel of a
nmetropolitan area for people who need to
commute. It's great for the people that
can spend, you know, mllions of dollars
on a house and can stay there, but for
t he people that actually have to work
t he working class that work outside of
the city and commute it's a disaster
what they did. There is a hundred
t housand cars that traverse that US 101
area over the Golden Gate Bridge and US
101 area. Very simlar to the 81

corridor as far as nunber of cars.
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That's one of the largest cities in our
country, fourth |argest netro.

When conpani es, autonotive conpani es
are looking for traffic data, that's one
of the things | do for ny day job, they
| ook where the disasters are. That's
one of the places they focus on. They
want to go |l ook at that area, because
the traffic is really bad there. And
yet we want to nake that our nodel. So
anyway, it's the politicians and the
elite that are inposing inpractical and
i deal decisions that don't really
nmeasure with reality. And where are al
t he peopl e saying why don't we tear
interstate 690, because that's a divider
for the city too. But Arnory Square,
Hanover Square and Franklin Square seem
to be doing just fine.

MODERATOR SM TH: The next speaker
will be M. Pelligra foll owed by
M. Penn. M. Penn?

WLLIAMPENN. M nane is Bill Penn

and |I'm an adjunct professor in the
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engi neering school at SU and a G E
retiree. For many many years | endured
the traffic jans during rush hour,
especi al |y sout hbound at Pearl|l Street.
In those days everybody had to get off
at Pearl Street. And the traffic would
back up all the way to Park Street. So
for years and years | endured that.

Finally the day cane after many
rat her m nor steps they opened the
entire highway. And | thought I was in
a Star Trek scenario and | was beaned
from Liverpool to Cortland County. It
was just wonderful. So I am pl eadi ng
with all of the officials to not |ose
that character of our community, that we
can get around so easily and so quickly.

Now as far as the Berlin wall
separating the city is concerned, |
think that the viaduct has the potenti al
of not dividing the city but to
integrate the city. Because if you do
sonme creative work with the traffic grid

underneath and get the lights
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synchroni zed properly and get the people
off the off ranps quickly and give high
priority to the Adans Street off-ranp,
the left turn onto Adans and so forth,
that you can have a city which is
integrated better than if you destroy
that viaduct. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH: The next speaker
Debra Gal | agher, followed by Bob Hal ey,
foll owed by Phil Schuls.

DEBRA GALLAGHER: My nane is Debra
Gal | agher, 1'mthe Executive Director of
the North Area Vol unteer Anmbul ance Corps
known as NAVAC. W provide EMS services
to the northern suburbs of Onondaga
County specifically the towns of C cero,
the village of North Syracuse and
portions of the Town of Clay and Salina
as wel | as Hancock International
Ai rport.

NAVAC handl es approxi mately 6, 000
calls that originate annually fromthe
911 Center, and 82 percent of those

require transport to one of our hospitals.
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Specifically the |l ast year 38 percent
went to St. Joe's, 46 percent went to
the trauma center at SUNY Upstate and 14
percent to Crouse and then a little |ess
than 2 percent to the VA. W rely on
the 81 corridor for transport to these
facilities. W are concerned about any
option, particularly the boul evard
concept with traffic controls that would
delay our ability to quick access to
t hese hospitals.

We deal with life and death
situations, all right? Time is of the
essence. The quicker you can get to a
hospital the better the outcone. And
it's not just our poor that is concerned
about this, we have excellent facilities
here, hospital facilities in Syracuse.
And many of our neighbors to the north
and south of us utilize us. And they
utilize it via anbul ance servi ces.
Anything that is going to sit there and
delay our ability and access to these

hospitals is not acceptable. W really
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hope that you take this into
consi deration when you're comng up with
other alternatives. And | thank you
very nmuch for your tinme.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Bob Hal ey fol |l owed
by Phil Schul s.

BOB HALEY: Thank you desi gners,
thank you team M nane is Bob Hal ey,
|"man architect and a planner. And I
grew up in the suburbs, grew up in the
Fayetteville Manlius district, spent ny
early life there and been a resident of
the city 45 years now.

|"d like to just thank you for the
time and to think about things in a
different way. |It's great having these
neeti ngs because we listen to each
ot hers experiences, they're vast and
they're wide. As planners and designers
we have to get outside the personal and
| ook at systenms and vol unmes and i npacts.

l"d like to | ook at sinply the
pi cture up on your wall, the picture

here show ng that hi ghway goi ng right
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through the mddle of the city. It's
anal ogous to how roadways were built
t hrough the small towns and vill ages al
around here. They were sl ow pace wagon
type and wal king. They cane to the city
centers and houses devel oped around t hem
and banks and post offices and
nei ghbor hoods. And over the years the
hi ghway vol umes gotten so high they
separ ated t hese.

Manlius for years has dealt with the
i ssue of traffic from Cazenovia com ng
through the area. Wdened the city
centers and village center, it has
gotten nore difficult and nore
unfriendly. Same thing in Liverpool.
H ghway com ng straight into the
village. It's a battle between
mtigation of traffic for pedestrian
safety and quality of life versus flow
of the cars.

This highway is a perfect exanple.
50 years ago it was put in here. Look

at the inpact on the city. Isn't it
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interesting that it took out, how many
residents did it take out of the city in
its building process? Probably 25, 000,
probably. Look at the footprint.

Secondly, that was the tine that all
t he people were leaving the city. The
deci sion that nakes people | eave the
city. The long terminpact was you
don't want to now build next to this
hi ghway.

Wth all this being said and the
negative inpact it's your opportunity
now to |l ook at this for the next 50
years and use the design skills to | ook
at it differently than traffic. Look at
the urban issue on the quality of place
and | ook at how we can use the design
tools. And the nunber one thing is to
first, if you have an option that shows
t he new hi ghway standards, we haven't
seen it, for two and-a-half to three
years we've been asking for it. W need
to see that as an option.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Ti ne.
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BOB HALEY: The only other thing |
can say is that -- | thank you for your
tinme.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Phi | Schul s.

PH L SCHULS: M name is Phil Schuls
and I'mnot here to actually favor any
alternative that's been di scussed today.
Actually I find that the alternatives
t hat have been given so far are very
very generic. In fact the whol e study
in the other roomI| find just generic.
That in many cases it could be applied
to any project like this fella a little
whi l e ago tal ked about and Van.

VWhat |'minterested in is seeing
specific solutions. In other words,
when | hear about the possible
alternatives being reconstruction or a
boul evard or a tunnel or a depressed
hi ghway, | don't really know what these
nmean, because there is many different
ways that they can be achieved. So what
I"minterested in is seeing the details.

In other words, how the solutions wll
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| ook, not just what | call words.

So here's the questions | have. |
found that everything about the Scoping
study is again to use the word, generic.
|"m | ooking for like details. And the
guestions are, like when will you have
the detailed alternatives according to
schedul e? Wen do you plan to have the
detail ed alternatives? Wen wll we see
the pros and cons and the lifetine costs
of those alternatives? And what is the
overall schedul e of this whole process?
| never saw a schedul e |ike the overal
schedule. And when and how wi |l the
final decision be made? Thank you for
your consi derati on.

MODERATOR SM TH: W have si x
speakers | eft and we need to begin the
6 o' clock nmeeting. Those speakers w sh
to speak, still wish to speak you may
speak at the 6 o' clock neeting or you
may give your statenents at the booth in
t he | obby or you may provide themin

witing. I'msorry we didn't get to the
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| ast six but we need to, you can tell
people are filing in for the next
nmeeting, and you'll be allowed to speak
there if you wish. Thank you for your
participation and thank you for your
interest.

(10 m nute recess then 6:00 hearing comrenced).
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M5. NELSON: Wl cone everyone, if
t hose of you in the back of the room
coul d nmove closer up you'll find you'l
see the projector better, see the screen
better. So | encourage you to take a
m nute and nove up. Wl conme everyone.
Thank you all for com ng out here
tonight for this neeting. On behalf of
Joan McDonal d, the Conm ssioner of the
New York State Departnent of
Transportation and Jonat han MDade the
Adm ni strator of the Federal H ghway
Adm ni stration, New York Division, |
wel come you to this Initial Scoping
Meet i ng.

My nanme is Debera Nelson and I'mthe
project director of the 1-81 Viaduct
Project. Wth ne tonight | have two
proj ect |eads, Lisa Wiss and Joseph
Flint. 1 also would like to recognize
Robert Davi es from our Federal Hi ghway
Adm ni stration, he's the district
engi neer.

Lisa, Joe and | together, we form
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the | eadership teamfor this project and
we oversee the 1-81 Viaduct Project.
Col l ectively we have nore than 86 years
of experience with the New York State
Department of Transportation, bringing
to the project expertise in the
envi ronnment al process, engineering and
ur ban design

This is the first of two Scoping
neetings for the Environnental | npact
Statenent or EIS that will be prepared
for the 1-81 Viaduct Project in
Syracuse, New York. This Initial
Scoping Meeting is sponsored by the two
agencies that are serving as | ead
agencies for this EIS. The New York
State Departnent of Transportation is
the state | ead agency and the Federal
H ghway Admi nistration is the federa
| ead agency.

The Initial Scoping neeting is being
conducted to obtain conments on the
scope of the project's Environnental

| npact Statement. The neeting provides
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the public an opportunity to rmake fornal
statenents of positions before any
proj ect decisions are nade. To assi st
interested parties in fornmulating their
comments associated with the Initial
Scopi ng neeting, the Scoping Initiation
Packet is available here tonight. You
can pick one up at the Wel cone Table or
you can access our project website at
www. | 8lopportunities.org, and the packet
is available there as well. They're
al so avail abl e at document vi ew ng
| ocati ons throughout G eater Syracuse.

The Scoping Initiation Packet
provi des an overvi ew of the project,
presents the project's purpose and need
as well as its goals and objectives,
presents prelimnary alternatives under
consideration and outlines the steps in
the environnmental review process. It
al so describes public invol venent
opportunities.

At this tine | would like to have

M. Brody Smth, tonight's noderator,
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explain to you the format and structure
of tonight's neeting. Follow ng that
project team | ead Joseph Flint wll
present an overview of the I-81 Viaduct
Project. Then M. Smth will noderate
t he coment session. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Hello, ny nanme is
Brody Smth, I will be the noderator for
this evening's neeting. So that we can
make a record of all those who
participated it's inportant that in the
room behi nd those doors there you take
the tinme to sign in at the registration
table. There will be a stenographer
(court reporter) recording these
proceedi ngs, the stenographer (court
reporter) is seated in front of ne. A
transcript of the verbatimcoments wl|
be produced based on the stenographer's
notes. |If you do end up com ng up
speaki ng and you speak from a prepared
witten statenent and you are willing to
part with it, it would make the

st enographer's job nuch easier if you
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were to provide a copy of that.

This nmeeting is being held pursuant
to several regulations. The
Envi ronnental | npact Statenent for the
| -81 Viaduct Project is being prepared
in accordance with the follow ng | aws
and regul ations: The Nati onal
Environnental Policy Act of 1969, NEPA,
as anmended and i nplenmented by the
Council on Environnental Quality
Regul ations, 40 CFR Parts 1500 t hrough
1508; the Federal Hi ghway Adm nistration
Envi ronnental | npact Regul ations, 23 CFR
Part 771, the New York State
Environnmental Quality Review Act, SEQRA
requi renents, in particular the New York
State Departnent of Transportation's
i npl enenting regulations at 17 NYCRR
Part 15, and a nunber of other federal
and state regul ations and requirenents.
Anmong them are Presidential Executive
Order 12898, Environnental Justice,
Section 106 of the National Historic

Preservati on Act and Section 4F of U. S.
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Department of Transportation Act.

After these opening remarks and
subsequent presentation you will have an
opportunity to provide witten and/or
oral comments. If you wish to nmake an
oral statenent you nust fill out one of
t he speaker cards at the registration
desk in the foyer behind those doors if
you have not already done so. Persons
may meke oral comments tonight in one of
two ways.

First, you can cone forward to this
m crophone here and nake a conment in
front of all the attendees in the
nmeeting. 1'Il call your nane and |'|
ask you to come up to the m crophone at
the appropriate time. 1'Il also ask the
person speaking after you to be behind
themto keep the neeting noving so we're
not waiting long periods of tinme in
bet ween speakers.

Secondly if you don't want to do
that, if you go through these doors and

tothe left there is a booth set up with
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anot her stenographer (court reporter).
You may nake your comment in private

wi th that stenographer (court reporter)
and it will be recorded on the record
and it will be reviewed by the project's
deci sion makers. All oral coments wll
be limted to two m nutes.

You may al so submt a witten
statenent. Witten statenents may be
submtted in any one of three ways.
First, at this neeting you may fill out
and submt a coment form Comment
forns are available at the desk in the
foyer. Second, you may access the
comment formon the project website.
Again as Ms. Nelson stated that website
is ww. i 8lopportunities.org. There is
an online conmment formthere that you
may fill out.

Third, you may mail witten conments
to New York State DOT |-81 Viaduct
Project, 333 East Washi ngton Street,
Syracuse, New York, 13202. Information

on how to submt witten comrents is
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al so provided at the welcone table in
the foyer. You can elect to submt
comments both orally or in witing if
you choose to do so. Witten statenents
will be given the sane weight. Let ne
enphasi ze that, witten statenents wl|
be given the sanme wei ght and
consideration as oral statenents nade at
this meeting.

The official public coment period
associated with this Initial Scoping
nmeeting will be open through the end of
Friday, January 17th, 2014. New York
State DOT and Federal H ghway
Adm nistration will accept witten
comments through that time. To be part
of the public record all witten
coments nust be either submtted
t hrough the website no later than Friday
January 17th, 2014 or postmarked no
| ater than January 17th, 2014.

The agencies will review and
consi der public coments submitted

during the Scoping period and at a




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Mbder at or
future Scoping conment period.
Responses to the comments will be
i ncluded in a Final Scoping Report,
which will concl ude the Scopi ng phase of
t he project.

So that everyone who desires to
speak has the opportunity to do so and
be made part of the official record we
will not entertain any questions from
the floor in this nmeeting roomat this
time. However, there are project staff
avai | abl e next door in the room
i mredi ately adj acent to us. So if you
| eave those doors and turn to your
right, in the exhibit area they are
avai |l abl e to answer any questions that
you may have. Those conversations
however will not be part of the formnal
record.

Before | call on you the speakers
fromthe floor I will call on M. Joseph
Flint of the New York State Departnent
of Transportation to give a brief

presentation on the project. After he
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speaks 1'Il give you instructions and
sonme ground rules on giving coments and
then we'll proceed to your coments.
Thank you.

MR. FLINT: Good eveni ng everyone.
Thank you for comng to this Initial
Scoping neeting for the 1-81 Viaduct
Project. W all know the inportance of
Interstate 81, not only locally here in
Syracuse but al so beyond our city. 1-81
is a mgjor north south national,
regional and | ocal transportation route.
It runs for approximately 855 mles from
Canada to Tennessee, connecting New YorKk
state fromits border with Pennsylvani a
all the way to Canada at the Thousand
| sl and bridge, but also directly
connects with the east-west Thruway.
Locally 1-81 provides access to downtown
Syracuse as well as University Hll, the
region's nmajor enploynment and cul tural
center.

The Departnent in cooperation with

t he Federal Hi ghway Adm nistration and
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Syracuse Metropolitan Transportation
Counci | concluded the 1-81 Corridor
Study this sumer. Nearly 3,000 people
provi ded feedback on this study. The
study identified critical issues related
to the 1-81 corridor, which are guiding
devel opment of the I-81 Viaduct Project.
It prioritized projects and concl uded
that there is a need for the near term
reconstruction or replacenent of 1-81

t hrough downt own Syracuse.

The 1-81 Corridor Study identified
many needs. Interestingly there was a
concentration of needs in the viaduct
priority area. Sone of those needs are
related to the structural condition of
the bridges, safety issues, particularly
with accident rates being three to five
times the state-w de average at sone
| ocations, geonetric deficiencies such
as shoul der wi dth and the distance
bet ween ranps, which are no | onger
consistent with current day design

standards, capacity issues such as
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severe congestion at sone |locations in

the a.m and p.m peak travel periods.
Back in the |late 1960s when

construction of 1-81 was conpl eted

hi ghway standards were different. Today

|-81 carries 50,000 to a hundred

t housand vehi cl es per day dependi ng upon

where you are on the interstate, and the

majority of this traffic is traveling to

or fromor through downtown Syracuse.
The area identified as the viaduct

priority areais 3.5 mles |ong and

crosses 18 streets with 103 bridge

spans. It extends fromDr. Martin

Lut her King east on the south to

Hi awat ha boul evard on the north. The

vi aduct itself, the elevated portion of

the highway is a mle and-a-half |ong.
Wth the Federal Hi ghway

Adm ni stration as the federal |ead

agency and the New York State Departnent

of Transportation as the state |ead

agency we are now entering the NEPA

phase of the project. NEPA stands for
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t he National Environnmental Policy Act.
And the NEPA process is intended to help
public officials make deci sions based on
an under st andi ng of environnent al
consequences and take actions that
protect, restore and enhance the
envi ronment .

A Notice of Intent to prepare an
Envi ronnental | npact Statenent was
published in the federal register on
August 26th of this year, initiating
proj ect review under NEPA. This phase
of the project is focussing on
devel opi ng reasonabl e and feasible
alternatives for the 1-81 Vi aduct
i ncl udi ng opportunities to inprove | ocal
street connectivity, pedestrian and
bi cycl e access and potential |and use
and econom c benefits.

During the early review phase we
will focus on the follow ng.

Est abli shing the project's goals and
objectives as well as the project goals

-- I"'msorry, the purpose and need as
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well as the project's goals and

obj ectives. Exam ne and devel op
alternatives for further study. Develop
an environnental analysis franmework and
engage agency stakehol ders and public
participation in the process.

The purpose of the project will be
to create an inproved corridor that
nmeets transportation needs, supports
| ong range planning efforts and noves
peopl e and goods safely and efficiently.
Additionally the project's purpose wll
consi der how transportation
infrastructure can enhance economi c
growh in the Geater Syracuse area
whi | e addressing structural deficiencies
and non-standard hi ghway features.

The project is guided by two over-
arching goal s supported by a nunber of
obj ectives to hel p achi eve those goal s.
These goals were infornmed by the
corridor goals identified by the
comunity nenbers who participated in

the Corridor Planning Study.
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The first of two major goals of the
| -81 Viaduct Project is to inprove the
safety and create an efficient regional
and |l ocal transportation systemwthin
and through Greater Syracuse.
bj ectives for this first goal are to
elimnate structural deficiencies and
i nprove bridge ratings. Secondly, to
address identified geonetric and
oper ational deficiencies.

The second goal of the project is to
provi de transportation sol utions that
enhance the liveability, sustainability
and economc vitality of Geater
Syracuse. The objectives of the second
goal are to first, create transportation
infrastructure that is consistent with
the I ong range plans of the Syracuse
nmet ropol i tan pl anni ng ar ea.

Secondly, to inprove bicycle and
pedestrian surface connections al ong
Interstate 81. To inprove the visual
and aesthetic character of

transportation infrastructure to
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m nimze the perceived barrier between
downt own and adj acent nei ghbor hoods.
Lastly, to nmaintain or enhance vehicle
access to the regional highway network
and key destinati ons.

As you can see fromthis graphic we
are currently in the Scoping phase of
the environnmental review process. A key
part of the environnmental review process
is public involvenent. As indicated on
this graphic, public participation wll
be ongoi ng t hroughout the process.
During the environnental review we w |
be | ooking at alternative solutions to
| -81 issues and investigating the
potential benefits and inpacts, the pros
and their cons of these approaches.

These studies will be docunented in
a conprehensi ve docunent called an
Envi ronnental |npact Statenent or EIS,
which will be prepared according to
federal and state guidance. The EIS
will ook at how the project

alternatives would affect the environnent.
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How does each alternative affect air
quality, community character, |and uses
and noi se, for exanple? Wat are the
transportation, econonmc, quality of
life and environnental benefits and
detrinments of each alternative? The
answers to these questions will be in

t he Environnental |npact Statenent.

We are now in the Scoping stage of
the project. During scoping the public
has an opportunity to comment on what is
studied in the Environnental Inpact
Statenent. To help you the public and
agenci es understand the project we have
prepared a Scoping Initiation Package.
Thi s informational document introduces
the 1-81 Viaduct Project, describes the
pur pose and need and the steps in the
envi ronnmental review and gives an
overview of the prelimnary alternatives
and public involvenment opportunities.

During Scoping we will identify
alternatives to be evaluated in the

Environnental |npact Statement. This
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Initial Scoping neeting marks the

begi nning of the initial formal Scoping
comment period which will run through
January 17th, 2014. Formal conments

i ncluding those submitted at this
nmeeting will be responded to in a Final
Scoping report which will mark the end
of Scoping. This nmeeting is the first
of two Scoping neetings. At this
initial nmeeting we will present an
overvi ew of the NEPA process, when and
how t he public can be involved, how the
| -81 Corridor Study informs the current
proj ect, the purpose and need of the
project, its goals and objectives and
prelimnary |list of alternatives.

As the starting point we are | ooking
at alternatives identified during the
Corridor Study. The above grade or
reconstruction alternative; the at-grade
or surface alternative; the bel ow grade
or depressed highway alternative, and
t he bel ow grade tunnel alternative.

In addition to the alternatives that
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canme fromthe Corridor Study other
alternati ves may be suggested during
this Scopi ng phase. You can learn nore
about how we wi Il study the alternatives
by revi ewi ng our boards displayed in the
open house section of this neeting next
door. Although not illustrated on the
boards it is inportant to know that the
Draft Environnental [|npact Statenent
will also include a no build alternative,
whi ch serves as a benchmar k agai nst
which to conpare the build alternatives.

During Scoping alternatives will be
identified and explored further. W
will develop nultiple options for each
alternative. Engineer these options,
meaning we will begin to work out
engi neering details, plans and profiles
and determne the feasibility of these
alternatives. W wll take many
consi derations into account.

For exanpl e, anong these
considerations are issues related to

hi ghway desi gn, such as how many | anes
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shoul d t he hi ghway have? How wi de w ||
they need to be? How wi de would a
nmedi an need to be? What about shoul der
wi dt h, curvature and el evation? How can
we make the hi ghway operate nost
efficiently and effectively?

To determine this we | ook at data
such as traffic volunes, determ ne the
best | ocation for ranps, how far apart
shoul d the ranps be, and ways to
optim ze roadway safety. W are
consi dering issues such as snow and ice
renoval and mai ntenance costs of the
hi ghway. W will also take into account
comunity inmpacts such as effects on
| ocal street systens, pedestrian and
bi cycl e safety, property requirenents,
visual quality, traffic noise and any
potential inpacts on historic resources.
W will take into account quality of
life inpacts and expl ore sustainabl e
design el enents, such as stormater
managenent. We will expl ore designs

t hat enhance pedestrian and bicycli st
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experiences, urban design inprovenents,
such as lighting and cross wal ks, and
opportunities to enhance econom c
devel opnent .

The refined alternatives will then
be presented for public review at the
future Scoping neeting which will also
present our initial evaluation results.
W will present the Environnental |npact
Statenent study area as well as the
nmet hodol ogy used to study and anal yze
envi ronnmental issues. As the project
noves forward we will continue to engage
the public and provide opportunities for
input. We will develop and refine
project alternatives, hold a second
Scoping neeting in the future, then
prepare the Final Scoping report. This
report will identify alternatives to
carry forward into the Environnental
| npact Statement and include responses
to cormments subm tted during the comrent
peri ods.

As explained earlier, we wll be
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accepting witten comments through
January 17th and accepting oral conments
at this neeting. Again, if you would
like to speak please fill in a speaker
card at the wel cone table. The speaking
portion of this neeting will begin
directly after this presentation. For
nore information please visit us at the
project website i8lopportunities.org,
the website will be continually updated
t hroughout the entire project. Thank
you for comng to this evening' s neeting
and for participating in the 1-81

Vi aduct Proj ect.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Ckay, before we
begin | just want to go over a couple
ground rul es for our speeches to keep
things noving. W're ready to hear from
all of you who wish to provide ora
comments. | rem nd anyone who w shes to
speak at this neeting must fill out a
speaker's card in the back. W've
al ready recei ved sone speaker cards, but

not too late if you wish to fill one out




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Mbder at or
and you can be put on the Ilist.

I n accordance with agency policy
el ected and appointed officials will be
given the first opportunity to speak.
Though not all of these people or very
few of themw || actually speak, we
appreci ate that nmany | ocal
representatives have expressed an
interest in this process and have sent
representatives.

Nanely US Senator Charles Schuner
sent Angel o Roefaro. New York State
Senat or John DeFranci sco sent out Al ex
Wal sh. Senat or Val esky's office sent
Jessica DeCerce. Assenblyman Bill
Magnarel i, Christine Slocum
Assenbl yman Al Stirpe, M. Bardor.
Assenbl yman Gary Finch, Panela Kirkwood.
Assenbl yman Roberts, Alex Grant. And
there are al so nunerous representatives
from County Executive Mahoney's office
as well as the County Legislature, the
Syracuse Common Council and as well as

Mayor M ner's office and representatives
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fromseveral towns and villages. That
i ncludes both this neeting and the
nmeeting that we just wapped up at 6,
began at 4.

In order to all ow as many people as
possible to be heard it is necessary
that we restrict individual comments to
two mnutes. | will do this as Il
give you a visual aid to |l et you know
how much tinme you have at 1 m nute, 30
seconds, when your tine is up. And also
if you've got your nose in a piece of
paper and you're reading |I'll say
sonmething in case you don't | ook up

| f your comments are in witing you
can sinply hand themto the project team
representative at the registration desk
in the entrance | obby. [If you' ve
al ready submtted comments specifically
in response to the Departnent's
publication Notice of Intent you don't
have to resubmt them because they've
al ready been made part of the record.

Again to rem nd you, witten coments wll
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be accepted by the Departnent through
Friday January 17th, 2014.

As a prelimnary matter we did, as |
menti oned before, we did have a neeting
i medi ately prior to this and there are
a few people left over that | think are,
many of themare still here and they'l|
be our first speakers. And then the
speakers will be taken in the order that
you subm tted your speaker request card.

So the first speaker will be Geg
Boyer. The second speaker Ear
Baptiste. So M. Baptiste, if you're
still here come on up in line and that
way we'll keep it noving.

GREG BOYER Thank you. As nentioned
|"'m Greg Boyer, I'ma 30 year resident
of the city of Syracuse. |'malso
soneone who wal ks and bi kes and uses
public transportation to go to work
every day. That includes successfully
transiting underneath 81 today as |
wal ked down here to speak tonight. As

such I would like to give you a little
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bit of a perspective of someone who
spends a lot of tinme on foot in this
city. And it may surprise you I'm
actual ly strongly against the boul evard
opti on.

| -81 serves a very val uabl e service
for this city as you heard from al
t hose previous speakers fromthe earlier
session, it brings people in and out, it
supports our businesses and all ows our
energency crews to cross the city
rapidly and all ows people to access our
hospitals. This high volunme high
traffic corridor is sinply inconpatible
wi th pedestrians and bikes. So in
essence the safest place to have this
type of transit is to keep it on a
vi aduct where peopl e can successfully
wal k underneath and transit underneath
the system

| f you want to see how it doesn't
work well, | would suggest trying riding
your bi ke on Erie Boul evard, which is

listed as one of our city bike routes.
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It's crazy. But when you tal k about
separati on of nei ghborhoods, the issue
is really not the viaduct, the issue is
really Alnond Street and the streets
t hat are underneath the viaduct. W
need to nmake the space underneath the
vi aduct accessible to people and bikes.
So if it's ugly nake it pretty, if it's
dark nmake it, you know, light, nmake it a
pl ace where people want to have street
fares and have bi ke paths and access
t hat space.

And | woul d suggest Portland, O egon
and Seattle and even Elmra, New York

have successfully done that and they are

exanples to | ook at. Thank you very nuch.

MODERATOR SM TH: | don't think
M. Baptiste is still here so the next
speaker Josef Lorenz followed by Seh
Bur ns.

JOSEF LORENZ: Hi, Josef Lorenz, six
year resident of downtown Syracuse.
|"ve lived next to the overpass several

years now, hard to | ook at the negative
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consequences it had on ny nei ghborhood.
Consequences of civic life, community
pride, personal health, pedestrian
mobility. The highway incurs a negative
burden on the city for the | ast past
century including encouraging costly
subur ban sprawl, stagnant real estate
val ues, dangerous crosswal ks which are
not lit properly, very loud to |ive next
to. It allocates a | ot of space towards
surface parking, enbanknents, concrete,
cars. Stuff that's not economcally
val uabl e or civically val uable or
publicly valuable to the city or
surroundi ng streets.

Rebui | di ng the el evat ed hi ghway
within the sane confines of the city
only recreates the sane visual
physi cal, social, econom c barrier that
exi sted there through the mddle of the
city for the last half century and it's
not encouraging smart growth of the
city. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH: M. Burns, you're
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recogni zed and then the next person Tom
Law, if you're still here you can line
up behind M. Burns.

SEHL BURNS: Thank you very mnuch
Sehl Burns, | live in the Quter Constock
nei ghbor hood, resided where | was born
in the University nei ghborhood. And I
can still renenber wal king down to
Central high school and noticing when
they were constructing the viaduct and
teari ng down nei ghborhoods. And it nade
me sad at the young age of 14 | think it
was, and wondering what in the heck they
wer e doi ng.

| Iive on Arnold Avenue in Quter
Conmst ock. And after thinking things
over | just thought 1'd conme down and
put my two cents worth in. That is that
| favor the tunnel and the boul evard.
You know Syracuse is changing, it's real
upscal e with downtown turning around and
| think it's about tinme we had a
beautiful boulevard. And the tunnel,

send the 81 traffic underneath and out.
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And | think it nmakes the nost sense and
keeps | ooking forward to the future. |
appreciate the tinme you let ne spend
here.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Thank you,

M. Burns. M. Law is recogni zed and
followng M. Law will be M. Yusuf
Abdul Qadir.

TOM LAW  Tom | aw here. Three main
areas |'mgoing to cover in two m nutes.
The nethod, the technique that we're
using cars, new possibilities and even
fleeing fromother areas | guess.

So the first thing our goal here
seens to be would be to foreshadow the
transit future of Syracuse public/private
transit hybrid. | don't really know how
hard we're | ooking at the future. |
think we are essentially stuck in the
habit of using cars. And let's call it
the 1-81 habit. | drive a car. The
|-81 habit is an auto habit.

Now catch this, this is a little

rule of caution here, habits do not
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focus on newness or on inprovenents.
kay? So I'msaying | have habits, you
have habits, but they don't necessarily
appeal to the future, a better future
that is. | use about 35 gallons of
gasohol per nonth driving about 925
mles. | weigh 200 pounds, ny car
wei ghs 4,500 pounds. About 22 to 1
ratio. It's a Toyota Canry 2011.
That's our nethod. The habit, the car.
That's our nethod and techni que. And
the highway is the technique that is
goi ng under the wheels of the car,
that's all. Just covers the land. |It's
not too hard to inmagine.

As far as the science, we could do
better with our habits. W could think
of them as habits and nothing new. And
on the human vein I wish you a full life
in the future, a full mnd and an active
m nd, a healthy focus and attentive use
of your faculties. So to your own acts
and your potential to act, nother nature

must bow.
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YUSUF ABDUL QADI R Good eveni ng, ny
name i s Yusuf Abdul Qadir. | wear many
hats. Today the hat I'm going to be
wearing is of a concerned citizen. N ne
years ago | came to Syracuse as a
student. | love this city. 1 love the
city so much that | brought ny nother
here, she's the nost prized possession,
t he nost val uable person to ne in ny
life. M sister is here, she brought
her two children here.

This viaduct is not healthy for the
future of this city. The viaduct is not
healthy for the people who live in that
area. As | said | wear many hats, one
of the hats is I"'mon the board of the
Lung Society of Central New York. 1In
t hat nei ghborhood in the south side of
Syracuse there are many people who are
definitely proportionately affected by
t he vi aduct .

One of the other hats that | wear
besi des the one on ny head is a board

menber of the New York Civil Liberties
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Union. This viaduct certainly
i nval i dates everything, jeopardizes
people's civil liabilities.

As an environnentalist and person
who owns an environnmental consulting
conpany this is not good for smart
growh of the city. As a person who
spent many years working on an econonic
devel opnent project on the city, this is
not good for econom c devel opnent of the
city. Money is driving through and past
the city. They're driving over the
city. And in ways that are not bringing
in econom c prosperity for the people
who live in the city.

| ama resident of the city. A
proud resident of the city of Syracuse.
And though I"mfromthe Bronx, New York
| have no probl em taking public
transportation. In fact |I am one of
t hose peopl e who gave up ny car and take
a bi ke every day or bus every day or
wal k every day. And | live in Strathnore,

and | get lots of interesting |ooks from
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nmy nei ghbors but | have no probl em doi ng
it because it's for the health and
safety of the city.

This project we're tal king about is
far nore than the people in this room
this is about the people who cone after
us, this is about ny children, ny
grandchi l dren, ny great grandchildren
and their ability tolive inthe city
that's going to be economcally thriving
inacity that is going to be healthy in
acity that is on rebound. | won't take
anynore tinme but thank you for your
attention.

MODERATOR SM TH:  That concl udes the
speakers who stayed fromthe previous
neeti ng, and we very nmuch appreciate you
doi ng that and giving your conments.

Now with the batch of speaker
request cards we got for this neeting
the first will be, begin with our
el ected' s, Jean Kessner, Syracuse Conmon
Council. After Ms. Kessner will be

Ed M chal enko, Dewi tt supervi sor.
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Trouble reading it.

JEAN KESSNER: Hell o, I'm Jean
Kessner, |I'ma Syracuse Conmon
Council or-At-Large. Last nonth the
Syracuse Common Council passed
unani nously a resolution asking state
and federal elected and the Depart nent
of Transportation to give the city of
Syracuse a seat at the decision-naking
table. You sitting up there are the
ones who wi Il decide what will happen to
us who live here. That is wong. W
deserve to be one of the deci sion-
makers. And that's what our resolution
asks for.

| hope other legislation will be
com ng. But | hope that you understand
this city is our hone, it's our future.
We can't have a vision when soneone
t akes away our main opportunity to renmake
ourselves or to envision ourselves. W
need to be at the decision-naking table.
Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Thank you,
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Councilor. Foll ow ng the Supervisor
will be Peter King. So M. Peter King
conme to the front and Iine up.

ED M CHALENKG:  On behal f of the
Town Board and residents of Dewitt |
woul d |'i ke to express sone concern about
this project. Again, we support snart
growt h policies, we support the city's
initiative to inprove connectivity and
enhance its nei ghborhoods. However, we
do not approve of this com ng at the
expense of the residents of Dewitt by
rerouting 81 to Route 481. You'll just
be transferring the problem and not
solving it.

What we believe is a nore
conpr ehensi ve approach, and agai n our
concern rests with you're only
addressing a couple mles of Route 81
as it's elevated through the city. W
t hi nk a conprehensi ve plan was needed
prior to this process. One to ensure
that smart choices and nore

envi ronnental and social and econonic
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benefits could be provided to all of
Central New York and not one very snal
conci se geographic location. W support
t hat conprehensi ve approach that |eads
to alternative mass transit options, one
t hat can reach out into the suburban
comunities as well, because we are al
in dire need of a traffic diet.

We are concerned about the inpact of
Route 81 transferring to 481 for our own
nei ghbor hoods and for our quality of
life. W suffer the disconnects in and
t he sane problens that the south side
residents in the inner city nei ghborhoods
suffer as well. W suffer those inpacts
al ong Route 173, Route 5, Route 290,
Rout e 298, Route 90, Route 690 and Route
481, which would only be exacerbat ed.

The increased wear and tear on our
| ocal roads and infrastructure are
al ready evident and underfunded. So
again, we'll be submtting our witings
and our comrents in nore detail by the

deadline. And again, we sorely advocate
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for that nore conprehensive approach.
Thank you.

MODERATOR SMTH: |Is M. King
present? Peter King. And the next
speaker will be M. Lorenz. M. Lorenz,
you can conme to the front and Iine up.

PETER KI NG  Good eveni ng, ny nane
is Peter King, I'ma resident of the
Qut er Constock nei ghborhood for 10

years. And throughout this process |'ve

been submitting conments on ny Version 6.

My first point is | think that you
should prioritize including the
communities and people living in the
city of Syracuse nore than other
st akehol ders because they nust live with
t he consequences of what your design
choice is, and they have had to live
with this, those consequences for 40
years.

| think that you nust include a
conpl ete health analysis, health inpact
assessment on whatever build choice you

have; for exanple on asthnma rates. But
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there are other concerns. But | think
that, | agree with the people com ng
before ne who have said in so many
words, one of the main if not the main
met hod you nust enploy is perhaps reduce
the overall traffic noving through the
city.

A lot of the talk has focused on
speci fic design builds and what you do
with the steel and concrete, but there
are the people to consider. And at this
time there are three nain opportunities
that I can see, but the main one being
| ook at the public transit.

Now t he NEPA process is a wonderful
| egi sl ation, which unfortunately it nust
include public transit in the design
consi derations. But unfortunately I
don't think it provides for the transit
funding. And so the city of Syracuse
must | ook at the transit funding. There
are all kinds of other planning tools
and instrunents you can use. Transit

ori ented devel opnent. There are many
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ecol ogical things that we are already
doing in the city that nake a | ot of
sense. But | think nunber one you nust
reduce the traffic sonmehow. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH: After M. Lorenz

t he next speaker will be John Chistolini.

DAVI D LORENZ: | know the Pl anni ng
Study of the western bypass is not
feasible. | ask you to take a second
look. I'moffering a plan to nove the
present footprint of the connective
corridor, which is between East Fayette
Street and East Adanms Street. This
footprint would be rel ocated up West
Street. It would be a boul evard
connecting the present 81 and Route 690
to West Street.

West Street is presently a divided
street with three | anes on each side.
In addition it has a service road on
each side of the street to allow for
| ocal traffic off of the boulevard. The
present street is in the old industrial

area of the city and has few if any
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honmeowners. The boul evard woul d trave
directly south and connect with Adans
Street, and travel east up Adans Street
and connect with the present 81 south of
Adans Street.

We need to reduce the nunber of
el evat ed hi ghways in Central New York
due to extreme weat her conditions.

El evat ed hi ghways tend to freeze over
and are also difficult to renmove snow.
Need to rem nd you of a fatal accident
happened on a portion by a driver hit a
snowbank and catapulted over to his
deat h.

El evat ed hi ghways are very expensive
to construct, require extra maintenance
and need to be replaced. The boul evard
woul d be much less to nodify, nmaintain
and will not be necessary to repl ace.
The real beauty, is the plan would all ow
the construction and rerouting while the
present 81 remai ns open. Upon
conpl eti on woul d open inmediately

wi t hout any del ays or tenporary detours.
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It's inperative the connective corridor
is designed to elimnate any vehicle
traffic that joins east to west. |
don't know why they call it the
connective corridor because it's not
connected. It's blocked by an
interstate highway. A boulevard in the
sanme footprint would create the sane
situation and not allow for pedestrian
or bicycle traffic.

The connective corridor would join
Syracuse University with downt own
Syracuse. This was the forner
chancel | or Nancy Cantor's dream It
woul d al so i nmprove the nei ghborhood. It
woul d be simlar to dowmntown in |Ithaca
called the Cormons. It would be fully
open to pedestrians which covers the
shops and restaurants simlar to Arnory
Square. The proposal woul d not affect
Destiny USA, it's a new route south of
that location. Wst Street is close to
downt own which in the future could

encourage travelers to visit downtown
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and | ater connect Arnory Square and that
direction. | want to thank the highway
adm ni stration and DOT for allow ng us
to speak. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After
M. Chistolini the next speaker will be
Mat t hew Vi ncent.

JOHN CHI STOLINI:  Good eveni ng, ny
name is John Chistolini, | live in the
Town of Dewitt. | also agree with the
sentinents of the town supervisor
M. M chal enko. M/ question is, no
matter what you do you're still going to
reroute traffic around 481, even if you
do reconstruction on the bridge and
decide to keep it. M question is would
you consi der a noi se abatenent wall for
t he devel opnent that | live in, which is
t he Jonat han Craig (phonetic) tract that
runs along Bridge Street in East
Syracuse down al ong Towpat h Road, which
goes along into Kinne Road and into
Mapl e Drive.

You' ve al ready exceeded your
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deci bels of 75 points. It exceeds the
standards by the federal highway system
W were just wondering if you would
consider putting up a noi se abat enent
wal | and changing the quality of life
that is right now unbearable. Wen we
first nmoved there it wasn't that bad.
Once the truck traffic realized it could
go around the city of Syracuse, | have
friends that drive tractor trailers,
they told ne why do | want to drive on
t hose ranps and that bridge when | can
go around 481. And it has exceeded its
l[imt. So if you would again please
consi der a noise abatement wall. Thank
you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After M. Vincent
t he next speaker Douglas Martin.

MATTHEW VI NCENT:  Hel | o, thank you
for allowing nme this opportunity tonight
to speak. A previous speaker had
menti oned Erie Boulevard. And | think
that is why a | ot of people are hesitant

about a boul evard option. Because we're
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going to have a terrible boul evard and
then a magni ficent boul evard? Everyone
who drives in this city knows that the
condition of surface streets are
abysmal . You can't drive Erie Boul evard
all the way to the west side of town.
Most of that traffic now takes Fayette
Street, which is a tank trail. | don't
think that in these discussions about
what' s happening with the hi ghway we're
going to end up with any additional
funding for surface streets. So if we
have a hi ghway, you drive on 81 it's
basically in good condition. | can't
say that for Erie Boul evard or Fayette
Street. That's ny coments, thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After M. Martin
t he next speaker will be, I'msorry,
A dfield, |ooks Iike Julianne.

DOUGLAS MARTIN:  Wen the
envi ronnmental inpact liveability,
sustainability and economic vitality are
gi ven nore wei ght than the neans of

special interest groups the Green Party
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and nysel f believe that one build
alternative clearly stands out anong al
ot her proposed solutions. The four
conponents of that solution are, Nunber
1: Reroute 12 percent of the 1-81
traffic. That is thru traffic around
Syracuse via 481, inproving the
condition of 481 to handle the
additional thru traffic, elimnating any
negative inpacts this will have on
communities along 481. It will be far
cheaper and | ess destructive than
upgradi ng the 1-81 corridor through
Syracuse to neet federal standards.
Nunmber 2: Deconstruct the 1.4 mle
| -81 viaduct near downtown Syracuse and
replace it with an at-grade roadway that
services the |ocal residents and
busi nesses. This should include
reconstruction of the pre-1-81 street
grid to nove the traffic around downt own
Syracuse. Also include a pedestrian
friendly reconstruction of West Street

for traffic and reconnect the near west
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side with the dommtown area. | hasten
to add that an at-grade roadway is not
equi valent to a boulevard. 1-81
chal I enge process did a real disservice
to the public discord by pushing the
idea of a boulevard to near tota
exclusion of all other discussion of
at-grade alternatives.

| won't get to 3 and 4 but | wll
say as a resident of Syracuse for over
40 years and having lived in the shadow
of Interstate 81 and Central Vill age,
better known as Brick Cty, I'malso a
former firefighter for the city. 1've
seen the inpact now personally, dealt
with the inmpacts both fromthe
st andpoi nt of responding to accidents on
|-81 in treacherous conditions and then
observing fam |y nmenbers and friends who
have health issues and concerns as a
result of it. Thank you for ny tine.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Fol | owi ng
Ms. Odfield, Mark Brai man.

JULI ET CLDFIELD: I'm Juliet Adfield,
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a resident of Syracuse |I live in the
University area. | would really wel cone
not having to use the car so nuch
Maybe | should just get out and wal k.
But | love all these ideas you have and
| think it's really exciting. This
whol e project is really exciting but |
have ny reason for wanting to speak is a
concern that it doesn't just gentrify
the south side or this area that you're
tal king about in these plans. Such as
the way Arnory Square has happened, it's
like really not feasible for a gradient
income. | would like to see housing
that is affordable to all incones, and I
really wel come especially the liveability
part of your plan. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  After M. Brai man
t he next speaker will be Peter Zorabozo.

MARK BRAI MAN: |1've been a faculty
menber at Syracuse University since
1998. And | have been an avid bicycle
comut er since the early 1980s, first as

a graduate student at Berkley, California
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then working in Boston, and subsequently
working for ten years at the University
of Virginia. | have continued to
commut e on bicycles even after having
nmoved in 2001 to Cazenovia. Even though
|"'m57 now | 've travel ed on bicycles at
| east 10 tines this year.

But | al so recognize the inportance
of alternatives to bicycles. And | use
my car during the winter. | don't think
we can expect people who are ol der and
during the winter to be commtted only
to usi ng non-autonobile options.

The other thing that |I feel is
inmportant is in this discussionis to
focus al so not on just what's happening
bel ow t he hi ghway but what possibilities
are there for things happening above it.
Even retaining the current elevation of
the highway. | think it's inportant for
the state to consider the possibility of
putting things above the highway,

i ncludi ng buildings, a covering that

woul d protect the highway from excessive
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snow. And al so even the possibility of
putting bicycle fly-over, bicycle and
pedestrian fly-over, that certainly has
been done on 690 West near the State
Fair G ounds with great effect between
t he parking | ots.

But it's inmportant to renenber that
what we define as grade in this city
depends very heavily on where you're
| ooking at. Even just 400 yards roughly
to the east of the current grade |evel
hi ghway there is another grade at Irving
Street which is a good 40 or 50 feet
above the current grade of the highway.
And putting a bicycle ranp over the
hi ghway woul d indicate the relative
i nportance to planners of that node of

transportation.

PETER ZORABQZO | recently noved
here from Connecti cut. |'ve lived here
about three nonths. | feel that 1-81is

an eyesore for the city of Syracuse, it
no | onger serves it's designated

purpose. It was built over 60 years ago
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and | feel that it's tine to come up
with a new creative idea that can better
serve the city and the surrounding
comunity.

| feel that the tunnel option is a
bit too expensive to inplenment but would
be a wonderful idea. Perhaps the
boul evard or depressed hi ghway woul d be
better suited. Also with fly-overs as
t he gentl enman before ne nentioned,
accomodating to pedestrians and
bi cyclists would greatly benefit the
community but also may hel p reduce
traffic in the downtown area and on the
Interstate, hence reducing traffic
acci dents and general congesti on.

| think nobst citizens fear the idea
of a boul evard because when the idea of
a boulevard is nmentioned they think of
Erie Boul evard. And Erie Boulevard in
my opinion is not very successful. It's
hi ghway congested and it's not a
practical way to nove about the city.

|f a boul evard can be constructed in a

153




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

154

Bri ckman
smart and clever fashion | think it
woul d be a wonderful idea. But above
all 1 do believe that 1-81 should cone
down. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH: W' ve reached the
end of the people who have subm tted
cards to speak. |Is there anyone el se
who would like to speak? Sir, please
state your nanme for the record and
approach the mc.

MTCH BRICKMAN:  |I'm Mtch Bricknan.
The thing that | would |ike to say rea
quickly, 1 just retired froma conpany
that's dowmmtown, and | had a traveling
job. And I'd go down to Bi nghanton
Corning, Elmra to Rochester and al
over the place. And the thing that hits
me the nost about what we have now is
that in the norning to go downtown is
extrenely difficult. But the people who
live south of town and are comng up to
try to get off that freeway and to go to
the hospitals and to go to the city,

sonetinmes | saw those lines up to a mle
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long. And they sit there for probably
hal f an hour trying to go through the
traffic patterns.

And t hen when you cone down 81 and
you want to go into the city it's
insanity, because the traffic is going
all over the place. People are bottle-
necking. There is on-ranps going up 81
that is so dangerous. There was just a
big accident | think it was |ast week.
But if you want to go to 690 one way or
the other way or 81, it's just crazy.

And when you pl an, whatever you guys
do you have to figure out a way to get
the traffic patterns nuch nore | ogical
And the density of the hospitals, which
keeps on getting larger and larger is
maki ng this whol e process extrenely
difficult. Thank you.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Sir, state your
name for the record and we'd ask
M. Brickman and al so you sir, on your
way out to fill out a card for us.

DARRELL MARCY: Darrell Marcy,
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Syracuse, New York

MODERATOR SM TH: M. Marcy, if you
want you can renove it (the mc).
don't want you to have to speak doubl ed
over.

DARRELL MARCY: | had a vision for
the 1-81 viaduct corridor and | have
never heard anyone el se tal k about it.
And so it's kind of unique but | think
it's worth a consideration by people.

t hought of renoving 81 at Adans Street
all the way to Erie Boul evard where it
hooks into 690, but then having that
corridor be a park, like Central Park in
New York City. Wuld be |like a Syracuse
park, huge, just as big as Central Park
in New York City. And not just as big,
couldn't be that big, but it would be
big relative for our city. And | think
that woul d be a great enhancenent for
peopl e wal ki ng around and bi cycling and
enjoying the city instead of just

| ooking at it as a, you know, like just

a place to drive through. Thank you.
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MODERATOR SM TH:  Thank you. So if
there are no other speakers, if you
woul d i ke to speak |line up and we'l
have soneone there to help you fill out
t he card

KENNETH HOOGS: This is double duty.
| spoke at the first session, and then
on ny way out | ran into an architect
who cane up with an interesting --

MODERATOR SM TH:  Sir, |I'msorry,
did you speak at the | ast neeting?

KENNETH HOOGS: Hoogs.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Yes, we have your
comment s.

KENNETH HOOGS: You woul d be very
interested to hear what | have to say.

MODERATOR SMTH:  Is it different?

KENNETH HOOGS: It's different.

MODERATOR SM TH: | woul d encour age
you if there are additional ideas you
would Iike to submt you can do it in
witing but we, just because we set the
ground rules at the beginning, in the

sense of fairness | can't let you speak
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tw ce because there are people the |ast
time that didn't get to speak at all.
So | need to ask you --

KENNETH HOOGS: But | just happened
to meet with this architect and changed
my m nd the opposite way.

MODERATOR SM TH: | don't nean to be
inpolite but I can't let you speak
tw ce.

KENNETH HOOGS: Funny rul es.

MODERATOR SM TH:  Sorry for that.
The next speaker we have signed up is
M. Packard.

THOVAS PACKARD: Hello, |I'm Thomas
Packard, been a resident of Onondaga
Hi Il for about 40 years, nore than 40
years. And in the opening presentation
there was a comment about mai ntenance.
And there is also a flip side to that,
it has to do with durability or
downtinme, that sort of thing.

Those that have lived in the city
for a nunber of years are very famliar

with the orange barrels. And so | guess
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what |'msaying is the use of nmaterials
that are durable, that hold up with the
expected salt, whatever format that the
vi aduct takes, that that would be useful.
And then eventually when there is a real
need for nmajor repairs that the system
is built so that it can be nanaged in a
way that really keeps the traffic noving.

MODERATOR SM TH:  The next speaker
is M. Ot.

EDWARD OTT: Good evening. |I'ma
resident of the city since 1972 and |
have a uni que perspective in the sense
that this young man here kind of
descri bes, kind of goes with the job I
do. | drive a wheelchair van for a
living. And to put it this way, doing a
tunnel is too expensive, just ask the
peopl e from Boston about that, they
still didn't get it right after $1.3
billion spent on that project.

Boul evard? Wy can't we look to
sone of the other streets that was

menti oned, Erie Boul evard East, West
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Street, dangerous as heck. Just ask ny
wi fe, she takes the bus, goes over to
Hunti ngton Fam |y Center once every
week, it's a dangerous area. As far as
the, those particular alternatives, it
al so woul d inpact critical services,
anbul ance, fire, police, especially as
far as getting into those areas, the
hospitals fromthere.

And as far as the econom c inpact on
certain areas |like the south side,
bl am ng the viaduct for their problens,
t hen expl ain the sane econom c probl ens
occurring over on the East Fayette
Street section over by Wstcott Street.
Anyway, ny particular thing is that |
believe it should be rebuilt but conform
to the standards and to make it nore
common sensible as far as traffic com ng
in and out of the hospitals. Especially
around rush hour.

It's absolutely ridiculous at timnes
when | have to pick sonebody up at the

Uni versity Hospital and having to get on
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the highway to get to other areas, the
traffic is absolutely ridicul ous, and
hopefully the I-81 project will address
t hose particular situations. Thank you
very rmuch
MODERATOR SM TH:  The next speaker

is Joyce Packard.

JOYCE PACKARD: Hi, | live on
Onondaga Hill, and | drive all over the
city all the time. | |love Syracuse

because you can get anywhere you want to
go in 15, 20 m nutes, except for rush
hour. And I1'd like to see 81 stay up
where it is. Maybe if it's possible to
make it a little wider so you can have a
shoul der if there is accidents. And
make it look a little nore pretty. And
the other thing is |I haven't heard
anybody ask about what are you going to
do with the Done traffic? Thank you
MODERATOR SM TH:  Thank you ma' am
Go ahead and speak now and fill it out
| ater.

CINDY G LLETTE: Cindy Gllette, |
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live in Ccero, New York. Before | that
| lived up on Onondaga Hill. Before
that Watertown. Over 21 years ago ny
son was born. Brought ne by anbul ance
to Syracuse, he was born under 2 pounds.
It was critical for him He spent a
year in the hospital. Back and forth
fromWatertown every weekend and then
once during the week to see him |
depended on 1-81. That was for ne to
get there and see nmy son and be with
him Al the years after that, |ot of
surgeries, back and forth again, all of
the specialists in Syracuse. Eventually
| noved here.

To me it's really inportant to have
that access to be able to get close when
you' ve got a nedical need or whatever
And | like where it is right now |
really don't want it noved too far away.
| al so work downtown now in the court
house, and it's very good for nme to be
able to get off at the Adans Street exit.

The problens that people are having with
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the accidents, | can tell you it's the
drivers. They're not watching what
they're doing. It's not because of 81
or the fact that you go fromthree |anes
to two | anes. These drivers are crazy
coming in. | don't know what they can
do about that. But |'ve had people
goi ng around nme 85 and 90 mles per hour
goi ng past the Hi awat ha Boul evard exit
inthe city.

| just think it's really inportant
to keep 81 essentially where it is.

Yes, it has to be changed, it has to be
nodi fied, inproved, conformto the
standards that need to be done, but we
need it. That's all.

M5. JONES: Thank you, hello
everybody, good to see that you cane to
visit us here in Syracuse DOT. |'m
Ms. Jones. | would like to tell you
pl ease take into consideration what
everyone has said today and know t hat
there are serious health concerns

because this is a conmunity real close.
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Because nost of the viaduct, | did ny
research in Seattle or Boston they're
over water, here you're over |and where
people live, so consider that.

Al so we have architects who are
educated here and we're a good comunity
and we pull together. So consider
pulling us to the table and maybe we can
come to a happy nedium Thank you

MODERATOR SM TH: | think everyone
who is interested has spoken. Ckay, |
appreci ate, we very much appreciate
everyone's comments and participation in
this process. And thank you for com ng.

[ Conclusion of Initial Scoping Meting].

* * * *
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CERTI FI CATE

This is to certify that | ama
Certified Shorthand Reporter and Notary
Public in and for the State of New York,
that | attended and reported the above
entitled proceedings, that |I have
conpared the foregoing with nmy original
m nutes taken therein and that it is a
true and correct transcript thereof and

all of the proceedings had therein.

John F. Drury, CSR, RPR

Dat ed: November 18, 2013
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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATI ON

I NI TI AL SCOPI NG MEETI NG

REHABI LI TATI ON RECONSTRUCTI ON OR REPLACEMENT OF
| NTERSTATE 81 FROM VAN BUREN OR CASTLE STREETS TO ABOUT
H AWATHA BOULEVARD (1-81 VI ADUCT PRQJECT)

Public Comrents fromlnitial Scoping Meeting,
hel d on Wednesday, Novenber 13, 2013, at OnCenter, 800
South State Street, Syracuse, New York, commencing at
3:00 p.m, before David Robinson, a Court Reporter and
Notary Public in and for the State of New YorKk.
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PUBLI C COMVENTS
NOVEMBER 13, 2013

MR. DAVID LORENZ, 1 Marion Drive,
Ful t on, NY 13069:

(WHEREUPON M. Lorenz submtted the
docunent marked Exhibit-1 as his coments.)

MR. JI M BRI GHT, 2648 South Salina
Street, Syracuse, New York 13205:

(WHEREUPON M. Bright submtted the
docunment marked Exhibit-2 as his coments.)

MR. CHARLES PI ERCE- EL, 104 El k
Street, Syracuse, NY 13205: | wll start
with ny name first. Good afternoon. My
nanme is Charlie Pierce-El and | have cone to
put on the record the concerns that | have
with the Viaduct, [-81 Viaduct com ng down
froma particular area, in the event that it
does cone down. The replacenent for economc
i nprovenent for the poverty stricken famlies
that are over there, | would |ike to suggest
that you be able to use the railroad to go
back and forth for traveling and in doing
that, the proposal that |I'masking to be

considered is the people that are really
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poverty stricken, below the poverty |evel,
even there are sone that are is ny basic
concern, that they have sone type of
transportation to and fromthe Carousel or
the Farnmer's Market where they can get fresh
vegetati on and shop and do things. And ny
suggestion is they should be given four
tokens a nonth for railroad, the use of the
rail road, the ones that are under the poverty
stricken level. The ones that are above it,
then by the railroad being there they should
be able to pay their own fare. So, that's
my issue and that's ny suggestion to this
commttee, and | wish that you' d consider it.
| don't know if inproperly putting it,
dotting ny i's and crossing ny t's, but at
least 1'd appreciate it if you give it sone
type of consideration and go into great

t hought and detail because once the viaduct
conme down, all those people that that cannot
be able to get their transportation, busses,
cars, nobile transportation, at least this
woul d gi ve them an opportunity to spend their

money wthin the County and the Gty of
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Syracuse.

Thank you for your tine and |
appreciate letting nme put this on the record.

MR. JERRY SM TH, Fayetteville, New
Yor k:

My nanme is Jerry Smth, fornerly a
busi ness owner in downtown Syracuse with the
Addi s Conpany.

My first cooment 1'd like to make is
this: That it really doesn't matter what we
do -- take it down, dig a tunnel, dig a
trench, leave it up -- unless there is a
foll owup plan for the maintenance and
managenent of the operation, it's still going
to look |ike a garbage dunp. So, we have
to do a foll owup budget when we do the
initial budget.

My second thought is that this
community has not built a major conplex in
t he downtown core since the 1940s that has
what Ms. Jane Jacobs called a soul, or eyes
on the street. W have built these huge
concrete nmonoliths that are usually renoved

fromthe street by parking spaces, or they
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are concrete edifices wwth no eyes, no gl ass,
no wi ndows, no life in them And so as
this conducts to Route 81, | was thinking
the other night what if we were to think of
Route 81 as a roof, not as a roadway t hat
di srupts a connection between east and west,
but as the roof of an indoor/outdoor
pavilion, so that perhaps if in
reconstructing 81 it was actually raised so
that the interior height would be at | east
15 feet, the size of the MOST, or of the
Farner's Market; that we actually could put a
farmer's market or sone kind of edifice or
pl ayground. And | cane across this site, as
| Googled "lIife under expressways" and | cane
across a site that cited nine cool ideas for
use under expressways.

Toronto has put a park with
basketbal | courts and skateboards and the
rest. Portland has a skateboard park.
Seattl e, Washington has a nountain bike ranp
park. Another city has, in New Zeal and has
a fair, conplete with LED lighting and

col orful paintings and outdoor seating areas
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and areas to eat and drink, drink w ne, have
W ne tastings. And | thought in |ight of
this, when we close off Onondaga Street every
June for the Arts Fair what if that was done
underneath 1-81. And 1-81 was to | ook like
Faneuil Hall in Boston, and we were to think
of the 1-81 as a warehouse, not as a road
map, but as a warehouse that we'd nake it
into a building, but an outdoor building, an
i ndoor/ outdoor building. Those are ny

t hought s.

MR, WLLIAM SI MMONS, Executive
Director, Syracuse Housing Authority, 516 Burt
Street, Syracuse, New York 13202: \%%
name is WIliam Sinmons, Executive Director
for the Syracuse Housing Authority, and |
want to read a statenment that was adopted by
t he conm ssioners, Board of Directors for the
Syracuse Housing Authority.

The Syracuse Housing Authority, Board
of Conm ssioners, is aware of the planning
and public outreach for comments by the New
York State Departnent of Transportation

concerning the future of the el evated vi aduct
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of Interstate 1-81 through the Gty of
Syracuse. The Syracuse Housing Authority is
per haps the | argest stakehol der concerning the
el evated portion of the viaduct as it owns
all of the property on both sides of the

sout hern edge of Adans Street, with the
exception of one block, which Syracuse
University controls. As such, and with
nearly over 900 househol ds, housing over
2,600 residents within its corridors, the
Syracuse Housing Authority has grave concerns
over the final solution and the inmm nent
construction process. Therefore, it is the
position of the Syracuse Housing Authority,
Board of Conm ssioners, that any action is
made wi th the understandi ng that individua
housing and daily lives will be inpacted and
that the existence and strength of this
residential community needs to be inpacted in
the | east disruptive manner. It is our
opinion that the solution to the el evated

vi aduct issue be one which enhances the
residential community, provides greater

pedestri an access through the nei ghborhood and
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affords the opportunity for further housing
and econom ¢ devel opnent for those who live
t here.

MR, EDWARD STRONSKI, 7300 Cedar post
Road, Liverpool, Ny 13088: [It's my opinion
that the Boul evard option is a no go from
square one. Going back to the history of the
area around Adans and Harrison, back in 1993,
t he EPA thought carbon nonoxi de | evels were
too high. That resulted in the pool
oxygenation that noves all of that. So now
we are tal king about putting a boulevard with
six lanes there and it's been stated over
and over how 12% of the traffic goes
t hrough; that neans 88%is going to be there
in an encl osed system which hasn't been
nodel ed in detail yet. So, a mcro node
has not been performed yet. | find it in
i nexplicable that a boul evard coul d be
consi dered, given the anount of em ssions you
woul d have fromthat, and how that could
possi bly be in conpliance with EPA regs,
state regs, whatever regs, just commobn sense.

So, until told otherwi se, | haven't seen
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anyt hing that negates that supposition.

MR. WAYNE S. AMATO Town of Qi sco,
Town Supervisor, 1928 Barker Street, Tully,
New York: M nane is Wayne S. Amato. |'m
t he Supervisor of the Town of Qtisco, and
recently our Town Board, upon a notion |
suggest ed, voted unani nously to voice their
opinion at 1-81 in its reconstruction, should
be built exactly as it is now, and we are
cl osed to any boul evard that goes through the
site, because it would be counterproductive
to traffic patterns and to the speed at
whi ch conmerci al operations need to proceed.
The Town, even thought it is not directly in
the path of Route 81, it would have
i nfl uence on secondary roads if there is
changes in the traffic patterns which are
pronoted by the boul evard nentality. O her
than that, the Town Board feels m ninal
di sruption should always be the objective in
order to produce high commercial activity.
Thank you.

MR ROBERT ROMEO 314 East Fayette

Street, Syracuse, New York 13202: So, ny
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name i s Robert Roneo and | ama lifelong
resident of the City of Syracuse and | have
a business in the dowmtown corridor and |
currently work as the attorney for the
Syracuse Housing Authority, which has a great
deal of contiguous property to the 81
overpass in the new project.

I'd like to state that | believe
that this is potentially the biggest
transformative and dynam c project in the
history of the Cty of Syracuse since we
decided, in error I wll add, to put our
Syracuse ball park on the north side. And |
think it can make a great deal of difference
to the community in the future of how this
turns out.

So, | would suggest that we work
strongly with urban designers to really
reflect on the inpacts of the nei ghborhoods
and the comunity at large for the ultimte
determ nation. The other aspect of it, from
my personal point of view, is that | believe
that if you ook at a map of the State of

New York and you put a pin in the center of
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the State of New York, you hit Syracuse, New
York and if you drill down into that
Syracuse, New York location and put a pin in
the m ddl e of Syracuse, New York you'd
probably find right around this interstate
overpass 81. So, it is an opportunity to
create a sense of place, in that this is the
center of the entire state, this exact
| ocation. | personally believe that a very
new and exciting and iconic bridge would be
the way to transformthe skyline of the Cty
of Syracuse and give visitors and residents
ali ke the opportunity to understand where
they are in the state and to understand, and
to view the beauty of the City of Syracuse
skyline and the surrounding hills and so
forth as you drive over that overpass. So,
| think that our noney should be well spent
with architects and urban designers to design
a very attractive and sustainable bridge in
that | ocation, and why not call it the
Central State Bridge.

MS. BRENDA SI LVERMVAN, 300 Roe Avenue,

Syracuse, New York 13210: For the past 20

11
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years | have been a resident of the Quter
Comst ock nei ghbor hood, which is south of
Manl ey Field House, and | have been on the
Board of the nei ghborhood associ ati on nmuch of
that time, and | use City streets, | use 81,
| use 690. | have al so been part of a

group called University Nei ghborhood Program
| think it no | onger exists. But it
represented the Westcott and east University
nei ghbor hoods as well as Quter Constock, to
tal k about comon issues and transportation
was one of them including, this was a
coupl e of years ago, the possibility because
of the age of 81 and what m ght happen, and
there was a wonderful presentation by at

| east two engineers, and they may have been
with the State Departnment of Transportation,
' mnot sure. A renodel of the current
version of the highway where the highway is
not torn down, there is no boul evard which
woul d be totally absurd given the vol une of
traffic, the University, the nedical conpl exes
who are the | argest enployers in the entire

County, and to not have a hi ghway woul d be

12
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just kind of crazy, at best. But they had

a presentation of how you could take the
current road and noderni ze the hi ghway, do
sonet hi ng about the 690 East ranp, the turn
to 690 East from 81 North, and al so nake

Al nmond Street | ook |ike a beautiful street,
with planting trees, having road surface
nodern and fixed up, not full of potholes

and broken cenent, where you put stores so

t hat the new parking garage Upstate put in
woul d have had stores on its base floor and
trees surrounding it, instead of just parking
cars, that you could make beautiful park |and
and seating areas and neke it safe underneath
the highway. And | don't subscribe at al

to the notion that the highway separates the
Cty fromsone other part of the Cty,
because you have underneath the bridges the
fact that it looks like it does because it's
been totally neglected. So, as a nenber of
the Quter Constock area | amvery frightened
that if the highway were torn down, any

other way of rebuilding it, that A nsley

Drive woul d beconme a very heavily used street
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with trucks. It would destroy the Quter
Comst ock nei ghborhood. It's already a very
overused street to get to the University and
t he sane for Thurber Avenue, which is only a
two | ane street and contains trucks and ot her
t hings that should even be there at all.

That probably is ny two mnutes. So, |
think that's the gist of it, as |I think that
t he hi ghway needs to be rebuilt and

noderni zed so that the turns to 690 are safe
and nodern.

MR. MARK WATKI NS, 300 Roe Avenue,
Syracuse, New York 13210: |'m Mark
Watkins. | live in the Quter Constock
nei ghbor hood, about three bl ocks south of
Colvin Street. | strongly oppose the notion
of a boulevard and the elimnation of |-81
through the City. One of the great
advant ages of Syracuse over cities of our
size and larger is the ability to get
anywheres quickly. Fromny house | can be
at the airport, right through the Cty within
15 mnutes. | can be in Baldwinsville via

| -690 West in 20 mnutes. | go there once

14
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a week. | can be out in East Syracuse in
ten mnutes. The idea of a boul evard as
endi ng sonme kind of separation of the City
is a fantasy. It would be a barrier just
like |1-81 supposedly is, but |ess porous.
The whole City is already cut up by Erie
Boul evard, by 1-690, by the railroads, by
Cakwood Cenetery. So, the notion of
reconstituting sonme old nei ghborhood with
nostal gi c connections is a nyth. You can't
put Hunpty Dunpty back together again.

Now, | grant that the intersection
of 1-81 North with 690 needs to be redone.
It's dangerous and the crossover, if you are
going to get on 690, either east or west,
and going north on 81 is difficult and by
luck I have survived it many, nmany tines.
One clains that the I-81 is not attractive.
| grant that. It can be beautified by
putting in trees and gardens and maybe stores
under neat h, maybe buil di ngs underneath, but we
absolutely need 1-81 to get frompoint Ato
point Binthis CGty. This is not a matter

of City versus suburbs. | live in the Gty.
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| retired recently fromthe University and am
very much a City dweller and I amall for
| -81 continuing through the City.

MR. JOHN ADAMS, 1207 Al nond Street,
Apartment #1008, Syracuse, New York 13210:
John Adans, and | think they should just
rebuild it, rebuild the 1-81, and | think
that when they do rebuild it to have the
community have sone jobs in the rebuilding
process, and that's ny comrent.

MR. M CHAEL STRElI SSGUTH, 223 Twi n
Hlls Drive, Syracuse, New York 13207: My
name is Mchael Streissguth. |'ma resident
of the City of Syracuse, enployed by LeMyne
College. | believe that the viaduct should
come down and that it be replaced for the
benefit of people needing to cone into town
for work by public transportation systens,
such as light rail, fromthe northern suburbs
and ot her popul ation concentrations outside of
the Gty. So, public transportation. Nor
do | support a boul evard, which | think
woul d al so separate the City just as the

vi aduct has, just as the |1-81 has.
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MR. EDWARD WAGNER, 57 W/ | owbr ook
Drive, Auburn, New York 13021: M/ nane is
Ed Wagner, Town Supervisor for the Town of
Onasco.

| wanted to express ny gratitude to
Deborah Nel son for attending an Onasco Town
Hal | neeting on July 23rd, 2013 to listen to
the local residents' concerns as they rel ated
to trash hauling truck traffic. And ny
letter that | am presenting gives you a
summary of that neeting.

(WHEREUPON M. Lorenz submtted the
docunment marked Exhibit-3 as his coments.)

MR, PH L JAKES JOHNSON, 1405
Brewerton Road, Syracuse, New York 13209:
Phi|l Jakes Johnson. | think Interstate 81
shoul d be thought of as a rivet that ties
the north and the south together as opposed
to a scar that cuts the community in two.
Whenever you have efficiency on noving people
and goods it brings themtogether. In days
of old, transportation and conmuni cati on were
hard. W were very isolated from each

other. Today we're brought together by the

17
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advances of technology. Interstate 81 is one
of those advances.

MS. ANN STEVENS, 125 Anbergate Drive,
Dewitt, New York 13214: | live not far
from481 in Dewitt and am very much i npacted
by the noise that the highway generates. It
bothers nme a great deal that the people who
have 1-81 going right outside their w ndows
are inpacted by pollution as well as
i ncredi ble noise that | can't even i nagine.
| think that we need to think about the
people in years to cone and do sonething to
get rid of the highway running over the
streets of Syracuse and for those reasons |
woul d |i ke to see an expensive tunnel dug.
That's pretty much it.

MR. DOUGLAS MAYER, 3251 Far Reach,
Bal dwi nsvill e, New York 13027: M concern
is conparing the plans to the no-build
alternative. | believe the no-build
alternative has to be clearly laid out what
that is, what that inplies. This is a
different type of project. There is no,

really no-build alternative because sonething's
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there. If nothing is done there is stil
going to be environnental inpacts. So, the
conparison of alternatives to a no-build has
to be clearly understood. So, ny request is
to be specific in defining what the no-build
alternative is. Thank you

MR, KENNETH BOBI S, Syracuse, New
York: Well, I'ma resident of the Gty of
Syracuse and | have a vested interest. |
have four kids that grew up here and |I'm
concerned that the group Save 81 is primarily
peopl e fromoutside of the Cty of Syracuse
and the fact that | pay taxes in the Gty
of Syracuse and they do not, | resent the
fact that they m ght have sonme power over
t he decision-making. The Gty is hurting for
revenue. Alnost half the properties are not
t axabl e because they are non-profit or
gover nment agencies and the people who
utilize Gty services but live outside the
City to have nuch of a say in what happens
with Route 81 | feel is unfair. Until they
start paying Cty taxes then maybe they can

have as nmuch say as residents of the City.
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MR MARK NORMAN, 350 West Fayette
Street, Syracuse, New York 13202: Marc
Norman. |'mthe Director of Upstate, which
is Syracuse University School of Architecture,
Center for Research, Real Estate and Design
And what | wanted to say was that there have
been many studi es of boul evard takedowns.

One of the best was conmm ssioned by Seattle
in reference to their Al askaway Project, and
what that study did was it | ooked at 20

di fferent highway renoval projects and | ooked
at themin depth in terns of econonc

devel opnment, crime, vehicle mles traveled and
connectivity. And then it sunmarized all of
theminto sonme basic best practices for the
conversion of highways to boulevard. And so
| woul d encourage the DOT to reference that
study and to look at its findings in |ooking
at the 1-81 viaduct.

MR. G CLARK, Fayetteville, New York
All I want to say is that |I'm hearing very
little about noise abatenent. People need to
live in downtown 24/7 during the sumrers and

the springs and even the winters to know
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t hat the highways generate a hi gh deci bel of
noi se 24 hours 7. There is no way to get
around it unless you drive five to ten mles
out of the City. So, it's not even on |-81
towards 690. So, noise, they have got to
still think of noise. That's all |'ve got.
MR. THOVAS LAW 135 Pul aski Street,
Syracuse, New York 13204: This is Tom Law.
| want to enphasize that it seens ridicul ous
to keep the car as a nodel of transportation
for the myjority, say, in 95%of the |oca
adul ts because | weigh 200 pounds and ny car
wei ghs approxi mately 4,500 pounds. Yet, the
energy used is only needed to nove the 200
pounds. So, the ratiois 20 to 1. Very
comonly, 20 to 1. Cars are about 25%
efficient in using the energy. Mst of it
goes out the tail pipe and there is sone
internal | osses where the electrical system
is used and the heating systemand the radio
and the battery and friction, other things.
My point is: Developing a future
transportation requires a better ratio for

usi ng energy than one person and 20 parts of

21
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t he person's weight, four thousand pounds to
get fromplace to place. That's it. |It's
a very bad ratio.

M5. DEBBI E THORNE, 636 Cunber!l and
Avenue, Syracuse, New York: M concern is
with this 481 loop idea, it is one of the
proposal s. You know, a |ot of people have
spoken to the cutting off of the hospitals.
But, not only that, we're cutting off the
airport, the Regional Transportation Center.
That's the trains and the buses, and we'd be
cutting off our major source of revenue for
the Gty and the County, which is Carousel
Mall. 1 think it should stay where it is,
preferably leave it like it is, but make it
conply with codes.

MR HOWE HAWKI NS, Syracuse, New
York: Okay. M nane is How e Hawkins.
live on the south side and |I'm presenting a
Petition for Transportation Justice that we
circulated in the nei ghborhoods cl osest to
the 1-81 viaduct, public housing, retirenent
homes, Tooney- Abbott Towers, primarily al so

sone students at SU and sone ot her residents
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i n nearby south side nei ghborhoods. And the
basic thing we want to say is that those of
us living around the |-81 viaduct have as
much right to nobility as the people that
use private cars or trucks to nove people an
goods into the Gty fromthe suburbs and
outer regions. And the whol e discussion
seens to have been about how to accommpdat e
people with private cars or who need to
bring goods into the Cty and not how peopl e
i n these nei ghbor hoods, which we know from
the census |l ess than half have private cars.
They rely on public transportation. They get
to work on their feet. That's over half,
according to the U S. Census. So, this
Petition basically says we want nore mass
transit to reduce the traffic footprint of
cars and vehicles in the I-81 corridor where
the viaduct is. W want nore affordable
housi ng. We don't want public housing
reduced, but actually if mass transit opens
up the old 15th Ward to redevel opnent it
shoul d be m xed incone. There should be

room for affordable | ow incone and noder ate
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i ncone as well as upper incone. Reducing
the traffic footprint and the traffic there
fromvehicles is inportant because it would
clean the air and we have high rates of
asthma and ot her lung di sease in that

nei ghbor hood, highest in the Cty. In fact,
| know the area. The reason Onondaga County
has sone particular requirenents for fuel and
additives in the winter is because of the
monitors there under the I-81 viaduct by

Pi oneer Homes. And finally, we want nore
good jobs. W have hi gh unenpl oynent,
particularly in those nei ghborhoods, and it's
not just about the jobs that may be created
in rebuilding the viaduct or a nei ghborhood
where the viaduct was, but al so our access
to jobs in the suburbs where a | ot of jobs
are, and if we don't have good public
transportation we are excluded fromthose
jobs. So, those are the concerns in this
Petition. 1It's signed by 102 people

coll ected over the last couple weeks and
explains in nore careful |anguage than ny

oral presentation what our concerns are. So,

24
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|"mgoing to submt these and thank you for
the opportunity to present them
(Wher eupon, the PUBLI C COVWENTS wer e

concl uded.)
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CERTI FI CATI ON

This is to certify that | am an
Oficial Senior Court Reporter of the State
of New York (retired); that | attended and
reported the foregoi ng proceedi ngs; that the
foregoing is a true, accurate and correct
transcri pt of the proceedings had therein, to
t he best of ny know edge and ability. The
i ndi cation of double dashes [--] within this
transcript indicates an interruption in
speaki ng or inconplete thought, and under no
circunstances is an indication or an om ssion

of the spoken word fromthis transcript.

David T. Robi nson




STATE OF NEW YORK : DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

In the Matter of the
FINAL SCOPING MEETING
re: The I-81 Viaduct Project,

FINAL SCOPING MEETING in the above matter
conducted at the OnCenter, State Street,
Syracuse, New York before, JOHN F. DRURY, CSR,
RPR, Notary Public in and for the State of New

York, on June 26, 2014 at 4:00 p.m. & 6:00 p.m.

A ppearance s:

MARK FRECHETTE, Project Director

JOE FLINT, Regional Planning and Project

Manager, NYS DOT

PATRICIA MILLINGTON, Federal Area Engineer

BRODY D. SMITH, Moderator from Bond, Schoeneck

& King
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MR. FRECHETTE: Okay, if we can get
started, find your seat, would
appreciate that. On behalf of Joe
McDonald the Commissioner of the New
York State Department of Transportation
and Jonathan McDade, the Administrator
for the Federal Highway Administration,
New York Division, I want to welcome you
to this Scoping Meeting. My name is
Mark Frechette, and I am the Project
Director for the I-81 Viaduct Project.

This is the second of two scoping
meetings for the Environmental Impact
Statement or EIS, that will be prepared
for the I-81 Project in Syracuse, New
York. The meeting is sponsored by the
two agencies that are serving as the
lead agency's for the EIS; the New York
State Department of Transportation is
the state lead agency, and the Federal
Highway Administration, the federal lead
agency.

This scoping meeting is being

conducted to obtain comments on the
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scope of the project's Environmental
Impact Statement. The meeting provides
the public an opportunity to make formal
statements of positions before any
project decisions are made. To assist
interested parties in formulating their
comments, a Draft Scoping Report is
available for review here tonight.

And the Report is also available on
the project's website at
www.18lopportunities.org, and at
libraries and other public facilities
throughout Greater Syracuse. The Draft
Scoping Report provides an overview of
the project, presents the project's
purpose, needs and objectives, describes
the initial alternatives under
consideration and explains our
recommendations that some advance for
further study and others that fail. It
outlines the steps to the Environmental
Review process and describes
coordination with other agencies and

public involvement opportunities.
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At this time I would like to have
Mr. Brody Smith, tonight's moderator,
explain to you the format and the
structure of tonight's meeting.
Following that I will give a
presentation on the I-81 viaduct
project. Then Mr. Smith will moderate
the comment session.

MODERATOR SMITH: My name is Brody
Smith, I'll be serving as the moderator
for the meeting tonight. So that we can
make a record of all those who
participated in this meeting we ask that
everyone sign in at the registration
table. All statements made at this
meeting shall be reported by the
stenographer (court reporter) you see in
front of me here, and a verbatim written
transcript will be produced at the end.

The Environmental Impact Statement
for the I-81 Viaduct Project is being
prepared in accordance with the
following laws and regulations:

First, the National Environmental
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Policy Act of 1969, NEPA, as amended and
implemented by the Council on
Environmental Quality; their regulations
at 40 CFR Parts 1500 through 1508; the
Federal Highway Administration
Environmental Act Regulations at 23 CFR
Part 771; the New York State
Environmental Quality Review Act
requirements, in particular the New York
State Department of Transportation's
implementing regulations at 17 NYCRR
Part 15; and a number of other federal
and state regulations and requirements.
Among them are Presidential Executive
Order 12898, Environmental Justice,
Section 106 of the National Historical
Preservation Act and Section 4F of the
US Department of Transportation.

After the opening remarks and the
subsequent presentation you will have an
opportunity to provide written and/or
verbal comments. If you wish to provide
a verbal comment you must fill out when

the speaker cards at the registration
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desk i1if you have not done so already.
You may provide a verbal comment tonight
in one of two ways. First, if you wish
to present your comment publicly in this
room, I will call your name and ask you
to come forward to the microphone you
see to my right. I will also ask the
next speaker to stand in line behind you
in order to keep the meeting running so
we always have the next speaker ready to
go.

If you prefer, you can make a
comment in private at any time. If you
exit those doors behind you and look to
your left there is a screen where there
is a stenographer (court reporter) if
you're not comfortable making your
comment here in this room, you can make
your comment directly with the
stenographer, it will also be made part
of the record. All verbal comments will
be limited to two minutes, so that
everyone gets a chance to speak.

You may also provide a written
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comment. Written comments may be
provided in any one of the following
three ways. First, at this meeting you
fill out and submit a comment form.
Next, you may visit the project website
that's www.i8lopportunities.org, where
there will be an online comment form
that you may fill out. Or finally, you
may mail in a comment to the following
address: NYS DOT, I-81 Viaduct Project,
333 East Washington Street, Syracuse,
New York, 13202. Information on how to
submit written comments is also provided
at the registration table at the foyer.

You may submit comments both
verbally and in writing if you wish.
Written comments will be given the same
weight and consideration as verbal
comments.

The official public comment period
associated with this Scoping Meeting
will be opened through Tuesday,
September 2, 2014. The New York State

DOT and the Federal Highway
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Administration will accept written
comments through that date. To be part
of the written record all written
comments must be either submitted to the
website no later than that day, Tuesday,
September 2, 2014, or postmarked no
later than that date, Tuesday, September
2, 2014.

The agencies will review and
consider public comments submitted
during the scoping phase of the project.
Responses to the comments will be
included in the Final Scoping Report,
which is anticipated to be published
some time this fall.

So that everyone who desires to
speak may be heard and their statements
made part of the official record we will
not entertain any questions from the
floor at this meeting in this room.
Project staff members are next door in
the room immediately adjacent to this
one, the exit doors go to the right.

And they're available in the exhibit
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areas to explain the exhibits and also
to answer any questions that you may
have. Those conversations that you have
in that room will not be part of the
formal record that's being produced by
the stenographer (court reporter) here
though.

Before I call on the speakers from
the floor, Mr. Mark Frechette, who you
heard from before, he's the New York
State DOT Project Director for this
project, will give a brief presentation
on the project. After he speaks I'll go
over a few ground rules, and the public
comment portion of this meeting will
begin.

MR. FRECHETTE: Thank you, Brody.
I'm going to start by welcoming you here
to the Final Scoping Meeting and
introducing the people up here at the
head table. As mentioned, I am Mark
Frechette, I work for the New York State
Department of Transportation. To my

left is Joe Flint, he also works for

10
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DOT, and he is the Project Manager for
this project. Also with us tonight is
our partner in this process, and sitting
at the end of the table is Patricia
Millington from the Federal Highway
Administration.

The purpose of tonight is to provide
an update of the work that's been
completed over the last few months. And
then to discuss where we're going to go
from here. Since November of 2013, when
we held the Initial Scoping Meeting, we
have been reviewing the public comments
as we have received them.

We are refining the project
alternatives and we are analyzing the
advantages and disadvantages of each of
those alternatives. Tonight we're going
to recommend which alternatives we
believe should be studied further.

Before I get into that I want to
recap some background information. I
want to go over the project area that we

have. I want to tell you why we need to

11




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

12

Frechette
do this project. I want to go over the
purpose and the objectives. And then I
will go through each of the alternatives
and discuss the advantages and
disadvantages. And finally I'll tell
you the next steps.

I-81 is a very important corridor,
both regionally and locally to the
transportation network. It runs north-
south from Canada to Tennessee, and is
approximately 855 miles long, and makes
major connections to the east coast,
with cities like New York City and
Washington, D.C. But locally I-81
serves thousands of daily commuters
every day in the Greater Syracuse, and
provides those connections to
Interstates 690 and I-90 at the Thruway.
I-81 is a primary local access to the
downtown, to the University Hill, to
major economic and activity centers in
Syracuse.

The bridge was built 50 years ago

and since then the highway standards
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have changed dramatically. Engineering
has improved and the travel means have
evolved in the Syracuse area. The
transportation infrastructure is
deteriorated because of its age, being
50 years of age. But it's also
deteriorated because of its wear and
tear. It does not meet today's
standards. The highway and bridges
undergo inspections every year, and
maintenance, to keep these bridges safe
to the traveling public.

On most days I-81 carries a hundred
thousand cars of traffic. And it
creates major traffic to or from or
through downtown Syracuse. The priority
area established for this project is
three and-a-half miles long on I-81,
crosses 18 local streets, and it is over
183 bridge spans long.

The priority area stems from a three
year planning study called the I-81
Corridor Study. The top transportation

priority area from that study was a

13
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three and-a-half mile I-81 and a two
and-a-half mile distance on Interstate
690. In these areas we have a high
concentration of bridge deficiencies,
geometric deficiencies, and we
experience frequent traffic congestion
and high accident rates.

The needs that have been identified
for this project include fixing the
non-standard, non-conforming features,
where we have over a hundred
non-conforming features in this
interchange. There is bridge
deficiencies and safety concerns. At
the interchange of I-81 and 690 we have
an accident rate that is four times the
state-wide average of similar

Interstates. We have vehicular,

pedestrian, bicyclist mobility problems.

And we need to incorporate community
vision expressed in Local Long Range
Plans.

So to address these needs, the

purpose of the project is really to fix

14
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these bridge deficiencies and
non-standard highway features in the
project area while creating an improved
transportation corridor through Syracuse
that meets the transportation needs and
provides infrastructure to support long
range planning efforts such as SMTC Long
Range Transportation Plan and Syracuse's
Comprehensive Plan.

To meet the project's purpose five
objectives have been developed. These
objectives are measures against, that we
use against all of the project
alternatives you will see here tonight.
These have been evaluated to determine
which should advance to the next phase
of the project. Consistent with our
project purpose, the objective,
objectives aim to address structural
deficiencies, fix non-standard
geometrics, address local travel needs,
provide pedestrian, bicycle connectivity,
address regional travel needs and

provide access to key destinations.

15
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The Environmental Review phase of
the I-81 Viaduct Project is being
conducted pursuant to federal and state
environmental regulations. With both
federal and state funding the project is
subject to NEPA and New York State SEQR
Act. The federal and state review
requirements will be coordinated, such
that one EIS will be prepared to satisfy
requirements of both NEPA and SEQR.

The environmental process includes
several distinct stages. It was
initiated August 26, 2013, when DOT
published the Notice of Intent to
prepare the EIS. The DOT currently is
in the scoping phase that is shown in
red. We're developing and analyzing
alternatives, we're meeting with the
public like we are tonight, we're
identifying some of those environmental
considerations to be studied in the EIS.

We've held neighborhood meetings in
the fall and the Initial Scoping meeting

last November. Recently DOT held a
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public update presentation where we
showed all of our alternatives. Today
we present the recommendations further
to study.

The next move. Next we'll move into
the EIS phase where public participation
will continue to play a key role as the
project moves forward. The
Environmental Review concludes with
what's called a Record Of Decision which
will identify any potential
environmental impacts and mitigation
measures. From there we'll have a
preferred alternative that will head
towards construction.

During the Scoping you have an
opportunity to comment on the purpose
and need, the project alternatives, the
environmental framework that will be
conducted in the EIS phase. We
published a Draft Scoping Report that
provides further details. You can
access that on our website at the

i8lopportunities.org, at local

17
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libraries, at the Carnegie building, and
copies will be available today if you
would like to take a look at that. We
encourage you to review and speak with
our team members at the Open House next
door. We welcome for you to provide
oral comments here today or to provide
written comments. We will accept all
comments through September 2, 2014. And
every comment that we receive will be
included in our Final Scoping Report, a
response to that.

The project alternatives fall into
six categories. First one being the No
Build where the project does not move
forward. We have five viaduct
alternatives, one rehabilitation, and
four rebuild alternatives. We have
three street level alternatives that
would remove the viaduct and utilize
surface streets. We would improve
surface streets to put traffic on the
street level. We have had four tunnel

alternatives, the viaduct would be

18
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removed and the tunnel put underground.
We had two depressed highway, where I-81
would be located in an open cut trench.
And then the last two, Others, one was a
Western Bypass and the other was a Salt
City Circuit called the Salt City
Circuit. And I will go over each of
those.

We have conducted a preliminary
evaluation of all the alternatives to
determine whether or not those
alternatives would meet our project's
purpose and needs based on the
objectives we discussed earlier. We've
looked at whether or not there is
substantial building acquisition impacts
as a result of the alternatives. We've
looked at the constructability of each
of the alternatives to see if they are
unreasonable or very difficult for us.
And then we've tried to identify whether

or not the cost would be reasonable

compared to some of the other alternatives.

The Draft Report evaluates all of

19
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the advantages and disadvantages and
determines them as either a Pass to go
forward or a Fail. And I will explain
why we recommend alternatives that Fail,
therefore we would stop studying them
after this phase. I will also explain
why others Pass the evaluation, and we
recommend those go forward for further
study.

There is still a lot of work that
needs to be done and we need to look
closer at potential property impacts.

We need to consider traffic analysis, we
need to take into account environmental
consideration that we learned. And also
the public comments, the reason we're
here today is to take into account your
feedback on this also.

So I'm going to run through the
different alternatives. The first one
was called the No Build alternative.

And the NEPA process requires
investigation of the No Build, to assess

the future conditions if the project

20
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does not get implemented. This really
provides a baseline for us against all
the other build alternatives. Although
this alternative, the No Build does not
meet any of our objectives or meet the
purpose and need of the project. Since
it is required by the Federal
Environmental Laws it will be evaluated
in the EIS, and we Pass that to the next
stage.

I'll go through the five Viaduct
Alternatives. One would be, the first
one is to Rehabilitate. The next four
would reconstruct the I-81 viaduct and
implement other transportation
improvements within the project limits.

The Rehab alternative called V-1 is
a long term program of capital
investments to keep I-81 in a state of
good repair. This approach would keep
the bridge structurally safe. But it
would not add shoulders, it would not
enlarge medians, it would not improve

the weaving lanes that we currently have

21
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problems with, and it would not
implement other safety or operational
improvements. As a result the
rehabilitation would maintain many of
the non-standard and non-conforming
features at a construction cost
estimated to be $800 million. Because
the rehab does not meet our purpose and
need it Failed our evaluation and we do
not recommend this alternative to go
forward.

V-2 was rebuild a new viaduct fully
improved to current standards. This
would reconstruct I-81 from Martin
Luther King east to Spencer Street with
potential improvements to the highway
system as far as Hiawatha Boulevard. It
would also include rebuilding of
Interstate 690 between West Street
interchange and the Teall Avenue
interchange. This alternative would
include two lanes in each direction, two
lanes northbound, two lanes southbound.

It would operate at 55 miles per
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hour. It would meet all of our
standards today, shoulders, medians,
weaving lanes, ramps would all be
improved. The new viaduct would be 82
feet wide along Almond Street versus the
current width which is 66 feet, which
you can see in the picture in red is the
current. The wider viaduct is expected
to acquire 30 to 40 buildings. The
viaduct height could be up to the same
elevation or it could be 5 to 10 feet
higher. The cost of this alternative is
estimated at $1.438 billion.

This alternative would improve the
structural and geometric features, it
would allow for enhanced vehicle
pedestrian, bicycle connectivity on the
surface streets to, adjacent and under
the bridge. It could be constructed
with typical engineering practices and
would be a reasonable cost in line with
the other alternatives. So we recommend
that this alternative be studied further

in the EIS phase.
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V-3, which was new viaduct with
substantial design improvements was very
similar to the V-2, except at seven
locations. At these seven locations
shown in purple we tighten the curves to
reduce the real estate impacts as part
of this alternative. By making these
sharper curves we were able to reduce
the real estate impacts from V-2 by 25
percent. V-3 would still travel at 55
miles per hour, it would create 10 foot
right shoulders, four foot left shoulders,
accidents or stranded motorists,
emergency vehicles would be able to get
to the scene still.

The cost of this alternative is
estimated at $1.423 billion. And like
V-2 we recommend V-3 Pass because it
improves the structural and geometric
features, it allows the conductivity on
the surface street. We believe it's
reasonably constructible. And it's
reasonably cost compared to the other

alternatives.

24
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V-4, is the viaduct with
considerable design improvements, is
really similar to the last two
alternatives. Except it would tighten
five curves further to reduce the
footprint of the new viaduct. By doing
this we would be able to reduce the real
estate impact over V-2, this alternative,
by 40 percent. The cost of this
alternative was $1.419. Traffic would
still be able to travel at 55 miles per
hour. V-4 meets our purpose and needs
and with all the objectives similar to
V-2 and V-3. So we recommend that this
one Pass forward to the next phase also.

V-5 was the stack viaduct. It was
developed as a result of a suggestion
from the public. Northbound traffic
would be on top and southbound would be
in the middle with Almond Street traffic
still being able to be carried
underneath the viaduct.

This requires a narrower

right-of-way, 55 feet versus the 66 that
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is existing, it would be 11 foot less.
The difference with this alternative is
that the bridge would be quite a bit
higher. It would be about 50 foot tall,
which is about 30 feet taller than the
existing structure. The cost of this
alternative was $1.588 billion. V-5,
the stack wviaduct, could be designed to
current standards, in some of the areas
it could enhance the wvehicular,
pedestrian, bicycle connectivity.

But one of the major disadvantages
to this alternative is to allow a ramp
connection at Harrison we would need to
sever the access to the Genesee Street
across Almond Street. And since Genesee
street is our connective corridor and a
major east-west between the University
Hill and downtown we Failed this
alternative because it doesn't meet the
project objective to maintain
connections to, across and along local
streets. DOT does not recommend this

alternative go forward.
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There are three Street Level
alternatives that all would make
improvements to Interstate 481 and would
redesignate I-81 to Interstate 481. It
would demolish the existing viaduct
within Syracuse and decommission the
Interstate through Syracuse. All Street
Level alternatives would meet today's
standards.

Street Level 1 would replace the
viaduct with a boulevard along Almond
Street. Street Level 2 and 3 would use
Almond as a one-way or a two-way with a
combination of other local streets to
carry traffic. Street Level 2 and 3
would have a system-wide approach to
maximize the use of the available
capacity of the existing bridge system.

Street Level 1 Boulevard, our
initial traffic studies indicate that
six lanes are necessary to maintain
efficient flow between the downtown,
University Hill, the south side and

other neighborhoods. There are many
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ways to lay out a new boulevard along
Almond Street, which has nearly 200 foot
of available right-of-way space
currently, to accommodate vehicles,
pedestrians, bicyclists, wide park-like
medians. We estimate the boulevard cost
to be $1.047 billion.

Since the Street Level 1, the
boulevard, meets all of the evaluation
parameters, we recommend that it goes
further in study in the EIS process.

Evaluating. We are currently
evaluating two ways to connect Almond
Street Boulevard to Interstate 690.
Under Option 1, which is shown on the
screen, we would establish the boulevard
from Monroe Street to Erie Boulevard.
Erie Boulevard would, the boulevard
would be able to connect to Interstate
690 through what's called a single point
urban interchange. This would reduce
several signals to one under Interstate
690. We would need to build a bridge on

Erie Boulevard as seen in the picture
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over Almond Street. And there is an
opportunity to convert Water Street to
potentially an Erie Canalway trail.

The Second Option to connect the
boulevard to Interstate 690 would once
again, from Monroe Street start the
boulevard to McBride Street. Vehicles
would be able to pick up speed heading
northbound as the road transitions from
a boulevard back to a higher speed
highway, like an Interstate around
Butternut Street.

Street Level 2 and Street Level 3,
both street level alternatives would
make improvements to Almond Street and a
combination of other streets. They
differ, where one envisions Almond and
other local streets as one way streets,
and the other roads make them two way
streets. Almond would carry fewer than
six lanes like the boulevard alternative
was shown, and would have shorter cross-
walks and be much easier to cross under

these alternatives.
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Street Level 2, the one way, would
have Almond be one way northbound from
Harrison to Interstate 690, and south of
Harrison Street it would be a two way
street. Southbound traffic, we've
looked at Townsend Street, we've looked
at Clinton Street, and we've looked at
other local streets for southbound
traffic.

The cost of Street Level 2 and
Street Level 3 is $1.067 billion. Both
Street Level 2 and Street Level 3 meet
all of our evaluation parameters and is
recommended for further study in the
ETS.

Recognizing the significant amount
of traffic accessing University Hill we
are exploring different ways to improve
the Teal Avenue interchange also. By
reconstructing Teall and I-690 we could
simplify traffic movements, controlled
by one signal rather than the two that
are there today. These improvements

would decrease commute times and help
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reduce traffic volumes at the I-81/I-690
interchange and also at Exit 18 where
the Harrison/Adams join Interstate 81.
This would be an efficient and safe way
to move large volume of vehicles in a
compact space.

As mentioned earlier, all the Street
Levels would route I-81 traffic to
Interstate 481; would require
improvements to I-481, which would be
redesignated as a new I-81. We would
add auxiliary lanes at three stretches
of the highway. And we would
reconstruct both of the interchanges
between I-81 and 481 at the northern end
and the southern end. We don't
anticipate that there will be any
acquisition needed, any building
acquisition needed along the existing
Interstate 481 as part of this, those

improvements.

Moving on to the Tunnel Alternatives.

We looked at four tunnel concepts. Two

below Almond along I-81 footprint. One
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to the west of the viaduct on Townsend
Street and one to the east of the
viaduct. All of the tunnels would be
able to meet today's current standards.

The first two called T-1 and 2. T-1
would be, would start at Martin Luther
King east all the way to Butternut Street.
It would be about a distance of two
miles and would have a portal near the
Genesee Street. The cost of this
alternative is anticipated to be $2.651
billion.

T-2 would also start at Martin
Luther King east and proceed to East
Genesee Street and be about a mile long.
This tunnel alternative is anticipated
to cost $1.761 billion. And for each of
these, a surface street would be on top
of the tunnel to serve local traffic.

There are two main disadvantages to
these tunnel alternatives. First, the
ramp connections between the tunnel and
I-690 would require a number of local

streets be removed or dead-ended. This
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would diminish access between the
downtown and the north side.

The second disadvantage involves
difficult construction practices related
to the condition under Almond Street.
There is a high water table that
currently exists, with salient in the
water which would require special
disposal methods.

In addition the tunnel, the highway
has many subsurface utilities underneath
it; water, sewer, telephone, cable,
storm sewer, gas. That would all need
to be relocated as a result of the
project of these tunnels. We would have
to you use cut and cover construction to
build these, to build these tunnels,
which would result in very lengthy time
frames to relocate utilities, estimated
to take seven to eight years to build
these two tunnel alternatives. So for
these reasons we Failed the tunnel
alternative and do not consider them

reasonable.
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T-3 was the Townsend Street tunnel.
This would be the tunnel under Townsend
Street. We had hoped to avoid some of
the issues that we found under the
Almond Street alternatives. We're
hoping to avoid some of the soil issues.
And be able to keep I-81 active during
the construction phase. The cost of
this alternative was $2.643 billion. We
believe that cut and cover construction
would still be required. And although
the existing I-81 would be kept open for
construction the Townsend tunnel
required substantial building
acquisitions due to the right-of-way
being much more narrow than the Almond
Street corridor.

For these reasons the Townsend
Street tunnel we Failed those, feeling
that we do not believe they were

considered reasonable and do not

recommend this alternative to go forward.

T-4, the tunnel on the Eastern

Alignment was suggested from a member of
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the public. 1I-81 in a tunnel
approximately one mile east of the
existing Interstate. The tunnel would
be 81 feet below the surface, and be
bored through the bedrock that exists
today. Its interchanges would be at the
I-481, the southern end, it would pop-up
at Interstate 690 shown on the picture,
and then at the Bear Street I-81
interchange would surface again.

The viaduct would be able to remain
in place during construction and there
would be opportunity to enhance Almond
Street. The disadvantages would include
many property acquisitions, and the Teal
Avenue interchange that is just to the
east of where this comes up would need
to be eliminated.

The tunnel cost was, for this
alternative was the most expensive we
looked at, and it was $3.298 billion,
which was more than a billion dollars
more than most of the other alternatives.

We Failed this, this alternative on
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Eastern Alignment because we didn't
consider this reasonable.

We also looked at two Depressed
Highways. One, East Adams to Butternut
Street, that was a mile and a quarter
long. The other one was East Adams
Street to East Genesee Street, which was
approximately a half mile long. The
Depressed Highway 1 and 2 would create a
sunken highway about 25 feet below the
surface and we would build several
overpasses at key locations over this
depressed highway. Otherwise it would
be open to the skies. It could meet
today's standards.

The Depressed Highway 1, is
anticipated to cost $1.751 billion. And
the Depressed Highway 2 is anticipated
to cost $1.503 billion.

Two major disadvantages. Once again,
the ramp connections to Interstate 690
would sever several streets where they
currently could not cross Almond. And

then subsurface conditions are also not
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favorable, similar to the tunnel
alternatives. We Failed both of these
as not being reasonable.

The last two alternatives, the
Western Bypass was an idea that came out
during the I-81 Corridor Study. And the
bypass would consist of a new highway
around the west side of Syracuse. It
was estimated to cost $2.446 billion
and would require substantial amounts of
land estimated to be in the neighborhood
of 70 to 200 acres, dependent upon the
location of the highway. It also would
acquire a number of homes estimated to
be over a hundred. We do not believe
the Western Bypass was a feasible
alternative.

The second Other alternative was a
new highway along West Street. This
alternative was estimated to cost $1.326
billion. It was raised by a member of
the public during our scoping phase and
was called the Salt City Circuit. The

concept would include I-81 along the New
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York and Susquehanna Railroad property,
and it would approach West Street and
then go up West Street to I-690. The

existing 81 between the railroad and

I-690 could be replaced with a boulevard.

The disadvantage to this alternative
was the property impacts were
anticipated to be about 70 to 90
properties along West Street. And it
would really diminish local access to
the West Street area. For that reason
we Failed this alternative also.

An item that is common to all of the
alternatives, with the exception of the
Rehabilitation, the viaduct
rehabilitation, was we have a desire to
provide the two missing links that
currently exist between I-81 and I-690.

The I-690 eastbound traffic
currently cannot make that movement in
yellow to I-81 northbound. And they
also cannot make the I-81 southbound to
the I-690 westbound. So the Department

would want to move forward with these
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transportation improvements.

We're also exploring two options to
connect West Street to Interstate 690
highway. The first would improve West
Street, the ramps at I-690. This option
would keep the current free flowing
interchange layout in place now, but

would raise I-690 to improve safety on

the highway and West Street —-- and
improve the West Street ramps. That's
Option 1.

Option 2, would be to rebuild as a
signalized intersection under the
Interstate. This would replace the
current stacked interchange with a
signalized street intersection. It
would elevate I-690 at West Street and
improve the ramp connections. This
option is consistent with the city's
common traffic on West Street initiative.

In summary, DOT is recommending that
these six alternatives plus the No Build
alternative be studied further in the

EIS. We continue to investigate these
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alternatives as well as the potential
effects on the social, environmental and
economic vitality of the area. But we
want to hear from you and get your input
on these recommendations, and those
recommendations that we are proposing to
eliminate.

The Scoping Report will incorporate
all comments that we receive. The EIS,
will be a comprehensive study of the

potential environmental impacts of each

of the alternative studies going forward.

There is lots of information on the
boards in the Open House and I encourage
you to speak to the team members next
door.

We are also starting the project
work related to the historic resources.
We're reaching out to experts on
historic preservation, archaeology and
the Native American tribes.

Written comments will be accepted

through September 2nd. And we're

accepting any oral comments here tonight.
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If you would like to speak, I ask you to
please fill in a speaker card at the
welcome table. The speaking portion of
this meeting will begin after this
presentation.

For more information DOT has been
doing a lot with their website, we ask
you to visit our project website for
this project at i8lopportunities.org.
The website will continually be updated
throughout the entire project. And I
want to thank you for coming and thank
you for your interests in this I-81
viaduct project. So at this time I will
call out Mr. Brody Smith and we'll start
the public comment period.

MODERATOR SMITH: We are now ready
to open the floor to those of you who
wish to provide verbal comments. I
remind you that anyone who wishes to
speak at this meeting must fill out one
of these cards. The cards can be found
at the registration table in the foyer.

It's not too late to you change your
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mind if you would like to speak. 1In
order to allow as many people as
possible to speak we will restrict the
individual comments to two minutes. I
will give you a visual cue when you have
one minute left and 30 seconds left and
when your time has expired. I won't
verbally interrupt you.

You may also dictate your comments
privately, Jjust to remind you if you
prefer, to the stenographer in the
foyer. If your comments are in writing,
you can simply hand those into the
project team representative at the table
in the lobby. If you have already
submitted comments in response to the
Department's publication to the Notice
of Intent you don't need to resubmit
those, they are already part of the
record.

Again, all written comments must be
accepted —— will be accepted but they
must be to the Department by Tuesday,

September 2, 2014 or postmarked that day.
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So to begin, we'll begin with James
Laspino can step up to this microphone
here, and I would ask that John Cooper
line up behind him and he will speak
second.

JAMES LASPINO: I want to thank all
those who participated, all the
committees, I think you're doing a
phenomenal job. I'm very excited how
much communication between each other
and the community and I was afraid at
first this would be ramrodded through.
So I'm very happy that it seems like no
matter what happens that it will be well
thought out.

With that in mind I prefer a viaduct.
And I think one thing to consider about
the boulevard alternative is SU game
traffic, especially at the Almond/
Harrison and Adams Street interchanges.

Two, truck traffic coming from the
south would have to go 481 to 90 and
then 690 and it will be likely more

traffic, increasing more gas to be used.
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It's a less green alternative in my
mind. And also communities that have
historically been bypassed tend to lose.
It creates an economic impact. For
instance in Auburn when the Bypass went
through their downtown died.

And finally the one thing that would
make me more comfortable about a
boulevard would be bike bridges or
pedestrian bridges over Almond, which
would increase the connectivity. I
would seek —-— maybe I missed it, but
that would be a much better and safer
way than trying to dodge across traffic.

Finally, right now the viaduct seems
like it cuts the city in half, but it's
only perception. An actual boulevard
does cut the city in half. Clinton
Street on S-2, if you use that, that
would have a great impact on the Clinton
Square activities. I hope that they
choose not to use any kind of lanes
going south near the Clinton Street

corridor. Thank you.
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MODERATOR SMITH: John Cooper is the
next speaker. Mr. Cooper, and then
after Mr. Cooper is Mr. James Darlington.

JOHN COOPER: About got ready to
take a nap. Anyway, I traveled a long
way across the interstates of this
country, through the west and through
the south and with various organizations.
What I've got here I'll give you a copy
of this, if you look around you will
notice the traffic in the Syracuse area
has doubled in the last 56 years. I
remember when there was very little
traffic on Route 81 when they opened it
and started using it, the people didn't
know what it was for.

Now people see how important 81
really is. Try this, close off all the
on—-ramps to 81 in the Syracuse area to
reach Brighton Avenue or Carousel Center
for a week, see how traffic gets along
without 81 through the city. If you
want to go to street level you're

looking for trouble. We need two
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streets to get people one place to
another in a hurry.

This would be the only through
passage from north to south and south to
north. To build a viaduct above the one
you've got now on 81 would make it a two
street, only traffic from the south
going through to the north and no
on-ramps, none of that good stuff. And
then the one that's there now would be
dedicated to local traffic with the
off- and on-ramps. And it would get a
lot of traffic moving a lot faster.

And as far as look at the mess when
the 690 bridge was closed for five days,
people didn't know how to find an
alternate route to get to work or
anyplace else. They go that way and
they run into a barricade like a herd of
cattle. And you watch them they have to
turn left or right get off and find your
way around it; it isn't easy.

My last statement here when we were

in Paris on a tour in '96 we found that
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Paris they have 5 railroad stations
located easily around the city. And 70
percent of their workers go to work by
train, bus or taxi, there are no tunnels
under the Seine River. Why? The ground
is to soft. They tried to dig a tunnel
and kept caving in. We'd get to see the
Seine River it would be out of luck.
But anyway, I got my two cents in here.
What's the red light, does that mean I'm
done? Thank you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Yes, sir. James
Darlington. After Mr. Darlington Peter
Saryer to speak.

JAMES DARLINGTON: I want to thank
you for giving us the opportunity to
speak today. I would like to speak as
one of the approximately 175,000
individuals who live in the northwest
quadrant of Onondaga County. This
includes the towns of Camillus, Clay,
Elbridge, Geddes, Lysander, Salina and
Van Buren and the villages that are

contained therein. More specifically I
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am, would would like to think of myself
as a representative of those who travel
regularly to destinations south of the
city of Syracuse and use Route 81 to get
there. My comments also hold for those
individuals residing south of the city
who use I-81 on a regular basis to

commute to the same northwest quadrant

for work, business or family obligations.

I want to speak against the
boulevard options for several reasons.
Beginning with cost of the project.
Travel time I should say. It is a
reasonable assumption based on current
highway design and traffic flow
engineering standards that the
elimination of the I-81 link through the
city will on average increase travel
time by 10 minutes each time that route
is taken. That's 20 minutes each day
for commuters, a hundred minutes each
week, 5,000 minutes or over eighty hours
every year. That's more than three days

of a person's life. A month over 10
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years.

My second point concerns additional
fuel and consumption costs —-- fuel
consumption and cost. I haven't done
the math but the cost would be
substantial, especially in regards to
trucks. For an 18 wheeler the route
around the city that is I-81/I-481 and
I-690 around the city would consume two
or more gallons of fuel, additional
gallons of fuel, assuming they're
getting 5.5 miles per gallon, which is a
reasonable estimate.

My third point is redundancy. The
elimination —-- redundancy in moderation
is good, and the elimination of I-81
will eliminate redundancy of having two
Interstate routes leading south from the
city and its inner suburbs.

In closing, there is universal
agreement that the selection of the
present route of I-81 through the city
of Syracuse was an outrageous injustice

to the residents of the near east side
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of the city. Regrettably, that area
cannot be undone. New York State DOT
and please don't commit a similar type
of injustice to the non-city residents
of this county. Thank you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Mr. Saryer is the
next speaker. After Mr. Saryer, Barry
Lentz to speak.

PETER SARYER: I am Peter Saryer of
the Conveners for the Moving People
Transportation Coalition, and I would
like to make a specific comment. In
January the DOT and Centro received a
consultant's report from the Syracuse
System Transit Analysis. This focused
on the enhancement and the expansion of
the mass transit options including base
build, bus rapid transit and light rail.

Your Draft Scoping document does
make reference to the fact that you'wve
promised to coordinate activities more
closely with Centro. But we believe
that a more active joint planning

process is necessary, that the
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revitalization of our city is dependent
on growth and use of mass transit
options that aren't currently available.

Tuesday night at a stakeholders
meeting a Centro spokesperson indicated
that such as concept as park and ride
option concurrent with the schedule for
the I-81 replacement weren't feasible.
This was a Centro spokesperson. We
really find that not acceptable, because
these two activities need to go on in
such a way that the whole picture is
taken under consideration. Particularly
we are asking that the Centro process be
accelerated so that when the
deconstruction process of the existing
elevated highway begins that we have
greater opportunities for our citizens
to begin to adapt necessarily their
behavior. Commission McDonald earlier
promised us this closer coordination
would occur and we certainly hope to see
the results of that. Thank you, very much.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, sir.
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The next speaker is Barry Lentz. Then

following Mr. Lentz is Van Robinson

Common Councilor of the city of Syracuse.

BARRY LENTZ: Good afternoon, my
name 1is Barry Lentz, I'm a member of the
Urban Jobs Task Force, the Moving People
Transportation Coalition and the
Community of Economic Development
Working Advisory Group for the viaduct
project.

I will begin by expressing my
appreciation for the work that has gone
into the Draft Scoping Report and state
that I generally agree with the analysis
and recommendations presented in the 16
Alternatives Screening tables of
Appendix A. I believe the Draft Scoping
Report, along with other support
materials provided forms an adequate
basis for public response to DOT's
recommendation, the screening phase, at
this particular point in the process.
Specifically today I will address what I

want to address is the statement of 5
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objectives that express the Purpose and
Need as utilized I think the Alternative
Screening Table. The two stated goals
of the project are:

1. Improve safety and create
efficient regional and local
transportation system within and through
the Greater Syracuse area.

And 2, provide transportation
solutions that enhance the liveability,
visual quality, sustainability and
economic vitality of Greater Syracuse.

Unfortunately, when these goals are
rearticulated into the five objectives
that are used as statements of Purpose
and Need in the Alternative Screening
Tables, the only aspect of Goal 2
represented are related to connections
with local streets and enhanced bicycle
and pedestrian connections. This is a
serious flaw that I trust will be
corrected during the EIS phase.

Examples of a few critical items

that will be added to the decision-
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making matrix in the apparent Assessment
Tables are objectives related to land
use value economics, generation of new
economic alternatives including jobs for
local residents, urban design
principles, transit oriented
development, and health impacts.

I believe that these Goal 2
objectives are going to lead to greater
differentiation between the build
alternatives carried into the EIS
process than Goal 1 issues related to
safety and efficiency of automobile
movement .

There has been a lot of talk
throughout this process about who makes
decisions. I believe that a well
constructed decision-making matrix with
a robust representation of objectives
that are developed with full public
input and a clear method for evaluating
objectives is the surest path to a
strong public consensus. If that occurs

I believe the question of who decides




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

55

Robinson
will be rendered moot. Thank you and I
look forward to continuing to work with
the DOT on this matter.

MODERATOR SMITH: Mr. Van Robinson
will be the next to speaker. Mr. Lentz,
would you mind sharing a copy?

BARRY LENTZ: Yes, I will.

MODERATOR SMITH: Following Common
Councilor Van Robinson's comments, Bill
Simmons will be recognized. Mr. Simmons,
come to the front of the room, please.

VAN ROBINSON: Good evening. I want
to look back and say 16 years ago when I
stood up by the Adams Street intersection
with I-81 and I told the reporter, tear
this wall down, I-81, I thought then and
I see it today as a barrier, a
separation between the city. One side
of the city there is the fluency, on the
other side there leaves a lot to be
desired. Removing the barrier will knit
the city back together again. And in
its stead we'll see economic development

take place, we can see a reunited
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Syracuse.

Once you come down to street level,
and if you do it properly and mend the
streets, the grids that were closed off,
shortcut it, short circuit it, reroute
it, and reknit our grid. There 1is
absolutely no reason why anyone can't
get around the city in the 10 minutes
that we now pridely hold our city the 10
minute city. Any other options will
only bring more disaster. And when we
think about I-81 we have to think not
just for tomorrow, the week or the month
after, the year after, we must think 50,
75, 100 years from now.

And our great, great, great
grandchildren will look back and say
either one of two things. They did it
right by God. Or what kind of fools
were they? We made a mistake 50 years
ago, we cannot make that same mistake
again. It would only point out that we
do not know what we are doing.

There are a number of alternatives
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on the plate right now. The only one
that I can see that will serve the

population of Central New York well, and

that is the street level with mitigation.

Thank you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you very
much, Mr. Robinson. The next speaker is
Mr. Simmons, Bill Simmons. The
following speaker will be William Penn.

WILLIAM SIMMONS: Good afternoon, my
name is Bill Simmons, Executive Director
of Syracuse Housing Authority. I want
to say on behalf of the 300 residents
who live at Toomey Abbot Towers and the
600 families who live at Pioneer Homes
that they're looking forward to
participating in the environmental
justice portion of this process whereby
they would have some input in terms of
talking about any mitigation and future
enhancement in that community going
forward.

Secondly, also want to make a

comment that as we look at the three
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street alternatives, I noticed that
there hasn't been much detail yet in
terms of the entrance ramps and the exit
ramps south of East Adams Street. And
so I would just suggest that although
the street level alternatives, the
overheads come down, the ramps could
create a wall, depending upon the scope
of those ramps, that would not fully
realize the vision of the community for
street level option. So if you could
consider starting with the entrance
ramps a little further south and then
maybe coming under the rail station as
an option, I would like to get some
feedback on that option as well.

But I do want to say on behalf of
the 1,000 residents who live adjacent to
I-81, they're looking forward to being a
full partner in this partnership going
forward. Thank you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank vyou,

Mr. Simmons. The next speaker is

William Penn. Following Mr. Penn the
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next speaker will be Nick Kochan.

WILLIAM PENN: Referring to the last
50 years, I've lived here just about
that long, and I've endured a half
century of construction blockages and
detours and traffic jams and much, much
worse than anything we see today. And
so I think that the idea of having a
boulevard is a bad one because this is
what we had before. I see the boulevard
option as a regression back to a day
when this was a much, much worse traffic
situation.

So, I like the idea of closing the
viaduct for a month to see how everybody
likes it. I think you would have quite
a bit of minds changing. So I fervently
hold that V-2 or V-3 or V-4 will be a
winner.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank vyou,

Mr. Penn. The next speaker will be Nick
Kochan. Following Mr. Kochan will be
Stephen White.

NICK KOCHAN: First of all, thank you
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very much to the DOT for hosting this
process. In the way of background I am
a 20 plus year member of the Liverpool
Planning Board and for the last six
years I've been Deputy Mayor of the
Village of Liverpool. And I also
participated in the 1990 Thruway Task
Force when we were undergoing a major
renovation of the State 57 interchange
in Liverpool. And the notion and purpose
was to look at the wvalue and the
importance that the New York State
Thruway plays to local traffic in
Onondaga County.

I was glad to see in this morning's
paper that you expanded a review of the
process for the 81 changes to include
the I-690 interchanges to this process
as well. Because we all understand that
Syracuse really doesn't have a huge
traffic problem, they really have a rush
hour problem, that's really what we're
talking about.

So the notion is that when you're
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talking about the relieving traffic in
Syracuse you're really looking at peak
traffic. When you're looking at peak
traffic you should be looking at all
assets. And what I would like to
suggest is that we have one major
underutilized asset here and that's the
New York State Thruway. It's currently
cut through Onondaga County and has six
exits in Onondaga County.

And I would just like to in the way
of the role that the New York State
Thruway has played in other communities
in Upstate New York, from its inception
Buffalo has always had 3 tolls in the
New York State Thruway and the Albany
area twenty years ago the Thruway
Authority rebuilt the I-90 bypass around
the Albany area and then turned over to
the New York State highway, the New York
State DOT, the old Thruway section to
facilitate transportation in Albany.

In addition, toward the end of the

Cuomo administration, the Thruway
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Authority bought the I-84 interchange in
Westchester County and enhanced that
interchange, and they currently still
own it as far as I know.

So my point is the Thruway Authority
has been very helpful in solving local
traffic problems. To that end I would
really like to see this process include
the Thruway, and also look at the
possibility of the offsetting capital
costs associated with operational
expenses that are underwritten by the
Thruway tolls.

Back in that Thruway study that we
did in with the Task Force in 1990, the
current —- the County Executive was
willing to pay to offset the costs,
because began to realize the commuter
traffic improvements for enhancement
based in northern Onondaga County were
actually relieved by the use of the
Thruway, and was willing to pay that
money if they have could have done it.

That predated the E-Z Pass and weren't
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able to do that. So for that reason I
would like to see if you could expand
the integration of the entire network to
include a view of the Thruway. Thank
you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank vyou,
Mr. Kochan. The next speaker is Stephen
White. Following Mr. White Elliot Reitz.

STEPHEN WHITE: Thanks for giving us
the opportunity. I come to promote the
viaduct rebuild in one form or another.
You will have the same advantages that
it provides now without the disadvantages
that absolutely will come if you make a
boulevard. Your access to commuter time
as shown in the new plans that you put
out so far will be enhanced and not
slowed down by rebuilding the viaduct.

You will not increase pollution, you
absolutely will, no question about it,
if you have a boulevard. Because you're
going to have people driving all the way
around, doubling the amount of time they

have to drive from the bottom of 481
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exit all the way around to either way up
on 81 or across 690 and the new thing
that Bob just said there to promote.
And he's a good guy I like Bob. But
that's going to double the pollution for
those drivers. And the pollution for
the people who drive down and go slower
through lights and so forth on the
boulevard will be way increased.

You will be having a good deal less
traffic time for, or crossing time for
the people who want to get from the
University and the hospital area across
the downtown. That seems if you want
to, things that people think will be
better. Well, if you put a boulevard
it's going to take more time. If you
have a wviaduct that's a little bit
higher and you mentioned it might be 10
feet higher. If it was 10 feet higher
you could hang crosswalks going across
in a couple spots and get much less time
for people and much safer to go across.

The same beautification that you would
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have by having a boulevard could be done
underneath and make it very palatable.
You could have an iconic looking wviaduct
and rather make a statement to do that.

The other thing is, and Joe will
back me up on this because he heard the
screaming when we went to gquestion the
community, if you want to see what
happens when a boulevard goes through
just take a look at what happened to the
neighbors of West Street. Thank you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, sir.

The next speaker is Mr. Elliott Reitz.

Following Mr. Reitz will be Jason Sperry.

ELLIOTT REITZ: My name is Elliott
Reitz, I have a 25 year background in
systems engineering and I kind of want
to compliment part of what you've done
so far, which is engagement with the
public, identification of options and
trade space, as a systems engineer, all
right. However, you're using technology
that's five years old to do something

that's supposed to last 50 years into
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that future. And some of your
assumptions made to date have short
circuited some of your opportunities to
cause improvements, as Mr. Berry Lentz
wrote in his document. I applaud Barry
for that effort.

What I would like to suggest is part
of my contacts are with Syracuse
University through the Center of
Excellence and Systems Engineering Case
Center and the Air Force Research Labs,
I have an account on the super computer.
And we can do things like modeling. I
saw a recent model in the presentation
room where the cars were moving on the
road representing the current state.

But as you know, regular computers
like to have an in-house struggle to do
that well. Doing that on a thousand
separate processors on a super computer
all at once, guess what, now you create
dozens of scenarios and play the
scenario, take a video as it runs and

see what it does. Then you can put
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those videos up on YouTube and allow the
public to have dialogue on each wvideo
and further explore things like you're
talking about, bicycle traffic and the
height of the viaduct was one option.
Well, under that extra height you could
put a bicycle ramp where the bicycle
could ride over the ramp and never stop
for traffic; where the walkers could go
over a stairway and not have to wait for
the little green lights or the red Walk
Lights and so on.

So systems engineering, the model is
to do more modeling analysis and
simulation in the front end of the
program, can save billions of dollars
down the road. And the money that
you're talking about in the billions
doesn't count the $5 per passenger going
around the 481 on a truck or time
sitting in a red light. This is going
to cost everyone a lot of money. And
the cost equation and the optimization

modeling should be done much better with
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our tax monies hard at work. Thank you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, sir.
The next speaker is Mr. Sperry. And
following Mr. Sperry would be, I have
trouble reading it, Silverman. Brenda
Silverman.

JASON SPERRY: I'm Jason Sperry, I'm
the originator of the T-4 option, which
is otherwise known as A-1 through
Syracuse. About eight months ago I met
with the DOT and their consultants to
discuss this option. And within that
discussion, you know, right away it was
recognized that it would probably be a
pretty expensive option. So the
question was raised, are there
strategies that economize this option?

So we discussed that in detail with
several specific suggestions to shorten
the alignment a little bit, which would
economize the option by 20 to 40 percent.
Unfortunately the conceptual plan that
was presented to you was just taken as

that, and never developed beyond that
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conceptual plan. Now the suggestions to
economize that plan were evaluated. So

I'm going to have to question the due
diligence and sincerity that you took in
valuing that option.

Second point I would like to make,
one of the key proponents of the T-4
option it that it allows I-81 to remain
open during the construction of the new
81. I do recognize that that is a
pretty valuable benefit. However, that
benefit hasn't been evaluated. So there
is an economic benefit evaluation
associated with that. And that, that
number, that monetary figure should be
added to all the other options that
doesn't —-- that takes down 81 during a 5
to 7 year construction period.

When you look at all the factors in
play to the ways to economize that
option and also take advantage of the
value of keeping 81 open during
construction, the T-4 option is on par

economically with all the other options.
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And I think it was prematurely taken out
of the EIS process. And I would
encourage you to relook at it and put it
back into the process. Thank you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, Mr.
Sperry. The next speaker is
Ms. Silverman. Following Ms. Silverman
will be Mark Watkins.

BRENDA STILVERMAN: I would like to
thank you for giving me the opportunity
to talk and also with the woman in the
newspaper, in the sweater from the last
Scoping meeting. And I guess I'm
speaking on the side of maintaining the
viaduct.

I live in the Outer Comstock
neighborhood, 15 minute walk to Manley
Field House. And we get to live with
the fact that the south side of the city
does not have any four-lane road. If
the viaduct is taken down as has been
suggested as in the past, although not
discussed today, the traffic would

somehow find itself going to other
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streets that flow in the area. Well,
there are no other streets. They are
either essentially, if you look at the
map and the south side of the city,
southeast quadrant there are two lane
roads like Comstock which is
residential.

There is Brighton which is partly
residential and has 300 apartments in
the area mostly filled with Syracuse
University students. There is the Dome
and Dome events. And you have Colvin
which is, you go down there now with
some of the potholes filled up between
Comstock and the 81 entrance it is an
accordion. It's not safe.

So if the Thruway (sic) 1s taken
down and we go to a boulevard and it's a
pretty picture with trees, you can put a
lot of green trees under a viaduct, you
can do a lot of things. If you leave it
up to who's going to pay for the repairs
on Almond Street? Almond Street right

now is hardly drivable. If we take the
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viaduct down who's responsible for this
new six lane boulevard, who is going to
pay the cost of snow removal, potholes,
resurfacing, and how often would we need
it done, etc.?

So as much as it looks real pretty
and the talk about the city, the Outer
Comstock neighborhood would be
eliminated because there are no through
streets currently big enough to handle
Syracuse University and the medical
complex traffic. Thank you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank vyou,

Ms. Silverman. The next speaker will be
Mark Watkins. Following Mr. Watkins is
Mr. Peter Black.

MARK WATKINS: Thank you very much,
I really appreciate the excellent
presentation and the diagrams of the
traffic, it was really clear. Makes it
clear that we, since I also live in the
Outer Comstock area, that we in the
southern part of the city including

Outer Comstock, the Valley, the
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Southwest part, access to I-81 either
via Colvin Street going north or Exit 18
and returning home wvia Exit 18. If the
viaduct is eliminated and a boulevard is
inserted, the southern part of the city
is truncated from the city.

There is a connection of 81 from the
north to 690 east-west, but not from the
south in the boulevard presentation.
From the southern part of the city we
want to access Destiny, not just
downtown, Destiny, the ball park, the
Regional Market, the Transportation
Center, the Airport, I-690 east and
west, west to Camillus or Baldwinsville.

For any one of these it be would be
essential to go through the gauntlet of
a boulevard with it's traffic lights and
stopping and wasting gasoline and adding
fumes to the air, especially to Pioneer
Village, which is right near there.

I also want to mention that at the
Outer Comstock neighborhood is

surrounded by parking for the Dome.
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Parking for the Dome is chiefly on the
top of Skytop Hill or in the lots around
Manley Field House. At the end of the
Dome event there is traffic that pours
westward on Colvin Street onto 81 headed
north.

If there are traffic lights, and a
gauntlet of traffic lights just a mile
up the road imagine the back-up that you
would have following every Dome event.
Thank you, very much.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, sir.
The next speaker will be Mr. Black,
following Mr. Black, Cynthia Fleury.

PETER BLACK: My hearing isn't too
good, did you say Peter Black?

MODERATOR SMITH: Yes, sir.

PETER BLACK: I appreciate the
opportunity to speak here. I misjudged
I think a little bit about the extent of
the comment that I was concerned about,
particularly development along the west
side of Comstock Road above the city's

central portions resulting in excessive
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runoff. One direction down into the
center of town, which I think has been
dealt with quite a bit. But the other
direction down to Meadowbrook, and I
have concern over that. Because of the
potential increase in runoff.

I feel this water and land
resources, retired from the College of
Forestry I lived in the city since 1963,
'64, something like that. At any rate
I've tried on occasion to get into and
see some of the changes that have taken
place, and the ability of the soil in
that area to take in water and take it
out of the area that are going to
contribute to runoff in the city and
also in Meadowbrook, and obviously you
have commented on. Those are my
comments and thank you, very much.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, sir.
The next speaker will be Cynthia Fleury.
Following Ms. Fleury will be Richard
Riccelli. Cynthia Fleury? I'll move on

to Mr. Riccelli, and if Ms. Fleury
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stepped out for a moment then she can
speak again. Following Mr. Riccelli is
Mark Braiman.

RICHARD RICCELLT: Thank vyou,
Richard Riccelli, president of Riccelli
Enterprises. It appears in
conversations with most business and
community leaders there is only one
reasonable option that reaches consensus
with everybody in this room. The Sperry
tunnel, 81 foot below, I believe is T-4.

It meets everybody's expectations in

the room and goes beyond. It doesn't
cost the taxpayers anymore money. And
it doesn't increase the tax rate. It

actually will increase the state
coffers. It creates the most jobs. It
allows 5 to 10 years to redevelop the
downtown area that's lost where 81
currently stands. It allows us to work
24 hours per day in the tunnel
construction without any disruption of
the current traffic flow. When complete

we have the safest, least costly
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maintained highway in the area.

Every other option seems to have
flaws which makes them not reasonable.
So I would love to talk more on this but
please add this Sperry option back in.
We've got Parsons, the best engineers in
the country, I'm sure they can figure
out a way to finance the tunnel, bring
more Jjobs to the area and create a safe
easily flowable 81. Thank you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank vyou,

Mr. Riccelli. The next speaker is Mark
Braiman. Following Mr. Braiman
Mr. Jeremy Bossert.

MARK BRAIMAN: I would like to
comment on two aspects of the Scoping
Project. First as an avid bicyclist I
would like to reiterate how important it
is for you to make great effort to
protect bicyclists. You may not be
aware but less than 4 hours ago and less
than six blocks from here a bicyclist
was killed by a truck, just a little bit

north of here in the center of the city.
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I bicycle when I commute to Syracuse
University across the East Genesee
Street/481 interchange. That cloverleaf
interchange is one of the most dangerous
in the area, and there are very few
people willing to even attempt it.

The increase in traffic on 481 that
has been proposed is likely to increase
the risk of that, especially the ramps
leading to westbound East Genesee.
Because there will be sections of East
Genesee Street that will be more
accessible from the current 481 once
there are no interchanges in the center
of the city.

The second aspect that I would like
to comment on is about transparency,
which has been mostly excellent. The
one area of concern that I have is the
lack of information about which
properties will need to be taken. I
know that the Syracuse Post Standard
requested this information more than two

months ago because they reported it.
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And they reported that information was
not available. To me this is one of the
most important things that this
community needs to help determine which
options are most viable. I'm
particularly concerned as an avid
customer. I have no other connection,
and as a customer of Smith Restaurant
Supply about the value of that
particular business to our community and
as far as I can tell of the options only
the No Build or rebuild the existing
placing is going to allow that business
to remain.

Also the Brennan Buildings, which
have been discussed and the possible
area for redevelopment, an interesting
historical site, it's looks like they
will be taken, almost all the options.
It's very important for this community
to realize which options for use of
those buildings will be foreclosed.
Thank you, very much.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, sir.
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The next speaker is Jim Bossert.
Following Mr. Bossert is Bob Haley.

JIM BOSSERT: Hi, I have actually no
affiliation with any special interest
group, Jjust a mechanical engineering
student interested in the subject
matter. If you're willing to actually
change up the format a tad I would like
to ask a couple questions.

First off, if the pass of these
proposals had only small variations
basically in the radii for them to turn,
in that floor plan from what I remember
requires 40 percent less business
acquisition than the other V plan, why
were the other proposals passed in the
first place? Were there any undiscussed
advantages or disadvantages that exist
that weren't V-1 through V-3 to still be
recommended along with the V-4? So, you
know, why not just simplify the
subsequent process for evaluation and
just focus on the V-4.

The second was, this may have been
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answered if I did my homework, which I
regret I probably should have, but for
the businesses that are planned to be
acquired what kinds of compensation for
those businesses will be provided as in,
you know, for possibly buying out or you
know, assistance to relocate? If you're
willing to answer those questions at
this time.

MODERATOR SMITH: All your questions
are on the record. Did you have any
other questions?

JIM BOSSERT: No, that was it, if
it's the correct place to ask.

MODERATOR SMITH: Actually that's a
good question. There are people in the
room next door who are available to
discuss the specifics of the proposals
and answer questions. And also as part
of this process comments will be
responded to.

JIM BOSSERT: Thank you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Mr. Haley is next,

and if Ms. Fleury has returned she will
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be the last speaker.

MR. HALEY: My name is Bob Haley and
I'm with Rethink 81, an organization
that is trying to get more information,
and has been working with the process
for at least six months now throughout
this process.

I would like to speak to one point
today. And here we are in the Final
Scoping phase which is to take the
public input, yet we're getting new
proposals that come in in this past
week, or proposals that are asked to be
reconsidered. It's very logical to do
that throughout this process so that we
don't miss the right answer.

As part of that process I would like
today to speak to one primary issue, and
that's not about the details of traffic,
speed, curves, radiuses, percentages or
how deep or how wide and so on. I would
like to speak to the criteria of long
term economic value and growth to the

city of Syracuse, and therefore for our
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region.

It seems like each of these schemes
we need to judge also on how much land
they take or are in the potential taking
area. And secondly, how many of the
building structures would have to come
down? I only mentioned land and
buildings, I haven't mentioned jobs and
homes.

I was here when the first highway
was built. My father's business was
closed on North Salina to build 81. He
had to relocate. And it's interesting
in retrospect that I see that families
were moved then and businesses were
moved then, in a vast amount of area.
And then over the next 50 years we said
that the city has deteriorated, when in
fact the economic value from that land
was taken away from the city growth then.

So today we don't want that to
happen again for the next 50 years. The
rationale is we would like the land back

in the viaduct area. We would like the
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viaduct down. It has to be taken down
but it does not have to be rebuilt.
Therefore, the comparisons of the
alternatives should include economic
impact by cost of land taken away from
the city's value and tax base, and land
that could be added.

My last comment is the grave
solution which I, we support, has three
options. We would like to see those
studied further. Because what they do
is return 7 to 9 acres of land to the
city for development in the most
critical sensitive strategic development
area in the city between the ed and the
meds and downtown. Those criteria will
long term benefit our city for the next
50 years. Thank you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, sir.
Has Ms. Fleury returned to the room? I
believe that is all of our speakers.
Thank you all very much for coming.
Again, the hall will remain open

following the meeting. Anyone like to
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take a look. And thank you for your
comments.

(First hearing recessed at 5:40 p.m.)

(Second hearing commenced at 6:00 p.m. next page).
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MR. FRECHETTE: Good evening. On
behalf of Joe McDonald, Commissioner of
the New York State Department of
Transportation, and Jonathan McDade, the
Administrator for the Federal Highway
Administration, New York Division, I
want to welcome you to this Scoping
Meeting. My name is Mark Frechette, and
I am the Project Director for the I-81
Viaduct Project.

This is the second of two Scoping
Meetings for the Environmental Impact
Statement or EIS that will be prepared
for the I-81 Viaduct Project in
Syracuse, New York. The meeting is
sponsored by the two agencies that are
serving as the lead agencies for the
EIS. The New York State Department of
Transportation, the state lead agency,
and the Federal Highway Administration,
the federal lead agency.

This scoping meeting is being
conducted to obtain comments on the

scope of the project's Environmental
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Impact Statement. The meeting provides
the public an opportunity to make formal
statements of positions before any
project decisions are made. To assist
interested parties in formulating their
comments a Draft Scoping Report is
available for review here tonight. The
report is also available on the project
website at www.i8lopportunities.org and
at libraries and other public facilities
throughout Greater Syracuse.

The Draft Scoping Report provides an
overview of the Project, presents the
project's purpose, needs and objectives,
describes the initial alternatives under
consideration and explains our
recommendations, that some advance for
further study and others be eliminated.
It outlines the steps in the
Environmental Review process and
describes coordination with other
agencies and public involvement
opportunities.

At this time I would like to have
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Mr. Brody Smith, tonight's moderator,
explain to you the format and structure
of tonight's meeting. Following that I
will give a presentation on the I-81
viaduct project. Then Mr. Smith will
moderate the comment session.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you. I am

Mr. Brody Smith, I'll serve as the

moderate for the Scoping Meeting tonight.

So that we can make a record of all
those who have spoken it's important
that people fill out the cards that you
have at the registration table out front
in the foyer if you would like to speak.
There is a stenographer (court reporter)
in front of me. All statements made
during the meeting will be recorded by
the stenographer (court reporter) and a
verbatim written transcript be produced
following the meeting.

The Environmental Impact Statement
for the I-81 Viaduct Project is being
prepared in accordance with the

following laws and regulations: The
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National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, NEPA as amended and implemented by
the Council on Environmental Quality
Regulations, 40 CFR Parts 1500 through
1508, the Federal Highway Administration
Environmental Impact Regulations found
at 23 CFR Part 771, the New York State
Environmental Quality Review Act which
I'll refer to as SEQRA, in particular
New York State Department of
Transportation implementing regulations
at 17 NYCRR Part 15. And a number of
other federal and state regulations and
requirements, among them Presidential
Executive Order 12898, Environmental
Justice. Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act and Section
4F of the US Department of Transportation
Act.

After these opening remarks and the
subsequent presentation you will have an
opportunity to provide written and/or
verbal comments. If you wish to provide

verbal comment you must fill out one of
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the speaker cards that I referred to
before, and those will be gotten at the
rest registration desk.

You may provide verbal comment
tonight in one of two ways. First, if
you wish to help to share your comment
publically in this room I'll ask you to
come up to the microphone to speak.
I'll also ask the following speaker to
come to the front of the room at that
time so that we can keep the meeting
going.

If you prefer to make your comment
in private, at any time you can exit
those doors and if you look to your left
there is a screen, and behind that
screen there is a stenographer (court
reporter) and you can provide your
comments to the stenographer (court
reporter) in private. They'll be
recorded and made part of the record.

All verbal comments at this meeting
will be limited to two minutes. You may

also provide written comments. Written
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comments may be provided in three
different ways. At this meeting you can
fill out a comment form. Comment forms
can be found at the back of the room or
in the foyer. You can visit the project
website which is
www.18lopportunities.org, where there
will be an online comment form that you
can fill out. Or you can send your
comments in by mail. The address is NYS
DOT I-81 Viaduct Project, 333 East
Washington Street, Syracuse, New York,
13202.

Information on how to submit written
comments is also provided at the
registration table. You can submit
comments both verbally and in writing if
you wish. Written comments will be
given the same weight and consideration
as verbal comments at this meeting. The
official public comment period
associated with this Scoping Meeting
will be open to Tuesday September 2nd,

2014. The New York State DOT and the
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Federal Highway Administration will
accept written comments through that
date.

In terms of due dates, you have to
visit the website by September 2nd, send
your comments to meet the deadline, or
you can mail comments as long as they're
postmarked by September 2, 2014.

The agencies will review, consider
public comments submitted during the
scoping phase of the project. Responses
to the comments will be included in the
Final Scoping Report, which is
anticipated to be published at some time
this fall.

So that everyone who desires to
speak may be heard and their statements
may be made part of the official record
we do not entertain any questions from
the floor at this meeting in this room.
But there are project staff members in
the room next door. If you leave the
doors and look to your right in the

exhibit hall where you might have looked
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at some of the exhibits before you came
in here today, there are project staff
available there to answer your
questions. But those conversations
won't be part of the record, won't be
reported by a stenographer (court
reporter) .

Before I call on the speakers to the
floor, Mr. Mark Frechette, who is the
New York State DOT Project Director,
will give a brief presentation on the
project. After he speaks I will give
you a few additional instructions and
then the floor will be opened to
comments. Thank you.

MR. FRECHETTE: Thank you. I want
to welcome you to our Final Scoping
Meeting for the I-81 Viaduct Project.
As I mentioned, my name is Mark
Frechette, I work for the New York State
Department of Transportation as the
Project Director. With me today is Joe
Flint, who is the Project Manager for

DOT for this project. And also our
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federal partner in this project from
Federal Highway Administration is
Patricia Millington.

The purpose of tonight is to provide
some update information as to the work
that we've completed over the last few
months. And then to discuss where we
will go from here. Since November of
2013 when we held the Initial Scoping
Meeting we've been reviewing the public
comments, we've been refining our project
alternatives, and we've been analyzing
the advantages and disadvantages of each
of the alternatives.

Tonight we will recommend which
alternatives we believe should be
studied further. But before I go into
that I want to recap some background
information. I'll go over the project
area, and tell you why we need to do the
project. I'll go over the purpose and
the objective, go through each
alternative and discuss the advantages

and disadvantages. And then I will tell
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you about the next steps.

I-81 is an important corridor both
regionally and locally to the
transportation network. It runs north-
south from Tennessee to Canada and is
approximately 855 miles long. It makes
major connections to east coast cities
like New York City and Washington, D.C.
Locally I-81 serves thousands of daily
commuters in Greater Syracuse and
provides connections to Interstate 690
and I-90 at the Thruway.

It also, I-81 is also a primary
local access to the downtown, University
Hill, major economic and activities
centers in Syracuse. The viaduct was
built 50 years ago, and since then
highway standards have changed
dramatically. The engineering that we
have at our disposal today has improved.
And travel needs in the Syracuse area
has evolved. The transportation
infrastructure is deteriorated because

of its age, but it's also deteriorated
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because of it's wear and tear. It does
not meet today's standards for highway
systems. The highway and the bridges
though undergo inspections annually and
maintenance to keep that —-- to keep the
highway safe for the traveling public.
On most days I-81 carries a hundred
thousand vehicles a day. It's the major
traffic to or from or through downtown
Syracuse.

We have established a priority area
of three and-a-half miles long along
I-81, which crosses over 18 streets, and
the bridge carries over 183 bridge
spans.

The priority area stems from a three
year planning study called the I-81
Corridor Study. This area was the top
transportation priority in that study
and it included three and-a-half miles
along I-81 and two and-a-half miles
along I-690. We have a high
concentration of structural deficiencies

and geometric deficiencies in this area.
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And there is frequent traffic congestion
and high accident rates. The need to
identify include the non-standard and
non-conforming features of these
Interstates, which there are over a
hundred non-conforming features that
exist today. There are many bridge
deficiencies and there are safety
concerns associated with this, these
Interstates.

At the interchange of I-81 and I-690
we have an accident rate that is four
times the state-wide average of similar
interstates. Vehicular, pedestrian and
bicycle mobility problems also exist.
And we need to incorporate the community
vision expressed in Local Long Range
Plans. $So to address these needs the
project's purpose is really to fix the
bridge deficiencies and non-standard
highway features in the project area
while creating and improving the
transportation corridor through Syracuse

that will meet the transportation needs
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and provide infrastructure to support
the long range planning efforts from
SMTC'S long range transportation plan
and Syracuse Comprehensive Plan.

To meet the project purpose five
objectives have been developed. These
objectives are the measures again of
what all the project's alternatives are
evaluated to, to determine which should
advance to the next phase, the
Environmental Impact Statement.

It's consistent with our project's
purpose, the objective aims to address
structural deficiencies, fix
non-standard geometrics, address local
travel needs, provide pedestrian bicycle
connectivity, address the regional
travel needs and provide access to key
destinations.

The Environmental Review phase of
the I-81 Viaduct Project is being
conducted pursuant to state and federal
environmental regulations. With both

state and federal funding the project is
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subject to NEPA and New York State SEQR
Act. The federal and state requirements
will be coordinated such that one EIS
will be prepared to satisfy the
requirements of both NEPA and SEQRA.

The environmental process includes
several distinct stages. It was
initiated back in August 26, 2013 when
DOT published the Notice of Intent to
prepare the EIS. DOT is currently in
the Scoping phase as shown in red.
We're developing and analyzing
alternatives, we're meeting with the
public like we are tonight. We're
identifying those environmental
considerations that need to be studied
in the EIS phase. We've held
neighborhood meetings in the fall,
Initial Scoping Meeting last November.

Recently DOT held a project update
presentation where we share all the
alternatives that were being analyzed.
Today we want to present our

recommendations of those alternatives
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that we believe should go forward for
further study. We will next move into
the Environmental Impact Statement phase
and public participation will continue
to play a key role in identifying how
the project moves forward. The
Environmental Review will conclude with
what's called the Record Of Decision
shown at the bottom of the page, which
will identify any potential
environmental impacts and mitigation
measures. And from there it will have a
preferred alternative that we will work
on towards the construction phases.

During scoping you have the
opportunity to comment on the purpose
and needs of the project, the project
alternatives, the environmental
framework that will be conducted in the
EIS. We published a Draft Scoping
Report that provides further details,
and you can review that on DOT's website
for this project at i8lopportunities.org,

or at local libraries or at the Carnegie
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building, we will place copies there.
And if you want to we have copies here
tonight if you want to take a look at
that. We encourage you to review the
Report and speak with our key members
next door at the Open House.

Tonight we welcome any oral comments
that you want to give us. You can
provide us written comments with the
sheets on the back, and we'll accept all
comments through the September 2, 2014
time frame. And all comments that get
received will be responded to in our
Final Scoping Report.

Project alternatives follow the six
categories. The first, the No Build, is
the project does not move forward. The
Viaduct, we have five viaduct
alternatives, first one being a
rehabilitation, and the next four to be
rebuilding. We have three Street Levels,
which would remove the viaduct and
improve the surface streets to move

traffic onto. We have four Tunnel
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alternatives, that would also remove the
viaduct and build four tunnels. Four
different type alternatives. We have
two Depressed Highways, located in open
cut trenches. Then we have two other
alternatives, one a Western Bypass and
the other one called a Salt City
Circuit.

We have conducted a preliminary
evaluation of all the alternatives to
determine whether they meet our purpose
and need. Whether it will result in
substantial building acquisitions, and
whether or not we can construct it with
the engineering practices of today.
We've also looked at the reasonable
costs for each of these alternatives.
The Draft Report evaluates all the
advantages and disadvantages to
determine whether we believe it should
Pass and go forward or it should Fail
and stop the study at this point in
time.

As I go through each of the
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alternatives I will explain why we
recommend alternatives to Fail and
therefore not be studied further. And I
will also go over the ones that will
Pass the evaluation that we recommend do
go forward for further study. We need
to look closer at many details
associated with these alternatives.
Things like potential property impacts.
We need to consider traffic analysis.
We need to consider the environmental
considerations. And we also need to
take into account the public comments
that we learn tonight in between now and
September 2nd.

The first alternative that I'll talk
about is the No Build alternative. NEPA
requires us, requires investigation of
the No Build to assess the future
conditions, if the project does not move
forward. It provides a baseline against
all the other build alternatives that we
have. The No Build does not meet any of

our objectives, it does not meet our
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purpose and needs of the project, but
since it is required by federal
environmental laws it will Pass and it
will be evaluated in the EIS process.

Next I will talk about the five
viaduct alternatives. One will be to
rehabilitate. The others would be to
reconstruct I-81 viaduct and implement
other transportation improvements within
the project limits.

V-1, the rehabilitation alternative
would be a long term program of capital
investments to keep Interstate 81 in
what we call a state of good repair.
This approach would keep the bridge
structurally safe. But it would not add
shoulders, it would not enlarge medians,
it would not improve the weaving lanes,
and it would not implement other safety
or operational improvements.

As a result the rehab would maintain
many of the non-standard features that
currently exist today, at a construction

cost estimated to be $800 million.
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Because the rehabilitation alternative
does not meet our purpose and need we
Failed this alternative as part of our
evaluation.

V-2, the new viaduct fully improved
current standards would reconstruct I-81
from Martin Luther King to Spencer
Street with potential improvements on
I-81 all the way to Hiawatha. And it
would also include I-690 work between
the West Street interchange and the Teal
Avenue interchange. The highway would
include two lanes of traffic in each
direction. It would operate at 55 miles
per hour.

This alternative would meet all the
standards, it would improve all the
shoulders, the medians, the weaving
lanes would be enlarged. This
alternative, the new viaduct would have
a width along Almond Street of about 82
feet. The current width of the viaduct
bridge is 66 feet, and you can see it in

red on the screen. The wider wviaduct is
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expected to acquire between 30 to 40
buildings. The viaduct height could be
at the same elevation it is today, or it
could be 5 to 10 feet higher. The cost
of this alternative is estimated to be
$1.438 billion.

This alternative improves the
structural and geometric features, and
it allows for enhanced vehicular
pedestrian connectivity on the surface
streets adjacent and under the bridge.
It could be constructed with typical
engineering practices, and we believe it
it's a reasonable cost in line with the
many other alternatives. So we are
recommending that this alternative Pass
and be studied further in the EIS.

V-3 called new viaduct with
substantial design improvements is very
similar to the V-2 alternative except
for the seven locations shown in purple
on the screen. By tightening the curves
shown in purple we were able to reduce

the real estate impacts to the adjacent
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properties by 25 percent over what I
just stated under the V-2 alternative.
The V-3 alternative would still travel,
would still have speeds at 55 miles per
hour, would still create the shoulders,
the 10 foot shoulders on the right side,
four foot shoulders on the left side,
where accidents or stranded vehicles
motorists could get emergency vehicles
to the scene to help. The cost of this
alternative is estimated to be $1.423
billion.

Like V-2, V-3 would improve the
structural and geometric features, it
allows the connectivity on the surface
streets and has reasonable
constructability and reasonable costs
compared to the other alternatives. So
we are recommending that this one Pass
also.

Alternative V-4 was a new viaduct
with considerable design improvements,
similar to the last two alternatives

just discussed, except it would look to
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tighten five more of the curves further,
to reduce the footprint of the viaduct
even further. By doing this we
anticipate that we could reduce the real
estate impact by 40 percent over what I
talked about in the V-2 alternative. We
would still be able to maintain traffic
speed at 55 miles per hour, and the
cost, 1t is anticipated to cost $1.419
billion. V-4 meets the purpose and need
and all the objectives similar to V-2

and V-3, so we recommend that this

alternative Pass forward to the EIS also.

V-5 was the stacked wviaduct. This
alternative was developed as a result of
suggestion from the public. And under
this alternative the northbound traffic
would be carried on the top, the
southbound traffic would be carried in
the middle, and Almond Street traffic
could still be maintained on the bottom.
This would require a narrower bridge,
estimated to be about 55 feet versus the

existing which is 66 shown in red there.
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This bridge would be significantly
taller than the existing bridge we have
today. We estimated it would be about
50 feet tall compared to our existing
structure which is around 30 feet. Well,
it would be 30 feet taller than the
existing structure. The cost of this
alternative is anticipated to be $1.528
billion.

V-5, the stacked viaduct could be
designed to our current standards, it
could enhance some vehicular,
pedestrians and bicycles in some areas.
The disadvantage to this alternative is
to allow a ramp connection at Harrison
Street we would need to sever access of
the Genesee Street across from Almond to
get the ramp from the top deck down to
the grade. Genesee Street also known as
our connective corridor is our major
east-west between University Hill and
downtown. So since it failed to meet
the project objective to maintain

connections to, across and along local
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streets it Failed, and DOT does not
recommend this alternative go forward.

The Street Level alternatives would
make improvements to Interstate 481, it
would redesignate the current I-81, the
existing I-481 as I-81. It would
demolish the existing viaduct through
the city of Syracuse. It would
decommission the Interstate through
Syracuse. All the street level
alternatives would meet today's
standards.

Street Level 1 would replace the
viaduct with a boulevard along Almond
Street. Street Level 2 and 3 would use
Almond as a one way or a two way with a
combination of the other local streets
to carry traffic. Street Level 2 and
Street Level 3 is a system wide approach
to maximize the use of the available
capacity of the existing grid system.

Street Level 1, the boulevard,
initial traffic studies indicate that

six lanes are necessary to maintain
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efficient flow, and that would be three
lanes going northbound, three lanes
going southbound. Efficient flow
between downtown, University Hill, the
south side and other neighborhoods.
There are many ways to lay out a new
boulevard along Almond Street, which has
nearly 200 feet of available
right-of-way to accommodate vehicles,
pedestrians, bicyclists, in wide park-
like medians.

The boulevard cost is estimated at
$1.047 billion. Street Level 1 meets
all of the evaluation parameters and is
recommended for further study in EIS.

We've been evaluating two ways to
connect Almond Boulevard to I-690. The
first option would establish the
boulevard starting at Monroe Street all
the way to Erie Boulevard, which you can
see on the screen. The boulevard would
connect to Interstate 690 through what
we call a single point urban interchange.

This would reduce several signals to one
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under Interstate 690. You can see from
the photo we would need to build an Erie
Boulevard bridge over Almond Street.
And we have looked at the opportunity to
potentially convert Water Street to an
Erie Canalway trail.

The second option for the boulevard
to connect with 690 would be to also
start from Monroe Street to McBride
Street. Vehicles would be able to pick
up speed heading northbound as they, as
the road would transition from a
boulevard to a higher speed highway
system around Butternut Street.

Street Level 2 and Street Level 3
are alternatives which would make
improvements to Almond and a combination
of other streets. They differ where one
envisions Almond and other local streets
as one way streets. And the other make
them two way streets. Almond would be
able to carry fewer than six lanes, like
I showed on the boulevard alternative,

which would shorten crosswalks and make
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it a lot easier to cross.

Street Level 2, the one way Almond
one way northbound, would be one way
northbound from Harrison Street to
I-690. South of Harrison it would
remain a two way street. Southbound
traffic could be carried on streets like
Townsend, Clinton, where other local
streets are being evaluated. The cost
of both Street Level 2 and Street Level
3 is estimated to be $1.067 billion.
Both SL-2 and SL-3 meet all of our
evaluation parameters and is recommended
for further study in the EIS.

Recognizing the significant amount
of traffic that is accessing University
Hill we are exploring some ways to
improve the Teal Avenue interchange
also. By reconstructing Teal Avenue or
Teall and I-690 Interchange we can
simplify traffic movements controlled by
one signal rather than the two that are
there today. These improvements would

decrease commute times and help reduce
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traffic volumes at the I-81/I-690
interchange and also at Exit 18 where
the Harrison and Adams join I-81. This
would be an efficient and safe way to
move large volumes of vehicles into a
compact space.

All the Street Levels would route
I-81 traffic to I-481. It would require
improvements to Interstate, the old
Interstate —— I'm sorry, would require
improvements to the old I-481, which
would be designated as the new I-81. We
would add auxiliary lanes at the three
stretches shown by the yellow arrows.

We would also reconstruct the two
interchanges, the I-81, I-481 at the
north and at the south. No building
acquisition is anticipated along the
existing I-481 corridor as we believe we
have enough right of way in those areas.

We looked at four tunnel concepts.
Two below Almond along I-81 footprint,
one to the west of the wviaduct on

Townsend Street, and then one to the
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east of the wviaduct. All the tunnels
would meet today's current standards.
The first two called T-1 and T-2 would
start at Martin Luther King east and go
to Butternut Street. That would be T-1.
It's about a distance of two miles. The
cost of this alternative is anticipated
to be $2.651 billion. And would have a
portal at the Genesee Street exit also.

T-2 would go from Martin Luther King
east to East Genesee Street and be about
one mile long. The estimated cost for
this alternative is $1.761 billion. We
would be able to maintain surface
streets on top of the tunnels to serve
local traffic.

There are two main disadvantages to
the tunnels on Almond. The first is the
ramp connections between the tunnel and
Interstate 690. As the tunnel comes out
of the highway and approaches the
elevated I-690 it would require a number
of the local streets be either removed

or dead-ended. This would diminish
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access between downtown and the north
side.

The second disadvantage involves the
difficultness of the construction
practices related to the conditions
under Almond. Currently there is a high
water table, it's about two feet below
the surface of the highway. And the
water 1is contaminated with saline, which
would require special disposal methods.
There is also many subsurface utility
underground. There is water lines,
there is sewer lines, there is telephone
lines, there is cable lines, there is
storm sewers. And all those would need
to be relocated to implement the tunnel
alternatives.

We would have to use what's called
cut and cover construction to implement
these two tunnel alternatives, resulting
in lengthy time frames estimated to take
seven to eight years to build these
alternatives. For these reasons this

alternative, these two alternatives
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failed our recommendations.

T-3, which was the Townsend Street
tunnel, we had hoped to avoid some of
the soil characteristics that we had
under Almond. We would be able to keep
I-81 opened during the construction
phase as we built the tunnels under
Townsend Street. The cost of this
alternative was estimated to be $2.643
billion. We believe that cut and cover
construction would be required, and
although the existing I-81 would be able
to be kept open for construction the
Townsend Street tunnel required
substantial building acquisitions due to
the fact that the Townsend right-of-way
is much more narrow than what we have on
Almond Street. For these reasons the
tunnel alternative is not being
considered reasonable and we recommend
that it Fail to advance further.

T-4, the tunnel on Eastern Alignment
was suggested from a member of the

public. I-81 in a tunnel approximately
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one mile east of the existing highway.
This tunnel would be 81 foot below the
surface and be bored through the bedrock
that exists there today. 1Its
interchanges would be on the southern
end at I-481. It would pop up at I-690
as shown on the picture. And it would
also come out of the ground again at the
Bear Street I-81 interchange.

The viaduct remains in place during
construction and there would be
opportunities to enhance Almond Street
under these alternatives. The
disadvantages for this alternative is
that it requires many property
acquisitions. And it would include the
elimination of Teal Avenue, which is
right to the east of where this tunnel
comes up. The tunnel cost for this
alternative was $3.298 billion, which
was close to a billion dollars more than
any other alternative study. For these
reasons the tunnel on Eastern Alignment

was not considered reasonable and we
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failed that.

We looked at Depressed Highways.

One would begin at East Adams Street and
go to Butternut, which would be about a
mile and-a-quarter long. The other
would be East Adams Street to East
Genesee Street, approximately a half
mile long. For both DH-1 and DH-2 it
would create a sunken highway about 25
feet deep below the surface. We'd build
several overpasses built at key
locations, otherwise it would be open to
the elements.

This alternative meets today's
standards and we estimate that the
Depressed Highway for Alternative 1
would cost $1.751 billion. The
Depressed Highway for the Second One is
estimated to cost $1.503 billion.

There are two major disadvantages to
these alternatives. Once again, the
ramp connections to Interstate 690 would
sever several streets where they

currently cross Almond as it comes out
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of the ground and connects to 690. Also
the subsurface conditions are not
favorable, similar to the tunnel
alternatives. We Failed the Depressed

Highways as not being reasonable

alternatives.
The last two alternatives. The first
one was the Western Bypass. This was an

idea that came up during the I-81
Corridor Study. And the bypass would
consist of a new highway around the
western side of Syracuse. We estimate
that the construction cost would be
$2.446 billion. And it would require a
substantial amount of land to build
this. We estimate 70 to 200 acres of
land, dependent upon where the highway
would go. And it would require the
acquisition of over a hundred homes. So
we, based on this, felt that it was not
feasible to carry forward.

The second Other alternative was a
new highway along West Street. This

alternative we estimated to cost $1.326
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billion. It was raised by a member of
the public during the scoping phase and
is being called, was called the Salt
City Circuit. This would push I-81
traffic along the New York and
Susquehanna Railroad property to West
Street and then up West Street to
Interstate 690. The existing I-81
between the railroad and I-690 would be
replaced with a boulevard.

Disadvantages to this alternative is
the properties impacted along the West
Street corridor is estimated to be
between 70 to 90 buildings. This would
also diminish the local access to West
Street. And for that reason we Failed
this alternative also.

There are a couple common features
to all of the alternatives that we would
like to recommend, with the exception of
the rehabilitation alternative. This
would provide the two missing links that
currently exist between I-81 and I-690.

Those who travel I-690 eastbound cannot
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currently make, cannot go northbound on
I-81. And likewise if you're heading on
I-81 southbound you cannot make the
movement to 690 westbound. We're also
exploring two options to connect West
Street to Interstate 690.

Option 1 would improve the existing
West Street ramps at I-690. This option
would keep the current free flowing
interchange layout in place now. It
would raise I-690 to improve the safety
of the highway and also improve the
access from the West Street ramps.

Option 2 would rebuild as a
signalized intersection underneath the
Interstate. It would replace the
current stacked interchange with a
signalized street level intersection.
It would elevate I-690 over the West
Street and it would improve the ramp
connections. This option is consistent
with the city's initiative regarding
traffic on West Street.

So in summary DOT is recommending
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these six alternatives plus the No Build
alternative be studied further in the
Environmental Impact Statement. We
continue to investigate these
alternatives as well as potential
effects on social, environmental and
economic vitality of the area. We want
to hear your input on these
recommendations and those that we
recommended for elimination. The
scoping report will incorporate all
comments that we receive.

The EIS will be a comprehensive
study of the potential environmental
impacts of each of the alternatives that
move forward. There is lots of
information on the boards in the Open
House next door, and I encourage you to
go speak to team members about some of
the issues that interest you.

We're starting project work related
to the historic resources and we're
reaching out to experts in this historic

preservation, archaeology and the Native
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Americans.

Written comments through September,
we will take written comments through
September 2nd, and we're accepting any
oral comments here tonight. If you would
like to speak, I'd ask you to please
fill out a speaker card at the welcome
table. The speaking portion of this
meeting will begin after this
presentation. For more information
about the project I ask you to please
visit our website at i8lopportunities.org.

We have put a lot of effort into
updating this information and we are
going to continually do that as the
project moves forward into the different
phases. I want to thank you for coming
tonight and want to thank you for your
interest in this I-81 viaduct project.

And so at this time I'm going to
call on Mr. Brody Smith and we'll do the
public comment period.

MODERATOR SMITH: We are now ready

to begin your comments. Bear in mind
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that anyone who wishes to speak must
fill out one of these cards. You can
find them out in the lobby. In order to
allow as many people as possible to be
heard we will restrict comments to two
minutes. I will inform you when you
have one minute left, 30 seconds and
even when your time is expired. I use
visual aids to do that, so I won't
verbally interrupt you.

You may also take your comment to
the stenographer in the lobby if you
choose to do so. If your comments are
in writing simply hand them in to a
project team representative. If you
have already submitted written comments
in response to the Department's
publication of its Notice of Intent you
don't have to resubmit those, they're
already part of the record. Again
written comments will be accepted
through September 2nd.

We will begin with Ernestine

Patterson, and then the second speaker
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will be James Lespino. Ms. Patterson.

ERNESTINE PATTERSON: My issue with
have you actually looked at the people
who are going to be displaced while all
this construction is going on? And how
then that is going to impact them? I
haven't heard anything about people.
All I've heard about is, well, we're
going to do this and we're going to do
that. But there is a lot of people who
are also involved in all this and I
haven't heard anything about what are we
going to do about this? Or what are we
going to do about them?

Because this old 81 wviaduct has
adversely affected all of the 50 years
it's been there and no one has done
anything about that in all this time.
And these people still live in the same
neighborhood. And all of this
construction will be going on and all
this thing and the children can get run
over because we have the highways all

around them. And I don't see anything
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about that and we haven't done anything
about bringing in mass transit. I don't
see anything about that. All I hear
about is, well, we're going to tear down
this and we're going to tear down that.
But there are lots of people out there
that we need to consider. And where is
that consideration? I don't see that.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, ma'am.
The next speaker will be James Lespino.
And then the next speaker after that
will be Mr. Madden.

JAMES LESPINO: I appreciate all the
committee has done, a lot of hard work,
this has been very exciting to hear and
I hope the best to you. Whatever
happens I'm convinced will be a good
product that you can take as much into
consideration and everybody will be
happy with. I think it's going to be a
very good product that you put forward.

First to consider, I'm not really
for the boulevard but some things could

be answered. I think more traffic
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studies need to be done at Almond and
Harrison and Adams; both game day and
non-game day. If you fail to include
the game day traffic it could be a very
detrimental.

Two, there is only three
alternatives going east to west, Erie to
Genesee and Fayette. Erie is bisected
by Clinton Square. West Genesee by
Hanover Square. And my concerns would
be what would the boulevard do at Almond
and East Genesee, Almond and East
Fayette, would that further bisect the
city?

Three, possible consideration of a
northbound off-ramp at Colvin Street in
or near Elk, McKinley, something like
that. That would allow people going to
Center Campus to get off closer to that.
It would also give better access to the
south side, Colvin, instead of going all
the way to Brighton either way. It
would also allow students and faculty to

prevent them going through Harrison and
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Adams.

And also, I don't know how viable

this would be, but a missing link farther

north towards the mall going across all
that vacant property in or around Bear
Street that would connect 690 and 81;
there is a lot of vacant property up
there. And it seems like there might be
some, you wouldn't help people in the
center of the city but it would take a
lot of people off Hiawatha and it would
be minimum impact. And again, thank you
for your hard work and allowing me to
speak and letting me speak twice.

MODERATOR SMITH: Mr. Madden is the
next speaker. Following Mr. Madden will
be Lauren Wetterhahn.

KYLE MADDEN: Kyle Madden, I live at
133 Gertrude Street in the near north
side. Thank for holding this meeting,
it's very productive. I've been to
every single one of them, I hope to be
at every single one that follows. The

concerns I still have is I haven't seen
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enough data on this project. I think
one of the most important pieces of the
puzzle is understanding where traffic
goes. And we haven't seen that answer
yet. Does this traffic go through
Syracuse on Route 81 or dead-ends in
Syracuse on 81? We don't know that
answer. I think I want to support the
boulevard concept but until I see data
to suggest the traffic dead-ends in
Syracuse I don't know if that's the most
viable option.

Until we see that data I don't know
that we, as a community, can get behind
any of these concepts. Data, data,
data, it drives me into indecision. And
I really would love to see more from you
guys on that. I think that's absolutely
important to developing a transportation
plan for the entire region.

Syracuse is the hub for Central New
York. 81 is the hub for Central New
York. We have an opportunity here. I

really want to a take advantage of it.
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I haven't seen enough about life trail,
I haven't seen enough about bike trail,
I haven't seen enough about dedicated
bus lines. We need to move people, not
cars. We can throw, i1f traffic dead-ends
in Syracuse, let's throw parking garages
at the end of 81 on either side and move
people to using public transit. They
would use it if you build it. We need
more information and I don't know that
we have seen that yet.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, sir,
Ms. Lauren Wetterhahn is next and
following her will be Karen Douglas.

LAUREN WETTERHAHN: The comment that
I wanted to make regards what I think
something the Environmental Impact
Statement might be missing because it's
being conducted to the requirements of
the two lead agencies. And I think that
some things aren't looked at because
it's not required as part of the study.

My background is in public health,

and so I'm aware of the fact that there
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are some health aspects that are looked
at in the Environmental Impact Statement,
but I don't think it's comprehensive
enough. I think there might be some
other things that we should be looking
at. More of a, I don't want to use the
term comprehensive health impact
statement because that gives people
hives, but something along those lines.
We would be able to see a bigger picture
impact on the way it would impact people
who live around it the way it would
impact people in the county in terms of
traffic accidents.

And then also I think the
environmental health parts of it could
also stand to be looked at a little bit.
I don't know if that's an issue that you
could look at, but that's my comment.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, ma'am.
The next speaker is Karen Douglas.
Following is Arleen Fordock.

KAREN DOUGLAS: I was affected by

the first 81, my house was removed. And
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I've got to thank you for taking the
time and having all of these meetings
that we're included in this time in it.
My main concern is because of what
happened the first time is that you
limit the number of properties that are
affected, it's my goal. I was told
before to keep 81. There is just too
much traffic than there was 50 years
ago. And I found that I live in the
Valley and 81 South is closed because of
storms. If people don't let me out
there is no way I can get out, there is
just too much traffic.

Last week when 690 was closed it
took me over 20 minutes just to go from
the point that the 690 was closed, and
that was at 2 o'clock in the afternoon.
I can't imagine what it would be at a
heavy traffic time.

And I'm concerned about diverting,
making 481 81, because then anybody
traveling you're losing to the economy,

because people wouldn't be coming into




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Fordock
the city and using our resources.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, ma'am.
The next speaker is Arleen Fordock.
Following Ms. Fordock will be Anita
Cottrell.

ARLEEN FORDOCK: Well, I have spoken
many times, I'm trying to do some new
topics this time. The solar lights
throughout the highway, we want to
update everything for the next 50 years
is what I've been hearing. You also
need to road patrol over the highway for
safety and emergency use. That's the
latest thing, it's going to be around
for 50 years if not more.

Then you need reduced speeds in
certain areas, which would retain the
existing highway with the improvements
is what I'm in favor of. I don't want
to knock down people's houses and
buildings and make people displaced and
businesses moved out of the area.

One thing I do not like about the

boulevard is that the trucks will be
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coming through. That's a dangerous
situation. We have pedestrians that

have been knocked around by cars just in
a normal business day. We don't need
trucks coming through downtown, that is
one of the severe things to think about.

Then there is a thing about the

lingo that you use on these presentations.

I can't tell whether you're saying
million with an M or B for billion. It
would be nice if the money amounts would
be added to your screen so I can either
have a heart attack or accept it. Thank
you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, ma'am.
The next speaker is Anita Cottrell.
Following Ms. Cottrell, Peter King.
Ms. Cottrell stepped away. Mr. King,

are you ready? If Ms. Cottrell comes

back in the room we'll put her at the end.

PETER KING: Good evening, thank you
for your presentation tonight. I have
read and reviewed DOT's six basic

alternatives today passing the initial
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analysis. For whatever the build
concern, I think strong consideration
should be placed on social justice for
those neighborhoods most closely
affected by any build scenario. And the
current build scenario. And extending
that also to peripheral, what we might
consider peripheral would be like
housing and jobs what would be the impact?

I would emphasize increase in
adjustment in the transit available for
urban residents and for suburban
residents. And I would experiment with
the transit during the construction
phase of whatever you put in to show
people what transit is like, what it
could be like. Sell it, sell transit.
I don't think you need to be bashful
about that, you might find some takers.

I think the public participation is
very important in all phases of this.
We have existing people with lots of
great ideas. I hear them all the time,

that might help you with your project.
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I totally recommend a health impact
analysis of whatever build of the
current build and whatever build is
chosen. Syracuse has never had an
adequate health analysis of the air
quality in the city. 1I've reviewed, I
haven't seen any asthma studies, there
is plenty of asthma data going back and
so on, but no study.

Air quality analysis should include
monitors placed in the city. EPA
monitors are actually located outside
the city currently. So you don't have
data now. There is some local air flow
studies through ESF that are currently
available or when published.

And lastly I would emphasize street
level alternatives should be really
considered, including bicycle and
pedestrian and multi-mobile
accessibility. We need it for the whole
city basically. Thank you.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, sir.

The next speaker is Tom Law. Following
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Mr. Law, final speaker Ms. Cottrell.

TOM LAW: Thanks for this
opportunity. Just two comments really
off the cuff a bit, but funding. I am
kind of a numbers guy through the last
40 years, and have gone through federal,
state, county, city budgets including
the school districts with some pencil in
my hand. And I'm just going to throw
out that given what I see of the budgets
and debt level and the economy I think
we're in a numbers chaos in a way. And
the highway funding for a big project
like this, a billion dollars or whatever,
to me throws it into a bit of budgetary
chaos in terms of when it's going to get
built and who's going to pay for it and
when the funds are going to be available
and when the design has to be ready and
what the phases are.

So essentially I'm going to throw
the last word in that little numbers
question as far as dedicated funds, the

question remains is dedicated funds for
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highway spending. And I think that's an
ongoing problem that's been discussed a
lot through the last three decades, and
I don't think it's been adequately
satisfied.

Second, it seems to me the outliers
might be in terms of what is going to be
used for the pavement, the concrete, the
bridge. You'wve got trucks, you've got
buses, you've got other vehicles,
ambulances. But to me one of the main
drivers that's really a big unknown is
what's the car going to look like in 15
years?

And if you segregate it into heavy
weight vehicles and lightweight vehicles
you would have some sense of the
importance of that issue in the terms of
the design. Doesn't have to be
over—designed if it's lightweight
vehicle lanes, with heavy penalties or
reducing partitions to separate traffic.
I mean you could save a lot of money if

you had three lanes and only one of them
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was for heavy vehicles. There would be
a plowing problem I think at some sense.
That might be the biggest one around
here. But what I'm getting at is, the
biggest unknown to me is what a car is
going to look like in 15 years, and 20
years and 25 years. If you're designing
for an unknown car 25 years from now, so
what I'm suggesting in this is the best
possible answer would probably be get as
damn close as you can to what a car is
going to look like in 10 years and
design it, a lot of it around that.

MODERATOR SMITH: Thank you, sir.
Anita Cottrell? ©No. Those are all the
cards that we have. Would like to thank
everyone for your comments, appreciate
your input. There are still staff next
door in the exhibit room if you have any
additional questions. Have a good

evening.

[Conclusion of Public Hearing at 7:20 p.m.]

* * * *
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JUNE 26, 2014

MR. BRI GHT: My name is Jim Bright

and |I'm here r

Furni ture which

epresenting Dunk & Bright

is |located at the corner of

South Salina Street and West Brighten Avenue

in Syracuse about 200 yards off of Exit-17

on Route-81 South, and | have submtted --

l'm going to s
submtted these
evening, but |

t he viaduct Dbe

ay these comments. I
in an earlier scope in the
would like to add that should

replaced with another high

speed route through the city and that's

continued to serve the destination now known

as Route-81 Exi

t-17, we would hope that the

staging and the timng of the construction

woul d be such

ext ended peri od

that there would not be an

of time without high speed

access to Exit-17.

If there were years of construction

del ays, that would make it 1nconvenient to

our custoners and enployees to get to Dunk &

Bri ght Furnitur

devastating as

e. That can be just as

the complete elimnation of

SACCURATE

COURT RCPORTIMNG, INC.
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the high speed access to our business. Dunk
& Bright Furniture is a retail furniture
store, and | do appreciate this opportunity

to share ny views about the proposed changes
to Route-81. In particular, my concern about
t he boulevard option which would elimnate
conveni ent access through the center of
Syracuse thus negatively inmpacting Dunk &
Bright's business.

Dunk & Bright currently enployees 85
people, the majority whom work at our
showroom at the corner of South Salina Street
and West Brighten Avenue, which is very
close, less than 200 yards with no turns to
Route 81 South Exit-17. We enjoy stable
work force that appreciates the convenience
of easy access to our business rather than
having nultiple stores in the growth suburbs.
OQur strategy is to expand our showroom and
selection of one central |ocation and
centralize convenient access to our custonmers
whi ch has been very inmportant to our growth.

Over the decades, Dunk & Bright has

acquired and inmproved many vacant comerci al
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and residential properties and now conprises
of merely 2,000 feet along South Salina and
West Brighten, South State, MClure, Webster
and Warner Avenue. We draw customers from a
very wi de radius. South Ithaca, Binghamon,
Elmra, occasionally Pennsylvania, East from
Utica, New Hartford, Rome, occasionally down
state, north from Watertown, Plattsburgh,
Massena, occasionally from Canada. We draw
customers from the west, Cam | us,

Bal dwi nsvill e, Auburn, Oswego and the Finger
Lakes.

A very inmportant factor to our
success is drawing custonmers from this |arge
radius is the convenient access to our
showroom because of Route-81 and Exit-17. Wy
concern is by elimnating Route-81 as a
hi ghway through the center of Syracuse and
converting traffic to 481, it wll be Iless
convenient for our custonmers and we'll likely
have to nove from our current |ocation.
Thank you very much for allowing me to
submt my coments.

MR. TAUB: I'm in favor of keeping
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t he viaduct out there. It seemed to work
pretty well over the years there. Being a
farmer and small business owner for 30 years,

it provided a fast, easy transportation to
and from work and hel ped expedite my working
schedul e.

Talking to some of the people here,
the engineers, there doesn't seem to be a
contingency plan for 481 if that becomes the
mai n thoroughfare that goes to the viaduct.
There doesn't seem to be a contingency plan
if we had bridge failures or had to close
down that what would be 81 or where that
traffic would be routed, what the contingency
plan would be, and also having two routes 81
plus 481 gives you that extra option if
somet hi ng does happen to one of the
interstates if they had to close it. Agai n,
l'm strongly in favor of keeping the viaduct.

MR. SM TH: My name is Daniel Smth.

Il live at 409 Cayuga Street, Syracuse, New

Yor k. | deliver for Upstate Hospital on a
daily basis. | would like to give ny aspect
on this 181. | only see the viaduct worKking
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street level would cause for accidents than
it's worth. The only ones that would
benefit is Upstate Hospital from patient
counts. That's not a bad thing for me, but
delivery wise, it wll be bad.

Ot her than that, street |evel,
know the ones behind the street |evel

bringing up is Upstate Hospital, too. I

don't think they thought about it. They see
it in their plans. | don't see anbul ances
getting to the hospital, game time,

graduati on. | just don't see it happening.

Al so, any town or city that's lost their
hi ghways and redirect traffic around has
al ways become a ghost town.

You | ook before 181 was built,

Salina Street used to be the main drag which

was Route-11. Once 81 was built, Route-11
becanme a ghost town. You | ook through the
M dwest, it's happened all over. | guess

"1l wrap it up.
MR. LEE: I|'m here for the final
scoping nmeeting and to try to make a final

decision on the 181 bridge whether it should
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be taken down or not. | have been doing
quite a bit of thinking of that over the

| ast three years and while | think putting
the bridge up was not a good idea in the
first place for practical reasons, | feel

that the bridge should be rebuilt and remain
up with probably so that it can last |onger,
and my hope is that even though it's up,

they can come up with ways to make it easier

for pedestrians to cross underneath the

bridge.

However, 1'm going to |ook at the
ot her options and | can always change ny
mnd if | consider again there mght be a

better way for the bridge, but right now for
practical purposes, the bridge should remain
up and just be rebuilt to last |onger and
again, just the min concern is just to find
ways to make it easier for pedestrians
crossing underneath the bridge. That's all |
have to say.

MR. CRYSLER: I'd like to suggest a
| ess of an enphasis on cost and nmore of an

enphasis on return on investment and the

Mationwide Cepesitions, Hearings and Trial: » Canterance Macilities
Videoconfarencing & Lecal Video Services & Exhibit Scanting

,éA RATE Transcript / Wideo Synchronization « 24-7 Crline Repasitory
COLQ'TCR‘EHRHNG, mc. | 1,888,ACR.3335 » 1.800.862.4206 (FAX)

infogacrdepos.com * www.acrdepos.com # scheduling@acrde pos.com




» 62 BN w N -

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

9
MVEETI NG

distinction that this is an infrastructure
investment project, it is not a consunption
project and that both tangible and intangible
return on investment factors should be taken
into consideration with all of the
alternatives as they move forward.

Secondly, I'd like to suggest that
what | think this project l|acks is some real
vision that shows a collective imgination of
community and recognition of what this
community has actually had happened to it in
its history, but particularly in its history
since this viaduct project was built and that
this project was a |arge factor of what
di ssem nated and w ped out the 15th ward in
Syracuse, and | think Syracuse now has with
most metropolitan areas in the country, has a
very bad racial problem and one of the
reasons why it has a racial problem is
because of the decisions and constructions
that resulted from the decisions in the red
lighting era of the fifties and sixties.

This project has an opportunity to

help us re-imgine possibly what a new 15th
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ward could becone and sone real comunity and

collective vision for the opportunity that's

in front of

us.

(Whereupon, the meeting concluded at

7:30 p.m)

SACCURATE

COURT RCPORTIMNG, INC.
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CERTI FI CATE

l, Jazmn M Arce, a Shorthand
Reporter and Notary Public in the State of
New York, do hereby certify that the
foregoing record taken by nme at the time and
pl ace as noted in the heading hereof, is a
true and accurate transcript of same, to the

best of nmy know edge and belief.

Jazmn M Arce

DATED: July 2, 2014
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