With respect to the I-81 replacement, I would like to give my input.  After considering the three proposed options in great detail, I am strongly opposed to the tunnel.  The DOT removed this option for consideration last fall due to high costs for construction and yearly maintenance, but special interests have lobbied and convinced politicians to sneak this option back into consideration.  The tunnel is by far more costly to build and maintain, has almost double the construction time, which will disrupt traffic and the surrounding neighborhoods, and has the highest energy requirements of the three options.  It also requires a large air exchanger and a new water treatment plant to treat groundwater which must be pumped out 24/7.  NYS must support only sustainable infrastructure, not infrastructure with high energy demands and high environmental impacts.
To explain the table that is also on this website, I simplified some figures.  I stated NYS contribution as 15% of total cost, although in some sections of a project it will be 10% and in some it will be 20%.  With the 7 tunnel options, I averaged or gave a range for values.  In every criteria listed, the community grid is by far the superior of the three options.  It costs less to both build and maintain, it impacts fewer properties and has minimal annual energy usage, not to mention the many trees that will be planted.

An estimated 91000 vehicles travel either into or through Syracuse daily.  Of that total, approximately 12% is thru-traffic.  So during construction, about 11000 vehicles will get diverted around the city.  The viaduct includes no plans to improve or expand Route 481, yet will divert traffic onto that highway for about 5 years.  The tunnel also has no plans for Route 481 expansion/improvement, yet will divert traffic onto this route for 8 to 10 years.  The only option that includes plans to expand and improve both Routes 481 and 90 is the community grid, with this section of the project occurring in the first two years of construction.  In the latter phase of construction of the community grid, when traffic needs to be diverted, these roadways will already be prepared for additional traffic.  If NYS chooses the viaduct or tunnel, with no improvements and expansions made to Route 481, it could be disastrous.  The number of accidents and traffic jams could be significant and could open NYS up to lawsuits.  For this reason, the community grid is the superior option; the scope of the community grid includes expansion of affected roadways.

Most importantly, the community grid would have the best impact on the neighborhoods in close proximity to I-81.  It would replace the blighted area beneath the present viaduct with a tree-lined avenue.  Years ago I studied air pollution, and I recall the CO monitor levels at the intersection of Almond and Adams Streets were often out of compliance.  By diverting about 11000 vehicles around the city and then spreading the remainder of traffic to different streets in the grid, the air pollution will be both reduced and diluted benefiting neighborhoods already burdened with heavier concentrations of air pollution and noise.
In conclusion, the two million dollars used to further study a tunnel shouldn’t have been wasted on a tunnel which won’t serve the community needs and which will further burden the city and region with higher infrastructure costs and impacts.  The two million dollars should have been used to find ways to better serve surrounding neighborhoods and regions with an improved transportation network to mesh with the community grid and expanded routes.  Unfortunately, special interests got their way.
