The summaries on I-81 options on the CNY Solidarity website were based on data from the Department of Transportation (DOT).  Here are some things to know about the DOT:

The DOT is held to a high standard of objectivity, transparency and data analysis.

The DOT is a NYS agency that analyzes transportation options for the community without regard to special interests; therefore, objectivity level is high.

The DOT has provided an I-81 website, multiple community forums and available hours each week in downtown Syracuse to answer questions; therefore, transparency is high.

Each of the commute times computed by DOT was averaged over 100 trials taking into consideration delays due to accidents; therefore, rigorous data analysis.

https://www.dot.ny.gov/i81opportunities
---------------------------

In response to the Spectra review of community grid alternative:

Objectivity:   Spectra is hired by SAVE81 which has the specified goal of keeping a north-south route thru Syracuse, therefore Spectra’s objectivity is compromised.

Transparency:   Spectra obtained a draft of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), and claimed the FOIL process was used to obtain this draft.  The draft of a DEIS is not made publicly available, because it is in the review process, thereby subject to change.  How Spectra obtained this draft is suspect.  The reason for Spectra doing this “analysis” before the actual DEIS from DOT is available should be questioned.

Data analysis:   Spectra analyzed a 10000+ page report in 2 weeks.  This analysis is almost devoid of cited data, and repeatedly questions DOT’s rigorous data analysis.

http://www.syracuse.com/opinion/index.ssf/2017/08/architects_i-81_tunnel_advocates_raise_more_questions_than_answers_commentary.html
----------------------------

The report states, “Spectra has been asked to review the Community Grid Alternative from the perspective of future traffic flows, travel times in the corridor, resulting Levels of Service on the local street system and overall highway safety and economic impacts.”  They didn’t review health impacts, environmental impacts, social impacts or overall cost.

Spectra states the Community Grid Option “would run counter to all urban transportation planning precepts of the last hundred years.”  They don’t mention that many of those planning precepts were disastrous policy that divided cities, placing disproportionate burdens on communities of color.

Spectra states that the basic parameter for highway comparisons is travel time and to a lesser degree distance, operating costs and accident costs.  Completely ignored are the most important factors pertaining to community well-being.  Spectra goes on to state that, as originally planned and built, I-81’s benefits far exceeded costs.  This is a blinkered view divorcing highway performance from negative social costs to a community.

The section on safety focuses only on the cost of accidents, not on injuries which would

be more severe, or fatalities which would be more numerous at higher speed travel.  Also, the cost relevant only to accidents is viewed, not subsequent costs of missed work, doctors’ visits, or other costs due to losses.

The sections on travel time and traffic impacts, attempt to question the DOT’s analysis, calling the travel time analysis “grossly optimistic” and contesting the numbers of diverted and street traffic.  In my phone calls and visits to downtown DOT I-81 Opportunity Office, I have yet to meet a grossly optimistic DOT employee.  As stated earlier, DOT’s data analysis is rigorous.  They are held to a higher standard than Spectra is.  Spectra also adds an analysis of trucker travel times with no data backing it up.
The section on Economic Impact is devoid of substantive arguments to back up the conclusion of “dire economic consequences”.  And, “a major segment of the transportation system” will not be severed; it will be replaced with alternate routes.
The air quality section cites 2 studies on auto emissions from 1995 & 96, twenty years ago when vehicles had different consumption levels.  Fuel consumption of present & future automobiles will be lesser in city conditions due to the increase of hybrids & electric vehicles in use.  Sections on air quality and noise neglect the benefits that the community grid would have on opening up routes to pedestrian and bicycle traffic and to a more flexible bus route network, thereby reducing emissions and noise from commuting traffic.  In addition, traffic would be spread along many routes, dispersing noise and emissions so they are no longer concentrated in any one area.  Trees planted along the avenues will absorb both greenhouse gases and noise.  Because high concentrations of pollutants affect health, dispersion is a key mitigation technique.
SAVE81 is a huge proponent of a tunnel which requires energy 24/7 for pumps, lights & monitoring equipment.  Groundwater pumped out is brine and cannot be treated in the Metropolitan Water Treatment Plant, thereby requiring a new treatment plant with its subsequent energy requirements.  An air exchanger is needed to pump out fumes and pump in air.  These two processes will produce air pollution and noise that will not be spread out over many streets.  They will burden the neighborhoods around them.
The section on visual impact was pretty subjective and really not worth reviewing.  So, to sum things up, Spectra’s conclusion to drop the community grid option from further consideration is unsubstantiated nonsense.
