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WSDOT
1-0601-001 The current bridge has lasted 44 years, so try to think in those kind of time frames. Doing
nothing, or replacing with a 4 lane bridge is the heighth of "short sightedness." Sure, the 6
or 8 lane bridge will cost a lot more but we are a larger, wealthier community with more
expensive needs.
I'support a 6 lane replacement (and would support an 8 lane if it were offered.)
Make sure whatever replacement has ladders and grips so boaters blown against the
bridge have a way to save themselves.
The Pacific interchange suggestion is a good one that would solve a significant
congestion problem on Montlake Boulevard. Its the kind of creative thinking that is needed.
1tis wrong to keep the 520 capacity limited so it won't create further problems at the
merge with I-5. Solve the 1-5 problem, don't come up with a "short sighted" solution to 520
that fails to create the capacity needed in 5 years.
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