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omment:
1-0656-001 My husband and I oppose widening SR520 to six lanes because of the impact on our

beautiful treasure contained in the Washington Park Arboretum.

We MUST stop feeding the automobile/ oil-based economy. Our climate is changing. New
technologies are called for to preserve this fragile and marvelous web of life we take for
granted.

Mass transit, passenger ferries across the lake, more busses (eco-friendly), etc. People will
use mass transit if it is convenient. Look to great cities of the world for examples.

We add our voices to the UW Faculty Senate , Friends of Seattle Olmsted Parks and others
who are deeply concerned about preserving the natural habitat for all the species who rely
on it, including us.

Sincerely,
Karen and Richard Prince
Kenmore, WA 98028
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