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1-0982-001 | 1 would support further inquiry into whether a tunnel is feasible for (part of?) 520's
replacement. Other than that,

I support the Better Bridge idea of having a lane go north from the arboretum area to take
people directly to the U. W., Sound Transit connection, or to N.E. Seattle. Studies have
shown that most of the 520 traffic comes from north of the Montlake Cut, so it would be
better not to dump it off in Montlake to cross the Montlake Bridge. All the other plans
add enormously to the amount of concrete in Montlake without solving the traffic
congestion.

Sincerely,

EWlizabeth (and Robert) Bagshaw

SR 520 Bridge Replacement and HOV Project
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