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 October 31, 2006

el
SDOT: Envrronme al Manager
BR520 Proloct Office
.-~ 434 Olive Way, Suite: 400
- Seatue, WA 98101

’ ’RE SR 520 proposal o

; Dear«Mr Krueger

i ,I lwe on the Eastside and frequently commute to Seattle on SR520, entenng the ey
i freeway from the 124th Street ramp. | am a'tour guide-in Seattle, a job that entails
telling people about’ our area and heritage — a job made easy with our beautiful -
- location and the foremght of early civic ‘leaders: One of the most visible attributes; -
‘unlque {0 Seattle, is Seattle’s stunning Olmsted park-and boulevard system, including -
" the Washington Park Arboretum and the University of Washington campus.Asa . -
.- commuter.| want relief from the agomzmg congestlon on SR 520 but not:at the :
expense of the Arboretum 3 ; . :

1 attended tbe September puhllC hearmg in Bellevue to learn more detaris about the
‘ro" ct and the current proposals : i

: ‘%ome problems regardmg the proposed Pacmc Exohange

’|ght of 110 feet above the water is almost TWIGE as hlgh as the current
90 East Channel Bri dge : -

- No 'nly is yhrgh but th_ ,many lanes and | ramps exten ng from its apex make lt :
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[-1058-001
Comment Summary:
Pacific Street Interchange Option

Response:
See Section 1.2 of the 2006 Draft EIS Comment Response Report.
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[-1058-002
Comment Summary:
Arboretum Area (Local Streets)

Response:
See Section 5.3 of the 2006 Draft EIS Comment Response Report.

|
. 1-1058-003

Comment Summary:
Olmstead Resources

Response:
See Section 11.2 of the 2006 Draft EIS Comment Response Report.

1-1058-003|

duct:Itisacity  ~
date !arger vehnc!es :

v’,thatwmld need 1o pass underl e P ’ : [-1058-004
I-iﬁsé—_ﬁq@ i | support a 5|x~|ane alternative for safety and 1o éxpe;nci the cépacxty of SR 52016 S - Comment Summary:
= - . gzggltet ;};eei&%ir;t :ff :r::fgfbt:;tt S;::‘es both to.and ffotn S<‘3att‘le énd the Eést5|‘ée But o : : 6-Lane Alternative
: . "iThe ?amﬂc Excha nge is the most comph;:a‘ted ;rv\tllru3|ve and e.;xbensxve prc;ﬁosal 1;§r a
L new SR 520 freeway and creates more problems than at sclves e Res ponse:

See Section 1.2 of the 2006 Draft EIS Comment Response Report.

'B tter plans can be made
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