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COMMENT FORM

September 21, 2006 Draft EIS Public Hearings

Response:

See Section 3.1 of the 2006 Draft EIS Comment Response Report.

We invite you to provide your comments on the Draft EIS.
Please fill out this form, use additional sheets of paper if necessary.

Deposit this in one of the marked boxes or mail it promptly to the address on the back. 1-0381-002
Please write clearly and be as specific as possible.
Thank you for your comments! Comment Summary:
Please tell us your zip code: __ 75907 ; 4-Lane Alternative

Would you describe yourself as primarily a:

Resident in the project area Q Cyclist O Park user Respo nse:
" Commuter who uses SR 520 0 Pedestrian 0 Interested citizen See Section 1.2 of the 2006 Draft EIS Comment Response Report.
O Other
Please select the topic most applicable to your comment.
Alternatives El/ Environmental Ttg}?s/
Q Comment on All Alternatives Construction Noise
@ 4-Lane Alternative Q _ Cultural & Historic Resources Q Other Environmental Effects
O 6-Lane Alternative IZI/ Funding and Tolling O Parks and Recreation
QO 6-Lane with Pacific Street Interchange O Land and Structures O Transportation and Transit
0O 6-Lane with Second Montlake Bridge " 0O Fish and Wildlife 0 Wetlands/Water Resources
O 6-Lane with South Kirkland Transit Access QO Neighborhoods & Communities
O Other 6-Lane Option ) Other Topics
@ General Comment EI Urban Design
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