
I-050-001

Since publication of the SDEIS, WSDOT has developed a Preferred

Alternative with a floating bridge deck that addresses community

concerns with while providing for bridge maintenance needs. The height

of the floating bridge with the Preferred Alternative would be

approximately 20 feet above the water. It would be approximately 10 feet

higher than the existing bridge, and approximately 5 to 10 feet lower than

previous designs considered in the DEIS and the SDEIS.

 

I-050-002

The Preferred Alternative includes several noise reduction strategies,

such as 4-foot concrete traffic barriers with noise-absorptive coating,

reducing the speed limit through the Portage Bay area to 45 mph,

encapsulating expansion joints, and using noise-absorptive materials

around the Montlake and 10th Avenue East/Delmar Drive East lid

portals. WSDOT will continue to consider other noise reduction methods

as design development progresses.

Quieter concrete pavement is included as a design feature for Option A,

Option K, and the Preferred Alternative; however, because it is not an

FHWA-approved mitigation measure and because future pavement

surface conditions cannot be determined with certainty, it is not included

in the noise model for the project.

The noise reduction strategies included in the Preferred Alternative

would reduce noise levels along the corridor to the point that noise walls

are not recommended in the Seattle portion of the project area, except

potentially along I-5 in the North Capitol Hill area where the

reasonableness and feasibility of a noise wall is still be evaluated. Noise

walls are still recommended for areas in Medina; however, installation

and locations of noise walls would be decided with input from the

community. Information on noise modeling results for the Preferred

Alternative can be found in the Noise Discipline Report Addendum

(Attachment 7 to the Final EIS) and in Section 5.7 of the Final EIS.
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I-050-003

It is true that noise walls would make the floating bridge more noticeable

and comments on the SDEIS indicated that their use was controversial

for aesthetic reasons. Please see the response to comment I-050-002

regarding noise reduction strategies included with the Preferred

Alternative.

 

SR 520 Bridge Replacement and HOV Project


