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omment:
1-0838-001 I'want the WDOT to build a 6 lane bridge, the 6 lane alternative. We are 15 years behind

any reasonable time line in getting this bridge expansion startedand it needs to progress
ASAP! I don't have a problem with a lane dedicated to HOVs abd busses, but ] have a real
problem dedicateing a lane to light rail. Keep light rail off the 520 bridge! Also we have
needed a bicycle path across 520 for at least a decade and I'm glad that you are including
that in this expansion. Thave nevcer understood why one couldn't have been cantilevered
out over the sides of the existing bridge, but it will be good to finally get one when this
expansion is completed. Just GET ON WITH IT! You have been studying this far to long.
Its long past time to start work!

Ron Bailey
98033
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