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SR 520 Bridge Replacement and HOV Project

2006 Draft EIS Comments and Responses
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SR 520 Bridge Replacement and HOV Project
2006 Draft EIS Comments and Responses

BetterBridge.org_. .

I's decision time on SR 520.
WSDOT needs our feedback now

to make the best choice for Seattfe. RPN THATHOBC ORI

One plan would make things worse - the “Base 6-lane” plan
Huge backuos from Uriversity Vikage to SR 520 - EVEN WORSE THAN TODAY.

NINE LANES OF TRAFFIC over Portage Bay and North Gapitol Hill, and three levels of ramps i the
Avboreturn.

Two 83 billion mass fransit projects, SR 520 HOV lanes and Sound Transit Link tight rail, that DON'T
CONNECT,

Gitizens from Seattie neighbothoods told WSDOT a better way o fix SR 520, and e state fistened.

Pacific Interchange: The plan that works for SR 520!

The graceful new 4-anc Union Bay Bridge brings cars, buees and bicysles directly to the Husky
Stadium area, where 70% must pass through anyway.

NO MORE BACKUPS on the Montiake Bivd from University Village to SF 520, even during peak tours
« saving tons of time and tons of poliution.

Lighl raf 0 Noithgate and downtown, bus rapic iransit to the Eastside and local buses ali mectat a
pedestrian frierdly UW transit hub.

“The existing Mcntiake ramps are ciosed and tumed into a NEW PARK. A green belt is restored from
the Playfiold or Portage Bay all the way to the Arboratury: - a watertront to wateriront trail for all

PasisInteschange s inong WSDOT:s offllprjoctopions, ads HOV fanas ol end icyle ol o e
flanting bridge, sately speeding 25% rore people in only 3% T seys Pagiiic |

at Five Gomers in Latrelhurst, and only oo 58 A, o 35 S Tl s 453
through the U Disfric: arc rodueed, Southbound trips on the Montiake Blvd, tako 28 minutes n the
Jic 5 more 7 minutes it ths plan, Whether you bike, dfive of take transH, s goirg to a whole fot
Seaier et round. Rt T roaled, riss s Ftigaied, and the Arboreturm Masar Pian can be urlsd and comploted

Gommerts are most effective 1 they are put in your own words, The most important message s this:

=1 support e Paciic intarchange apiion for SR 520. The Paciic Imerchange s the only solution that fixes the Murliake
Bricige bottlenck, connects SR 520 hus senvice directly (o fight rail at UW, creates & contiuious new park and trail system
fom Poitage Say 10 the Arboretum

You may als wish to inctude the follcwing:
« A 70 oot clearance for the Union Say Eridge would be suffcient for boat traffc and would work better than a 110
oot clearance o raifc operations, fransit and bicyoles.
« Abioycle rail ik should be macta from the proposed SR 523 biayole i to Madison Perk.
« The Union Bay Bridge shouid be'a beautitul siructure that befts its magniticent setting.
u can

Submit your fecdhack in writing: The best wayto serd faadback is via At/ sr520deiscomments am. Yo
alsa email SH5Z0DEISGomments G wsdot.va.qov, of sen a letter to Paul Kueger, WSDOT Enviroamental Manager,
SR 520 Project Offica, 414 Olive Way, Suite 400, Seattle, WA 96101

Attend a public hearing: Monday, Sap. 18, &7 p.r. MOHAI, 2700 24th Ave &

Lear more ebcut BetterBridge.org and the benits of Paucific Inzerchange at itpi/fwwyebetterbridce ore.

Thank you for taking the time t make your opinions known. Your feedback wik make a differonce!

[-0259-001
Comment Summary:
Pacific Street Interchange Option

Response:

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

June 2011



