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Enter your comment below. Please be as specific as possible.

I have read the executive summary thoroughly, and the appendices that further explain the alternatives to the proposals. I
found theorganization confusing, as there is no stated preferred alternative, inadequate traffic and impacts data relative to the
implications of tolls on use and new capacity on traffic patterns.

Specifically: I oppose the Pacific Interchange options completely, due to visual, cost and impacts to wetlands, the navigable
channel, views from Laurelhurst, the Arboretum, Rainier Vista. I oppose any form of viaduct reaching to Husky Stadium,

Further I believe that if the on and off ramps to aned through the arboretum are closed for 3-5 years, people would have found
another way to get home, and can/should be encouraged to continue to use that rather than LWB through the Arboretum.

As such, I find no alternative acceptable, because they all continue to use the undersized LWB to carry the traffic volume of today
plus the traffic volume nof tomorrow.

I would like to see serious examination given to enhancing the capacity of 23rd Avenue to carry the bridge traffic south.

Prioritize transit for the 4 lane option, even at the expense of pedestrian bicycle lane. 6 lanes can fit inta the 4-lane bridge
section (97 feet wide) with HOV and two SOV lanes and two shoulders each way. All need to be narrowed to minimum
dimension, but they fit, and this would be preferable.

Finally, with a second Montlake Bridge to carry dedicated hov traffic, whose exit lights are prioritized to pass them through to the
Pacific Street/Montlake Boulevard Intersection, traffic would be flowing much better, 770 parking stalls at the U would not be
lost/or have to be replaced, and impacts would substantiallly be contained in the already impacted area.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment: In the end I:
oppose Pacific Interchange Option

endorse 2nd Montlake Bridge

oppose any offf/on ramps directly into arboretum

suggest 4 lane option prioritized for transit

traffic control prioritized for transit at every intersection

hope to see better analysis on 23rd than has been done before.

Susan Black, Landscape Architect
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SR 520 Bridge Replacement and HOV Project
2006 Draft EIS Comments and Responses

[-0313-001
Comment Summary:
Pacific Street Interchange Option

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

[-0313-002
Comment Summary:
Arboretum Area (Local Streets)

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

1-0313-003
Comment Summary:
4-Lane Alternative

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