
I-275-001

Comment noted.

 

I-275-002

Comment noted.

 

I-275-003

Comment noted.
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I-275-004

WSDOT considered a wide range of alternatives before narrowing them

down to those evaluated in the Draft EIS. Reasonable alternatives

include those that are practical or feasible from the technical and

economic standpoint and using common sense, rather than simply

desirable from the standpoint of the applicant. What constitutes a

reasonable range of alternatives depends on the nature of the proposal

and the facts in each case.  FHWA guidance provides additional

discussion of the relationship between purpose and need and

alternatives consideration, analysis and selection, and states that

“alternatives which meet the purpose and need for the project at an

acceptable cost and level of environmental impact relative to the benefits

which will be derived from the project” should be considered. (

http://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/projdev/tdmneed.asp )

The Range of Alternatives and Options Evaluated Report, included as

Attachment 7 in the SDEIS describes the history of alternatives

development for the SR 520 corridor and provides the framework,

context, and supporting details for understanding how the project has

evolved. It also explains the screening that has occurred to narrow and

define the scope of the alternatives and the legislative actions that have

influenced the project. The information contained in this report was

summarized in pages 1-9 through 1-22 of the SDEIS.

In the Trans-Lake Washington Study, a 47-member stakeholder group

evaluated a broad range of potential modes and routes for crossing Lake

Washington. The concepts the group considered included new project

corridors (for example, a crossing from Sand Point to Kirkland); different

crossing methods, such as tubes and tunnels; new travel modes, such

as ferries or rail; and the management of travel demand through tolling

or land use changes. One of options considered was a bus only

configuration. That option was evaluated and screened early in the

process because it would cause substantial diversion to other
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corridors thus increasing congestion throughout the remainder of the

freeway system. After all the concepts were screened, the most

promising were combined into “solution sets,” which ultimately formed

the basis for the alternatives evaluated in the Draft EIS (page 1-10 in the

SDEIS). 

Fixed bridges, as designed and discussed in this comment, were among

those options evaluated in the initial screening phases of project

development. Early in the scoping phase for this project, WSDOT

screened out the cable-stayed bridge and a stacked bridge on the basis

of costs and environmental effects. A cable-stayed bridge would have

very tall towers and would be a dominating feature on the landscape.

 With such high bridges (either cable-stayed or stacked), noise would

reach a larger group of neighborhoods in the area than the currently

planned structure. Noise walls could likely not be installed on these types

of structures due to instability that would be created with wind. Without

noise walls, it could be difficult to mitigate noise issues. The size and

scale of the cable-stayed support towers and stacking the freeway would

create a much larger project footprint horizontally and vertically for the

connections with the interchanges, compared with other feasible

alternatives evaluated for this project.

Section 2.4 in the Final EIS explains why initial implementation of light

rail transit on SR 520 is not planned. The decision to locate Sound

Transit’s initial east-west light rail transit corridor on I-90 rather than SR

520 has been made through extensive regional deliberation (see Table

2-2 of the Final EIS).  Section 2.4 also explains how the SR 520, I-5 to

Medina project can accommodate future high capacity transit, such as

proposed bus rapid transit or potential future light rail.

The Preferred Alternative includes a number of design elements that

would reduce noise compared to the No Build Alternative. See Chapter 2

and Section 5.7 of the Final for more information.
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Chapter 1 of the Final EIS includes updated information about cost and

funding.

 

I-275-005

Early in the scoping phase for this project, WSDOT screened out the

cable-stayed bridge and a stacked bridge on the basis of costs and

environmental effects. A cable-stayed bridge would have very tall towers

and would be a dominating feature on the landscape.  With such high

bridges (either cable-stayed or stacked), noise would reach a larger

group of neighborhoods in the area than the currently planned structure.

Noise walls could likely not be installed on these types of structures due

to instability that would be created with wind. Without noise walls, it could

be difficult to mitigate noise issues. The size and scale of the cable-

stayed support towers and stacking the freeway would create a much

larger project footprint horizontally and vertically for the connections with

the interchanges, compared with other feasible alternatives evaluated for

this project.

 

I-275-006

See the response to Comment I-275-005 regarding a cable-stayed

bridge design.

As described in Chapter 1 of the SDEIS and in the Range of Alternatives

and Options Evaluated Report (Attachment 8 to the SDEIS), an

extensive range of alternatives has been evaluated for this project.

Alternative corridors, technologies (e.g. tubes and tunnels), and travel

modes, as well as many design variations within the existing corridor,

were evaluated as part of the Trans-Lake Washington Study and again

after the initiation of NEPA review in 2000. Chapter 2 of the Final EIS

provides additional information on how alternatives were developed and

evaluated, and why some solutions were determined not to be

reasonable alternatives.
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The Trans-Lake Washington Committee examined the possibility of a

ferries on Lake Washington and The Trans-Lake Study Findings and

Recommendations showed that passenger ferries would not

“substantially enhance people-moving capacity” across the lake.
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