
I-281-001

Comment noted.

 

I-281-002

Since publication of the SDEIS, WSDOT has developed a Preferred

Alternative, which is similar to Option A but with a number of design

refinements that would improve mobility and safety while reducing

negative effects.  Chapter 2 of the Final EIS describes the Preferred

Alternative.

The effect of Montlake Bridge openings on traffic operations during the

off-peak hours was included in the analysis performed for the Preferred

Alternative.  Please see Chapters 6 and 8 of the Final Transportation

Discipline Report.

 

I-281-003

Since publication of the SDEIS, WSDOT has developed a Preferred

Alternative, which is similar to Option A, but with a number of design

refinements that would improve mobility and safety while reducing

negative effects.  Chapter 2 of the Final EIS describes the Preferred

Alternative.

Refer to Chapter 5 of the Final EIS and Chapter 6 of the Final

Transportation Discipline Report (Attachment 7 to the Final EIS) for a

description of how the No Build and Preferred Alternatives would affect

local traffic.

The Final EIS transportation analysis continues to focus on the effects of

the No Build and Preferred Alternatives on weekday peak period traffic

operations in the year 2030.  This provides a comparison of relative

effects between the alternatives.  The only exception is the evaluation of

the effects of Montlake Bridge openings on traffic operations during the

off-peak hours that has been added to the comparison between the No
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Build Alternative and Preferred Alternative.  Please see Chapters 6 and

8 the Final Transportation Discipline Report.

 

I-281-004

Options A, K, and L are design options with very specific project

elements identified for inclusion by mediation participants.  Lids and

pedestrian crossings included for each design option are uniquely

designed and engineered for the option specifically, and are not

considered independent elements as suggested by the comment. Project

costs for each design option are estimated to include all project

components, and to provide a basis for comparing the options. Option K

was not rejected solely based on the higher cost, as asserted in the

comment.  Rather, WSDOT identified a Preferred Alternative that

minimizes effects on the various elements of the built and natural

environment, and which costs fall within the $4.65 billion dollar program

range identified by the legislature.

 

I-281-005

The SDEIS transportation analysis showed that, while person-trip

demand would grow between now and 2030, vehicle-trip demand across

the 520 floating bridge in 2030 would be lower with Option A than with

the No Build Alternative. This is because the proportion of person-trips

using HOVs would increase compared to the No Build Alternative,

because of tolling on SR 520 and because completion of the HOV lane

system in the corridor would improve HOV speed and reliability,

providing an incentive for people to choose alternatives to driving alone.

These changes in demand are described in Section 5.1 of the SDEIS

and Chapter 6 of the Transportation Discipline Report (Attachment 7 to

the SDEIS).

Openings of the existing and new bascule bridges would be

synchronized, and the new bascule bridge would allow for lane continuity

between the Montlake Cut and the SR 520 Montlake interchange, which
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would improve traffic operations compared to the No Build Alternative.

The bridge would provide additional capacity for transit/HOV, bicycles,

and pedestrians,  across the Montlake Cut. Most notably, overall delay

related to bridge openings would decrease for all vehicles because the

additional capacity would allow congestion to clear more quickly.

Chapter 6 of Transportation Discipline Report describes the changes in

traffic volumes and operations on the local streets in the Montlake

interchange area. As illustrated in Chapter 8 of the Transportation

Discipline Report, all of the SDEIS 6-Lane Alternative design options

would provide a travel time benefit during the off-peak periods when the

Montlake drawbridge opens as compared to the No Build Alternative.

Completing the 6-Lane Alternative or any of the design options would not

preclude the City, State, and/or transit agencies from moving forward

with design and implementation of HOV lanes on Montlake Boulevard as

you have described.
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