
I-300-001

Effects to wetland from operation and construction are shown in Exhibits

5.11-2 and 6.11-2 in the SDEIS. In addition, please refer to the Final EIS

Sections 5.11 and 6.11 for updated exhibits which show effects to

wetlands from the Preferred Alternative.

 

I-300-002

There are no listed species within the project area. However,

construction of the project could affect non-listed wildlife and their

habitat. Many of the animals that occur adjacent to the highway

corridor are accustomed to living in urban areas and may not be

disturbed by construction-related activity and habitat alteration.

Individuals that are more sensitive to disturbance would be displaced to

other areas of suitable habitat. Refer to the Ecosystems Discipline

Report (Attachment 7 to the SDEIS) and the Ecosystems Discipline

Report Addendum (Attachment 7 to the Final EIS).

 

I-300-003

Comment noted.

 

I-300-004

Retrofitting the Evergreen Point Bridge and bridge approach structures

was not determined to be a viable option under the No Build Alternative

or separately. The bridge has had a number of safety and maintenance

retrofits to date and further retrofits are not feasible due to structural and

pontoon flotation limitations. Hollow columns support the west approach

to the Evergreen Point Bridge, the Portage Bay Bridge, and on-and off-

ramps in Montlake and the Arboretum. These columns are vulnerable to

damage from earthquakes and could not be effectively retrofitted to

accepted seismic protection levels.  The No Build Alternative evaluated

in the Draft EIS did assume that minor retrofits associated with

maintenance and safety would continue, however, because a “retrofit

SR 520 Bridge Replacement and HOV Project



alternative” is not structurally feasible, it was not determined to be a

viable option.

 

SR 520 Bridge Replacement and HOV Project



I-300-005

Section 1.10 of the Final EIS provides updated information on project

and program funding. The total program cost for the SR 520, Bridge

Replacement and HOV program, which includes the SR 520, I-5 to

Medina project, the SR 520, Medina to SR 202 project, and the SR 520,

Pontoon Construction project, is $4.65 billion. The unfunded portion of

the program is currently $1.98 billion. Section 1.10 and Section 2.8

provide further discussion on funding and how WSDOT has planned for

a potential shortfall with potential phasing for the SR 520, I-5 to Medina

project.    Please see the project website for up-to-date information on

project financial information, including state and federal funding sources,

and tolling information:

http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/Projects/SR520Bridge/financing.htm.

The potential for retrofitting the existing bridges was discussed during

the mediation process and was dismissed from further consideration at

that time (see pages 1-17 through 1-19 of the SDEIS). The No Build

Alternative evaluated in the Draft EIS did assume that minor retrofits

associated with maintenance and safety would continue. However,

retrofitting the Evergreen Point Bridge and bridge approach structures to

current standards was determined not to be a viable option because the

bridge has had a number of safety and maintenance retrofits to date, and

further retrofits are not feasible due to structural and pontoon floatation

limitations. Although it might be feasible to seismically retrofit the hollow

columns supporting the west approach to the Evergreen Point Bridge,

the Portage Bay Bridge, and on- and off-ramps in Montlake and the

Arboretum, such a retrofit is likely to have similar costs to new

construction, similar or greater impacts, and a shorter design life. Thus, it

would not be cost-effective compared to building new structures.

Seismic restrainers were added to the bridge joints in the late 1990 to

help keep the bridge spans on the piers during an earthquake. The

columns are essentially impossible to fix since they are half full of mud
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and the tips of the columns are not embedded into the solid ground

where they need to be for adequate restraint. A retrofit scheme was

looked at that would place new columns outside of the existing ones,

encapsulating the existing crossbeam with a new one. This retrofit

scheme essentially replaces the old foundation with a new one alongside

it and would cost in excess of 60% of the price of a new bridge. This

approach is questionable when you factor in that the bridge would still

have many other structural/functional deficiencies and is already in

excess of 50 percent of its original design life.
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