
I-305-001

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 Final Transportation Discipline Report indicates that with the

Preferred Alternative, transportation operations would be improved in the

Montlake area compared to the No Build Alternative. The second

bascule bridge would create lane continuity between the Montlake Cut

and the SR 520 Montlake interchange, which would improve traffic

operations compared to the No Build Alternative. The bridge would

provide additional capacity for transit/HOV, bicycles, and pedestrians

and would provide bicycle lanes across the Montlake Cut. Most notably,

overall delay related to bridge openings would decrease for all vehicles

because the additional capacity would help clear congestion more

quickly.  Please see the Final Transportation Discipline Report, Chapters

6 and 8, for additional information regarding the effect of Montlake

Bridge openings on traffic operations during off-peak hours.

 

I-305-002

Since the SDEIS was published, WSDOT has revised the potential haul

routes. East Shelby and East Hamlin streets were identified as potential

haul routes only for Options K and L and continue to be identified for

those options in the Final EIS; they are not identified as potential haul

routes for Option A or the Preferred Alternative. See Chapter 3 of the

Final EIS for additional information about potential haul routes identified

for construction of the Preferred Alternative. Your comments about the

condition of both streets, parking restrictions, and the potential burden on

residents are noted. Chapter 3 of the Final EIS also provides clarification

about barge use for materials hauling. WSDOT assumes that barges

would be used as described by this comment, though such trips cannot

yet be fully characterized.
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I-305-003

Since publication of the SDEIS, WSDOT has identified 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. These include a nearly 1,400 foot lid over the Montlake

interchange and additional design refinements to improve pedestrian and

bicycle safety in the Montlake interchange area. The Preferred

Alternative and its design refinements were developed in coordination

with the University of Washington, King County Metro, Sound Transit,

and the City of Seattle.

Chapter 2 of the Final EIS describes the Preferred Alternative. Please

see Chapters 7 and 8 of the Final Transportation Discipline Report for a

description of pedestrian, bicycle, and transit connection improvements

and their effects on users in the Montlake interchange area.  Also refer to

the Visual Quality and Aesthetics Discipline Report Addendum, for more

information regarding the Preferred Alternative’s effect on visual quality

in the Montlake Interchange area.

 

I-305-004

While WSDOT believed that the design of the SR 520, I-5 to Medina

project already accommodated potential future light rail, the agency

worked with the City of Seattle and Sound Transit to identify changes

that would enhance the corridor’s rail compatibility. The Preferred

Alternative reflects these design changes and allows for two potential

future rail options:

Option 1: Convert the HOV/transit lanes to light rail. This approach

would accommodate light rail by converting the HOV lanes to

exclusive rail use. Trains would use the direct-access ramps at

Montlake Boulevard to exit, or could utilize a 40-foot gap between

the eastbound and westbound lanes of the west approach to make a

more direct connection to the University Link station at Husky

•
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Stadium.

Option 2: Add light-rail only lanes. This approach would allow

several connections—via a high bridge, a drawbridge, or a

tunnel—to the University Link station.

•

Without a specific light rail transit alignment and service plan for the SR

520 corridor, the design options accommodate a number of potential

configurations. However, full build out of light rail transit in the corridor

would require modifications provided as a future project, including the

addition of supplemental floating bridge pontoons to support the

additional weight of light rail under either option. Since rail transit in the

SR 520 corridor is not programmed in current regional transit plans, any

future project to add rail in the corridor would need to undergo an

extensive planning and environmental review process by the responsible

transit agency prior to implementation. It is clear that there would be a

need for construction and additional costs to add light rail to the SR 520

corridor, but the costs and risks associated with such an addition have

been minimized by the design elements included in the Preferred

Alternative. Section 2.4 in the Final EIS provides additional information

on planning for high capacity transit in the SR 520 corridor.
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