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Bellevue Christian School, Direct Effects 
The 4-Lane Alternative would have a direct effect on the Bellevue 
Christian School through the acquisition of 3,436 square feet of property 
to accommodate a new bicycle/pedestrian path along the southern 
right-of-way (see Exhibit 46). This narrow strip of property is located 
along the rear of the school grounds, immediately adjacent to SR 520, in 
close proximity to the main building. It would not affect any of the 
structures on the site, but incorporating part of the property into the 
transportation facility is considered a use, as defined in Section 4(f). 

Bellevue Christian School, Proximity Effects 
The 4-Lane Alternative would have a beneficial proximity effect on the 
property because of the construction of sound walls along SR 520 to 
reduce noise levels. Current noise levels range from 66 to 71 dBA. The 
proposed sound walls would reduce these levels to 59 to 63 dBA, 
resulting in a decrease in noise at this historic property.  

Bellevue Christian School, Construction Effects 
The property would not experience any temporary occupancy during 
construction. Noise and dust generated during construction may affect 
the school grounds because the school has only exterior circulation 
walkways, which must be used by the students and faculty throughout 
the school day. In addition, the physical education/outdoor play area 
located next to SR 520 may be affected by construction dust and noise 
during the school day. Noise from construction may also affect the 
academic environment at the school. However, dust and construction 
noise would be temporary and would not alter the property or make it 
unusable. Noise from project construction would be monitored to 
ensure compliance with local regulations (see the Noise Discipline Report 
for details on noise regulations and construction monitoring). 
Therefore, these proximity effects are not expected to be so severe as to 
substantially impair important activities or significant features of the 
property.  

6-Lane Alternative 
2851 Evergreen Point Road, Proximity Effects 
Although the 4-Lane Alternative would have a direct effect on this 
property, the 6-Lane Alternative would not. The proposed Evergreen 
Point Road lid would have beneficial visual and audible effects on this 
residence (see Exhibit 47). The landscaped lid would increase green 
space adjacent to the property and reduce the visibility of SR 520, which 
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would partially restore the original setting and help to decrease noise 
levels. The current noise level at this site is 73 dBA. Construction of the 
lid and adjacent sound walls would reduce the noise level to 62 dBA.  

2851 Evergreen Point Road, Construction Effects 
Access to the property may be temporarily restricted during 
construction of the new bicycle/pedestrian path access ramp, or during 
the demolition of the Evergreen Point Road bridge over SR 520 and 
construction of the Evergreen Point Road lid. No temporary occupancy 
of the property is anticipated, and while access may be temporarily 
restricted, it would not be precluded and would not substantially 
diminish the use of the property. During construction, this property 
may experience temporary noise associated with construction; fugitive 
dust; and vibrations specifically associated with demolition of the 
existing fixed section of the Evergreen Point Bridge, construction of 
new columns for the new bridge, demolition of the Evergreen Point 
Road bridge over SR 520, and construction of the Evergreen Point Road 
lid. The proximity effects from construction would not substantially 
impair significant historic features of the property - fugitive dust, noise 
and vibrations would be temporary and would not alter the property or 
make it unusable. Vibration and noise from project construction would 
be monitored to ensure compliance with local regulations (see the Noise 
Discipline Report for details on noise regulations and construction 
monitoring) and would not be expected to cause a substantial 
impairment of the resource.  

2891 Evergreen Point Road, Proximity Effects 
This residence would experience increased visual intrusion because of 
the relocation of the Evergreen Point Bridge to the north (closer to the 
house), and the removal of selected structures and vegetation that 
currently buffer and screen the property from the roadway (see 
Exhibit 47). It would also experience visual intrusion from the 
construction of new sound walls. However, the sound wall at this 
location would provide a beneficial effect through reduced noise levels. 
The current noise level near this site is 64 dBA. Sound walls would 
lower the noise level to 59 dBA. In addition, the visual effects would not 
be so severe that they would substantially impair significant historic 
features of the property. 

2891 Evergreen Point Road, Construction Effects 
No temporary occupancy of the property is anticipated. Access to the 
property may be temporarily restricted during the demolition of the 
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Evergreen Point Road bridge over SR 520 and construction of the 
Evergreen Point Road lid. While access may be temporarily restricted, it 
would not be precluded and would not substantially diminish the use 
of the property. During construction, this property may experience 
temporary noise associated with construction; fugitive dust; and 
vibrations specifically associated with demolition of the existing fixed 
section of the Evergreen Point Bridge, construction of new columns for 
the new bridge, demolition of the Evergreen Point Road bridge over 
SR 520, and construction of the Evergreen Point Road lid.  These 
proximity effects from construction would not substantially impair 
significant features of the historic site - fugitive dust and vibrations 
would be temporary and would not alter the property or make it 
unusable. Vibration and noise from project construction would be 
monitored to ensure compliance with local regulations (see the Noise 
Discipline Report for details on noise regulations and construction 
monitoring) and would not be expected to cause a substantial 
impairment of the resource.  

Bellevue Christian School, Direct Effects 
The Bellevue Christian School would be directly affected by the 6-Lane 
Alternative (see Exhibit 47). A small piece of its property, 4,884 square 
feet, would be acquired to accommodate a new bicycle/pedestrian path 
along the southern right-of-way. This narrow strip of property is 
located along the rear of the school grounds, immediately adjacent to 
SR 520, in close proximity to the main building. This would not affect 
any of the structures on the site, but incorporating part of the property 
into the transportation facility is considered a use, as defined by 
Section 4(f). 

Bellevue Christian School, Proximity Effects 
The property would experience beneficial proximity effects from the 
proposed Evergreen Point Road lid, which would increase green space 
adjacent to part of the property and reduce the visibility of SR 520, 
partially restoring the original setting, and helping to decrease noise 
levels. New sound walls would also be beneficial. The current noise 
levels range from 66 to 71 dBA, depending on the location within the 
property. The proposed lid and sound walls would reduce these levels 
to 58 to 65 dBA, resulting in a decrease in noise at this historic property.  

Bellevue Christian School, Construction Effects 
The property would not experience any temporary occupancy during 
construction. Noise and dust generated during construction may affect 
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the Bellevue Christian School grounds because the school has only 
exterior circulation walkways, which must be used by the students and 
faculty throughout the school day. In addition, the physical 
education/outdoor play area located next to SR 520 may be affected by 
construction dust and noise during the school day. Noise from 
construction may also affect the academic environment at the school. 
However, dust and construction noise would be temporary and would 
not alter the property or make it unusable. Noise from project 
construction would be monitored to ensure compliance with local 
regulations (see the Noise Discipline Report for details on noise 
regulations and construction monitoring). Therefore, these proximity 
effects are not expected to be so severe as to substantially impair 
important activities or significant historic features of the property. 

What is Section 6(f), what are the Section 6(f) 
properties, and how would the project alternatives 
use these properties? 
In addition to Section 4(f) regulations and the protection provided by 
them, parks and other recreational  facilities acquired and/or 
developed using funds from the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
(LWCF) Act of 1965 (Title 16, USC, Section 460l) are protected  from 
conversion to uses other than public outdoor recreation.  Section 6 (f)(3) 
of the Act prohibits grant-assisted resources from bring converted 
without the approval of the U.S. Department of the Interior National 
Park Service.  That approval depends on mitigation through 
replacement with property of at least fair market value and of 
reasonably equivalent usefulness and location. 

There is only one LWCF-assisted resource protected by Section 6(f) in 
the project area—the Arboretum Waterfront Trail that extends from the 
Ship Canal, through East Montlake Park and Marsh and Foster Islands 
in the Washington Park Arboretum, to its southern terminus in the 
main area of the Arboretum.  The trail, which was constructed in 1967, 
passes under SR 520 in the middle of Foster Island.  The two parks 
through which the trail traverses are not Section 6(f) resources—in 
other words, neither park was acquired nor developed with LWCF 
funds. 

As noted in the previous analysis of both East Montlake Park and the 
Arboretum, the Arboretum Waterfront Trail would be affected during 
construction of both the 4-Lane and 6-Lane Alternatives.  Construction 
of a pipeline from the proposed stormwater treatment wetland in East 
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Montlake Park to an outfall on the Ship Canal would require the 
periodic closure of that section of the trail in the vicinity of the pipeline 
for safety purposes.  It is not anticipated that those closures would be 
longer than one month at a time. 

Construction of the proposed highway improvements would require 
the periodic closure of that section of the trail that passes under the 
highway on Foster Island in the Arboretum.  During closures, trail 
users would be unable to use the trail in its entirety between the Ship 
Canal and the main area of the Arboretum.  It is not anticipated that 
these closures would be longer than 180 consecutive days. 

In accordance with the LWCF policy manual (Section 675.9.3A[5][Cc]), 
followed by the National Park Service and the IAC (the Washington 
State agency that administers the LWCF funds), closure of the trail in 
either location (and thus a “temporary” nonconforming use) would 
constitute a “conversion” to a nonrecreational use if the closures were 
more than 180 consecutive days. Conversion would require approval by 
the National Park Service and replacement of the converted land (the 
extent of the trail not available for recreational purposes).  However, 
because the temporary closures of the trail are not anticipated to be 
longer than 180 consecutive days.  It should also be noted that the 
affected area is relatively small, the temporary use would not result in 
permanent damage, and no practical alternatives to the temporary use 
exist.  No conversion of recreational use is predicted. 

Are there feasible and prudent 
alternatives that would avoid use of 
the Section 4(f) properties? 
Section 4(f) requires that, if a use is identified to a protected property, 
an analysis must be performed to identify feasible and prudent 
alternatives to avoid that use. As previously noted, if a feasible and 
prudent avoidance alternative is available, it must be selected. The 
following discussion presents alternatives that could feasibly avoid 
Section 4(f) properties that would be used by the project and the 
reasons why these alternatives are not considered prudent. 
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What avoidance alternatives were considered but 
rejected? 
The SR 520 Bridge Replacement and HOV Project team evaluated a 
number of alternatives that would avoid the SR 520 corridor through a 
multi-step screening process.  

New corridors were evaluated, such as a new bridge from Sand Point to 
Kirkland, a High Capacity Transit (HCT) crossing between SR 520 and 
I-90, and a new submerged tunnel underneath SR 520. Operational 
changes were evaluated, such as closing the SR 520 on- and off-ramps 
between I-5 and I-405, modifying HOV operations, or increasing 
investment in transportation demand measures. New trans-lake travel 
modes were evaluated, such as passenger ferries and new HCT 
corridors between Madison Park and Kirkland. 

Through an extensive screening processes, many of these alternatives 
were eliminated over time because they did not meet the project’s 
purpose and need, would result in low transportation effectiveness, or 
would cause substantial adverse environmental effects, as discussed 
below. 

• New corridors—Building new transportation corridors for either a 
highway, arterial, or HCT would result in substantial adverse 
environmental effects. The transportation effectiveness was low 
and/or did not meet the project’s purpose and need of improving 
mobility for people and goods across SR 520.  

• Operational changes—the transportation effectiveness would be 
low, and changing the operation of SR 520 would not meet the 
project’s purpose and need of improving mobility for people and 
goods across SR 520. Increasing the investment in transportation 
demand measures was determined to be beneficial in combination 
with an alternative, and was carried forward as part of the EIS build 
alternatives. 

• New travel modes—The transportation effectiveness would be low, 
and changing the operation of SR 520 would not meet the project’s 
purpose and need of improving mobility for people and goods 
across SR 520. 

More detail related to alternatives that have been considered as part of 
this project is contained in the Description of Alternatives and Construction 
Techniques Report (Appendix A of the Draft EIS). 
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In addition to these broader alternatives, there were a number of design 
options that were considered that had the potential to avoid use of 
specific protected properties. These are discussed below. 

Are there feasible and prudent alternatives that 
would avoid use of parks and recreational 
facilities? 

Bagley Viewpoint 
The obvious avoidance alternative would be to shift the proposed 
highway footprint farther south 45 feet or 65 feet, depending on the 
alternative. Holding the existing southern edge of the WSDOT right-of-
way and extending northward was viewed from an engineering 
perspective as the best means of improving the highway geometrics 
(specifically the Portage Bay Bridge alignment) and heightening driver 
safety. Shifting the highway alignment south was not considered 
prudent because of:  

• The extraordinary community disruption and additional 
construction costs of an extraordinary magnitude that would be in-
curred throughout the Montlake corridor  

• The unacceptable and severe adverse economic and environmental 
effects such as the increased noise experienced by a greater number 
of sensitive noise receptors on the south side of the highway 

• The effects on the wetlands on the south side of Portage Bay. 

McCurdy and East Montlake Parks  
Shifting the highway alignment farther south would avoid effects on 
these parks and the Arboretum Waterfront Trail, a Section 6(f) property; 
however, a more southerly alignment would have far more extensive 
effects on the residences that make up the NRHP-eligible Montlake 
historic district, resulting in extraordinary community disruption and 
relocation costs of an extraordinary magnitude. As a result, a southern 
shift was not considered prudent. 

In addition, the stormwater treatment wetland is proposed to be located 
at the low point topographically within the park. Shifting the highway 
alignment further south would not negate the need for this facility to 
still be located where it is currently proposed. 
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Washington Park Arboretum 
There are no feasible and prudent avoidance alternatives. Shifting the 
alignment north of the park (through the northern portion of the 
NRHP-eligible Montlake historic district, along the Ship Canal, and 
over Portage Bay) would cause unacceptable and severe adverse 
environmental effects, extraordinary community disruption, and 
additional construction costs of an extraordinary magnitude. 

Are there feasible and prudent alternatives that 
would avoid use of historic properties?  

NRHP-Eligible Montlake Historic District 
As noted above, holding the existing southern edge of the WSDOT 
right-of-way and extending northward was viewed from an 
engineering perspective as the best means of improving the highway 
geometrics (specifically the Portage Bay Bridge alignment) and 
improving driver safety. From an environmental perspective, extending 
northward was also preferred because it expands the Portage Bay 
Bridge over open water, avoiding wetlands and shoreline. Shifting the 
alignment to the south could avoid taking the property at the NOAA 
Northwest Fisheries Science Center, but that alternative may not be 
prudent because of the greater effects on wetlands and shoreline, as 
well as other Section 4(f) resources. It would possibly take a part of the 
Montlake Playfield, and would have a greater effect on the historic 
Mason House on the west shore of the bay. In addition, holding the 
southern right-of-way would take no further resources to the south and 
would involve no displacements, whereas shifting to the south could 
involve multiple acquisitions and relocations along Lake Washington 
Boulevard, causing extraordinary community disruption and additional 
construction costs of an extraordinary magnitude.  

Alternatives that take less of the NOAA property could be investigated, 
such as relocating the enforcement area and flyer stop. It may not be 
prudent to relocate the flyer stop, as it is proposed to be kept in its 
existing location which is convenient for transit riders. However, future 
development of the light rail system envisions a stop along Montlake 
Boulevard, close to the University of Washington. If feasible, 
coordinating the bus stop route with the light rail system and relocating 
the bus stop to Montlake Boulevard would eliminate the flyer stop and 
thus reduce the highway footprint and the amount of NOAA land 
needed.  
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Under the 4-Lane Alternative, MOHAI could possibly be avoided by 
realigning the roadway slightly to the south. Vacant land available 
within and immediately adjacent to the existing southern right-of-way 
could potentially be used to accomplish this more southern alignment. 
If the 4-Lane Alternative is identified as the preferred alternative, 
further investigation of this realignment could be conducted. There is 
no avoidance alternative that is prudent and feasible to avoid the 
demolition of MOHAI under the 6-Lane Alternative.  

Evergreen Point Bridge 
No feasible and prudent avoidance alternatives exist for the Evergreen 
Point Bridge. The existing bridge cannot remain in service indefinitely 
due to its advanced age, limited lifespan, and vulnerability to damage 
or loss from wind, waves and earthquakes. Adding another bridge 
adjacent to the existing one would not meet the purpose and need of 
the project — the existing fixed and floating spans of the bridge would 
remain subject to failure.  

2851 Evergreen Point Road  
To avoid taking this property under the 4-Lane Alternative, either the 
bicycle/pedestrian path or the bridge operations facility access road 
would need to be relocated from the southern right-of-way to the 
northern right-of-way. Relocating either of these amenities would 
reduce the amount of property needed on the southern right-of-way 
and would thus avoid the demolition of this resource. If the 4-Lane 
Alternative is identified as the preferred alternative, further 
investigation of this possible relocation could be conducted.  

Bellevue Christian School  
To avoid the direct effect of taking a small piece of the school property, 
the alignment could be shifted to the north. However, this shift would 
affect Fairweather Park, and could also cause greater proximity effects 
on the historic resource at 2891 Evergreen Point Road. Thus, it was not 
considered prudent because the acquisition of school property is very 
small and in a peripheral area. The direct effect could be avoided by 
relocating the bicycle/pedestrian path to the northern right-of-way. 
Doing so, however, does not appear to be prudent because of the 
possibility of causing greater effects to Fairweather Park. If the 4-Lane 
Alternative is identified as the preferred alternative, further 
investigation of this possible relocation could be conducted. 
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What measures have been included in 
the project to minimize harm to the 
Section 4(f) properties? 
As noted above, because of the density of development and the 
proximity of other sensitive features within the project area, effects on 
Section 4(f) properties could not be avoided. Effects have been 
minimized by incorporating the following measures and features into 
the design of the project: 

• The new Lake Washington Boulevard west-to-south off-ramp and 
north-to-east on-ramp were located close together within the 
existing WSDOT right-of-way to minimize visual effects on the 
park. 

• The new ramps and mainline structures near the Washington Park 
Arboretum, while elevated, were designed to be below the existing 
tree line to minimize adverse visual effects. In addition, these 
structures include haunched girders designed to reduce their visual 
bulk. 

• On the Eastside, retaining walls were incorporated into the design 
to minimize encroachment into adjacent parklands and historic 
properties. 

• The proposed sound walls would result in substantial reduction in 
noise levels at sensitive receptors adjacent to the highway, includ-
ing most parks and recreational facilities and historic properties. 

• The width of the proposed flyer stop in the Montlake area was 
designed to be narrower than the maximum width allowed for a 
flyer stop to reduce the width of the SR 520 footprint and minimize 
property acquisition in the NRHP-eligible Montlake historic district. 

• Existing curves in the alignment were retained in the Montlake 
area. The more efficient, straight-line alternative was not selected in 
order to avoid existing structures and minimize property 
acquisition and displacements.  

• Under the 6-Lane Alternative, 500-foot-long lids have been 
designed to cover SR 520 at 10th Avenue East and Delmar Drive 
East, Montlake Boulevard, Evergreen Point Road, 84th Avenue 
Northeast, and 92nd Avenue Northeast. These lids would be 
landscaped, providing a new green space in each area and reuniting 
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the communities on either side of SR 520, allowing enhanced 
pedestrian access across SR 520. The landscaped lids would also 
help to minimize the visual effect of the increased size of SR 520 
under the 6-Lane Alternative. 

What measures are proposed to 
mitigate for unavoidable use of the 
Section 4(f) properties? 

What mitigation is proposed for parks and 
recreational facilities? 
With regards to the conversion of any Seattle parkland to nonpark use 
(Bagley Viewpoint, Montlake Playfield, McCurdy Park, East Montlake 
Park, and Washington Park Arboretum), WSDOT would work with the 
Seattle Parks and Recreation Department to identify suitable 
replacement property per the requirements of Seattle Ordinance 118477 
(equivalent or better size, value, location, and usefulness). 

In addition, WSDOT would work with the Seattle Parks and Recreation 
Department to determine whether a potential land bank, created from 
the land within the current WSDOT right-of-way northwest  of 
Washington Park Arboretum, could satisfy Ordinance 118477’s replace-
ment requirements. It is estimated that the total available local area 
within the potential land bank would be approximately 12.86 acres. 
While that area would exceed the amount of parkland affected, WSDOT 
and Seattle would need to investigate further whether specifically 
affected properties have attributes that cannot be replaced at the land 
bank and, if so, what other mitigation options could be done.  

In addition to these more general mitigation measures, the following 
more detailed measures relate to specific properties: 

Bagley Viewpoint 
• Under the 4-Lane Alternative, WSDOT would coordinate with 

Seattle to investigate the redevelopment opportunities for that 
portion of the viewpoint that would not be acquired. WSDOT and 
Seattle would investigate the possibilities of restoring the 
connection between the viewpoint and Interlaken Park with 
landscaping and a sidewalk and/or viewpoint along the eastside of 
the Delmar Drive East bridge over SR 520. 
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• Under the 6-Lane Alternative, WSDOT would investigate the 
design of a portion of the 10th Avenue East/ Delmar Drive East lid 
for a replacement viewpoint, if considered suitable by the city. The 
developable area of this lid is estimated to be 2.14 acres, which 
would allow for the complete relocation of the viewpoint to a site 
that could ensure maintenance of the existing view features and 
attributes. 

Bill Dawson Trail (Montlake Bike Path) 
• Closure of the trail during construction would be minimized to the 

greatest extent possible and detour routes would be identified and 
signed. 

McCurdy and East Montlake Parks 
• Under the 4-Lane Alternative, WSDOT would work with Seattle to 

investigate the redevelopment opportunities for those portions of 
each park that could be returned to park use after construction. Any 
remaining net loss could be accommodated through the proposed 
land bank. 

• Under the 6-Lane Alternative, WSDOT would investigate the 
possibility of designing a portion of the Montlake Boulevard lid to 
replace all or a portion of the parks. The developable area of this lid 
is estimated to be 1.92 acres. In addition, WSDOT would investigate 
the possibility of replacing lost parkland within the proposed land 
bank, if considered suitable as replacement land by Seattle. 

• Under both build alternatives, WSDOT would coordinate with 
Seattle, MOHAI, and the Arboretum Foundation to identify suitable 
space for the Arboretum staff currently scheduled to move into the 
MOHAI building in 2009. WSDOT would compensate Seattle for 
the loss of the MOHAI facilities. If MOHAI has not moved prior to 
construction of the project, WSDOT would also coordinate with 
MOHAI to identify suitable replacement facilities (for museum 
displays, auditorium, and storage).  

• WSDOT would coordinate with Seattle to investigate the 
opportunities to restore and enhance the shoreline wetlands and/or 
protect the wetland buffer area. 

• Closure of the Arboretum Waterfront Trail during construction 
would be minimized to the greatest extent possible and detour 
routes would be identified and signs would be posted. An 
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alternative canoe/kayak launch point and associated parking 
would be identified.  

Washington Park Arboretum 
• Under the 4-Lane Alternative, most of the affected parkland on 

Foster Island would be replaced by removing the existing SR 520 
roadway and returning that area and the WSDOT right-of-way to 
the south to park use. If additional parkland needs to be replaced, 
WSDOT would coordinate with Seattle and others to identify 
appropriate replacement land including the proposed land bank if 
considered suitable by Seattle. 

• Under the 6-Lane Alternative, a portion of the affected parkland 
would be replaced by returning the WSDOT right-of-way to the 
south of SR 520 to park use. If additional parkland needs to be 
replaced, WSDOT would coordinate with Seattle and others to 
identify appropriate replacement land. 

• Closure of the Arboretum Waterfront Trail during construction 
would be minimized to the greatest extent possible and detour 
routes would be identified and signs would be posted.  

• Trees and other vegetation compatible with the character of the 
existing vegetation would be planted to replace the vegetation that 
is removed to accommodate the new structures and detour bridge. 
In addition, WSDOT and Seattle would examine the potential for 
shoreline and wetland restoration on both sides of SR 520 on Foster 
Island. 

Points Loop Trail 
• Vegetation would be replanted along the trail after construction. 

• New connections in Fairweather Park and to Northeast 33rd Street 
through Wetherill Park would be signed to maintain the continuity 
of the trail. 

Fairweather Park 
• Under the 6-Lane Alternative, WSDOT would work with Medina to 

determine appropriate mitigation for the redevelopment of the 
southwest corner of Fairweather Park to accommodate the relocated 
and reconstructed Points Loop Trail, including the possible 
integration of the park with the proposed lid at Evergreen Point 
Road. 
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Wetherill Park 
• Under the 6-Lane Alternative, WSDOT would work with Hunts 

Point and Yarrow Bay to determine appropriate mitigation for the 
relocation and construction of Points Loop Trail along the eastern 
edge of Wetherill Park and the construction of the flow spreader at 
the southwestern tip of the park. 

What mitigation is proposed for historic 
properties? 
WSDOT would coordinate with SHPO on any mitigation measures 
proposed for historic properties. In addition, WSDOT would coordinate 
with the SHPO on any mitigation measures proposed for historic 
properties within Seattle. Dust control measures would be used that 
minimize dust during construction. Every effort would be made to 
maintain access to historic properties, except for unavoidable short 
periods during construction. Any temporary construction sheds, 
barricades, or material storage would be located away from historic 
properties, and would avoid obscuring views of historic properties. In 
addition to these general mitigation measures, more detailed measures 
for specific properties follow: 

NRHP-Eligible Montlake Historic District 
• WSDOT would coordinate with NOAA Fisheries to investigate the 

possible redevelopment of the area under the Portage Bay Bridge 
adjacent to the NOAA Northwest Fisheries Science Center as a 
parking area to mitigate for the loss of the parking lot that would be 
acquired by the project.  

• WSDOT would coordinate with NOAA Fisheries to determine new 
locations for structures that would be demolished by the project, 
when such structures are necessary for the continued viability of the 
site as a research facility. 

• The NOAA property adjacent to SR 520 would be landscaped as 
screening to mitigate the visual proximity of the new highway. 

• Under the 4-Lane Alternative, landscaping would be installed along 
the northern right-of-way of SR 520 from Montlake Boulevard east 
to the shore of Union Bay to provide a buffer between the historic 
district and the highway.  
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• Under the 6-Lane Alternative, landscaping would be installed on 
the Montlake Boulevard lid. The landscaping would be in the 
Olmsted-style, in keeping with the landscaping plan prepared for 
the area by Frederick Olmsted. 

• Under the 4-Lane Alternative, if some portion of MOHAI can be 
saved, landscaping would be installed to screen MOHAI from 
SR 520. 

• Under the 6-Lane Alternative, established standards for 
documentation of MOHAI would be met before removal. The 
cultural artifacts of the museum would be relocated to an 
appropriate repository, presumably at MOHAI’s new location. 
WSDOT would coordinate with the Seattle Parks and Recreation, 
SHPO, and the Seattle Historic Preservation Officer to: 

− Determine the best use for the remaining land outside the 
required right-of-way at the former MOHAI site  

− Select a design for the remaining land that is complementary to 
the historic district. 

• Additional mitigation could include funding for the redevelopment 
of the former MOHAI site, and/or funding of an exhibit on the 
history of MOHAI and its original structure. 

Evergreen Point Bridge 
• Level 1 Historic American Buildings Survey/Historic American 

Engineering Record (HABS/HAER) documentation for the bridge 
would be provided; documentation would include photographs, 
measured drawings, and a written history component.  

• Additional compensation for the loss of the bridge could include 
funding of a bridge- or transportation-related community project, 
such as a survey of historic transportation elements in the area; 
funding of an educational display at a local museum on historic 
bridges of the Puget Sound region; or funding of an educational 
publication or a website featuring historic bridges and/or 
transportation facilities in the region. 

2851 Evergreen Point Road 
• If, after further review, an avoidance alternative is determined to be 

prudent and feasible that avoids the use of this property under the 

The Historic American 
Buildings Survey/Historic 
American Engineering 
Record, or HABS/HAER, 
program is a division of the 
National Park Service. The 
HABS/HAER program 
collects documents of  
important architectural, 
engineering, and industrial 
sites throughout the United 
States. The HABS/HAER 
collections are archived at 
the Library of Congress. 
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4-Lane Alternative, then that avoidance alternative would be 
implemented. 

• Landscaping would be installed along SR 520 between the historic 
house and the sound wall to reduce the visual effects from the 
project under the 4-Lane Alternative. 

Bellevue Christian School 
• Landscaping would be installed between the new 

bicycle/pedestrian path and the school grounds to mitigate for the 
acquisition of a narrow strip of land fronting on SR 520 that would 
be used for the new bicycle/pedestrian path. 
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