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SR 520 Bridge Replacement and HOV Program

I-5 to Medina: Bridge Replacement and HOV Project

Seattle City Council: SR 520 Project Committee Special Meeting
Monday, Sept. 24, 2012
Seattle City Hall, 2nd floor, Council Chamber
600 Fourth Ave. Seattle, WA 98104

Public Comment

On Monday, Sept. 24, 2012, the Seattle City Council: SR 520 Project Committee Special
Meeting opened the floor to public comments regarding the Seattle Community Design Process
(SCDP) draft design report. There were a total of 15 verbal comments during the comment
period opportunity. The key messages and affiliations of the individuals who spoke were:

e Nancy Brainard, North Capitol Hill Community Council: Opposed a shared-use path
on the Portage Bay Bridge (PBB) because it will increase the width by 10-14 feet. The
proposed shared-used path on the south side of the PBB would be an awkward
transition from the shared-use path on the north side of the floating bridge. The
proposed shared-use path between Montlake and I-5 is unnecessary because there is
alternative land routes already planned.

e Bob Corwin, Capitol Hill resident: Opposed a six-lane option for the floating bridge
because it will be too impactful on the surrounding waterways and green space. A four-
lane option better balances the needs of cars, transit, bicycles, and pedestrians and is
better suited for the reduced traffic caused by tolling.

e Jorgen Bader, University District Community Council: Addressed the need to secure
transfer of Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) Peninsula to the
city of Seattle. Supported further study on the Second Bascule Bridge (2BB) to fix the
bottleneck in Montlake.

e Marilyn Rainwater, Capitol Hill resident: Supported a safe, convenient, and
comfortable shared-use path on the PBB to South Lake Union. Noted the shared-use
path will be a vital regional link in addition to the substantial local bicycle infrastructure
investement by Amazon.

e Joey Gray, Portage Bay resident: Addressed the need to add and improve healthy and
safe bicycle and pedestrian facilities throughout the corridor.

e Virginia Gunby, Ravenna-Bryant Community Association: Supported to amend the
2BB resolution. Recommended a joint study of multi-modal plans and better north/south
connections through Montlake. Adopting the 2BB resolution may negatively impact non-
motorized users if no future studies are conducted and will send a negative message to
Legislature.

e George Allen, Seattle Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce: Supported to amend the
2BB resolution. Recommended further study of the 2BB and to delay the 2BB resolution
after having just identified triggers.
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e Victor Obeso, King County Metro: Addressed the need for a full analysis to improve
conditions for transit, bicycle, and pedestrian users and to create options that will
improve transit ridership. Supported the 2BB, including continued monitoring and study
of triggers to develop an accurate picture of travel demand.

e Max Hepp-Buchanan, Seattle Bike Advisory Board (SBAB): Supported a shared-use
path on PBB, including further design and engineering study for safety and connectivity,
and continued work to narrow the width. Non-motorized facilities should reflect travel
patterns for present and future generation of users.

e Lionel Job, Montlake Greenways: Addressed the need for more direct, safer, and
shorter bicycle and pedestrian routes suitable for users of all ages throughout Montlake
that avoids intersections.

e Anne Preston, Portage Bay/Roanoke Park Community Council: Opposed a shared-
use path on PBB because of alternate routes available through neighborhoods. The
Portage Bay/Roanoke Park neighborhood received $150 thousand from the city to plan
safe and connective surface route from South Lake Union to SR 520. Requested
WSDOT to purchase the property acquired by the Seattle Preparatory School to
complete bicycle and pedestrian connections.

e Craig Benjamin, Cascade Bicycle Club: Supported the shared-use path on PBB and
non-motorized recommendations. Addressed the need for WSDOT to further study the
critical pathway on PBB.

e Seth Schromen-Wawrin, Seattle Pedestrian Advisory Board: Supported further study
to include a shared-use path on PBB. Addressed the need for improved pedestrian
crossing on the Montlake lid, improved pedestrian connections on the Roanoke lid, and
continued collaboration with the West Side Community Design Collaborative to further
the Montlake lid design.

e Bob Edmiston, Seattle Neighborhood Greenways: Noted that the Seattle City Council
supported the recommendations of the SR 520 Health Impact Assessment. Addressed
the need for healthy, safe, and continuous bicycle and pedestrian choices to travel
north/south though Montlake and across the Montlake lid.

e Gordon Padelford, Central Seattle Greenways: Supported the design preference for
safe, direct, and comfortable bicycle and pedestrian connections from Montlake to
downtown Seattle and North Capitol Hill. Supported a shared-use path on PBB as a
critical regional connection, along with support from many other organizations.

The Sept. 24, 2012 SR 520 Project Committee Special Meeting can be viewed on the Seattle City Council
homepage at http://www.seattlechannel.org/videos/watchVideos.asp?program=520Committee.
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From: Becky McAuley [mailto

Sent: Friday, September 14, 2012 9:11 AM
To: SR520CommunityDesign

Subject: Online Survey???

Hi | got the postcard in the mail indicating that the public comment period is open and | am looking for
the online survey at http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/Projects/SR520Bridge/I5ToMedina/ and cannot find it.

| have a comment on the Montlake Lid Preferred Alternative — | am absolutely against the westbound
off-ramp for 2 reasons 1) it will break up the green space on the lid and 2) it increasing the vehicular
traffic ultimately preventing the space from becoming a viable park area safe for children to play and
connecting the north and south sides of 520. | live very close to the lid at

- and | would use that ramp to exit 520 when traveling westbound but | would gladly give up that
convenience and exit at Montlake Blvd. in exchange for a more useable lid space.

Thanks

Becky McAuley
E:
C:
H:




From: Liam M Stacey [mailto

Sent: Friday, September 14, 2012 11:43 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Simple way to reduce Southbound congestion at Montlake overpass.

Dear design team.

One current and future problem is that southbound traffic gets blocked up as cars headed to
SR520 fill up the South bound lanes. One way to get more of those cars out of there faster would
be to add an extra turning lane on the overpass, so that there would be 2 lanes holding cars that
are going to the two lanes of onramp to SR520 East. Why not get those cars quickly off of
montlake?

Liam M Stace




From: Bob Breskovich [mailto ||| G

Sent: Sunday, September 16, 2012 8:34 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: In favor of Cable Stay Bridge over Portage Bay

To whom it may concern,

We live roughly three blocks north of State Route 520 at_ and are very
much in favor of the Cable Stay design option. We have few chances in cities to create iconic bridge
structure and Seattle would be well advised to take advantage of this opportunity.

Sincerely:

Bob & Barbara Breskovich



From: Aaron Lowin [mailto:

Sent: Sunday, September 16, 2012 12:45 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Community fdbk re 520 Rebuild - Traffic safety

This traffic safety matter may already be addressed, but I don't see a remedy on
the draft Community Design Report, Ch 5 (Geog) at p 20 of 45.

Where S-bound Montlake Blvd crosses over 520 a bus stop and shelter are situated
on the W side of the overpass, to serve S-bound and E-bound busses. It is well
located and should stay there.

But the busses must stop in a traffic lane (rather than into a cutout) and in the
traffic lane they pose an appreciable hazard for vehicles intending to turn R
into the access lane to E-bound 520 or immediately after.

A fair number of vehicles want to turn R immediately after the 529 access lane,
either into the gas station, or grocery beyond, or onto W-bound Roanoke just
beyond the grocery.

If a bus is standing at the stop, vehicles wanting to turn R usually wait in the
lane immediately left of the bus. Then, when the light turns green, the bus and
waiting vehicles both move forward, and there is a bit of a race and a real
possibility of collision as the R-turning vehicles and bus compete for the R
lane.

The issue would be eased by creating a bus stop cutout, so that standing busses
did not block vehicles wanting to turn R. (This is not a perfect solution; the
issue would still occur, tho less frequently, when the bus reentered a traffic
lane.)

Aaron Lowin



From: I (i I

Sent: Wednesday, September 19, 2012 4:48 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: SR 520 Seattle Community Design Proccess

Attached a few comments on the proposed SR 520 project.

SR-520

Community Design Process Review — Safety Issues

9/19/12

The presentation from WSDOT concerning SR 520, dated 7/16/12, has eliminated specific
design elements that the Community Design Process produced. Of particular concern are the
safety issues that the new design fails to address:

1.

4,

Enhanced Crosswalk at Delmar and Interlaken

The intersection of Delmar and Interlake should have a safe crossing at with an enhanced
crosswalk and traffic calming measure. There will be asignificant increase in the amount
of ped/bike crossing at thisintersection as aresult of the entrance design from Delmar to
the new ped/bike lane along the Portage Bay Viaduct and to the trail down to Boyer. The
Safe Route to School Federal requirements should apply to this crossing.

Seattle Prep Delmar Site

The Seattle Prep Delmar site unlocks a safe, natural connection from Delmar to Boyer, provides
an extension of Interlaken Park and the Bagley Viewpoint and the tie-in of the ped/bike lane on
the Viaduct to Delmar. The progression of the drawings from April to June incorporated more
and more of the Prep property as the connection route to Boyer. The majority of the individuals
who attending the Design meetings expressed support in using the Prep property. The July 16"
drawings now have excluded this design element and have placed the route back under the
Viaduct. Including the Prep site will enhance save access from Delmar to Boyer.

Pedestrian and Biker Safety at the Montlake Interchange

There have been several suggestions to improve ped/bike safety at the intersections of 20"
22" Roanoke, 23" Roanoke, Montlake Blvd. and East lake Washington Blvd. One solution
could be the expansion of the lid on the West side of Montlake. To get from Roanoke and
Montlake Bldv. on the North side of 520, a ped/biker needs to cross seven lanes of high density
traffic. The interaction between buses, cars, bikes and pedestrians at this intersection has not
been properly addressed.

Transit Station - Pedestrian Route



If apedestrian is on the West side of the Montlake Blvd. at the bridge and wants to get to
the Montlake Transit Station, they have to know that they need to cross Montlake Blvd at
Shelby to get to the Transit Station. Otherwise they need to go down through the tunnel
under Montlake Blvd. and up the other side. The third option forces the Pedestrian to go
across 16 lanes of traffic thru 4 intersections.

Strom Water Detention Pond

The storm water detention pond at the Northeast corner of Montlake Park will have retaining
wall of significant height overpowering the Bill Dawson Trail. The wall will produce safety issues
as individuals walk along the trail. The idea of placing the pond in the median of the Eastbound
520 ramp was discussed as a possible solution to the safety problem.

Montlake Mowing Strip

For safety purposes, it was requested that a mowing strip be create on both sides of the
Montlake Blvd. overpass. The intent was to create a better sense of separation between the
vehicles and the pedestrians and the bikers. The new drawings show a mowing strip on the
West side of the Montlake overpass but exclude the mowing strip on the East side.

Montlake Blvd. Switchback to the Bill Dawson Trail

The original design suggested that a switchback be created on the west side of Montlake to
provide access to the Bill Dawson Trail. The switchback would have created a difficult set of
turns and produce a conflict between pedestrians and bikers. You would have to dismount to
safely make the turn. The Community Design process developed a ramp within the right-of-Way
that avoided the need for the switch back. The current drawings go back to the original design
and show a switchback. With this design, the switchback will again require the average biker to
dismount their bike to safely make the connection to the Trail. The new design adds a stairway
which accesses the Trail at 90 degrees to the tunnel creating another conflict between
pedestrians and bikers. The new stair design creates a blind corner where an individual cannot
see ped/bikes coming down the tunnel. This situation is the same on the East side of Montlake.

Lake Washington Loop By-Pass

The redesign of the North Entrance to the Arboretum should include revising the Lake
Washington Loop to 26™ Ave E. between East Lynn and East Miller to East Lake Washington
Blvd. and tie into the new Multi-use Trail in the Arboretum, under 520 and up to Hamlin and
Shelby. This revision will allow pedestrians and bikers to avoid the 24" Ave East and East Lake
WA Blvd. intersection as they come to and from Madison Valley and other points south of
Madison. This revision removes the conflict between transit, pedestrians and bikers at the
transit lane at the 24™ Ave East transit intersection as well. The mowing strip South of Miller
should match the existing mowing strip along East Lake WA Blvd., North of East Miller. This



would require a slight realignment of Lake WA Blvd. to the East. The crosswalk at East Miller and
East Lake WA Blvd. should be enhanced. The mowing strip South of Miller along East Lake WA

Blvd. would have to be re-worked to become Ped/Biker friendly as car exit East Lake WA Blvd. to
26" Ave East.



From: Eldan Goldenberg [mailto

Sent: Sunday, September 23, 2012 7:01 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Please put a bike lane in the Portage Bay bridge!

A bike connection across Portage Bay would achieve several important things:

1) Make the bike lanes across L ake Washington useful to many more people, by giving them an
easier route downtown.

2) Make the bike lane network considerably more legible to people trying it out for the first time.

3) Give Montlake & Madison Park a much easier bike connection to downtown by shortening
the route that avoids having to climb over Capitol Hill.

4) Give downotwn & Eastlake much easier bike access to Lake Washington.
| understand you are getting some resistance based on the argument that the extra few feet of
bridge width will have a terrible impact on the neighbours, but that impact is nothing compared

to the noise and pollution from cars.

Thank you,

Eldan Goldenber
i | N -<--:



From: Ben Slivka [mailto

Sent: Monday, September 24, 2012 5:15 PM

To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: RE: Can you post sing PDF for 9/14 report?

Awesome thank you for posting the full PDFs.
Wow. That is a lot of information to digest.

My main concern is traffic congestion:
a) Traffic backing up on to SR-520 west bound at the Montlake exit (due to football game, Montlake
bridge up, etc.)
b) Traffic backing up on to SR-520 east bound at the Montlake exit (pretty frequent)
c) And to a lesser extent that Arboretum eastbound SR-520 on-ramp
My suggestion in all cases is to create as long a lane for waiting as possible in addition to the new 3 lanes
each way on SR-520.

Also, did you consider generating a 3D fly-through model of the proposed design(s) so people could
experience the design on their computers?
This 2D print rendering is so....20" Century. ;-)

There are some inexpensive game engines that | expect your CAD systems could generate detailed 3D
models for pretty easily?

Thank you,
--Ben
cell



From: Tim Hennings [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2012 7:16 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Portage Bay Bridge - please include bike/pedestrian access

Hello,

It iscritically important that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail isintegrated within the Portage
Bay Bridge design. It will serve thousands of people, and is consistent with the city's and state's
objective to encourage more healthful lifestyles.

It seems inconceivable in this erathat the state would even contemplate such as huge project
without addressing the need for bicycling and walking.

The environmental impact will be more than offset by reduction in carbon emissions and other
benefits achieved by getting people out of their cars.
Best regards,

Tim Henni nis

Tim Hennings

New direct number



From: Myyk Seok [mailto:

Sent: Wednesday, September 26, 2012 11:56 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.



Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,

Myyk Seok




From: Catherine Hennings [mailto ||| GGG

Sent: Wednesday, September 26, 2012 4:59 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Cc:

Subject: SR 520 design preferences

Dear WSDOT (and Seattle City Councilmembers),

| was unable to attend the briefing on the SR 520 design preferences held at the Seattle
City Council yesterday, but | have reviewed the draft report and listened to the briefing
online. | would like to submit the following comments on one element of the proposed
design preferences for your consideration.

From my perspective, one of the most significant elements of this entire project is the
inclusion of a bicycle/pedestrian facility on the Portage Bay Bridge. This trail would
provide a critical link to Capitol Hill, South Lake Union and downtown Seattle for
bicyclists coming from NE Seattle as well as those coming from the east side of the lake
on the new 520 bridge. This trail needs to be included in the design of the bridge.

Why do | think this is so important? | commute by bike from Laurelhurst in NE Seattle to
South Lake Union, and | frequently ride the current "alternative" routes available on
existing neighborhood streets to get to my office. From personal experience, | can attest
that these routes today are comfortable only for strong, experienced cyclists. The
current route to get from Montlake to the north end of Capitol Hill and over to South
Lake Union includes steep hills, inadequate bike lanes, dangerous intersections, and
streets/trails that do not feel safe after dark. A well-lit, lower-slope bike lane on the
bridge would be a huge improvement that would allow riders of all ages and abilities to
connect from the UW and NE Seattle to destinations on Capitol Hill, Eastlake, South
Lake Union and downtown. This trail deserves further study.

With the proposed South Lake Union rezone and significant growth in businesses
slated over the next ten years, we must develop new ways for commuters to get quickly
and safely to these businesses without driving. The proposed multi-use trail on the
Portage Bay Bridge is a unique opportunity to provide a new, direct, and accessible
connection into the center core of the city that would do just that.

Thanks very much for providing the opportunity to comment on this important project.
Best regards,

Catherine Hennings




From: Brian Bothomley

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:34 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Brian Bothomley



From: Hans Reinecke

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:34 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Hans Reinecke



From: Bob Koenig

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:34 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Bob Koenig



From: Darren Parker

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:34 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Darren Parker



From: Marie Malik [

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:35 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Marie Malik



From: Michael Herschensohn

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:35 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Michael Herschensohn



From: Jared Hanks

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:35 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Jared Hanks



From: Kate Stewart

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:35 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Kate Stewart



From: Carol Winge

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:35 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Carol Winge



From: Dan Adelman

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:36 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Dan Adelman



From: Elena Tolkova

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:36 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Elena Tolkova

Elena Tolkova



From: Gary Williams

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:36 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Gary Williams




From: Jennifer Grimes

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:38 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Jennifer Grimes



From: Dave Johansen

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:38 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Dave Johansen



From: Scott Simpson

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:38 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Scott Simpson



From: Victor Odlivak

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:40 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Victor 0Odlivak



From: Paul Tran

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:40 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Paul Tran



From: Mike Hurley

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:41 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Mike Hurley



From: Lindsay Buzzo

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:42 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Lindsay Buzzo



From: Jon Gunther

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:42 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Jon Gunther



From: Mike Sebring

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:45 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Mike Sebring



From: Trevor Parris

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:45 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

As our city continues to get more crowded and the commute gets worse, please be
smart with our money and make the investment now and not later.

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.



Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,

Trevor Parris



From: Peter Verbrugge

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:45 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Peter Verbrugge

Peter Verbrugge




From: Martin DeBono

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:46 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Martin DeBono



From: Rob Kline

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:47 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Rob Kline



From: Frank Curtiss

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:49 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Frank Curtiss



From: Coreen Schmidt

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:49 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Coreen Schmidt



From: JP Brastad

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:50 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

JP Brastad



From: Doraine Raichart

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:50 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities. As a



resident of the Eastside, I (and many many others) would use this trail for
recreation, commuting, and community-building. Bicycle paths like these are what
will reduce road congestion. Portland is the best bicycle city; there is no
reason why Seattle cannot be one too if the thought and work is put into it.

Thank you,

Doraine Raichart



From: Nathan Clement

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:51 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Nathan Clement




From: Charles Van Wey

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:54 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Charles Van Wey



From: Martha Lane

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:55 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Martha Lane



From: Jonathan Wiedemann

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:56 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Jonathan Wiedemann



From: Marcia Ives

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:56 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I'm a Kirkland resident, and look forward to much better access to cycling to and
from work in the Eastlake neighborhood of Seattle. Currently it is too crazy and
scarey! I support the ideas below.

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.



Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,
Marcia Ives

Marcia Ives



From: John Carpenter

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:56 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR-520 bridge design for biking

I fully support the Cascade Bike Club's recommendations below. Hopefully the DOT
understands the importance of safe bike lanes and will take all reasonable
measures to include them in the design of 520.

Thanks,
John Carpenter
Bike Commuter

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,



providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,

John Carpenter




From: Kristen Ragain

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:58 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
Kristen Ragain

West Seattle resident

Kristen Ragain



From: Madelena Romansic

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:02 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Madelena Romansic



From: James Davis

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:02 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

James Davis




From: Ian Luttrell

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:03 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Ian Luttrell



From: John Stewart

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:08 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have lived in the
Central District for the last 15 years; before that I lived in Wallingford. I go
through the Montlake area almost every day. There are significant challenges to
pedestrian and bicycle access through the area; WSDOT would be well-served to
help improve these connections.

We live in an era of declining fossil fuel availability, with an aging population
in great need of more exercise, with obesity and diabetes significant concerns,
and with automobile miles traveled declining. As the State's *Transportation*
Department, WSDOT needs to consider all modes of travel.

Specifically:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design, yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated pedestrian and bicycle facility across I-5, with
intuitive connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded
area, and ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for pedestrians and bicyclists, specifically 1@th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide pedestrian and bicycle shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve pedestrian and bicycle access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E. PLEASE.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.



4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all pedestrian and
bicycle connections to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages
and abilities.

Thank you,

John Stewart



From: Ryan Parr

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:11 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Ryan Parr

Ryan Parr



From: Mary Weaver

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:15 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Mary Weaver



From: Cody, Henry

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:19 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR 520 Westside Design Report

Design Office,

I am a civil engineer and have bike commuted to work for 30 years. | live in the Ravenna/Bryant
neighborhood, and commute regularly across Portage Bay.

| urge the 520 design team to incorporate a 14 foot wide bike and pedestrian pathway into all SR520
design elements.

This will improve motor vehicle volumes and safety, obviously improve bike and pedestrian safety, and
add immeasurable to the quality of life of Eastside and Westside

citizens for generations to come.

Thank you!

Henry Cody




From: William Koonce

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:19 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

William Koonce



From: Brian Burton

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:50 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR520 planning

| think there has been a lot of positive planning on this that takes into account the many bicyclists and
pedestrians who will use the route. | would just like to reiterate the Cascade Bicycle Club's concerns
that the new work needs to include full safe pathways for cyclists to reach their destination. Namely,
these concerns include:

(1) providing a 14-foot shared-use trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge and

(2) designing all bicycle connections to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and
abilities.

Regards,

Brian Burton, PE
Ravenna Neighborhood



From: Prabhu Kannan

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:53 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Prabhu Kannan



From: John DeNinno

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:27 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
John DeNinno, Ph.D.

John DeNinno



From: Kathleen Malvern

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:28 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Kathleen Malvern



From: Larry Dohrs

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:38 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am a car-owner, taxpayer, and daily bicycle commuter, and I am writing to
comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing design for the
west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following recommendations
regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.



Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,

Larry Dohrs




From: Gabriel Grant

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:42 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Portage Bay Bridge

To whom it may concern,

I am a resident of the Eastlake neighborhood in Seattle and am a frequent user of 520 and
a regular cyclist who traverses the Roanoake, Portage Bay and Montlake areas. My primary
piece of feedback with regard to the new 520 design is that it should include a bicycle and
pedestrian trail within the Portage Bay Bridge design. This connection is not currently
in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to serve thousands of people wanting
to bicycle and walk to destinations across Seattle and the Eastside. It seems so
fundamental that intelligent and forward thinking 21st Century infrastructure design would
include options for modes other than just cars. Please consider the future and the thousands
of users - current and potential - who would use this important connection.

Thanks,
Gabriel Grant



From: Jeffrey Friedberg [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:45 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
Jeffrey Friedberg

Jeffrei Friedberi



From: Jason Bavuso [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:00 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
Jason Bavuso

Jason Bavuso



From: Timothy Firth [mailto

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:03 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: 520 bridge redesign

To whom it may concern,

| am writing as an active member of the Seattle community and as someone who regularly uses
the 520 bridge and finds themselves on the east side quite often. | am also an active cyclist and
supporter of alternative transportation and therefore have some concerns and suggestions in
regards to your proposed design.

While looking over your proposed 520 design, | noticed that a shared bike/pedestrian lane was
not included in your baseline design. I find this to be disconcerting at the very least and to be
more accurate, shocking. | feel that it is the duty of the Washington Department

of Transportation to consider the future of the areas expanding and

diversifying transportation needs. That diversification must include well integrated bike-

lanes and safe pedestrian pathways, connecting all of the cities neighborhoods and commerce
centers. | would suggest a separated bike/pedestrian lane that will accommodate traffic traveling
in both east and westernly directions. The size of this lane should be at least double the size of
the existing path across the 1-90 bridge; ensuring both safe and efficient travel for both
pedestrians and bicycles.

My next suggestion would be that we allow for the possibility of a rail line expansion in the
future. | feel that a bridge that lacks the potential to accommodate a dedicated rail line would be
a great hindrance to the future of Seattle. Look to other great cities and you will see the value
and necessity of rail. Rail lines have the distinct advantage of being able to bypass traffic, and as
Seattle continues to grow our traffic problems will grow right along with it.

Right now we are still very much a car town and the more roads we build the more cars we will
have to fill them. If you look back at the history of city planning and design you will see

that traffic has never been alleviated with the construction of roads. If we simply build an eight
lane bridge to the east side without a dedicated bike/pedestrian lane and the potential for rail we
will, unfortunately, find ourselves in the same congested and frustrating situation in just a few
short years.

A concerned neighbor,

Timothi Firth




From: Will Petscher [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:17 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Will Petscher



From: Will [mailto

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:20 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: New SR-520 bridge

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. | have the following
recommendations

regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within the Portage
Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This connection is
not currently

in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to serve thousands of people wanting
to bicycle and walk to destinations across Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, | have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe transitions
for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke, Roanoke and Harvard
Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey, we support the proposal
to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar Lid,
including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors — such as Delmar Dr E — to provide a safe and
comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, | have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west sides
of Montlake Blvd E — specifically, evaluate the application of separated bicycle
facilities to meet

the existing and future demand for bicycling along this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East Montlake
Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional) along 24th



Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520, providing access to
the new SR

520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, | want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use trail along
the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections to meet future
demand

and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you, Will Petscher



From: Matthew Quest [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:20 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Matthew Quest



From: JOHN CHERRIE [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:21 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

JOHN CHERRIE



From: Steve Rabuchin [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:21 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Steve Rabuchin

Steve Rabuchin



From: Daniel O0'Connell [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:31 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Daniel 0'Connell



From: Boris Dzyubenko [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:38 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Boris Dzyubenko




From: Joel Scott [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:46 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
Joel Scott

Joel Scott



From: Guy Dunn [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:52 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Gui Dunn



From: Jacqueline Jordan [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:57 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

Hi There,

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.



Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,
Jacqueline Jordan

Jaciueline Jordan



From: Cyrus Christenson [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:58 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

As a resident of Eastlake who lives blocks from Roanoke and as a frequent
bicyclist, I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report,
detailing design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge.

I am shocked that a proper multi-use trail is not currently part of the design.
This kind of omission would damage Seattle's livability for decades, and the
opportunity cannot be missed.

I have the following recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.



5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,

Cirus Christenson



From: Renee Gallagher [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:58 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Renee Gallaiher



From: Alan Bangham [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 12:01 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Alan Bangham

Alan Baniham



From: Harry Smith [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 12:11 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Harri Smith



From: Anne Torrence [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 12:19 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Anne Torrence



From: Edward McGovern [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 12:24 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Edward McGovern



From: Jeffrey Ramos [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 1:02 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Jeffrei Ramos



From: Joseph Frost [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 1:11 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Joseih Frost



From: Paul Bryant [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 1:20 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



To put is more succintly - WHAT ARE YOU THINKING? Getting people out of cars and
onto bicycles or their feet is the MAJOR reason for a new bridge in my opinion.
The future does not belong to the car.

Thank you,

Paul Briant



From: Robert Gruen [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 1:24 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Robert Gruen



From: Frederic Castro [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 1:54 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Frederic Castro



From: Wade Naveja [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 2:17 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Wade Naveia



From: Eric Holtz [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 2:21 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Eric Holtz



From: Douglas Migden [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 2:50 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Douilas Miiden



From: Jill Mehner [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 3:02 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Jill Mehner



From: Charles Montange [mailt

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 3:14 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

Hello WSDOT. For the past 20 years, my wife has commuted roughly ten miles per
day to and from (where she is a pathologist), never once being
written up as Commuter of the Month by Cascade Bicycle Club in its magazine. I
usually join her all the way to Green Lake for morning coffee, as part of my
exercise routine. We also ride recreationally and for health.

While we are willing to encounter some fast cars and road debris as experienced
cyclists, that is not the way to attract people off their autos and into more
healthful travel patterns. Most people want to feel safe when commuting or
recreating, and to feel safe on a bike, most people do not want to be on a
speedway or som glass strewn broken up highway shoulder. Good ASHTO compliant
facilities are a must.

Rather than reinvent a wheel, I am therefore writing to indorse Cascade Bike's
comments, and to affiliate myself with them, in connection with the recently
released Draft Design Report, detailing design for the west-side project area of
the SR-520 bridge. Cascade and I have the following recommendations regarding the
project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:
1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated



bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,

Charles Montanie




From: Gretchen Schmidt [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 3:17 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E. There have been several fatal accidents that could be avoided with
better design.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.



Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,

Gretchen Schmidt



From: Jeff Felbeck [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 3:22 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Jeff Felbeck



From: Simon Kahan [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 3:22 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

The 520 bridge is the source of a lot of noise, a visual intrusion, and a barrier
to some boats -- why not replace it by a tunnel instead of a bridge? There are
hundreds of tunnels across the country that work well, even in earthquake zones
(eg, BART running under the SF Bay). They're quiet and unobtrusive. I
understand that usually they are far less expensive to build as well. I've heard
that the real reason for not building a tunnel is pressure from the state
contractors that build bridges -- they don't do tunnels. If that's true, it's a
poor reason for failing to take this opportunity to significantly improve the
visual and acoustical noise issues within our city.

Please respond and let me know what the real reason a 520 tunnel is not on the
table.

Thanks!

Simon Kahan



From: Charles DiTrani [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 3:38 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
Charles DiTrani

Charles DiTrani



From: Bradley Lightfoot [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 3:40 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Bradlei Liihtfoot



From: Jennifer Greenough [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 3:51 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Jennifer Greenough



From: Luke Rogers [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 3:51 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Luke Roiers



From: Craig Benjamin [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 3:57 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Craii Beniamin



From: Sharon Meramore [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 4:15 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Sharon Meramore



From: Stanislaw Chalicki [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 4:52 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

Please accommodate bicyclists on the SR-520 project! The recently released Draft
Design Report, detailing design for the west-side project area of the SR-520
bridge needs to indicate that planners are taking this growing segment of the
commuting public into consideration:

Please ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.



Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,

Stanislaw Chalicki



From: Danforth Bodien [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 5:26 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Danforth Bodien



From: Katherine Baillie [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 5:30 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Katherine Baillie



From: Valerie Rice [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 6:22 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Valerie Rice



From: Kris Solem [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 7:07 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Kris Solem



From: Christopher Fingar [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 7:29 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Christopher Fingar




From: Jens Kieler [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 7:33 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
Jens Kieler

Jens Kieler



From: Andres Monterrubio [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 7:43 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Andres Monterrubio




From: Mark Cannon [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 8:31 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
Mark J. Cannon, 0.D.

Mark Cannon



From: David Dunneback [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:20 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

David Dunneback



From: John Ruhl [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 9:50 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

John Ruhl



From: Robert Woolworth [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:01 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Robert Woolworth



From: Muon Ngu [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 10:46 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Muon Niu



From: Jeff Voas [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:04 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Jeff Voas



From: David Norman [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:06 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

David Norman



From: Sabina Havkins [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2012 11:17 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Sabina Havkins



From: Fred Norouzi [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 1:55 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Fred Norouzi



From: Matt Miller [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 6:39 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
Matt Miller

Matt Miller



From: Tom Maurer [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 7:08 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Tom Maurer



From: Lizabeth Diether-Martin [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 7:18 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to support Cascade Bicycle Club's recommendations to the recently
released Draft Design Report, detailing design for SAFE bicycle and pedestrian
access on the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge.

I am a 20-year Seattle bike commuter, but when I need to travel to the eastside,
which is happening more often, I almost always need to drive. My husband has been
driving to work on the eastside nearly every work day. Looping up and over Lake
Washington makes a bike commute prohibitively long. More direct access would
enable him to leave his car behind more often.

SAFE, INTELLIGENT BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN ACCESS TO 520 MEANS RESIDENTS CAN CHOOSE
THE CLEANER, HEALTHIER OPTION FOR COMMUTING AND RECREATION. You have the ability
to improve the Seattle-Eastisde area by adopting these recommendations. Choose
right.

I have the following recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.



2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,

Lizabeth Diether-Martin



From: Liz Johnson [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 7:33 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Liz Johnson



From: melissa wolfstone [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 8:07 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

melissa wolfstone



From: William Baxter [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 10:11 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I support the
comments below which are being championed by the Cascade Bicycle Club:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

William Baxter



From: Felix Simonovsky [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 10:32 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

Hello,

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,

Felix Simonovsky

Felix Simonovski



From: Daniel Obermiller [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 10:42 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Daniel Obermiller



From: Edward Cicka [mailto

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 12:45 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Bicycle and pedestrian trail on Portage Bay Bridge

Hello,

I'd like to comment on the current plan for the Portage Bay Bridge area of the new 520 expansion. | am a
bicycle commuter who lives in Bothell and works in downtown Seattle. In order to ride my bike to work, |
must either ride around the top of Lake Washington, ride to a convenient P&R (South Kirkland) and then
bus myself and my bike to work, or ride south to I1-90 and cross. My current commute route is to ride from
home to the South Kirkland P&R (about 40 minutes), then take a 255 bus to the downtown bus tunnel,
with takes another 15 to 20 minutes, for a total commute time of around 50 minutes to one hour. Going
home, | generally commute across the top of Lake Washington using the Burke-Gilman / Sammish River
Trails which is about 1.5 hours.

| believe that a safe and convenient bike/pedestrian route on the 520 bridge would be a great way to
extend my my ride, without increasing my overall commute significantly. Plus it would reduce or eliminate
my bus commute, making my spot available for others who which to use the P&R/Bus system.

As a member of the Cascade Bicycle Club, | feel that the recommendations promoted by that group
reflect the ideas and attitude | have toward the current plans for the Portage Bay Bridge. The
recommendations that | would make are:

Roanoke Area:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive connections to Harvard
Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge
Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe transitions for bicyclists and
pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke, Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and
Roanoke St. Specific to the survey, we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection
design at 10th Ave E and Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar Lid, including a non-
motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new Portage Bay Bridge
Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th Ave E, and the new bicycle
connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors — such as Delmar Dr E — to provide a safe and comfortable
experience for people bicycling.

Portage Bay Bridge: Portage Bay Bridge has an integrated al4-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail with
safe and convenient access at both ends. This is reflected in “Preference 8” in the online survey.

Montlake Area: The primary recommendations for the Montlake Area include:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west sides of Montlake
Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated bicycle facilities to meet the existing
and future demand for bicycling along this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the bicycle and
pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East Montlake Park from 24th
Avenue East.



4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional) along 24th Ave E to retain
a high-quality bicycle connection across SR 520, providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the
Montlake neighborhood, and points north of SR 520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails, wayfinding, and state-of-
the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Connections: I've stated my main recommendations above. I'd like to
reiterating the importance of (1) providing a 14-foot shared-use trail along the future Portage Bay
Bridge and (2) designing all bicycle connections to meet future demand and encourage use by
people of all ages and abilities.

If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me:

Cheers,

Ed Cicka



From: Rebecca Aue [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 3:12 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk this half mile link, and
helps alleviate traffic on the bridge as well.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
Rebecca Aue

Rebecca Aue



From: Ian Pund [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 3:16 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Ian Pund



From: Jonathan Loeffler [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 4:52 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
Jonathan Loeffler

Jonathan Loeffler



From: Caglayan Arkan [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 5:04 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Cailaian Arkan



From: Rutherford Hayes(Island Derm) [mailto Jj GG

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 5:12 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: 520 bridge design

The impact to the City of Seattle-Kirkland-Bellevue and beyond with an addition of pedestrian & bike
friendly trail along the 520 bridge with safe & convenient access at portage bay and the east side is

huge. Please make the most of your upcoming final decision for this bridge

R Hayes



From: Ish Wood [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 5:24 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank iou, Salli A Pfeiffer

Ish Wood




From: Nick Duckstein [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 8:47 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Nick Duckstein



From: Cindy Reiner [mailto:

Sent: Friday, September 28, 2012 9:29 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Cindi Reiner



From: Judy Moise [mailto:

Sent: Saturday, September 29, 2012 5:25 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

Concerning the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing design for the
west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations:

Integrate a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail within the Portage Bay Bridge
design, with safe and convenient access at both ends.

For the Roanoke area, provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across
I-5 with connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded
area, and ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar Lid,
including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new Portage
Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th Ave E,
and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe and
comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Judi Moise



From: Connie Benson [mailto:

Sent: Saturday, September 29, 2012 11:47 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Connie Benson



From: Matthew Kerner [mailto

Sent: Saturday, September 29, 2012 1:32 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on SR520 Medina to I-5 Project

Hello,

| am a resident of Upper Queen Anne, and | ride my bicycle to Redmond daily during the summer
months. The new plans for bicycle access across the SR520 bridge are very exciting for me as they
would enable me to bicycle continuously both to and from work.

| have two key points of feedback to provide on the current plan:

1. lwould like to see a set of dedicated bicycle lanes buffered from motorized traffic connecting
the SR520 bicycle path between Montlake and the Burke-Gilman trail. Specifically:
a. Anoverpass from the Burke-Gilman trail to the east side of Montlake Blvd NE by the
stadium area
b. Dedicated northbound and southbound bicycle lanes along Montlake Blvd NE between
the stadiums and the new SR520 bicycle path, including dedicated bicycle lanes across
the bascule bridge
c. Aseamless connection between the SR520 bicycle path and the bicycle lanes described
above
2. |would like to see a 14-foot bicycle/pedestrian path along the new Portage Bay Bridge
connecting with the Capitol Hill neighborhood at the new Delmar lid.

These options would constitute a world-class gateway to and from the city for cyclists and pedestrians.

Regards,
Matthew Kerner



From: Rollin Thomas [mailto:

Sent: Saturday, September 29, 2012 4:14 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Rollin Thomas



From: Steve Greenberg [mailto

Sent: Saturday, September 29, 2012 4:56 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Please build a bike lane on the Portage Bay Bridge

Hello,

My wife, Ashley and | are residents of North Capitol Hill. Yet we strongly disagree with the position of the
North Capitol Hill Neighborhood Association - a group that purports to represent us. | urge you to build
the bicycle trail along the Portage Bay bridge from Montlake to Roanoke.

I commute by bicycle every day from the home we own at the corner of Aloha and Harvard through
Roanoke to Montlake, where | catch the 545 or Microsoft bike shuttle to Overlake to work at Microsoft in
Redmond.

I'm an experienced cyclist, and yet the route is treacherous / unsafe. A protected bike lane along the
Portage Bay Bridge would go a long way towards making this key city bike route safer.

The North Capitol Hill Neighborhood Association writes that "a bike lane on this section of SR 520 offers
no real benefit. The FEIS plan already allows bikes exiting SR 520 at Montlake to reach the Delmar Bridge
via paths in local parks and marked bike lanes on local streets."

This is an inaccurate representation. | don't know what path they suggest for riding from Montlake to
Roanoke.

- In order to get onto Interlaken, it's necessary to travel on 19th Ave near St. Demetrious. This road has
a 18% grade. It's nearly impossible to go up, and it's dangerous to go down.

- The only alternative is Delmar. Delmar is a narrow street with blind corners and no room for real bike
lanes. It's a terrible road for biking.

We have so many friends who've been in serious bike accidents. And of course, it's terribly sad to hear
about all the cyclists who are killed by cars in the city. Ashley worries about me every day when | bike.
Seattle deserves great bicycle infrastructure, and the bike path along the Portage Bay bridge is a key part
of this infrastructure.

It would be a shame to let a small group of citizens derail the effort for the whole city.

Thank you for listening,

Steven Greenber




From: David Geisen [mailto:

Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2012 11:06 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
David Geisen

David Geisen



From: Lurline Sweet [mailto:

Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2012 11:39 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR-520 bridge design

Hello,

As a bicyclist who has repeatedly sighed at how difficult it is to get from North
Seattle to Bellevue, the new SR-520 bridge is a huge opportunity for convenient
bicycling in our city!

Right now, a bicyclist has to bike either down through Capitol Hill and over the
I-90 bridge, then back up to Bellevue, or around the north end of Lake Washington
and then back down the eastern side of Lake Washington. According to Google Maps,
the I-90 option would take almost two hours, which is in agreement with personal
experience. However, if you have ever biked up and over Capitol Hill, you will
know that this route would deter many bicyclists due to its steep climbs. Google
Maps does not offer the Burke-Gilman option automatically, but it says that to go
from my neighborhood to Kirkland via the BG would be just over two hours, so it's
fair to say it would be 2.5 hours to get to Bellevue. Let's contrast this with
how long it would take me to bike to Bellevue or Kirkland via a 520 route.

It is 13 miles from my neighborhood to Bellevue via the 520. On a bicycle, this
would take me about an hour. Some people are slower or faster than I am, so it
could take them slightly more or less time. I would also emphasize for you that
this route would be traveled mainly on the Burke-Gilman and the 520 bike path, so
it would be deemed safe by almost anyone. The most important part would be the
connection between the Burke-Gilman and the 520 path because new commuters, young
children or cautious parents would use it or not use it based on whether there is
a constant safe route.

It's worth it. Do it now while we have the opportunity.
Lurline Sweet

Lurline Sweet



From: Lorelle Jabs [mailto:

Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2012 12:15 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Truly -- the bike path would be a terrific blessing to me as a bicycle commuter.
Please consider it!

Thank you,

Lorelle Jabs



From: Barbara Wright [mailto:

Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2012 3:00 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Barbara WPiiht



From: COLIN [mailto

Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2012 4:24 PM

To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: Dear WSDOT, Reconsider dark and dangerous paths under the freeway

Dear WSDOT,

Despite good intentions to provide pedestrian paths underneath the new freeway, these paths still
cross under low, dark and loud spaces. These conditions will inevitably attract crime and
graffiti just as they do under the existing 520. Simply making under-freeway spaces “nicer”
will not solve the social problems that plague them. A different approach is needed to provide
safe paths for pedestrians without also creating spaces for illegal activities.

Please consider alternative ways for routing the Bill Dawson and East Montlake Shoreline
Trails through safe and attractive areas.

Colin Shannon-Garvei,



From: COLIN [mailto

Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2012 4:26 PM

To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: Dear WSDOT, Give pedestrians a traffic-separated route over 520

Dear WSDOT,

Despite good intentions to provide pedestrian paths underneath the new freeway, these paths still
cross under low, dark and loud spaces. These conditions will inevitably attract crime and
graffiti just as they do under the existing 520. Simply making under-freeway spaces “nicer”
will not solve the social problems that plague them. A different approach is needed to provide
safe paths for pedestrians without also creating spaces for illegal activities.

Please consider alternative ways for routing the Bill Dawson and East Montlake Shoreline
Trails through safe and attractive areas.

Colin Shannon-Garvei,



From: COLIN [mailto

Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2012 4:30 PM

To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: Dear WSDOT, Please redesign the 40-foot wall towering over East Montlake Park

Dear WSDOT,

The preferred alternative for the Montlake Lid includes a 40-foot high concrete wall facing the
storm water facility at East Montlake Park. This long blank wall will cast dark shadows and
loom over the landscape. It is grossly out of character with the neighborhood and natural
surroundings. The lid’s abrupt northeast edge should be redesigned with greater sensitivity
to the size and scale of the neighborhood

Colin Shannon-Garvei,



From: COLIN [mailto

Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2012 4:36 PM

To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: Dear WSDOT, Give pedestrians a traffic-separated route over 520

Dear WSDOT,

To meet project goals for sustainability, the 520 Replacement must do more than use “green”
materials — it must also encourage sustainable activities like walking and biking. Since
Montlake Blvd is expected to carry more traffic due to the closure of the 520 Arboretum ramps,
pedestrians walking between 520 and the Montlake Bridge will cross more intersections and
access lanes than they do today. Providing simple crosswalks does not improve, and thus
encourage, walking along Montlake Blvd. WSDOT should study alternatives that give
pedestrians traffic-free passage to and from UW, Husky Stadium and the light rail station — and
create a safe-route-to-school between Shelby/Hamlin and Montlake Elementary.

Colin Shannon-Garvei,



From: freya [mailto

Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2012 5:18 PM

To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: Dear WSDOT, PLEASE Reconsider dark and dangerous paths under the freeway

http://montlaker.com/2012/09/29/dear-wsdot-reconsider-dark-and-dangerous-paths-under-the-freeway/
Would you feel comfortable if your wife or daughter had to walk under here DAILY?:

A different approach is needed to provide safe paths for pedestrians without also creating spaces for
illegal activities.

Freia Skarin



http://montlaker.com/2012/09/29/dear-wsdot-reconsider-dark-and-dangerous-paths-under-the-freeway/

From: Toni Okada [mailto:

Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2012 5:42 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



As a resident of Mercer Island, I commuted by bicycle when I worked in Seattle
and I continue to see how heavily used the floating bridge is for bicycle

commuters. Bicycle access across the 520 bridge and adjoining neighborhoods is
very important!

Thank you,

Toni Okada



From: Neil Wechsler [mailto:

Sent: Sunday, September 30, 2012 8:50 PM
To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: complete bicycle lane on 520

Please do not build a truncated bike lane on 520. It should go all the way to
the went end at I-5.

Neil Wechsler




From: Ruth Howell [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 9:02 AM
To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: Comments on SR520 Project

Please see my public comment on the SR520 project below. | reiterate the grassroots greenway's group's
astute comments, but add that a multi use trail on the portage bay section of the highway just plain makes
sense. The current proposal to use existing trails under the highway adds time and steepness to the trips,
discouraging non-motor vehicle transit trips. | live on Capitol Hill and work in Montlake and a multi use trail
would make my rides safer, faster, and more frequent. | also ride and run for fitness and adding the option of
continuing on the path to the Roanoke area would make these trips safer. | think this connection is inevitable.
Now is the time to invest in this infrastructure, rather than putting it off until a time when it is more difficult
and expensive to retrofit.

-Ruth Howell (employee a |GGG 20iacent to the intersection of Montlake and
520), and reside at ||| G-

Neighborhood Greenways Group comments, with which | strongly support:

“Having the ability to be physically active, to freely move through the corridor in pleasing natural
surroundings and to reconnect neighborhoods will contribute to a healthy community.” WSDOT SR520 Health
Impact Assessment, page 23.

We are representatives of the grassroots neighborhood greenways groups that surround the SR520 project
area. While there are many issues of pedestrian and bicycle safety in the new SR-520 project, this document
discusses two major issues.

Request A: Improve Montlake connectivity

We urge WSDOT to redesign the North-South pedestrian and bicycle connections from the University of
Washington and light rail station to Montlake and beyond. Of particular safety concern is the Montlake
Bridge; the west side crossing of SR 520 over 7 lanes of traffic; and the lack of safe, direct, or comfortable
connections to south of the project. As stated by the Seattle Design Commission, “we recommend WSDOT to
re-examine choices to improve multimodal connectivity.”

Importance of this request:

“In both the Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plans, the Montlake Bridge [and by extension the crossing of SR
520] has been identified as a critical linkage in the non-motorized network with existing deficiencies™
(Nelson/Nygaard 2012).

1) The west side of Montlake Blvd. pedestrian/bike LOS is currently failing and getting worse.
2) The east side of Montlake Blvd. pedestrian/bike LOS is poor and will get worse under current design due to



the new Bus and Light Rail Stations.

3) Safe and direct pedestrian and bicycle connections to schools, libraries, parks, the UW, regional trails, and
hospitals, are non-existent in the current plans and must be re- designed.

4) No safe and direct connection between North and South Montlake especially along the west side of
Montlake Blvd.

5) This project area is a critical east-west and north-south junction for citywide and regional bicycle
connectivity (as shown in Seattle’s BMP and PSRC’s Regional Bicycle Network).

Request B: Portage Bay Bridge multi-use lane

We urge WSDOT to carry out Portage Bay Bridge design preference #8, which is to “study safe, direct and
comfortable bicycle and pedestrian connections from Montlake to downtown Seattle and north Capitol Hill,
including a bicycle and pedestrian facility on the Portage Bay Bridge.”

Importance of this request:

This corridor has been deemed very important at the regional, citywide and local levels. Supporting this
preference would have positive implications for the safety, health, economy, and environment of our
communities and the city as a whole.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Ruth Howell



From: Don Stewart [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 9:56 AM

To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: Dear WSDOT, Reconsider dark and dangerous paths under the freeway

Dear WSDOT,

Despite good intentions to provide pedestrian paths underneath the new freeway, these
paths still cross under low, dark and loud spaces. These conditions will inevitably attract
crime and graffiti just as they do under the existing 520. Simply making under-freeway
spaces “nicer” will not solve the social problems that plague them. A different approach
is needed to provide safe paths for pedestrians without also creating spaces for illegal
activities.

Please consider alternative ways for routing the Bill Dawson and East Montlake
Shoreline Trails through safe and attractive areas or at a minimum extra lighting and
visible security cameras.

Note: the cameras don't even need to be active, as their presence should deter unlawful
activities.

Don Stewart




From: Don Stewart [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 9:58 AM

To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: Dear WSDOT, Give pedestrians a traffic-separated route over 520

Dear WSDOT,

To meet project goals for sustainability, the 520 Replacement must do more than use
“green” materials — it must also encourage sustainable activities like walking and
biking. Since Montlake Blvd is expected to carry more traffic due to the closure of the
520 Arboretum ramps, pedestrians walking between 520 and the Montlake Bridge will
cross more intersections and access lanes than they do today. Providing simple
crosswalks does not improve, and thus encourage, walking along Montlake Blvd.
WSDOT should study alternatives that give pedestrians traffic-free passage to and from
UW, Husky Stadium and the light rail station — and create a safe-route-to-school
between Shelby/Hamlin and Montlake Elementary.

Please use the considerable resources of the lid to make safe, direct and traffic-free
routes for pedestrians along the Montlake Blvd corridor.

Don Stewart




From: Jim McQueen [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 10:17 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Cc: Barbara McQueen

Subject: 520 design process

Your community outreach process has been a failure!!!

You ask for imput and then ignore it.

If you don't like the recommendations from a committee, you initiate a new committee.
You do not answer design questions. You just send out dog and pony show info.

You do not follow city code requirements, but by economic bribes or other process get waivers from the
city using preliminary sketchy drawings.

Be open about how and why you are designing this bridge-- do not continue to hide behind PR hype.

Jim McQueen



From: Tamara Engel [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 12:35 PM
To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: SR 520 community design

Hello,

| live in the Montlake Community and | am very concerned about bike and pedestrian paths when the
new 520 is built.

Our entire family — including children — go back and forth across the bridge many times a week on foot
or on bikes. We visit friends, go to Yacht Club and shop at University Village. Soon, we hope to take
this route to take the light rail to many places.

There is no need for us to get in a car for these activities as long as the path is safe and pleasant.

I am very concerned that this will be a safe connection.

Thank you,

Tamara Engel

Tamara Engel |




From: Gary deBoer [mailto:

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 1:08 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



If not, help me understand why the cycling mode of transportation is not totally
included? It is evident on I-90 that there is a need and without it is pretty
much stating Washington State transportation has nothing but bone-heads!

Thank you,

Gary deBoer

Gari deBoer



From: Matthew J. Clark [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 1:44 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: 520 Bridge Design

Building a bridge is like a spanning a present tense with a future tense. It is a huge exercise in
projecting future needs. Most of us know this isn't an easy task, but we have to press to make
sure our future needs are considered now. We need to project for the future costs and impacts of
single occupancy trips and make room for mass transit and alternative types of transit in this 520
project. The future will be in fast, rail based commuting and two wheeled transit on bikes. By
staking a claim for the future, we can create a better infrastructure for jobs, a better environment
and a more attractive community to live in today and tomorrow.

To me, there are a few important factors that seem compulsory to building a new bridge like the
520 project:

1 - Connect Seattle with East Side destinations like Redmond, Bellevue and Woodinville with
light rail. Commuter service, tied in with the Sound Transit University Link Extension and the
East Link Project, would ease the burden not only on traffic but the environment by taking cars
off the road. The addition of light rail to the 520 bridge would give people a direct, fast, and
easy conduit to jobs, shopping and entertainment on both sides of the lake.

2 - Provide a 14' shared use trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge that includes easy on and
off ramps for everyone.

3 - Design all bicycle connections to meet future demand and to encourage use by people of all
ages and abilities.

Thanks for the chance to comment.

Matthew Clark

matthew j. clark
— | < I - N -



From: Alice Kupcik [mailto:

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 2:58 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Alice Kuicik

Alice Kuicik



From: Randy Ramig [mailt

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 3:43 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign;

Subject: Bike/Ped trail along Portage Bay Bridge

Hi:
| would like to voice my opinion on the new 520 design as loudly as | can:
Please choose to include the bicycle/pedestrian trail along the Portage Bay Bridge!

We only get one shot at this in our lifetime: please maximize the 520 design for bikes and pedestrians.
It’s the right thing to do for our health and environment.

Thank you for your consideration,
Randy
Seattle Resident and Developer @ Microsoft for 15 years



From: Mark Mitchell [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 3:50 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: in favor of proposed bike lane on Portage Bay Viaduct

As a bike commuter, | am a big fan of this proposed bike lane.l would use it twice per day.
Please make it happen.

Sincerely,

Mark Mitchell

WSDOT is proposing adding a bike lane of the South side of the Portage Bay Viaduct. It would
basically go from Montlake Blvd. to Delmar at Prep. It would allow you to by-pass the
Montlake neighborhood and avoid the Delmar hill. The grade would be no different than what
exists today along the 1-90 Bridge at the lake up to Mercer Island and Mount Baker. It would be
a safe route saving a bunch of time.



From: Charles Ostick [mailto:

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 8:16 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Charles Ostick



From: Arthur Haug [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 8:45 PM
To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: A Community Design Failure

WSDOT has made a big deal of their 'transparent’ community involvement in the
Montlake neighborhood. But now years of community meetings have been ignored by
the planners. WSDOT's Preferred Plan A has been published with an astounding
ignorance of the traffic impacts within the Montlake neighborhood. Politics have
eliminated two existing ramps through the Arboretum and a possible by-pass bridge to
keep northbound traffic from 520 off of the Montlake surface streets. With WSDOT's
current design, an already over-crowded set of Montlake streets will have potentially
twice the amount of traffic as they currently do.

And the Seattle City Council is complicit in this travesty. With their recent meeting on
September 10, the council agreed to postpone consideration of a second bascule
bridge. That hearing, and the $66,000 study that the Council paid for to review at the
hearing, totally ignored the traffic impacts on the Montlake streets. The addition of
another traffic light to the current four lights will create a permanent parking lot in the
middle of Montlake. | have talked with the WSDOT traffic engineers and they have
admitted that this is a bad design but that they have been given no choice - the
politicians have told them to make something work.

If this design is built - and it likely will be due to the 'design-build’ method of project
delivery that the state is using - the WSDOT engineers and the City of Seattle will be the
laughing stock of the traffic engineering world because of the poor performance of the
design during normal and peak traffic periods. 95% of Montlake traffic is through traffic
with no business in Montlake. Some of this traffic needs to be removed from the
surface streets!

WSDOT's Preferred Plan A needs to be re-configured to address the Montlake traffic
issues before it is put out to bid.

Art Haug

an 18-iear Montlake resident



From: J. Dempsey [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 9:12 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Cc: Pedersen, Rep. Jamie

Subject: Option 8: Portage Bay Bridge multi-use lane

Hello.

Every person who travels through Seattle without a car or bus around them reduces wear and tear
on our city streets, and increases the quality of their own life.

| have a house on Delmar Drive. There are no safe ways to go from Roanoke Park to Montlake
on foot. Not Delmar Drive, not Edgar Street, and not the stairs at Roanoke Street. All three are
incredibly dangerous!

| like Portage Bay Bridge Option 8, the bicycle and pedestrian connections! I can't count the
number of tourists | have directed toward the Arboretum! They can't navigate the various streets
and trails now required to reach that destination. A Delmar-Boyer connection doesn't fix this,
because you still have to navigate the numerous streets and trails. Tourists just get lost! And let's
consider coming up the hill. Even with an easier Delmar-Boyer connection, this trek will still be
hard for seniors and children. So many steps! So many turns along roads and trails. In the winter
it's more dangerous, as leaves and water make slippery areas.

But a gradual bridge would provide a walkable pathway throughout the year.

| guarantee this pathway would be used by bicyclists and foot traffic throughout the year for
touristing, husky cheering, and commuting.

And when people move their bodies instead of their cars, everyone wins!

Regards,

John Demisei



From: Neal Freeland [mailto:

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 9:29 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4, 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Neal Freeland




From: Larry Hubbell [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 9:47 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: Nature and 520

WSDOT,

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:
> Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.
> Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the current
Arboretum offramp .}
> Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the lake.

We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated away to meet
budget constraints. In addition, we would like to add a few common sense requests that require
more thought than money. For instance:

> Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter so
young birds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

> Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting sites.
(Make sure they are well away from the shore and the new bridge so they can cause no damage in
an earthquake.)

> Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the
bridge. The current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock
Doves around Foster Island. We can do even better if we make an effort.

> Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible. Every drop of
clean water flowing through the creek increases our chances of getting salmon to spawn in the
stream.

> Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the water as cool as
possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

> Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased water
flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water sources it will
support an abundance of spawning salmon, as it did originally.

> Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by spawning
salmon.

Thank you for all the hard work and effort. If there is anyway | can help make these suggestions
come true please do not hesitate to ask.

Larry Hubbell
http://unionbaywatch.blogspot.com



http://unionbaywatch.blogspot.com/

From: Arthur Haug [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 10:05 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Dear WSDOT, Reconsider dark and dangerous paths under the freeway

Dear WSDOT,

Despite good intentions to provide pedestrian paths underneath the new freeway, these paths still
cross under low, dark and loud spaces. These conditions will inevitably attract crime and
graffiti just as they do under the existing 520. Simply making under-freeway spaces “nicer”
will not solve the social problems that plague them. A different approach is needed to provide
safe paths for pedestrians without also creating spaces for illegal activities.

Please consider alternative ways for routing the Bill Dawson and East Montlake Shoreline
Trails through safe and attractive areas.

Art Haui



From: Arthur Haug [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 10:06 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Dear WSDOT, Please redesign the 40-foot wall towering over East Montlake Park

Dear WSDOT,

The preferred alternative for the Montlake Lid includes a 40-foot high concrete wall facing the
stormwater facility at East Montlake Park. This long blank wall will cast dark shadows and loom
over the landscape. It is grossly out of character with the neighborhood and natural surroundings.
The lid’s abrupt northeast edge should be redesigned with greater sensitivity to the size and
scale of the neighborhood.

Art Haui



From: Arthur Haug [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 10:09 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Dear WSDOT, Give pedestrians a traffic-separated route over 520

Dear WSDOT,

To meet project goals for sustainability, the 520 Replacement must do more than use “green”
materials — it must also encourage sustainable activities like walking and biking. Since
Montlake Blvd is expected to carry more traffic due to the closure of the 520 Arboretum ramps,
pedestrians walking between 520 and the Montlake Bridge will cross more intersections and
access lanes than they do today. Providing simple crosswalks does not improve, and thus
encourage, walking along Montlake Blvd. WSDOT should study alternatives that give
pedestrians traffic-free passage to and from UW, Husky Stadium and the light rail station — and
create a safe-route-to-school between Shelby/Hamlin and Montlake Elementary.

Please use the considerable resources of the lid to make safe, direct and traffic-free routes for
pedestrians along the Montlake Blvd corridor.

Art Haui



From: Tori Stephens [mailto:

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 10:09 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: thoughts for the 520 bridge, Montlake side

I agree with these ideas and would like to see them implemented into the design
of the new 520 bridge.

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements,
for example:
> Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

> Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the
current Arboretum offramp.

> Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops
polluting the lake.

We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated
away to meet budget constraints. In addition, we would like to add a few common
sense requests that require more thought than money. For instance:

> Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in
fall and winter so young birds will have a chance to leave their nests and
mature.

> Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as
nesting sites. (Make sure they are well away from the shore and the new bridge
so they can cause no damage in an earthquake.)

> Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls
built around the bridge. The current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn
Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock Doves around Foster Island. We can do even
better if we make an effort.

> Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as
possible. Every drop of clean water flowing through the creek increases our
chances of getting salmon to spawn in the stream.

> Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the
water as cool as possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

> Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support
increased water flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its
original water sources it will support an abundance of spawning salmon, as it did
originally.

> Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by
spawning salmon.

Tori Stephens



From: jennifer lundgren [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 10:45 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: DESIGN IMPACT ON ENVIRONMENT

PLEASE CONSIDER THE ECOLOGICAL IMPACT OF THE NEW 520 DESIGN. THERE IS ALREADY
SO LITTLE AQUATIC LIFE FOUND IN THE WATERS SURROUNDING THE BRIDGE AND MY FAMILY
AND THE SURROUNDING COMMUNITY IS CONCERNED THAT MORE LANES WILL BE THE FINAL
NAIL IN THE COFFIN. MAKE SURE THAT THE RUNOFF IS CONTAINED, THAT WORK IS DONE
DURING FALL AND WINTER SO THAT YOUNG BIRDS HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO MIGRATE
FROM LOCAL NESTS. ADD ADDITIONAL NESTING SIGHTS ON NEW AND REMAINING WALLS-SO
MANY SWALLOWS NEST ALONG THE UNDERPASS!

WE IN THE MONTLAKE COMMUNITY ARE ALREADY SO GREATLY IMPACTED BY THIS
HORRENDOUS DESIGN AND IF WE CAN AT LEAST SPARE A BIT OF NATURE IT WOULD BE A
SMALL CONSOLATION TO OUR NEIGHBORHOOD.

THANK YOU,

JENNIFER LUNDGREN



From: Tera Schreiber [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 7:53 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: SR 520 community design

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:

e Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

e Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the current
Arboretum offramp.

e Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the lake.

We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated away to meet
budget constraints. In addition, we would like to add a few common sense requests that require
more thought than money. For instance:

e Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter so
young birds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

e Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting sites.

e Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the
bridge. The current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and
Rock Doves around Foster Island. We can do even better if we make an effort.

e Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible. Every drop of
clean water flowing through the creek increases our chances of getting salmon to spawn in the
stream.

e Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the water as cool as
possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

e Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased water
flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water sources it will
support an abundance of spawning salmon, as it did originally.

¢ Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by spawning salmon.

Tera Schreiber



From: Jen Goldman [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 8:55 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: SR 520 community design

| am a mother of two young children (1 and 3 years old), middle school teacher, and live in NE Seattle
near the Burke Gilman trail. We do not own a car, and so rely heavily on safe bike and bus routes, and
easy access to public transit. For "safe", | do not solely mean for a healthy adult, but safe when I am
walking carrying my youngest child and holding my three year old's hand, and safe when | am riding a
bike that is longer, heavier, and wider, and carrying extremely precious cargo. The current setup on
Montlake is not one | feel comfortable crossing with my children. As a result, we have stopped visiting
some parks, neighborhoods, and businesses that we regularly went to prior to giving up our car. We
haven't been to the arboretum all summer, or to Madison Valley businesses and restaurants. Pedestrian
and bike route improvements are key along Montlake for NE Seattle residents to easily access these
areas. | am concerned that with all the SR 520 changes it will be an even busier, more challenging area
to cross. | am hoping that you are able to capitalize on this opportunity to create a safe space for all. |
am worried that is not reflected in the current plans.

For what it's worth, | am also familiar with this area as a driver (my husband and | both are employed on
the Eastside and have commuted by car in the past) and would be willing to add a couple of minutes in
traffic for the sake of safe walkways. My husband currently commutes by bike and bus, and rides
downtown to the tunnel because he finds Montlake such a challenge. (I am on family leave so not
currently commuting.)

Thank you for your consideration. | look forward to seeing a plan that keeps the needs of families that
walk and bike in mind.

Jennifer Goldman

Sent from my Windows Phone



From: Abby Larson [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 8:55 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Cc:

Subject: 520 plans

Hi,

As a concerned citizen and lover of nature, please add my voice to the request below (which I'm
sure you've already seen from other sources).

Thank you,
Abby Larson
Madison Park resident

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:
> Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

> Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the current
Arboretum offramp.l

> Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the lake.

We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated away to meet
budget constraints. In addition, we would like to add a few common sense requests that require
more thought than money. For instance:

> Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter so
young hirds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

> Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting sites.
(Make sure they are well away from the shore and the new bridge so they can cause no damage in
an earthquake.)

> Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the
bridge. The current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock
Doves around Foster Island. We can do even better if we make an effort.

> Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible. Every drop of
clean water flowing through the creek increases our chances of getting salmon to spawn in the
stream.

> Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the water as cool as
possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

> Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased water
flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water sources it will
support an abundance of spawning salmon, as it did originally.

> Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by spawning
salmon.



From: Frank Hughes [mailto:

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 9:40 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Frank Huihes



From: Diane W [mailto:

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 10:19 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: 520 Evironmental Issues

Dear Sir/Ms.:

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements,
for example:

- Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

- Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the
current Arboretum offramp.

- Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops
polluting the lake.

We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated
away to meet budget constraints. In addition, we would like to add a few common
sense requests that require more thought than money. For

instance:

- Schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and
winter so young birds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

- Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as
nesting sites. (Make sure they are well away from the shore and the new bridge so
they can cause no damage in an earthquake.)

- Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built
around the bridge. The current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn
Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock Doves around Foster Island. We can do even
better if we make an effort.

- Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible.
Every drop of clean water flowing through the creek increases our chances of
getting salmon to spawn in the stream.

- Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the
water as cool as possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

- Widen the day-lighted and re-graded portions of Arboretum Creek to support
increased water flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its
original water sources it will support an abundance of spawning salmon, as it did
originally.

- Ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by spawning
salmon.

Please do everything you can to minimize the negative impacts on wildlife.



Sincerely,

Diane Weinstein
Issaquah, WA



From: Anne Preston [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 11:40 AM
To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: public comments on SR 520 Design

Portage Bay Bridge Design Comments;

An iconic Portage Bay Bridge design is imperative and should be compatible in scale to historic Montlake
Bridge. There must be design elements above the road deck that makes this structure more than just
another freeway and make a view of the bridge a positive for homeowners.

To promote public safety please design areas under the bridge and on top of the lids to encourage a level
of activity that will deter illegal activity without creating lighting, noise or parking problems for the adjacent
residences.

WSDOT should purchase the land now owned by Seattle Prep immediately to the south of the Portage
Bay Bridge, fund its conversion to a park with a bicycle trail and an ada compliant trail, and turn it over to
the city.

A bicycle path here would be much cheaper than adding 14 feet to the Portage Bay Bridge. It would
provide a leafy pleasant ride rather than putting bicycles and pedestrians adjacent to traffic. We believe
this is a much superior solution to adding 14 feet of concrete over the delicate Portage Bay and
shorelines. This property would connect Capitol Hill to Roanoke Park, Interlaken Park, the newly restored
South Portage Bay habitat, and Montlake Park and the Bill Dawson trail to the already planned segment
of bicycle lanes on the West approach bridge. The Seattle Prep property is large enough that some
homes could be built on it while preserving a large segment for public use. This can lower the cost of the
acquisition.

The Portage Bay Bridge should be kept as narrow as possible, with at least one shoulder of less than
standard width. The bicycle trail should be on the land immediately to the south rather than on the bridge.
Minimize the bridge width by eliminating the median planter. We would support the addition of a
permanently dedicated bike lane only if this segment of the highway is narrowed to four vehicle lanes. If
WSDOT is considering adding bicycle lane to the bridge there is need for a bicycle use study as well as
new EIS.

The Portage Bay Bridge should be lit only enough for safety with all lighting being architectural designed
creative options to standard freeway lighting.

WSDOT must be required to lower the noise from its current levels, and to use all available techniques
including those recommended by the Noise Expert Review committee, to reduce the noise levels that
affect both those living lower than the 520 highway, and those living higher. There must be noise walls
designed to keep noise pollution low. Before WSDOT starts building on the west side, there should be
specific agreements with the city working with the community councils, on noise results and techniques to
be used to reduce noise. The speed limit on the bridge should be 45 miles per hour and there should be
signs posted on the bridge roadway prohibiting use of compression brakes.

I
Submitted by:

Anne and Leon Preston
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From: Eric Edwards [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 12:08 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign;

Subject: Comments on new 520 bridge construction

Monday, October 1, 2012

Speak for Nature

Error! Filename not specified.
Comments/Suggestions on the new 520 bridge:

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:
> Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

> Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the current
Arboretum offramp.

> Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the lake.

> We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated away to
meet budget constraints. In addition, we would like to add a few common sense requests that
require more thought than money. For instance:

> Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter so
young bhirds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

> Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting sites.
(Make sure they are well away from the shore and the new bridge so they can cause no damage in
an earthquake.)

> Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the
bridge. The current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock
Doves around Foster Island. We can do even better if we make an effort.

> Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible. Every drop of
clean water flowing through the creek increases our chances of getting salmon to spawn in the
stream.

> Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the water as cool as
possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

> Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased water
flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water sources it will
support an abundance of spawning salmon, as it did originally.

> Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by spawning salmon.

Thank you for considering these comments/suggestions, Eric Edwards


http://2.bp.blogspot.com/-5D4HKDI80kU/UGpaRFBbgKI/AAAAAAAABN0/X_qs6__WE3o/s1600/WheresTheSalmon%253F.jpg

From: Lisa Toner [mailto:

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 12:26 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Lisa Toner



From: Becky Galloway [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 1:32 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: Union Bay & 520 plans

Hi,

I understand that this Friday is the last day to submit comments for the planned 520 changes. A
lot of them look really good, like adding new wetlands to replace those that will be lost, the
water collection and filtration systems, and daylighting part of the Arboretum Creek.

Can we also

-leave some of the off-shore columns in place as nesting sites for osprey?

-encourage cliff nesters like barn and cliff swallows to nest on or near the new bridge?
-schedule work in fall and autumn to minimize disruption to nesting and fledging birds?
-manage changes to Arboretum Creek to enhance spawning and nesting? (plant trees to keep
water cool and provide nesting habitat; add pea gravel to creek bottom for spawning, route
filtered run-off way up the creek to increase amt of clean water flowing through, and widen the
regraded/daylight creek portions to support the additional water that will come when the creek is

reconnected to its original water sources.

Thank you.

Becky Galloway
Seattle, WA



From: Susan King [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 2:33 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: Request for comments

I am a person who enjoys the nature of, and in, the Montlake area. | have a few comments
for the record.

-  Work scheduling. The Migratory Bird Treaty Act prohibits "take" of birds, their nests
or eggs. If you conduct the work on Foster Island, associated wetlands (and Montlake Fill, if
it is to be affected), in the non-nesting and juvenile season, then you should be able to
avoid take. | would hope that you are working with the US Department of Fish & Wildlife,
which is the agency responsible for MBTA implementation. | believe that this would also
might overlap with fish windows to be compliant with protection of threatened or
endangered fish species, their critical habitat, if any, under the Endangered Species Act
(ESA); and essential fish habitat (EFH) unde the Magnuson-Stevens Act (MSA).

- Mitigation for loss of nesting sites. If you leave several of the support columns in
place, then birds can continue to nest (see above MBTA comment). Also, birding or other
environmental nonprofit groups could assist in the development of nesting sites for swallows
on walls that will be built around the bridge, sites that will be lost with the removal of the
current 520 bridge.

- Salmon habitat. ESA-listed salmon & possibly steelhead, and critical habitat, may be
present in the project area. To enhance the survival of these species, and to mitigate
against the potential to affect, even adversely affect these species under ESA (and to avoid
adverse effects to EFH), measures such as planting of vegetation lining Arboretum Creek to
help reduce water temperatures, and as appropriate based on biologists’ input, widen the
Creek where/after it becomes daylighted. Appropriate in-stream habitat in accordance with
ISPG guidance (including, for example, use of pea gravel) should be used.

And thanks. | would like to thank WSDOT for the daylighting of Arboretum Creek. The
opportunity to bring back fish runs to their natal streams is something to be taken
advantage of and very much appreciated.

Susan King



From: Heidi S. Powell [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 3:57 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Cc:

Subject: 520 project

To whom it may concern-

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:
> Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

> Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the current
Arboretum offramp.

> Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the lake.

We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated away to meet
budget constraints. In addition, we would like to add a few common sense requests that require
more thought than money. For instance:

> Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter so
young birds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

> Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting sites.
(Make sure they are well away from the shore and the new bridge so they can cause no damage in
an earthquake.)

> Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the
bridge. The current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock
Doves around Foster Island. We can do even better if we make an effort.

> Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible. Every drop of
clean water flowing through the creek increases our chances of getting salmon to spawn in the
stream.

> Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the water as cool as
possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

> Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased water
flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water sources it will
support an abundance of spawning salmon, as it did originally.

> Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by spawning
salmon.

Reconsider dark and dangerous paths under the freeway. The new freeway will be twice as wide,
creating twice as much cover for illegal activities (drug dealing, prostitution, graffiti, camping).

Please redesign the 40-foot wall towering over East Montlake Park. That's one huge concrete
wall facing Shelby/Hamlin. The lid should span all the way to the park and gently slope toward the
ground. If the SAM Sculpture Park can do it, so can this lid.



http://montlaker.com/2012/09/29/dear-wsdot-reconsider-dark-and-dangerous-paths-under-the-freeway/
http://montlaker.com/2012/09/28/dear-wsdot-please-redesign-the-40-foot-wall-towering-over-east-montlake-park/

Give pedestrians a traffic-separated route over 520. With a $300 million lid, there ought to be a way
for pedestrians to safely walk across 520 without having to cross vast expanses of freeway traffic lanes.

Sincerely,

Heidi Powell


http://montlaker.com/2012/09/30/dear-wsdot-give-pedestrians-a-traffic-separated-route-over-520/

From: Tamara A. Turner [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 4:23 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: Comments on design

October 1, 2012
To the design people at WSDOT:

In discussion and agreement with my Montlake neighbors, | submit the following
requests:

Daylight the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

« Replace the wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of
the current Arboretum offramp.

« Add water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops
polluting the lake.

« Schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall
and winter so young birds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

« Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place
as nesting sites. (Make sure they are well away from the shore and the new
bridge so they can cause no damage in an earthquake.)

« Hire actual environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls
built around the bridge. The current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn
Swallows, Cliff Swallows, and Rock Doves around Foster Island.



« Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as
possible. Every drop of clean water flowing through the creek increases our
chances of getting salmon to spawn in the stream.

« Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the
water as cool as possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

« Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to
support increased water flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is
reconnected to its original water sources it will support an abundance of
spawning salmon, as it did originally.

« Apply small, round, pea-gravel to the stream bottom needed by spawning
salmon.

Since you are asking for input, I assume there will be output,
that is, you will respond to our input.

Sincerely,

Tamara A. Turner



From: Kath Aleen Richards [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 4:25 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign;
Subject: 520 Plans for Wildlife conservation

WSDOT:

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:
Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the current Arboretum
offramp.

Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the lake.

We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated away to meet
budget constraints. In addition, we would like to add a few common sense requests that require
more thought than money. For instance:

** Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter so
young birds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

** |_eave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting sites.
(Make sure they are well away from the shore and the new bridge so they can cause no damage in
an earthquake.)

** Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the
bridge. The current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock
Doves around Foster Island. We can do even better if we make an effort.

**Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible. Every drop of
clean water flowing through the creek increases our chances of getting salmon to spawn in the
stream.

**Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the water as cool as
possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

**Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased water
flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water sources it will
support an abundance of spawning salmon, as it did originally.

** Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by spawning
salmon.

Thank you for your considerations of these extremely sensitive issues. Part of the reason the
Seattle area is so wonderful is due to the wildlife that we share our lives with.
Kath Aleen Richards

Montlake Resident



From: it S

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 4:55 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Cc:

Subject: Please respond to community concerns about the proposed 520 bridge design,
Hello design team,

I've been at most of your forums and have written letters. Many of my thoughts are
captured well by others - illustrative of the fact that this is a COMMUNITY that you
propose to seriously disrupt. We work together. That said, I'll let some of my neighbors
speak for me and refer you to 2 neighborhood blogs
http://montlaker.com/2012/10/01/public-comment-seattle-neighborhood-greenways-
seek-better-walking-and-biking-over-520/ -
http://montlaker.com/2012/09/30/dear-wsdot-give-pedestrians-a-traffic-separated-route-
over-520/

for discussion of safety issues regarding the Montlake lid and other aspects of the
design

and http://unionbaywatch.blogspot.com/2012/10/speak-for-nature.html where Larry
Hubbell asks us to speak for nature - those who cannot speak for themselves.

In addition to the "creatures" that can't speak for themselves I'd also like to add the
voice of children - who need both safety and a clean environment in which to grow and
develop. As a nurse, | am concerned about the children close to the freeway who will
face increased risk of several diseases because of the increase volume of cars, and
thus pollutants, on a hugely expanded bridge. Those include respiratory diseases due
to suspended particulate matter from car tires, cancers due to chemical additives in
gasoline and cardiac disease from physical pollutants as well as the increased stress
levels due to increased noise (ah, you say there will be mitigation - but with no money,
that doesn't pass the test of common sense - or history).

Please respond by changes to the design.
Thank you,

Kathi Smith-DiJulio


http://montlaker.com/2012/10/01/public-comment-seattle-neighborhood-greenways-seek-better-walking-and-biking-over-520/
http://montlaker.com/2012/10/01/public-comment-seattle-neighborhood-greenways-seek-better-walking-and-biking-over-520/
http://montlaker.com/2012/09/30/dear-wsdot-give-pedestrians-a-traffic-separated-route-over-520/
http://montlaker.com/2012/09/30/dear-wsdot-give-pedestrians-a-traffic-separated-route-over-520/
http://unionbaywatch.blogspot.com/2012/10/speak-for-nature.html

From: Mike Lettunich [mailto:

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 5:42 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Please help cyclists across the 520 bridge

I'm weiting in support of cyclists access to the new 520 bridge and across

Portage Bay.
Thanks.
Mike



From: Sue [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 6:07 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Cc:

Subject: Comments on 520 bridge construction

Hi, having lived on both the west and east sides of the 520 floating
bridge for more than 25 years before moving to Sequim, and as
someone who has actively supported the protection of wildlife and
their habitat, I would like to comment on the new bridge construction,
for your consideration.

I appreciate that the current 520 plans contain a number of positive
environmental improvements. Please reinforce these goals and do not
allow any of them to be negotiated away to meet budget constraints.
For example:

> Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

> Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands
west of the current Arboretum offramp.

> Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff
stops polluting the lake.

Also, here are a few common sense requests that require more thought
than money:

> Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to
occur in fall and winter so young birds will have a chance to leave their
nests and mature.

> Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in
place as nesting sites. (Make sure they are well away from the shore
and the new bridge so they can cause no damage in an earthquake.)

> Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of
walls built around the bridge. The current 520 bridge supports nesting



sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock Doves around Foster
Island. We can do even better if we make an effort.

> Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far
upstream as possible. Every drop of clean water flowing through the
creek increases our chances of getting salmon to spawn in the stream.

> Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help
keep the water as cool as possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

> Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek
to support increased water flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek
is reconnected tfo its original water sources it will support an abundance
of spawning salmon, as it did originally.

> Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel
needed by spawning salmon.

Thank you for allowing me to comment.

Sue Chiclkemwman

Sequim, Washington



From: Walter Kuciej [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 8:06 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: 520 plan

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:
> Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

> Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the current
Arboretum offramp.

> Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the lake.

We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated away to meet
budget constraints. In addition, we would like to add a few common sense requests that require
more thought than money. For instance:

> Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter so
young birds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

> Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting sites.
(Make sure they are well away from the shore and the new bridge so they can cause no damage in
an earthquake.)

> Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the
bridge. The current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock
Doves around Foster Island. We can do even better if we make an effort.

> Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible. Every drop of
clean water flowing through the creek increases our chances of getting salmon to spawn in the
stream.

> Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the water as cool as
possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

> Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased water
flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water sources it will
support an abundance of spawning salmon, as it did originally.

> Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by spawning
salmon.

Thank you, Walter A. Kuciej, Seattle WA



From: Chris Mealy [mailto:

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 10:07 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR 520 community design

* You've got to connect the bike trail to something or you're building a bridge
to nowhere!

* Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This
trail would be an enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy
recreating on trails. It would interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the
UWN area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a critical regional link.

* Redesign the Montlake 1lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs from
the ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal connections and must be
designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for
people of all ages and abilities to travel to and form home, work, school, and
businesses. The Montlake multimodal hub must connect the 520 bus station, UW
light rail station, UW campus, Burke Gilman Trail, SR520 trail to the Eastside,
new Arboretum Trail, and the Portage Bay Bridge Trail. Currently the level of
service through this area has been given a failing grade by the independent
analysts at Nelson Nygaard. Our neighborhoods, Seattle, and the region deserve,
and should expect, world class facilities for people who take transit, walk, and
bike.

-- Chris



From: M [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 10:12 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Cc:

Subject: Sensitive 520 Construction Considerations

Please take note of the many sound ideas for respecting wildlife during construction, as captured
on the blog site:
http://unionbaywatch.blogspot.com/2012/10/speak-for-nature.html

Thank you,
Mary Park
Hong Kim
Area residents and property owners

Sent from my iPad


http://unionbaywatch.blogspot.com/2012/10/speak-for-nature.html

From: Jake Vanderplas [mailto

Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 11:34 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Please consider a Portage Bay multi-use trail

Hello,

I'm writing in support of a redesign of the portage bay section of the 520 project. 1 think it would
be a travesty to let this project go through without taking into account the needs of people who
commute other than by car. Here are the ideas | support:

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This trail would be
an enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on trails. It
would interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and
serve as a critical regional link.

2. Redesign the Montlake lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs from the
ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal connections and must be designed to
seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for people of all ages and
abilities to travel to and form home, work, school, and businesses. The Montlake
multimodal hub must connect the 520 bus station, UW light rail station, UW campus,
Burke Gilman Trail, SR520 trail to the Eastside, new Arboretum Trail, and the Portage
Bay Bridge Trail. Currently the level of service through this area has been given a failing
grade by the independent analysts at Nelson Nygaard. Our neighborhoods, Seattle, and
the region deserve, and should expect, world class facilities for people who take transit,
walk, and bike.

Seattle has made it a goal to reduce carbon emissions, and the way to do this is not to spend
billions of dollars catering to automobiles while ignoring the needs of pedestrians and cyclists.
Please make these changes for the sake of Seattle's future! Thank you

Jake Vanderplas



From: Greg Gottlieb [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 5:28 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: portage bay bridge

We need a bike lane on the new Portage Bay Bridge.

Greg Gottlieb



From: Julie Eliner and Bob Bernstein [mailto ||| G

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 7:25 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Cc:

Subject: 520 plans

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:
> Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

> Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the current Arboretum offramp.
> Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the lake.

We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated away to meet budget constraints. In
addition, we would like to add a few common sense requests that require more thought than money. For instance:

> Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter so young birds will have a
chance to leave their nests and mature.

> Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting sites. (Make sure they are well
away from the shore and the new bridge so they can cause no damage in an earthquake.)

> Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the bridge. The current 520
bridge supports nesting sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock Doves around Foster Island. We can do even
better if we make an effort.

> Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible. Every drop of clean water flowing
through the creek increases our chances of getting salmon to spawn in the stream.

> Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the water as cool as possible. Salmon need
cool water to spawn.

> Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased water flow in the future. Once
Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water sources it will support an abundance of spawning salmon, as it did
originally.

> Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by spawning salmon

Sincerely,
Julie Ellner



From: Amy Recker [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 7:49 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: 520 Design Comment

Hello,
As a parent of a Montlake child, bicycle rider and supporter of alternative transportation | beg
you to connect the bicycle trail from Montlake to other areas of the Seattle.

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This trail would be an
enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on trails. It would
interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a
critical regional link.

2. Redesign the Montlake lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs from the ground
up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal connections and must be designed to seamlessly,
safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for people of all ages and abilities to travel to
and form home, work, school, and businesses. The Montlake multimodal hub must connect the
520 bus station, UW light rail station, UW campus, Burke Gilman Trail, SR520 trail to the
Eastside, new Arboretum Trail, and the Portage Bay Bridge Trail. Currently the level of
service through this area has been given a failing grade by the independent analysts at Nelson
Nygaard. Our neighborhoods, Seattle, and the region deserve, and should expect, world class

facilities for people who take transit, walk, and bike.
This decision will affect many generations of Seattlelites after we are long gone from the earth.

Thank you,

Amy Recker
Mobile:



From: John McKibbin [mailto:

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 7:51 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

John McKibbin



From: Sturtevant, Pete -

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 7:52 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: New Highway 520 Bridge

| want to urge you to be sure and INCLUDE a pedestrian/bicycle lane for the Portage Bay portion of this
bridge. The relatively minor incremental cost is far outweighed by the significant access such a facility

adds to a Region already renowned for providing bicycle access.

Thank you, Pete Sturtevant



From: Richard Chin [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 8:13 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: traffic free passage over new 520 lid at Montlake blvd

| understand that you are nearing the end of the design process and public comment period for
the design of the west end of 520.

| live in the Montlake neighborhood and go to this intersection to catch the 545 ST bus each
morning to go to work at Microsoft. Given my commute, | am well acquainted with this
intersection.

I would like to add my voice to the request for better protected pedestrian access to this
intersection, and in particular, more protection from traffic at the crossings. There is today
both a lot of auto traffic and a lot of pedestrians crossing especially at rush hour. Even without
the additional traffic that the arboretum ramp closing will contribute, the intersection can be at
times hazardous. The other day on my way home a blind man who got off the bus just behind
me was nearly run over when he tried to cross against the light. | worry that with increased
traffic this intersection will become more dangerous especially for children, the elderly, and
others who need to go from one side of 520 to the other or who need to access the
transportation hub in the middle of the lid.

Sincerely,
Richard Chin



From: Ginny Richards [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 8:16 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Dear WSDOT, Give pedestrians a traffic-separated route over 520

Dear WSDOT,

To meet project goals for sustainability, the 520 Replacement must do more than use “green” materials — it
must also encourage sustainable activities like walking and biking. Since Montlake Blvd is expected to
carry more traffic due to the closure of the 520 Arboretum ramps, pedestrians walking between 520 and the
Montlake Bridge will cross more intersections and access lanes than they do today. Providing simple
crosswalks does not improve, and thus encourage, walking along Montlake Blvd. WSDOT should study
alternatives that give pedestrians traffic-free passage to and from UW, Husky Stadium and the light rail station

— and create a safe-route-to-school between Shelby/Hamlin and Montlake Elementary.
Please use the considerable resources of the lid to make safe, direct and traffic-free routes for
pedestrians along the Montlake Blvd corridor.

Thank you.
Ginny Richards
Cell

Home

Give thanks to the Lord for He is good. His love endures forever.



From: Ginny Richards [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 8:23 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Dear WSDOT, Reconsider dark and dangerous paths under the freeway

Dear WSDOT,

Despite good intentions to provide pedestrian paths underneath the new freeway, these paths still cross under
low, dark and loud spaces.These conditions will inevitably attract crime and graffiti just as they do under
the existing 520. Simply making under-freeway spaces “nicer” will not solve the social problems that plague
them. A different approach is needed to provide safe paths for pedestrians without also creating spaces for

illegal activities.
Please consider alternative ways for routing the Bill Dawson and East Montlake Shoreline
Trails through safe and attractive areas.

Thank you,

Ginny Richards
Cell
Home

Give thanks to the Lord for He is good. His love endures forever.



From: Ginny Richards [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 8:24 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Dear WSDOT, Please redesign the 40-foot wall towering over East Montlake Park

Dear WSDOT,

The preferred alternative for the Montlake Lid includes a 40-foot high concrete wall facing the
stormwater facility at East Montlake Park. This long blank wall will cast dark shadows and loom over
the landscape. It is grossly out of character with the neighborhood and natural surroundings. The
lid’s abrupt northeast edge should be redesigned with greater sensitivity to the size and scale of the
neighborhood.

Thank you,

Ginny Richards
Cell
Home

Give thanks to the Lord for He is good. His love endures forever.



From: John MacKay [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 8:26 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Yes to Bikes/People on Portage Bay Bridge
Hello,

Please include a bike trail and pedestrian way on the Portage Bay Bridge. It sounds like this is still under
debate, and | am writing in support of a designated ped/bike way.

Thank you. Best,

John

John MacKay, AIA, LEED AP

Direct:




From: Edie Hilliard [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 8:39 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Montlake 520 bridge plans

| strongly support the recommendations outlined below by Larry Hubbell

(http://unionbaywatch.blogspot.com/2012/10/speak-for-nature.html) regarding
protection of wildlife and, in particular, salmon habitat during/following construction of the new 520 bridge:

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:
> Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

> Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the current
Arboretum offramp.

> Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the lake.

We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated away to meet
budget constraints. In addition, we would like to add a few common sense requests that require
more thought than money. For instance:

> Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter so
young birds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

> Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting sites.
(Make sure they are well away from the shore and the new bridge so they can cause no damage in
an earthquake.)

> Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the
bridge. The current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock
Doves around Foster Island. We can do even better if we make an effort.

> Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible. Every drop of
clean water flowing through the creek increases our chances of getting salmon to spawn in the
stream.

> Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the water as cool as
possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

> Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased water
flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water sources it will
support an abundance of spawning salmon, as it did originally.

Edith Hilliard



http://unionbaywatch.blogspot.com/2012/10/speak-for-nature.html

From: Jacober, Deborah L

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 9:05 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR 520 community design

Please read and consider.
Thank you

Deborah L. Jacober



montlaker

neighborhood blog

Public comment: Create wildlife habitat along the
520 corridor

Where's the Salmon?

(http://montlaker.files.wordpress.com/2012/10/20121002-113837.jpg)

Submitted by Larry Hubbell (http://unionbaywatch.blogspot.com/2012/10/speak-for-nature.html), on
behalf of the eagles, herons and other species living near 520 in Union Bay:



http://montlaker.com/
http://montlaker.files.wordpress.com/2012/10/20121002-113837.jpg
http://unionbaywatch.blogspot.com/2012/10/speak-for-nature.html

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:

® Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

® Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the current Arboretum
offramp.

® Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the lake.

We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated away to meet budget
constraints. In addition, we would like to add a few common sense requests that require more thought
than money. For instance:

® Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter so young
birds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

® Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting sites.

® Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the bridge. The
current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock Doves around
Foster Island. We can do even better if we make an effort.

® Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible. Every drop of clean
water flowing through the creek increases our chances of getting salmon to spawn in the stream.

® Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the water as cool as possible.
Salmon need cool water to spawn.

o Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased water flow in
the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water sources it will support an
abundance of spawning salmon, as it did originally.

® Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by spawning salmon.

If you have additional ideas for logical, common sense ways we could help ensure the 520 project is
nature-friendly please add them in your email as well.

Please take this opportunity to remind the folks at the Washington State Department of
Transportation to keep nature in mind as they move forward. Please feel free to copy any of the
following suggestions and email them to the WSDOT address given below.

WSDOT's public comment period for the Seattle 520 Community Design Process ends Friday, October
5th. Submit this or other comments to: SeattleCommunityDesign@wsdot.wa.gov
(mailto:SeattleCommunityDesign@wsdot.wa.gov?

subject=SR%20520%20community%?20design).

October 2, 2012 by montlaker Categories: 520 Replacement, Advocacy, Dear WSDOT | Leave a

comment

Blog at WordPress.com. | Theme: Customized Ari by Elmastudio.
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From: Mark Craemer [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 9:48 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR 520 community design

Dear Madam or Sir:

| am a homeowner, father of three school-age children (two at Montlake Elementary School),
former Montlake PTA president, community volunteer, and concerned resident in the Montlake
neighborhood. | have been monitoring the construction taking place throughout this heavy traffic
area: UW stadium, light rail station and, of course, the SR520 bridge. | have two specific
concerns, which I wish you to consider as you move forward with the design phase of SR520.

1. Design and build a multi-use Portage Bay Bridge trail. The trail would be an enormous
asset to people who walk and bike for both commuting and recreation. It would
interconnect our neighborhoods and better enable passage between Montlake, Capitol
Hill, Eastlake, UW, and the new light rail station.

2. Redesign the Montlake lid to better incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs from the
ground up. The Montlake neighborhood is a huge hub for multimodal connections and
must be designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for
people of all ages and abilities to travel to and from home, work, school and businesses.
The Montlake multimodal hub must connect the SR520 bus station, SR520 trail to the
Eastside, new Arboretum trail, Bill Dawson Trail, Portage Bay trail, UW light rail station,
UW campus, and the Burke-Gilman Trail. Providing efficient north-south passage for
commuting and recreating will not only reduce car and bus traffic, but will greatly benefit
the residents throughout the city who live, work or commute through this area.

This is a great opportunity for Seattle to embrace the many benefits of getting people out of their
cars to commute and recreate by walking or riding bicycles. Let’s not let this opportunity get
away from us.

Sincerely,

Mark Craemer






From: jennifer lundgren [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 9:53 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR 520 community design

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This trail would be an
enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on trails. It would
interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a
critical regional link.

2. Redesign the Montlake lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs from the ground up.
This area serves as a hub for multimodal connections and must be designed to seamlessly,
safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for people of all ages and abilities to travel to and
form home, work, school, and businesses. The Montlake multimodal hub must connect the 520
bus station, UW light rail station, UW campus, Burke Gilman Trail, SR520 trail to the Eastside,
new Arboretum Trail, and the Portage Bay Bridge Trail. Currently the level of service through this
area has been given a failing grade by the independent analysts at Nelson Nygaard. Our
neighborhoods, Seattle, and the region deserve, and should expect, world class facilities for
people who take transit, walk, and bike.

Help us retain the integrity and beauty of Montlake and the surrounding affected neighborhoods and
wildlife!! These concerns are vital to the health of our children and the safety of our neighbors.

Best,

Jennifer Lundgren



From: Susan Ott Ralph [mailto:

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 10:22 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: 520 bridge

Dear Sirs:
I have read the draft report about the 520 bridge and I would like several
changes.

1) The reason for the expansion should be to accommodate bus travel from the
east side to Seattle. Therefore, I agree that an extra lane for buses is a good
idea. However, this should not mean that it is necessary to have TWO exit lanes
for ordinary cars onto Montlake Blvd.

The neighborhood around Montlake and the University of Washington can not handle
extra cars from the east side. The people who live on the east side of the lake
should be encouraged to use public transportation.

A single lane exit onto Montlake would be the most appropriate.

2) A careful look at page 31 shows the 2nd Montlake bridge and the ramps just
dead end at the end of the bridge. Another view on p. 48 shows 3 lanes of
traffic going Northbound on Montlake, and across the brige it says "University
link light rail. Well, the cars can not go to the light rail.

I don't think that this second bridge is necessary and there are no plans for
handling the traffic once across the north side of the bridge.

3. It looks like there will still be traffic on the 1lid so how will
pedestrians get across?

4., How contaminated will the stormwater be? I am concerned that this would not
be clean water.

5. The diagram on p. 54 shows 6 lanes of traffic with cars in all of them. I
thought the extra lane was for mass transit. Any design that encourages more car
traffic will only shift the problem of too many cars entering Seattle from the
east side to the interchange at I-5.

6. It was not quite clear if the plans included bus access from the
neighborhood to downtown Seattle using the 520 freeway. Currently there is a bus
stop on the freeway that is heavily used. The bus routes that meander over
Capitol Hill take about 30 minutes whereas the routes on the freeway are much
more efficient. Again, for the future, good bus and public transportation are
critical ways to reduce our energy consumption.

The plans for the ramp and the landscaping around the freeway are nice, but it is
important to realize that a major problem is the excess number of lanes on the
freeway itself. Extra traffic is a huge problem, it will cause more air
pollution, more congestion on the I-5 going into Seattle, and more energy waste.
We need a freeway for the future, and that means one that has excellent public
transportation so we can move PEOPLE, not cars!

Sincerely,



Susan Ott Ralph



From: Robin Randels [mailto:

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 10:42 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR 520 community design

Dear WSDOT,

I am a long time bike commuter, pedestrian and Bicycle Education Instructor
involved with Safe Routes to Schools and safe routes to neighborhood destinations
in general. I have attended most of the public meetings surrounding of the 520
project and given thoughtful suggestions regarding bicycle and pedestrian usage
and safety for school children at TOPS K-8. Alas, it appears that those
suggestions have gone unheard -- bicycle and pedestrian access should not be an
after thought.

At the very least:

1) Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This
trail would be an enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy
recreating on trails. It would interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the
UW area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a critical regional link.

2) Redesign the Montlake 1id area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs
from the ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal connections and must
be designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for
people of all ages and abilities to travel to and form home, work, school, and
businesses. The Montlake multimodal hub must connect the 520 bus station, UW
light rail station, UW campus, Burke Gilman Trail, SR520 trail to the Eastside,
new Arboretum Trail, and the Portage Bay Bridge Trail. Currently the level of
service through this area has been given a failing grade by the independent
analysts at Nelson Nygaard. Our neighborhoods, Seattle, and the region deserve,
and should expect, world class facilities for people who take transit, walk, and
bike.

Thank you for reconsidering the current design in order to "get it right" for
pedestrians and bikes. This project should be safe usable by all Seattle
residents.

Sincerely,
Robin Randels
Seattle Resident



From: Art Valla [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 12:52 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR 520 community design

Unless Seattle is paying the $2.2B price tag, the answer needs to be “NO!”
The honest truth is, we can’t afford such luxuries. Period.

One thing to be considered is, how will this constrain future design changes? We are building a 100 year
project here. If 50 years from now another lane needs to be added or Sound Transit pulls their collective
heads out of their arses and decides that they really do need to run link light rail over the bridge, how
will this silly lid restrict that option? If you cannot answer that question, then you are not ready to
“finalize” the design.

Art Valla, VP/CFO




From: amanda lier [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 12:47 PM
To: SR520 Community Design; Pihlstrom, Kerry
Subject: portage bay bridge comments

Dear Sir or Madam:

As an actual member of the community that will be impacted by the 520 project, and a person whose
home is on 95 feet from the existing bridge, | support our community stance on the design of the
project. There are some organizations that claim to be local "neighborhood" organizations, with a
different agenda. | would encourage you to use discernment as you sift through comments. Our
neighborhood had every single one of our community design meetings crashed by persons from other
neighborhoods, providing feedback that was inconsistent with our neighborhood's stand.

I support this opinion the following viewpoint,

Amanda Lee

West Side Design Principles: Jointly
Compiled by PB/RP CC, Montlake CC
and North Capitol Hill CC

1. Safe connectivity for vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians below, above and around
highway structures, without an increase in attractive nuisance features, local traffic or parking.
2. Preservation of the natural environment with specific measures to retain green spaces,

mature trees and views, reduce noise, minimize air, water and light pollution and implement all
City of Seattle Shoreline permit mitigation.

3. A light and airy Portage Bay Bridge compatible in scale and design with its historic
residential context.

4. Minimize the Bridge Width Accordingly we do not support the extra width required for a
median planter. We would support the addition of a permanently dedicated bike lane only if this
segment of the highway is narrowed to four vehicle lanes.

5. Elimination of design elements not critical to moving traffic on, off and over SR-520 if
they intrude on residents’ safety, privacy and security.

6. Continuing and timely consultation with us on proposed design and construction details
that affect our communities’ livability.

7. To promote public safety design areas under the bridge and on top of the lid to encourage
a level of activity that will deter illegal activity without creating lighting, noise or parking
problems for the adjacent residences.



Comments compiled by Front Line Neighbors along Fuhrman and
Boyer Avenues Related to Construction Impacts

1. Leaving the Frolund and any adjacent undeveloped WSDOT property after project
completion as a landscaped park. The park needs to include a shoreline wetland area. The
existing Frolund properties have a 40% slope and a wetland area. It will require considerable re-
grading to use the site as a staging area. We requested that the re-grading work be done in such a
way that the site can remain as an attractive public park after the construction period.

2. Restoring Fuhrman-Boyer Avenues and adjacent sidewalks from any construction
related vehicle damage as the damage is reported to WSDOT not waiting until the six year
construction project is completed This work must also include replacing any damage to under
street sewer and water utilities. Residents in the Fuhrman-Boyer Improvement Association
(FABNIA) negotiated an agreement with SDOT for the placement of traffic calming intersection
improvements along the Avenue. The improvements have already been completed at 8
locations. The improvements received NEDC approved neighborhood funding grants. FABNIA
has Seattle Department of Transportation designs for the remainder of the roadway between
Eastlake and 23 rd Avenue and finishing these intersections must also be included.

3. Restoring the South Portage Bay waters and its adjacent shorelines. This unique inner
city shoreline has 3 beaver lodges and provides foraging habitat for bald eagles, herons and
ospreys. The area has fishing, kayaking and other boating use. FABNIA received a $100,000
Department of Neighborhoods Grant approved by the Portage-Bay Roanoke Park CC, the
Montlake CC and the NEDC. In addition the neighbors raised another $65,000. The grant and 7
seven years of volunteer labor has been used to restore part of this shoreline and adjacent upland
habitat. South Portage Bay already receives untreated water and sediment from the existing SR
520 Bridge. WSDOT needs to restore the bay and its shoreline to mitigate for those and all
additional construction related impacts.

4. Employing all appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs). WSDOT needs to
implement the option of barging materials across Portage Bay in place of using local city streets.
All WSDOT construction related workers must park off street. Existing parking needs and
sidewalk use must be fully preserved for residents. A tall noise absorbing sound wall must be
placed around the site as Sound Transit has done at their Husky Stadium and their other
construction sites. All appropriate BMPs including noise, dust, and vibration controls must be
fully implemented. Mitigation must also be completed for any construction activity related
damage to resident property with special emphasis on structural foundation shifts and cracks
appearing anywhere within or outside the structures.



The Coalition for a Sustainable SR 520 joins with its member groups in asking

for the following changes in the plans for the west side segment of SR 520:

1) Noise has always been the central concern of our constituents. WSDOT must be required
to lower the noise from its current levels, and to use all available techniques including those
recommended by the Noise Expert Review committee, to reduce the noise levels that affect both
those living lower than the 520 highway, and those living higher. Before WSDOT starts
building on the west side, there should be specific agreements with the city working with the
community councils, on noise results and techniques to be used to reduce noise.

2) WSDOT should purchase the land now owned by Seattle Prep immediately to the south
of the Portage Bay Bridge, fund its conversion to a park with a bicycle trail and an ADA-
compliant trail, and turn it over to the city.

a. A bicycle path here would be much cheaper than adding 14 feet to the Portage Bay
Bridge. It would provide a leafy pleasant ride rather than putting bicycles and pedestrians
adjacent to traffic. We believe this is a much superior solution to adding 14 feet of concrete
over the delicate Portage Bay and shorelines.

b. This property would connect Roanoke Park, Interlaken Park, the newly restored South
Portage Bay habitat, and Montlake Park. This kind of connection enables ecosystems to flourish
and creates habitat for wildlife, as well as recreation opportunities for humans.

C. The property is large enough that some homes could be built on it while preserving a
large segment for public use. This can lower the cost of the acquisition.
d. The current plan for an ADA path under the highway does not meet the intent of the

law. Handicapped people would find it unpleasant and scary. A path on this property beside the
highway could offer view, trees, leafy shade, and an agreeable experience.

3) Every effort should be made to reduce 520’s footprint. The residents of the area want to
continue to look at water and mountains, not at concrete.
a. The Portage Bay Bridge should be kept as narrow as possible, with at least one shoulder

of less than standard width. The bicycle trail should be on the land immediately to the south (see
# 2 above) rather than on the bridge.

b. The proposed westbound 2-lane ramp for vehicles leaving 520 (near the Husky stadium)
and going north on Montlake Blvd should be one lane, as proposed by the 6392 committee.
C. Gussets should not be paved, but should be eliminated or otherwise changed to reduce the

footprint. (Gussets are the triangular segments of highway that are not used for travel, but occur
when ramps split off from the main lanes.)

4) WSDOT should adhere to the plans for the 10th and Delmar intersection that were laid
out by SDOT working with the community. These enable pedestrian and bike movement as
well as steady but not speeding vehicle movement.

5) The 10th Ave/Delmar lid should be constructed so that its land mass connects to the land
mass of Capitol Hill, not with a high wall on the Capitol Hill side. The uses of this lid should be
spelled out and construction funded by WSDOT before construction starts on the west side.
These uses should draw people to the area, so that it is safe, and WSDOT should provide funds
for maintenance for 15 years. (Bike and walking paths, viewpoint, dog run, gardens maintained
by horticultural clubs, etc.)



6) All lighting on 520 should be subtle, not detracting from the current views of water and
mountains. There should be an agreement between WSDOT and the city covering this topic.
a. The “sentinels” between Madison Park and Laurelhurst should be lit only enough for
safety, not garishly as portrayed so far. Many residents do not want sentinels at all.

b. The Portage Bay Bridge should be lit only enough for safety.

7) Before any construction starts on the west side, there should be disclosure and discussion
of the changes WSDOT is contemplating from the plans shown in the final Environmental
Impact Statements. WSDOT and the city should agree on the design.

a. Montlake: WSDOT appears to be considering significant changes to the approach to
Montlake. Public disclosure and discussion should be required.

The “Lake to Land” project, sometimes called the new West Approach, would bring 520’s high
new westbound lanes all the way to Montlake Blvd., while leaving the lower old bridge in place
for eastbound traffic, and not building the lid. We have many questions about how this would
work. There has been no opportunity for public comment on this huge change. WSDOT should
show the plans, take input on them, and make changes.

The current plans for the Montlake lid need to be changed, because the lid simply brings more
traffic and noise to the surface level without providing any usable green space for recreation.
But the solution is not to let the “Lake to Land” project eliminate the lid!

b. The Portage Bay Bridge. WSDOT should be required to respond to the communities’
request for drawings of a cable-stay bridge with one tower, rather than the two-towered bridge
now being shown. For both drawings, the communities should be shown how the towers would
affect noise and views from a number of different angles. We do not yet understand how the
towers would affect the neighborhoods.

8) WSDOT is using “design build” contracts for 520. Residents of the east side found that
by the time they saw what was happening, WSDOT said no changes could be made because it
was now in the contractor’s hands. On the west side, WSDOT must be required to show detailed
drawings and take feedback before contracts are let. For all the specific items shown above,
WSDOT must be required to include appropriate specifications in the contracts.



From: Tamara A. Turner [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 3:24 PM
To: SR520 Community Design

Cc:

Subject: Community input on 520 project

Oct. 3, 2012

| am in full agreement with the issues and points raised by
Montlake and neighboring groups and areas as follows:

West Side Design Principles: Jointly Compiled by PB/RP CC, Montlake CC and North Capitol Hill CC

1. Safe connectivity for vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians below, above and around highway structures, without an increase in
attractive nuisance features, local traffic or parking.

2. Preservation of the natural environment with specific measures to retain green spaces, mature trees and views, reduce noise,
minimize air, water and light pollution and implement all City of Seattle Shoreline permit mitigation.

3. A light and airy Portage Bay Bridge compatible in scale and design with its historic residential context.

4. Minimize the Bridge Width Accordingly we do not support the extra width required for a median planter. We would support
the addition of a permanently dedicated bike lane only if this segment of the highway is narrowed to four vehicle lanes.

5. Elimination of design elements not critical to moving traffic on, off and over SR-520 if they intrude on residents’ safety,
privacy and security.

6. Continuing and timely consultation with us on proposed design and construction details that affect our communities’ livability.
7. To promote public safety design areas under the bridge and on top of the lid to encourage a level of activity that will deter

illegal activity without creating lighting, noise or parking problems for the adjacent residences.

Comments compiled by Front Line Neighbors along Fuhrman and Boyer Avenues Related to
Construction Impacts

1. Leaving the Frolund and any adjacent undeveloped WSDOT property after project completion as a landscaped park. The park
needs to include a shoreline wetland area. The existing Frolund properties have a 40% slope and a wetland area. It will require
considerable re-grading to use the site as a staging area. We requested that the re-grading work be done in such a way that the site can
remain as an attractive public park after the construction period.

2. Restoring Fuhrman-Boyer Avenues and adjacent sidewalks from any construction related vehicle damage as the damage is
reported to WSDOT not waiting until the six year construction project is completed This work must also include replacing any damage
to under street sewer and water utilities. Residents in the Fuhrman-Boyer Improvement Association (FABNIA) negotiated an agreement
with SDOT for the placement of traffic calming intersection improvements along the Avenue. The improvements have already been
completed at 8 locations. The improvements received NEDC approved neighborhood funding grants. FABNIA has Seattle Department of
Transportation designs for the remainder of the roadway between Eastlake and 23 rd Avenue and finishing these intersections must also
be included.

3. Restoring the South Portage Bay waters and its adjacent shorelines. This unique inner city shoreline has 3 beaver lodges and
provides foraging habitat for bald eagles, herons and ospreys. The area has fishing, kayaking and other boating use. FABNIA received a
$100,000 Department of Neighborhoods Grant approved by the Portage-Bay Roanoke Park CC, the Montlake CC and the NEDC. In
addition the neighbors raised another $65,000. The grant and 7 seven years of volunteer labor has been used to restore part of this
shoreline and adjacent upland habitat. South Portage Bay already receives untreated water and sediment from the existing SR 520
Bridge. WSDOT needs to restore the bay and its shoreline to mitigate for those and all additional construction related impacts.

4. Employing all appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs). WSDOT needs to implement the option of barging materials
across Portage Bay in place of using local city streets. All WSDOT construction related workers must park off street. Existing parking
needs and sidewalk use must be fully preserved for residents. A tall noise absorbing sound wall must be placed around the site as Sound
Transit has done at their Husky Stadium and their other construction sites. All appropriate BMPs including noise, dust, and vibration



controls must be fully implemented. Mitigation must also be completed for any construction activity related damage to resident
property with special emphasis on structural foundation shifts and cracks appearing anywhere within or outside the structures.

The Coalition for a Sustainable SR 520 joins with its member groups in asking for the following changes
in the plans for the west side segment of SR 520:

1) Noise has always been the central concern of our constituents. WSDOT must be required to lower the noise from its current
levels, and to use all available techniques including those recommended by the Noise Expert Review committee, to reduce the noise
levels that affect both those living lower than the 520 highway, and those living higher. Before WSDOT starts building on the west side,
there should be specific agreements with the city working with the community councils, on noise results and techniques to be used to
reduce noise.

2) WSDOT should purchase the land now owned by Seattle Prep immediately to the south of the Portage Bay Bridge, fund its
conversion to a park with a bicycle trail and an ADA-compliant trail, and turn it over to the city.

a. A bicycle path here would be much cheaper than adding 14 feet to the Portage Bay Bridge. It would provide a leafy
pleasant ride rather than putting bicycles and pedestrians adjacent to traffic. We believe this is a much superior solution
to adding 14 feet of concrete over the delicate Portage Bay and shorelines.

b. This property would connect Roanoke Park, Interlaken Park, the newly restored South Portage Bay habitat, and
Montlake Park. This kind of connection enables ecosystems to flourish and creates habitat for wildlife, as well
as recreation opportunities for humans.

c. The property is large enough that some homes could be built on it while preserving a large segment for public use.
This can lower the cost of the acquisition.

d. The current plan for an ADA path under the highway does not meet the intent of the law. Handicapped people
would find it unpleasant and scary. A path on this property beside the highway could offer view, trees, leafy shade,
and an agreeable experience.

3) Every effort should be made to reduce 520’s footprint. The residents of the area want to continue to look at water and
mountains, not at concrete.

a. The Portage Bay Bridge should be kept as narrow as possible, with at least one shoulder of less than
standard width. The bicycle trail should be on the land immediately to the south (see # 2 above) rather
than on the bridge.

b. The proposed westbound 2-lane ramp for vehicles leaving 520 (near the Husky stadium) and going north
on Montlake Blvd should be one lane, as proposed by the 6392 committee.

c. Gussets should not be paved, but should be eliminated or otherwise changed to reduce the footprint.
(Gussets are the triangular segments of highway that are not used for travel, but occur when ramps split off

from the main lanes.)

4) WSDOT should adhere to the plans for the 10th and Delmar intersection that were laid out by SDOT working with the
community. These enable pedestrian and bike movement as well as steady but not speeding vehicle movement.

5) The 10th Ave/Delmar lid should be constructed so that its land mass connects to the land mass of Capitol Hill, not with a high
wall on the Capitol Hill side. The uses of this lid should be spelled out and construction funded by WSDOT before
construction starts on the west side. These uses should draw people to the area, so that it is safe, and WSDOT should provide funds for
maintenance for 15 years.  (Bike and walking paths, viewpoint, dog run, gardens maintained by horticultural clubs, etc.)

6) All lighting on 520 should be subtle, not detracting from the current views of water and mountains. There should be an
agreement between WSDOT and the city covering this topic.

a. The “sentinels” between Madison Park and Laurelhurst should be lit only enough for safety, not garishly as
portrayed so far. Many residents do not want sentinels at all.

b. The Portage Bay Bridge should be lit only enough for safety.



7 Before any construction starts on the west side, there should be disclosure and discussion of the changes WSDOT is
contemplating from the plans shown in the final Environmental Impact Statements. WSDOT and the city should agree
on the design

a. Montlake: WSDOT appears to be considering significant changes to the approach to

Montlake. Public disclosure and discussion should be required.

The “Lake to Land” project, sometimes called the new West Approach, would bring 520’s high new
westhbound lanes all the way to Montlake Blvd., while leaving the lower old bridge in place for eastbound
traffic, and not building the lid. We have many questions about how this would work. There has been no opportunity for public
comment on this huge change. WSDOT should show the plans, take input on them, and make changes.

The current plans for the Montlake lid need to be changed, because the lid simply brings more traffic and
noise to the surface level without providing any usable green space for recreation. But the solution is not to let the
“Lake to Land” project eliminate the lid!

b. The Portage Bay Bridge. WSDOT should be required to respond to the communities’ request for drawings
of a cable-stay bridge with one tower, rather than the two-towered bridge now being shown. For
both drawings, the communities should be shown how the towers would affect noise and views from a number of different angles. We
do not yet understand how the towers would affect the neighborhoods.

8) WSDOT is using “design build” contracts for 520. Residents of the east side found that by the time they saw what was
happening, WSDOT said no changes could be made because it was now in the contractor’s hands. On the
west side, WSDOT must be required to show detailed drawings and take feedback before contracts are let. For all the specific items
shown above, WSDOT must be required to include appropriate specifications in the contracts.

9. Reconsider dark and dangerous paths under the freeway. The new freeway will be twice as wide, creating twice as much cover
for illegal activities (drug dealing, prostitution, graffiti, camping).

10. Redesign the 40-foot wall towering over East Montlake Park. That's one huge concrete wall facing Shelby/Hamlin. The lid
should span all the way to the park and gently slope toward the ground. If the SAM Sculpture Park can do
it, so can this lid.

11. Give pedestrians a traffic-separated route over 520. With a $300 million lid, there ought to be a way for pedestrians to safely
walk across 520 without having to cross vast expanses of freeway traffic lanes.

--Tamara A. Turner




From: Mullen, Susan [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 3:53 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Ideas for the new 520 bridge.

Hello.

I’'m a Seattle homeowner. | would be very happy to see some of my taxes go to support these
recommendations. They are from a recent post in the “Union Bay Watch” blog.

The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:

> Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

> Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the current Arboretum
offramp.

> Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the lake.
We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them negotiated away to meet
budget constraints. In addition, we would like to add a few common sense requests that require more
thought than money. For instance:

> Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter so young
birds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.
> Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting sites. (Make sure
they are well away from the shore and the new bridge so they can cause no damage in an earthquake.)

> Engage environmentalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the bridge. The
current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and Rock Doves around
Foster Island. We can do even better if we make an effort.

> Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible. Every drop of clean
water flowing through the creek increases our chances of getting salmon to spawn in the stream.

> Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the water as cool as
possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

> Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased water flow in
the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water sources it will support an
abundance of spawning salmon, as it did originally.

> Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by spawning salmon.

Thank you for reading.

Susan Mullen

e



From: Julie Salathe [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 4:05 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: 520 design comments

To whom it may concern:
| have a few comments on the SR 520 Project:

A. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This trail would be an
enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on trails. It would
interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a
critical regional link. Since we will be investing a large amount of money on this project and
will be living with the design for 75 or more years, we should do it correctly now, and create a
world-class facility that serves all users.

B. Redesign the Montlake-lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs from the ground
up, including E-W and N-S connections through this area. This area serves as a hub for multi-
modal connections and must be designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably
create paths for people of all ages and abilities to travel to and from home, work, school, and
businesses. The Montlake multi-modal hub must connect the 520 bus station, UW light rail
station, UW campus, Burke Gilman Trail, SR520 trail to the Eastside, new Arboretum Trail, and
the Portage Bay Bridge Trail, and neighborhoods North and South. Currently the level of service
through this area has been given a failing grade by the independent analysts at Nelson Nygaard.
Our neighborhoods, Seattle, and the region deserve, and should expect, world class facilities for
people who take transit, walk, and bike.

| currently live in the Central area/south Capitol Hill, and my husband and | commute every day
by bike through the Montlake area on south-northbound route. We have two children who ride
with us on this route sometimes, and would appreciate being able to ride through here safely and
conveniently.

Regards,
Julie Salathe

Julie Salathe



From: Alben Tufel [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 4:32 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR 520 community design

Please make sure that there is a traffic separated pedestrian path over 520. As a long time
Montlake resident | have witnessed many dangerous and close calls involving pedestrians and

bikers. Thanks.

Alben Tufel



From: Karen Price [mailto:

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 9:25 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: public comments on SR520 Westside Design Report

Roanoke Area: For the Roanoke Area, I want:

Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St.

Specific to the survey, I support the proposal to improve the “T”

intersection design at 10th Ave E and Delmar Dr E.

Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar Lid,
including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new Portage
Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th Ave E,
and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe and
comfortable experience for people bicycling.

Portage Bay Bridge: I want the Portage Bay Bridge to integrate a 14-foot bicycle
and pedestrian trail with safe and convenient access at both ends. This is
reflected in “Preference 8” in the online survey.

Montlake Area: I want the Montlake Area to include:

Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west sides
of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated bicycle
facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along this
corridor.

Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East Montlake
Park from 24th Avenue East.

24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly

bi-directional) along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection
across SR 520, providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake
neighborhood, and points north of SR 520.

Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Connections:I want to reiterate the importance of (1)
providing a 14-foot shared-use trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge and (2)
designing all bicycle connections to meet future demand and encourage use by
people of all ages and abilities.

Karen Price



From: jennifer lundgren [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 9:25 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR 520 community design

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This trail would be an
enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on trails. It would
interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a
critical regional link.

2. Redesign the Montlake lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs from the ground up.
This area serves as a hub for multimodal connections and must be designed to seamlessly,
safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for people of all ages and abilities to travel to and
form home, work, school, and businesses. The Montlake multimodal hub must connect the 520
bus station, UW light rail station, UW campus, Burke Gilman Trail, SR520 trail to the Eastside,
new Arboretum Trail, and the Portage Bay Bridge Trail. Currently the level of service through this
area has been given a failing grade by the independent analysts at Nelson Nygaard. Our
neighborhoods, Seattle, and the region deserve, and should expect, world class facilities for
people who take transit, walk, and bike.

THis is a highly used neighborhood of pedestrians and bikers!!! Please help safeguard our
neighborhood.



From: jennifer lundgren [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 9:38 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR 520 community design

| have already sent several comments forwarding regarding my precious neighborhood Montlake. | speak
personally because my mother, who lives at the top of Yarrow Point, Bellevue and my family home where
she still resides has undergone massive trauma, loss of privacy not to mention value due to the work of
the new 520 bridge. As a family we have witnessed pure incompetence just in regard to her home. The
sound wall that was guaranteed to give privacy, which shoots down a ledge from her yard-my elementary
son or daughter could kick a ball over to land in 8 lanes of traffic! They took all of the old growth trees,
never told her that her home would be unlivable between street lamps, noise, pollution etc. She has
retained a lawyer and has been passed between talking heads that have no regard for her personal well
being. they never offered to buy her home straight out, but left her with a shell of a property, only buying
the sliver they needed for an access ramp. | have no trust in this process, this design team or anyoone
associated with it! Just drive under the overpass of 92nd avenue and look up at her once private neat old
home. Wave but she won't see you-all of her trees are gone, but the blinds are closed.

Please have a shred of respect for this side of the bridge, and prove me and the rest of the Seattle
community wrong.

Jennifer Lundgren



From: Nicholas Richter [mailto

Sent: Wednesday, October 03, 2012 9:54 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the 520 and the Portage Bay Bridge

Dear Washington State Department of Transportation,

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This trail would be an
enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on trails. It would
interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a
critical regional link.

2. Please redesign the Montlake lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs from the
ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal and regional connections and must be
designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for people of all ages
and abilities to travel to and form home, work, school, and businesses.

Sincerely,

Sent from my Mobile



From: Hoyt [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 1:30 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the 520 and the Portage Bay Bridge

Dear Washington State Department of Transportation,

I am a car-free homeowner in Wallingford who has lived in the neighborhood
(including University District) for 27 years. There are three adults living in
our home and we get around mainly by biking and walking, often through the
Montlake and Roanoke neighborhoods on my way to other parts of the city. I feel
very strongly that the new SR-520 design budget should prioritize pedestrian and
bicycle infrastructure in order to promote a healthy lifestyle and a strong
community. Also, having lived in The Netherlands, I have seen first hand how
first class pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure can contribute to a high
quality of 1life for people living in big cities.

I agree with the following design requests:

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail.

This trail would be an enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy
recreating on trails. It would interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the
UWN area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a critical regional link.

2. Please redesign the Montlake 1lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian
needs from the ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal and regional
connections and must be designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and
comfortably create paths for people of all ages and abilities to travel to and
form home, work, school, and businesses.

Sincerely,

DM HOit

Reality leaves a lot to the imagination.

-John Lennon



From: Jessica Wahlund [mailto

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 1:50 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR-520 Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail

Dear WSDOT-

My name is Jessica Wahlund and | am a Capitol Hill homeowner, UW student and daily bicycle
commuter. I'm writing today to ask for two things.

First- please study, design, and, most importantly, build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail.
This trail would be an enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on
trails. It would interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and
serve as a critical regional link.

Second, please redesign the Montlake lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs from
the ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal connections and must be designed to
seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for people of all ages and abilities to
travel to and form home, work, school, and businesses. The Montlake multimodal hub must
connect the 520 bus station, UW light rail station, UW campus, Burke Gilman Trail, SR520 trail
to the Eastside, new Arboretum Trail, and the Portage Bay Bridge Trail. Currently the level of
service through this area has been given a failing grade by the independent analysts at Nelson
Nygaard.

Our neighborhoods, Seattle, and the region deserve, and should expect, world class facilities for
people who take transit, walk, and bike.

Thank You



From: Lang Reynolds [mailto

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 1:54 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the 520 and the Portage Bay Bridge

Dear Washington State Department of Transportation,

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This trail would be an
enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on trails. It would
interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a
critical regional link.

2. Please redesign the Montlake lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs from the
ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal and regional connections and must be
designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for people of all ages
and abilities to travel to and form home, work, school, and businesses.

Sincerely,
Lang Reynolds



From: Neil Wechsler [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 2:17 PM
To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: 520 bicycle pedestrian path

Please build a complete 520 bicycle pedestrian path. I understand some of my
neighbors in along Portage Bay feel that a motor vehicle only bridge will help
keep their view from being even more obstructed that an all purpose bridge.
Leaving off the path is not a good solution. Scale it down from 14 feet wide to
10 feet and it will work just as well.

Don't make 520 just another monument outdated facility that encourages motor
vehicle use. Don't create another missing link in our human powered
transportation system.

Thanks for your consideration

Neil Wechsler




From: Elise deGoede Dorough [mailto

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 2:35 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the 520 and the Portage Bay Bridge

Dear WSDOT:

Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This trail would be an
enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on trails. It would
interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a
critical regional link. I live in Capitol Hill and bike to work at UW every day. I'd love love love
this trail as it would make my commuter faster, safer, and more comfortable.

| also urge you to redesign the Montlake lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs
from the ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal and regional connections and must
be designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for people of all ages
and abilities to travel to and form home, work, school, and businesses.

Best regards,

Elise deGoede Dorough




From: Josh Harris [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 2:38 PM
To: SR520 Community Design

Subject: Bike lane

Please continue the bike lane on 520
To i5! More biking options mean fewer cars on the road!
Thank you.



From: Lasich, Martin [mailto

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 2:42 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the 520 and the Portage Bay Bridge

Dear Washington State Department of Transportation,

| live and work by my bike. Please always include ALL users when designing transportation
solutions.

Below is the copypasta:

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This trail would
be an enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on trails. It
would interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and
serve as a critical regional link.

2. Please redesign the Montlake lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs
from the ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal and regional connections
and must be designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for
people of all ages and abilities to travel to and form home, work, school, and businesses.

Sincerely,

Martin Lasich



From: Martha Walsh [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 3:11 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I am a year-round,
daily bicycle commuter to the University of Washington, and I am highly
interested in improving infrastructure to make bicycling more accessible as a
mode of transportation and recreation.

I have the following recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4., 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.



Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,
Martha L. Walsh

Martha Walsh



From: Rhae-Christie Shaw [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 3:30 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the 520 and the Portage Bay Bridge

Dear Washington State Department of Transportation,

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This
trail would be an enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy
recreating on trails. It would interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the
UW area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a critical regional link.

2. Please redesign the Montlake 1lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian
needs from the ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal and regional
connections and must be designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and
comfortably create paths for people of all ages and abilities to travel to and
form home, work, school, and businesses.

Sincerely,

Rhae Shaw



From: Julie Zivin [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 4:10 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the 520 and the Portage Bay Bridge

Dear Washington State Department of Transportation,

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This
trail would be an enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy
recreating on trails. It would interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the
UW area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a critical regional link.

2. Please redesign the Montlake 1lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian
needs from the ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal and regional
connections and must be designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and

comfortably create paths for people of all ages and abilities to travel to and
form home, work, school, and businesses.

PLEASE.

Sincerely,

Julie Robertson Zivin



From: Constance Bain [mailto

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 4:11 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: SR 520 community design

Re SR 520 design as it impacts the Montlake neighborhood where we live: | am not a cyclist but | do fear
for cyclists’ safety. | am a pedestrian and | also fear for my safety and for the safety of my children and
grandchildren.

Inadequate thought has been given to the design of safe routes for cyclists and pedestrians. We need a
separated path over SR 520, for sure on the west side, preferably on both sides of Montlake Boulevard.

Please reconsider putting pathways under SR520. They are not safe for children or for anyone else.

Another design element that is not safe is the very high wall above East Montlake Park. There surely
must be a better design for that area.

Thank you for your consideration. We are extremely worried about the adverse effect all the additional
traffic the current design of SR 520 will bring to our Montlake neighborhood.

Consta ain



Edwards

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 6:00 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: disappointed bicycle commuter

I am profoundly disappointed in the draft report. As a daily year-round bicycle
commuter between Sandpoint and downtown Seattle I endure daily the awful slow and
unsafe driver-centric roads between the Montlake Bridge and downtown. Despite
the design preference to "Study safe and effective bicycle and pedestrian
connections from Montlake to downtown Seattle and north Capitol Hill" I do not
see much to encourage hopes that bikers will get much more that study. It looks
to me like drivers are getting concrete and bikers are getting lip service.
Frankly, it surprised and angers me, in this day and age, to see such a
celebration of retro-60's driver-centric design.

It seems like a product of the old WS-Drivers Only Transportation agency.

On p2 Non-motorized and transit connectivity there is a gaping hole between the
connections labeled 4 and 8. When I look at the city on-street bike
arterial/lane/sharrow markings I see that the proposed connections are just as
bad they are now, beyond the long overdue minor changes to the awful Dawson
Trail. Drivers continue to enjoy simple, short, convenient connections, while
bikers will continue to be forced into the same old long zig zags. Drivers get
0.7 mi of easy safe grade from Montlake to Roanoke while bikers share 1.2 or 2.2
mi on steep hills with arterial traffic. It's even worse from the Montlake
Bridge to 520.

On p3 I recognize the items labeled "What We Heard". Those are pretty much what
I heard and what I said myself to DOT reps. But I am very disappointed to see
such a very weak connection between what you heard and what you explored. I
expect that the promotion of commute-trip reduction will be most apparent in the
numbers of bikers who see that the infrastructure strongly encourages driving
over riding and choose to use the superior driving facilities.

It is telling that the Conceptual Rendering of a "new landscaped bicycle and
pedestrian connection” shows lots of cars but only (maybe) one rider on a narrow
bit of sidewalk between a dog walker and planted strip.

I have not been a "bicycle activist" in the past. All I want is a reasonable way
to get to work without having to drive downtown. I am afraid that WS-DOT is not
truly committed yet to serving the non-driving public. If the DOT is seriously
considering the plans set out in the draft then I am going to have to start
fighting this plan seriously.



From: Tom Talbott [mailto

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 7:53 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Cc:

Subject: Comment: 520 Bridge Expansion and Union Bay

Dear Washington State Department of Transportation,

As someone who enjoys the natural beauty of Union Bay and the areas around the Washington
Park Arboretum, | wanted to comment on the current plans for the 520 bridge. The current 520
plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:

1. Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

2. Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the current
Arboretum offramp.

3. Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the
lake.

I want to reinforce these goals and | do not wish to see any of them negotiated away to meet
budget constraints. In addition, | would like to reinforce a few common sense requests others
have made that require more thought than money. For instance:

1. Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter
so young birds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

2. Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting
sites. (Make sure they are well away from the shore and the new bridge so they can
cause no damage in an earthquake.)

3. Engage naturalists to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the bridge.
The current 520 bridge supports nesting sites for Barn Swallows, Cliff Swallows and
Rock Doves around Foster Island. We can do even better if we make an effort.

4. Route filtered 520 runoff into the Arboretum Creek as far upstream as possible. Every
drop of clean water flowing through the creek increases our chances of getting salmon to
spawn in the stream.

5. Plant trees around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep the water as cool
as possible. Salmon need cool water to spawn.

6. Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased
water flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water
sources it will support an abundance of spawning salmon, as it did originally.

7. Please ensure the stream bottom contains small, round pea gravel needed by spawning
salmon.

Ultimately, | want to see Seattle continue to support wildlife nearby like these that | was able to
photograph:

https://plus.google.com/u/0/photos/100327836545033470159/albums/5775924513329864593



https://plus.google.com/u/0/photos/100327836545033470159/albums/5775924513329864593

Sincerely,

Thomas B Talbott, Jr.



From: Bruce Welti [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 9:02 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR 520 community design

To Whom It May Concern:

I live in the University District in a house I own with my wife. We both love to
bicycle. We use the Burke Gilman Trail often, and in general our rides are
constrained by where we feel safe riding.

Pretending we are "just like a car" works sometimes, but in many places it's too
scary.

When SR 520 gets rebuilt in Montlake, I would like to see great care be taken to
create routes for cyclists and pedestrians that are easy to use and to
understand. It should be easy to get from UW to points south (the Arboretum,
Capitol Hill). For cyclists who want to cross the lake it should be easy to go
any direction from Montlake: east across the bridge, north to the U, south, or
west, along 520 to Roanoke and the north end of Capitol Hill. Right now, that
area is very chopped up.

With the reconstruction of 520, it seems like a rare opportunity to make these
lovely little pockets more connected and accessible. I'd love to be able to
easily walk from the Montlake cut up to Roanoke Park, for example. A path for
bikes and pedestrians should definitely be built, not just across the lake and
stopping in Montlake, but all the way to I-5.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Bruce Welti



From: Stan Sorscher [mailto

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 9:30 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Cc: Jeannie Hale; Colleen McAleer

Subject: Comments on Seattle Community Design Process

Sir or Madam -

I was pleased to participate in the West Side Community Design Collaborative. The design professionals
and neighborhood volunteers took their assignments seriously, and we were able to consider and discuss

many options and interests. My sense is that the most valuable discussion was around the redesign of the
Lake Washington-Montlake Ave-23rd Avenue intersection. Under current conditions, that area is a failed
intersection for a considerable portion of the day.

Please consider three specific comments regarding the SR 520 Draft Design

Daily backups, north- and south-bound through the Montlake Bridge are an embarrassment to traffic
planners, City officials, and the community. The Seattle City Council took action to delay the second
bascule bridge over the Montlake cut. Without a second bridge, large or small, across the Montlake cut,
all other efforts will be wasted or severely compromised. Congestion and incomplete solutions will
weaken public support for the project and negate many of the fine, innovative, and creative features built
into other portions of the project. Nothing else will matter without a second bridge. A second bridge must
be kept in the design.

Lighting on the bridge, over the lake and in the approach areas, is a source of anxiety and mistrust. My
personal sense is that the lighting could be integrated with the natural surrounding, residential areas and
institutional spaces. At one of the design meetings, | mentioned that | had recently travelled on an
airplane with the new LED lighting. These new lighting systems have an extraordinary range of control.
They can be programmed to vary with time of day, sunlight, weather conditions, and season, or to
highlight holidays and special events. I’ve seen LED lighting pick up Fall colors, Christmas or holiday
colors, pastels in the Spring, team colors for game days, and | can imagine the colors being used to
involve schools, neighborhoods or community groups to express interests or highlight activities. This
level of control could turn the lighting from a source of tension into a source of community pride and
identity.

The Draft includes three options for the Portage Bay Bridge — box girder, extradosed and cable-stayed. |
will confess that | am often unable to imagine properly how something will look in real life, starting from
a drawing or scale model. The scale models at the June public session were very provocative. The box
girder design is a minimal statement, but in some ways the extradosed and cable-stayed designs in the 3-D
models seemed to capture the slopes and contours of the surrounding area and accentuate the natural
setting. The options with stepped-back supports were surprisingly appealing. The extradosed and cable-
stayed options have the potential to be signature structures, and my inclination is to give designers the
opportunity to capitalize on that potential.

Best regards,
Stan Sorscher



From: Rich Knox [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 10:19 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the 520 and the Portage Bay Bridge

Dear Washington State Department of Transportation,

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This
trail would be an enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy
recreating on trails. It would interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the
UW area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a critical regional link.

2. Please redesign the Montlake 1lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian
needs from the ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal and regional
connections and must be designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and
comfortably create paths for people of all ages and abilities to travel to and
form home, work, school, and businesses.

I'm a daily bicycle commuter from Capitol Hill to downtown Bellevue. Complete
bicycle access through Portage Bay and Montlake provides a vital link connecting
the downtowns of Seattle and Bellevue.

Sincerely,

Rich Knox



From: Ginny Richards [mailto

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 10:26 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Please do not remove Arboretum ramps to and from 520

Dear WSDOT,

Please reconsider the plan to remove the Arboretum ramps to and from 520. If
these ramps are removed the increase in traffic on 24th Ave. E and Montlake
Blvd. will be enormous. As it is, these roads are already extremely backup at
certain times of day from Boyer Ave. to the University Village area.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Jay and Ginny Richards

Cell
Home




From: David Barts [mailto

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 11:25 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: 520 Design Comment

Really, now? Expensive lids over the new 520 in the areas that go through upscale residential
neighborhoods, affordable to only the wealthiest individuals in the city, and no lids at all (and a
much wider footprint than the present 520) through the Washington Park Arboretum, a precious
large greenspace that belongs to all equally, and which is particularly important to those in the
city who cannot afford a detached single-family home with a yard?

Really, now? Seriously?

Frankly, I am hard-pressed to think of a more blatant example of taxpayer-financed class warfare
(on the part of the haves against the have nots) in local politics in a long, long time.

| hope for massive public opposition to this monstrosity, and for the careers of every public
official whose fingerprints are on it to be permanently and irrevocably ruined.

David Barts

!lerarcllca‘ |ns|||utions are like giant bulldozers — obedient to the whim of any fool who takes the controls.” —

Edward Abbey



From: Vadim Meleshuk [mailto

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 11:31 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: SR 520 community design

Please make the shared-use lane on the Portage Bay bridge a reality! This would make me use
the bike more often.

Vadim,
Shelby/Hamlin resident.



From: Kimberly Hobbs [mailto ||| G

Sent: Thursday, October 04, 2012 11:38 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: SR520 bridge design

Thank you in advance for considering my opinions as well as the other parties that will be impacted with the
final decisions about the SR520 Bridge Design.

Our family lives in Montlake and my husband and I have an office on Eastlake. Our daughter is a student at
UW and works on Eastlake kiddy-corner from the old Red Robin. Our son cycles to University Village for his
part-time job after school. We all utilize the Montlake and Portage Bay bridges several times a day and many
times per week on foot -or- by bike. We believe the Montlake and Portage Bay crossings need significant
thought and consideration to ensure that residents and commuters have a seamless, safe and attractive
paths.

Portage Bay Bridge is currently unsafe for cyclists and for pedestrians. This connection vastly needs
improvement and if it is completed wisely it would enhance our neighborhoods, businesses and provide a
critical transportation connection link.

The Montlake neighborhood is desperate need of a far more comprehensive solution. Pedestrians and
cyclists cannot cross safely now -or- with the proposed plan. It is dangerous for our students and employees
walking to UW and parents with their children to and from the Montlake Elementary. This area is a hub for
north, south, east and west bound commuters and a safe option is critical for pedestrians and cyclists. It
MUST be designed to be cohesive for people of all ages and abilities. There are so many connections in this
small location and this HUB is critical.

It is time to look outside your current planners and go back to the drawing board for some fresh, thoughtful
solutions that will provide a solution for the next 50-years. This is no small task but it is a critical task that
must be right the first time.

[ am hopeful you can create this much needed lid in a way that implements all the needs of the community.
Kindest Regards,
Kim

Kimberly Hobbs, Broker
Certified negotiation expert + ecobroker + ABR + built green professional + IMS + NAR green accredited

Mark R Hobbs, Managing Broker + Assistant Manager + WRE Standards of Practice Chairman
Certified negotiation expert + ecobroker + ABR + CRS + built green professional + earth advantage broker + NAR green
accredited




From: [mailto

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 5:13 AM
To-; SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Cc:

Subject: Re: Comments on Seattle Community Design Process

Hi Stan

good points about the second bascule bridge. it is like the Mercer mess- lots of money spent no
improvement.

In the lighting, comment should state that "no decorative " lighting is needed. This us a massive
concrete structure on a natural lake.

thus simpler the better, and LCC does not endorse any kind if colored lighting.

Thanks for the notes,

Colleen

Sent from my Verizon Wireless Phone
----- Reply message -----
From: "Stan Sorscher"

Date: Fri, Oct 5, 2012 12:29 am
Subject: Comments on Seattle Community Design Process

To:
Cc:

Sir or Madam -

| was pleased to participate in the West Side Community Design
Collaborative. The design professionals and neighborhood volunteers took
their assignments seriously, and we were able to consider and discuss many
options and interests. My sense is that the most valuable discussion was
around the redesign of the Lake Washington-Montlake Ave-23rd Avenue
intersection. Under current conditions, that area is a failed intersection

for a considerable portion of the day.

Please consider three specific comments regarding the SR 520 Draft Design

> Daily backups, north- and south-bound through the Montlake Bridge are an
> embarrassment to traffic planners, City officials, and the community. The

> Seattle City Council took action to delay the second bascule bridge over the
> Montlake cut. Without a second bridge, large or small, across the Montlake
> cut, all other efforts will be wasted or severely compromised. Congestion and



> incomplete solutions will weaken public support for the project and negate
> many of the fine, innovative, and creative features built into other portions
> of the project. Nothing else will matter without a second bridge. A second
> bridge must be kept in the design.

> Lighting on the bridge, over the lake and in the approach areas, is a source

> of anxiety and mistrust. My personal sense is that the lighting could be

> integrated with the natural surrounding, residential areas and institutional

> spaces. At one of the design meetings, | mentioned that | had recently

> travelled on an airplane with the new LED lighting. These new lighting systems
> have an extraordinary range of control. They can be programmed to vary with
> time of day, sunlight, weather conditions, and season, or to highlight

> holidays and special events. I've seen LED lighting pick up Fall colors,

> Christmas or holiday colors, pastels in the Spring, team colors for game days,
> and | can imagine the colors being used to involve schools, neighborhoods or
> community groups to express interests or highlight activities. This level of

> control could turn the lighting from a source of tension into a source of

> community pride and identity.

>

> The Draft includes three options for the Portage Bay Bridge box girder,

> extradosed and cable-stayed. | will confess that | am often unable to imagine
> properly how something will look in real life, starting from a drawing or

> scale model. The scale models at the June public session were very

> provocative. The box girder design is a minimal statement, but in some ways
> the extradosed and cable-stayed designs in the 3-D models seemed to capture
> the slopes and contours of the surrounding area and accentuate the natural

> setting. The options with stepped-back supports were surprisingly appealing.
> The extradosed and cable-stayed options have the potential to be signature

> structures, and my inclination is to give designers the opportunity to

> capitalize on that potential.

>

Best regards,

Stan Sorscher



From: Don Anderson [mailto

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 7:07 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: SR 520 Design Seattle - comment

There is an essential need for bicycle and pedestrian connection from the Montlake lid area along the 520
project to the upper lid at Roanoke. This vital connection would increase commuting and recreational
connections for bicyclists and pedestrians along the very busy corridors of 10th Avenue to Harvard (north-
south) and Roanoke to Delmar (east-west), linking these routes more easily and directly to Montlake, the
UW, transit connections at the Sound Transit/UW station, to Husky Stadium, and to connections to the
eastside along 520. Please find a way to include the non-motorized trail adjacent to the 520 section
along the full length of the 520 Projects, all the way to I-5!

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Don Anderson
Seattle, WA



From: Ron Hochnadel [mailto

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 9:01 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: SR 520 community design

Dear WDOT,

I live in Madison Valley and am a home owner. | am interested in the arboretum, Capitol Hill,
and university areas for bikes.

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This trail would be
an enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on trails. It
would interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and
serve as a critical regional link.

2. Redesign the Montlake lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs from the
ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal connections and must be designed to
seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for people of all ages and
abilities to travel to and from home, work, school, and businesses. The Montlake
multimodal hub must connect the 520 bus station, UW light rail station, UW campus,
Burke Gilman Trail, SR520 trail to the Eastside, new Arboretum Trail, and the Portage
Bay Bridge Trail. Currently the level of service through this area has been given a failing
grade by the independent analysts at Nelson Nygaard. Our neighborhoods, Seattle, and
the region deserve, and should expect, world class facilities for people who take transit,
walk, and bike.

Regards,

Ron Hochnadel

Attorne
col I

Privileged/Confidential Information may be in this message. If you are not the intended addressee,
please treat this message as confidential, contact me immediately, discard the message, and do not use
or retain its contents. Thank you.




From: Penny Lewis [mailto

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 9:09 AM
To: SR520 Community Design;
Subject: Comments on SR 520

Dear Kerry Pihlstrom and WSDOT,

| am writing to support the comments and requests related to the Portage Bay section of the 520
Bridge replacement provided to you by the Coalition for a Sustainable SR 520 and the other
community groups involved in this long multiyear planning process. | am certain you must have
a copy.

My greatest concerns as a resident of the floating homes community directly adjacent to this part
of the bridge are as follows:

*Restoring and expanding the natural areas of the South Portage Bay waterfront and park areas
to enhance the already beautiful and natural areas of Portage Bay. The project should leave the
area a better and happier place in which to live. The bridge should only be a silent, minimal
background to the nature and beauty of the waterfront and greenscape in which it is located.

*Keeping the footprint of the replacement bridge as narrow as possible. This may mean listening
to the data gathered after the tolling began on this bridge and knowing that future amount of
traffic may not require a six-lane extension toward Seattle from Montlake.

*WSDOT should purchase the land owned by Seattle Prep to the south of the current bridge near
Delmar and fund its conversion to a park/green space connection under the 520 bridge with a
bike path and ADA-compliant trail, and turn it over to the city. This would allow for workable
and safe bike/pedestrian trail under the new bridge. The current plan is neither safe nor ADA
compliant.

* Add a bike trail connection from the Delmar lid to 520 ONLY if 520 is built as a four lane
connection between Montlake and 1-5. Otherwise, the trail should be built under the bridge and
through the connecting paths and streets of Montlake and Portage Bay--a much more friendly
and less expensive solution. The addition of a bike trail to the bridge between Montlake and
I-5 at this point requires an EIS study to be legal and thus adds even more expense to the
project!

* Using water transportation methods during construction as much as possible rather than street
use with trucks. The neighborhood streets are already very congested and there are few
alternatives, especially for those who live in the area.

* Keeping the pollution during construction and after to a minimum. Noise is a problem and
should be addressed at all stages of the reconstruction and in the design of the final bridge.

* Keep the physical design of the bridge to a minimum, allowing for the maximum views and the
character of the water community below to be seen and enjoyed. Keep the bridge low and
unobtrusive.



Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the next phases of the bridge construction. | trust
that you will listen to the comments that you have requested and with best practices in mind,
build a bridge extension that serves the goal of reducing single person transportation and the
related pollution and noise, makes the surrounding community a safer and better place in which
to live and high lights the natural beauty of our city.

Sincerely,

Penni Lewis



From: Christopher Hoffman [mailto:
Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 9:32 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: 520 bridge

Please extend the bike ped path the entire way from the eastside to

I-5 and provide

robust connections to the Burke Gilman, Capitol Hill, Eastlake and South Lake
Union.

Christopher Hoffman



From: Robin Randels [mailto

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 9:51 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: SR 520 community design

Dear WDOT,

| am writing to you today to voice my concerns about the bike and pedestrian portion of the 520
project. | have been present at the majority of the design meetings to discuss bike/ped issues with
designers, helping them to understand bicycle and pedestrian needs. Sadly, many of these
suggestions have not made the final cut and we are back to square one with a mega-project that
simply moves cars (and bikes only as far as Montlake). We must not relegate pedestrians and
bicycles to what amounts to an after thought regarding space and dollars allotted for bike/ped
access. It is essential that a project of this size includes all users -- it's been wrong for so long --
let's take this opportunity to get it right this time.

1) Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This trail
would be an enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on trails. It
would interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and
serve as a critical regional link.

2) Redesign the Montlake lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs
from the ground up. This area serves as a hub for multi modal connections and must be
designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for people of all ages
and abilities to travel to and form home, work, school, and businesses. The Montlake multi
modal hub must connect the 520 bus station, UW light rail station, UW campus, Burke Gilman
Trail, SR520 trail to the East side, new Arboretum Trail, and the Portage Bay Bridge Trail.
Currently the level of service through this area has been given a failing grade by the independent
analysts at Nelson Nygaard. Our neighborhoods, Seattle, and the region deserve, and should
expect, world class facilities for people who take transit, walk, and bike.

Sincerely,

Robin Randels
Greenwood-Phinney Greenways
Seattle Citizen



From: || (maito

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 10:07 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: Comments 520 project

We are opposed to all options that make the Portage bay bridge wider. It is already too wide with the bike
trail and the planting strip and the extra lanes .

Please make sure the lighting is reasonable and not to bright.

We support a larger lide that actually extend further west to create green spaces behind the houses on
Hamlin Street.



From: Patterson, Sally @ Seattle [mailto ||| G

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 11:13 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: 520 comments

From
Sally Patterson

Noise remediation

From East of the Roanoke lid, rising up toward Federal Avenue

From the transit lane from 520 to I-5 which due to its height, may direct additional noise up the hill to
Federal Avenue

Bike lane

Imperative it runs across Portage Bay to Capitol Hill

Bike traffic across 502 bridge is projected by bike clubs to be heavy, so bike land is imperative.
Looking at the bike traffic across I-90 bridge, once can gauge the great number of bikers, with growing
volume as more bike friendly roads are planned in Seattle.

Thank you
Sally

Patterson

This email may contain information that is confidential or attorney-client privileged and may constitute inside information. The contents of this
email are intended only for the recipient(s) listed above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are directed not to read, disclose, distr bute
or otherwise use this transmission. If you have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the transmission.
Delivery of this message is not intended to waive any applicable privileges.



From: Stanislove [mailto

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 12:13 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: SR 520 - bicycle connectors

As a committed bicycle commuter and software contractor for over twenty years, | long dreamed
of being able to bike to Redmond (where | worked back then) from Seattle directly over the SR
520 bridge. Woodland Park - Microsoft campus would be approximately 13 miles overlake,
while getting there via Burke-Gilman trail and Marymoor Park is 30 miles. That's a one-hour
difference each direction. Allowing bikes on 520 only makes sense.

| would also like to see section #8 of the Draft Plan implemented, that of a bike trail along 520
over Portage Bay from Roanoke to Montlake. Again, it would save bicyclists several miles of
competing with auto traffic along Boyer Ave.

Sincerely,

Stanislaw Chalicki _

Seattle, WA



From: [mailto:

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 12:48 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: comments on 520 design/pedestrial and bicycle improvements

Hello!

I am a long time cyclist and have just moved to Montlake. I appreciate the time
you are taking to evaluate public input on the 520 design process. Here is my
input:

It is critical that designers recognize the potential of this area to serve as a
major hub connecting pedestrians, bicycles and public transit to high-density
locations for work and living -eg Capitol hill and the University - as well as
the East side. The Montlake multimodal hub must connect the 520 bus station, UW
light rail station, UW campus, Burke Gilman Trail, SR520 trail to the Eastside,
new Arboretum Trail, and Interlaken Street. Access to Burke Gilman trail, for
instance, must be seamless and safe from Interlaken Street through Montlake --
please eg do something about that sketchy under-highway bicycle route near
Montlake playground, make it safer (I won't be traveling that at night).

Create a seamless connection from that trail to Interlaken, which is a very
pleasant and viable way to get up to capitol Hill/Roanoke area.

Please create some type of corridor, eg bicycle pedestrian overpasses, to
increase access between Burke Gilman, Montlake and Husky stadium light rail
station - eg an overpass over Pacific Street.

Please improve the Interlaken bicycle route up Capitol hill - eg make it well
marked and better connected to Montlake and the Burke Gilman on the bottom, and
Roanoke and Capitol Hill on the top.

I recognize there will be value in a bicycle/pedestrian lane on a new Portage bay
bridge. But given that there are limited funds, I would be concerned if such a
trail would be prioritized over the many other improvements that would increase
pedestrian and bicycle flow through the area--Interlaken is a strong route up the
hill and with better access and signage could be improved at a much lower cost.

As for details, I also support the recommendations of Cascade Bicycle club for
this neighborhood:

Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.



East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly
bi-directional) along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection
across SR 520, providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake
neighborhood, and points north of SR 520.

Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities

As car use declines and walking, bicycling and public transit increase- and this
is the long term trend - keep the infrastructure nimble for
future improvements. If the money is simply not there for a bicycle

route over portage bay perhaps there is a structure that can be built that will
allow for future changes?

As for the bridge design itself my major concern is to minimize noise.

520 creates this buzz all throughout the Montlake neighborhood, you cannot get
away from it. Although I know not everyone feels this way, noise concerns trump
esthetic concerns for me when it comes to bridge design.

My major concerns overall are for pedestrian and bicycle access for this area.
Thanks for listening!
Regards,

C. Schubert



From: Bicknell, Lyle [mailto

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 12:54 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Cc: Foster, Marshall

Subject: SR 520 Community Design Process Comments

October 5, 2012

WSDOT Comments

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the SR-520 Seattle Community Design Process
documents. The items below supplement the comments | provided via the online survey.

Understructure activation and safety

The proposal includes a number of conditions where pedestrian paths cross under overhead bridge
structures. Because of the significant width of these overhead structures, and the relatively low vertical
clearance, the design of these spaces warrants extra attention. To promote pedestrian safety and
comfort—and to discourage inappropriate activity-- understructure paths should include clear sightlines
and enlivening illumination.

24" Avenue

24" Avenue is currently, and will likely remain, a major north south bike connector. The final design
should recognize this condition by providing superior cycle facilities and connections along this corridor.

Honor the Olmsted Legacy

As the designs for the Montlake and Roanoke lids progress, consider drawing from rich Olmsted legacy
that originally defined this corridor. The Olmsted design vocabulary, evident throughout the
Washington Park Arboretum, would be particularly appropriate in the treatment of utilitarian elements
such as handrails, retaining walls, transit shelters and even vent stacks.



Areas for further refinement

= The cumbersome elevated bicycle connector adjacent the NOAA facility would benefit from
additional design attention.

=  The northern wall of the Montlake lid between the storm water facility and Lake Washington
needs further design refinement to reduce the real and perceived bulk and lessen its overall
visual impact.



From: James Minstrell [mailto:

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 1:28 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 10th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

James Minstrell



From: DAVID C SUTHERLAND [mailto
Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 1:32 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: 520 bridge feedback

I have looked at the new designs and it seems that most of the neighborhood concerns
have been addressed. My are of concern is the west end/ Roanoke Park area. | like the
opening of Federal Ave. to the new lid park and the design for the new park. | just hope
there is adequate parking as not everybody is able to walk there. This should not be
considered a private neighborhood park as some residents of Roanoke Park would like. |
have the same concern for the parking area planned at the old MOHI. It is a very long walk
back up the hill.

The other concern | have is the proposed? removal of the southbound (uphill) bus stop at
10th E. and Roanoke. | think this one should be kept because again there is a very long hill
up to Miller and | do not know of a bus stop between there and the Ship Canal. At the last
meeting there was talk of removing that one and having only one at 10th and Miller. Cars
tuning right From Roanoke onto 10th can get around the bus when it is at the bus stop. |
could not tell from the new design what is planned. Metro has been removing many bus
stops without any regard for the many hills people have to climb to get to the bus stop.

Loretta Sutherland




From: Ed Newbold [mailto

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 3:18 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: Comments on 520

jDear Seattle Community Design?WSDOT

(My comments are not intended to imply support of the 520 project. | feel it's irresponsible of
the DoT to plan a project that is over-budget from the point of its initial conception. The
intention is clearly to create a fait accompli that can be used to force new funding sources into
existence.)

But let's assume the decision to expand 520 through the Union Bay Wetlands has been made. I'd
then defer to Larry Hubbell's comments made on his September blog, let me quote:

"The current 520 plans contain a number of positive environmental improvements, for example:
> Daylighting the lower portion of the Arboretum Creek.

> Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands west of the
current Arboretum offramp.

> Adding water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops
polluting the lake.

We want to reinforce these goals and we do not wish to see any of them
negotiated away to meet budget constraints. In addition, we would like to add a
few common sense requests that require more thought than money. For
instance:

> Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall
and winter so young birds will have a chance to leave their nests and maturenature
more acceptable."”

To return now to my own voice, | am not a biologist and these views are only my own, but I
would "vote" to worry most about species that are truly in trouble, rather than critters that will
probably be able to take the changes in stride and continue to prosper regardless of the
construction-commotion and ultimate reconfiguration of the wetlands.

I don't think it's so necessary, for instance, to leave any of the old highway pillars for raptor
nests. Ospreys, Eagles and Peregrine Falcons were having problems in the 60s and 70s and this
fact deeply penetrated our culture. But now these three raptors are either doing OK or thriving.
The Bald Eagle's resurgence is quite welcome, but it's now ironically a factor in the decline of
some Union Bay residents such as Pied-billed Grebe, Great Blue Heron and American Coot.

Meanwhile, the cultural and political world has been very slow to see the huge looming trouble



the future presents for the avian aerial insectivores (AAls). AAls, which include Swallows,
Swifts, Nightjars and Flycatchers, are migratory birds that catch flying insects in the air, and they
include species that rely on Union Bay. There are four or five species of Swallows that depend
on Union Bay for foraging but two particularly Cliff Swallow (and Barn Swallow and Tree
Swallow?) crucially also nest there.

Even when they are not undergoing population collapses, these birds live closer to oblivion than
such environmental mega-stars as Polar Bears and Gray Wolves, which can always be thrown
into a climate controlled cage and kept from going completely extinct. No such luck with
Swallows, Swifts and Nightjars which are short-lived, high-intensity, far-flying birds that have
no alternative but to successfully breed in the wild, year-after-year.

It's important in my view therefore not to "design away" the nesting Swallows. In the Seattle
area, we've lost Cliff Swallow colonies in Fremont and the north end of Mercer Island. The Park
Dept. is on the way to getting rid of the colony at Magnuson Park, leaving Union Bay as possibly
a last-stand for this species in the area. Highway bridges have been designed to be friendly to
another Swallow species, the Purple Martin, in California, and | presume it would be inexpensive
to "design in" Cliff Swallow nesting, although, indeed, someone would have to know exactly
what is and isn't an issue for these birds.

The total amount of wetlands is also critical for the survival of the Avian Aerial Insectivores as
wetlands like those at Union Bay are used for foraging survival during cold days in the spring,
when Swallows and Swifts are in great danger of starvation. In regard to this, the new design
might ultimately even help AAls survive in Seattle to the extent that it may possibly add to the
total acreage of wetlands.

Thanks for allowing my comments,

Ed Newbold Wildlife Artist




From: Pat and Bill Shafer [mailto

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 3:20 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Seattle Community Design Process Final Report Draft 09.14.12

The comments below are my personal comments. The Seattle Yacht Club is forwarding a
response under separate cover.

Bill Shafer

Member, West Side Community Design Collaborative

Comments on theSeattle Community Design Process Final Report Draft 09.14.12:

Page 6: Item 8. By the location of this numbered item on the graphic, it appears to indicate a
preference for adding a bicycle/pedestrian facility on the Portage Bay Bridge, while the text
indicates this as an option. | did not observe a consensus for the bicycle/pedestrian facility on the
Portage Bay Bridge in the SCDP process.
Page 7: Item 9. Motorists should also be considered in the design of Montlake Boulevard
East, assuring safe and convenient access to the residents, Seattle Yacht Club and to East
Montlake Park.
Page 23: Re incorporating bicycle/pedestrian facility in the design of the new Portage Bay
Bridge. 1 did not observe a consensus in the SCDP process for this option. The impacts of this
item include added cost, added shading of the shoreline/waterway, potential realignment of the
roadway. These issues need to be addressed in greater detail in this report.
Page 27: There appears to be a blue text box hidden beneath the legend.
Page 32: The link to the full record of public feedback noted under What We Heard does not
work.
Page 36: Why is the “community requested” shared use path on the bridge included in this
graphic? No text references are included and no proposed connections are depicted.
Page 42: Under Benefits-add a bullet that notes the environmental benefit that using steel
beams could offer.
Page 43: Bridge Elevation-the 6” dimension lines don’t line up with anything

-show where bridge section is taken
Page 43: Section- dimension of 4’ high sound barrier would be helpful
Page 43: Bridge Diagrammatic Footprint- Provide lengthwise dimension
Page 44: Under On- the design of the east end of the bridge should also consider box girder
construction to be compatible with the primary spans. | don’t think a decision to only use beams
bridge construction was discussed during the SCDP process.
Page 45: Bridge Elevation-the 7’ dimension lines don’t line up with anything
Page 45: Section- dimension of 4’ high sound barrier would be helpful
Page 46: Why is this view of the Montlake Lid included at the end of the Portage Bay Bridge
section? It seems like this detail should be included after the overall concept of the Montake
Area is presented.
Page 48: It appears that the northbound left turn lane to East Hamlin Street may be shorter than
currently exists. If so, this would create congestion.



From: I (o I

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 4:32 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: SR-520 Seattle Community Design Process

| support the recommendations outlined in the Cascade Bicycle Club letter dated
9/21/12. Their letter is attached.

*** eSafel scanned this email for malicious content ***
*** JIMPORTANT: Do not open attachments from unrecognized senders ***
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Rob Berman, SR 520 Project Team
Kerry Pihlstrom, Washington State Department of Transportation

September 21, 2012

RE: WSDOT SR 520 Westside Draft Design Report — Portage Bay Bridge, Montlake, 10"
and Delmar

Dear Mr. Berman and Ms. Pihlstrom:

On behalf of the Cascade Bicycle Club and our more than 14,000 members, we appreciate the
opportunity to provide public comment on the SR 520 Westside Draft Design Report. With
thousands of current and potential future bicyclists affected by the design of SR 520 and its
connections, Cascade Bicycle Club is invested in the outcome of this project.

We commend WSDOT on its efforts to engage the public and key stakeholders through the
Seattle Community Design Process to identify solutions aimed at balancing the competing
needs within the SR 520 project corridor. We have witnessed positive changes to the Baseline
Design and have appreciated being involved in the ongoing efforts to ensure that people of all
ages and abilities have safe, comfortable and convenient opportunities to bicycle and walk
through, to, and within the SR 520 Westside project area and its impacted neighborhoods.

In general, we support the non-motorized recommendations that have been identified through
this process. As WSDOT and the City of Seattle further explore design refinements to the SR
520 Westside project area, Cascade Bicycle Club offers the following recommendations to be
considered as critical elements to the future mobility and quality of life for people in Seattle and
across the region:

Portage Bay Bridge

The Baseline Design does not include a continuation of the regional shared-use trail along the
Portage Bay Bridge from its proposed terminus at Montlake Blvd. As a regionally significant
non-motorized connection that has the potential to serve thousands of people on bicycle
and foot, our primary recommendation is to incorporate a 14-foot shared-use trail along
the SR 520 Portage Bay Bridge, creating a continuous, separated, and direct connection for
people seeking to travel by bike or foot between the Eastside, Montlake, Capitol Hill and nearby
neighborhoods like Downtown Seattle, South Lake Union and Eastlake.

Safety concerns are the leading reason people give for not biking and walking more. The main
safety concern is interactions with cars, particularly high-speed traffic. Facilities that are
separated from car traffic are preferred for the 71 percent of Americans who told NHTSA they
would like to bike more often. Failing to provide a non-motorized connection this portion of the
520 Bridge forces those travelling from Capitol Hill to Microsoft, for example, to detour around
the south of Portage Bay - increasing their trip length and making it less efficient and
convenient.
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Montlake Area

Montlake Blvd: Montlake Blvd serves as a critical connection for people walking, bicycling and
accessing transit — today, despite its deficient non-motorized facilities, hundreds of people travel
along Montlake Blvd on foot and bike daily. As a vital link in Seattle’s transportation network,
and a critical access point to major destinations like the University of Washington (UW), the
future University Link light rail station, the Burke Gilman Trail and the UW Hospital, we
recommend further evaluation of separated bicycle facilities and improved pedestrian
connections on the east and west sides of Montlake Blvd. In addition, we recommend that all
intersections along Montlake Blvd are designed to facilitate safe and efficient crossings for
people walking and biking — with attention to reducing crossing distances and improving
signalization.

24™ Ave E: 24™ Avenue East currently functions as a critical link in Seattle’s bicycle network. It
is part of the City’s signed bicycle route system and benefits from low volumes of motor vehicle
traffic. Implementation of the SR 520 Baseline Design will result in new challenges for people
seeking to bicycle and walk along 24™ Ave E as a future location for SR 520 off-ramps. Despite
increased motorized traffic along 24™ Ave E, the corridor will still serve high volumes of people
walking and bicycling. Thus, we strongly recommend that 24™ Ave E remain a high-priority non-
motorized corridor and that facilities are provided to meet the demand and to ensure people can
safely navigate intersections and access the SR 520 regional trail. To this end, we support the
proposed changes to lower the westbound off-ramps on 24™ Ave E and to limit access to East
Montlake Park to bicycles and pedestrians only. In addition, we encourage WSDOT to evaluate
the application of a separated bicycle facilities along 24™ Ave E.

Roanoke Area

As a critical bicycle connectivity node today, the Roanoke area — including the future 10" and
Delmar lidded area, will serve an even greater function in the future as a connection point to the
new Portage Bay Bridge Trail. We encourage WSDOT to establish high-quality bicycle
connections through the Roanoke area, providing direct access to Capitol Hill, Eastlake,
Downtown, South Lake Union and points north of the Ship Canal. Specifically, we recommend
the following improvements remain central to the project design:

* Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across 1-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10" Ave E, the 10" and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately the Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

* Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe transitions for
bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10" and Roanoke (improving the T-
intersection design), Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St.

* Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use paths across the 10" and Delmar Lid,
including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E

* Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10" and Delmar Lid, 10" Ave
E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

* Upgrade existing bicycle corridors — such as Delmar Dr E and Harvard Ave E — to
provide a safe and comfortable experience for people bicycling and walking.
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The SR 520 project presents a unique opportunity to inform Seattle and the region’s future
transportation picture. As the project continues to evolve, we strongly encourage WSDOT to
ensure that all modes, and people of all ages and abilities, are reflected across all levels of the
project design. We appreciate your consideration of the above comments and look forward to
working with you to further refine the SR 520 design. Please contact us should you have further
questions.

Sincerely

7 -

Tessa Greegor
Principal Planner
Cascade Bicycle Club



From: michael archambault [mailto ||| GG

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 5:20 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: Comments about 520 design

Hi,
I submitted comments through the online survey, but | wanted to follow up with one additional
comment/question:

How did WSDOT determine to include 2 lanes on the off-ramp from westbound 520 to Montlake
Blvd? | can understand expanding to 2 or 3 lanes at the Montlake stoplight, but having 2 lanes
extend all the way from at the beginning of the off-ramp where it departs the mainline of 520
(before traveling under the lid, even!) will add unnecessary width and cost impact and could
result in many more cars being dumped onto the already congested Montlake Blvd. Today there
is only one lane that goes to northbound Montlake and the Lake Wa Blvd exit is essentially being
replaced by the new 24th Ave E exit, so I'm worried about this new "off-ramp capacity".

A similar question applies to having 2 lanes on the westbound onramp from Montlake where
today there are is only 1.

I'm basing my question on what | see on pages 64 & 65 of chapter 5 of the draft design report:
http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/NR/rdonlyres/9B962F85-DC6A-425F-8B11-
28343C86BB57/0/2012 0914 SCDP DraftReport Chapter5 GeographicAreas.pdf

Thanks!
Michael Archambault


http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/NR/rdonlyres/9B962F85-DC6A-425F-8B11-28343C86BB57/0/2012_0914_SCDP_DraftReport_Chapter5_GeographicAreas.pdf
http://www.wsdot.wa.gov/NR/rdonlyres/9B962F85-DC6A-425F-8B11-28343C86BB57/0/2012_0914_SCDP_DraftReport_Chapter5_GeographicAreas.pdf

From: Margery Moogk [mailto ||| G

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 5:49 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: 520 Bridge Design

We sincerely appreciate the ongoing efforts of the WSDOT 520 Bridge design team to include
the neighbors in the design process. The many meetings have been informative, and it has been
very helpful to have so many knowledgeable experts there with great graphics and models to
answer questions, explain details and rationales, and help us visualize the spaces.

As homeowners on E Lake Washington Blvd, our most pressing personal concerns are road
noise and traffic pollution. We have taken the word of the planners that the lid is an integral
element of the design. We certainly hope we will have lots of warning if that were to change.

Modifications we like

e Option B for transit lanes

« underground option for Operations and Maintenance Facility

« the Dawson trail under-pass at Montlake Blvd E

« limiting access from 24th Ave E to East Montlake Park to foot and bike traffic

Would like to have

« planting median strip continued along all of E Lake Washington Blvd

« modification to prevent traffic exiting across lid from entering 24th Ave E, in an attempt
to avoid ELWB/Montlake Blvd E corner. The local access lane option is an effective
alternative for this problem

e (quiet road surface especially thru populated and park areas

« ongoing refinement of walking and bicycling routes to maximize connectivity and safety
and encourage path users

« intense attention to design elements that facilitate easy transfers between bus routes and
light rail

o Craftsman/Arts and Crafts era decorative elements on pillars, lid entrances, park lighting,
benches, and transit waiting areas, reflective of the neighborhood's charm

Thanks again for including us. Now go out there and get this project funded! If there are ways
we can help, please get in touch.

Margery Moogk




From: Melnikoff & Garrison [mailto ||| G

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 8:02 PM

Subject: Seattle Design Processs Comment Letter

October 5, 2012

Suanne Pelley

SR 520 Communications
999 Third Avenue
Seattle, WA 98104

Dear Ms Pelley:

We have reviewed Chapters of the 11 by 17 inch page size version of the SR 520 Draft
Design Report SR 520 that provides information on impacts to the Portage Bay Roanoke
Park Neighborhood. This information is contained in Chapters 4 and 5.

We are pleased that the report notes project elements included in the Seattle Shoreline
permit conditions. These include mentioning the open space improvements to the Frolund
shoreline property on Boyer Avenue East and completion of the Montlake pedestrian trail
and the connecting boardwalk. The report should more specifically note that the
boardwalk will be located along the shoreline between Everett Avenue East and 15t
Avenue East and the South Portage Bay shoreline trail adjacent to the Montlake Playfield
will be extended from the existing kayak launch site to the Bill Dawson Trail. Additionally,
the permit approval notes completing some improvements to street end shoreline access
locations on Portage Bay that appear to not be noted in the report.

Both chapters discuss and show the addition of a bicycle lane on the south side of the
Portage Bay Bridge. Information on Page 24 of Chapter 4 of the Local and Regional Non-
motorized and Transit Connectivity Report states that additional study will be completed
of a safe and effective connection from Montlake to Downtown Seattle and Capitol Hill. The
diagram included on page 24 illustrates a WSDOT proposed non-motorized (bikeway)
improvement to link the Delmar lid with Harvard Avenue East. It is also noted on page 36
of the Chapter 5 Geographical Sub Areas Design Report that there will be a connection from
the lid to a proposed greenway on Federal Avenue East.

We do not understand how WSDOT can make a design commitment to add a
bikeway/shared use path way on the South side of the Portage Bay Bridge without
completing studies showing that this facility will be an effective use of taxpayer resources.



These studies are also needed to meet both WSDOT and City of Seattle EIS Addendum or
Supplement requirements. The studies must include identification of other alternatives
including: (1) a Delmar Street connection or SR 520 right-of-way use connection from the
Delmar Lid to Boyer Avenue with a connection on to the Bill Dawson Trail, (2) use of
Interlaken Boulevard to the Arboretum to access the bikeway on the New Lake Washington
Bridge and (3) the Burke-Gilman Trail adjacent to Pacific Street with Montlake Boulevard
access to SR 520.

As part of the first alternative, WSDOT should consider buying the adjacent Seattle Prep
property. Purchase of this additional green space allows for an enlarged, more enjoyable
and useful path connection between the Delmar Lid and Boyer Avenue East.

These studies need to consider both local Seattle bicycle and pedestrian use as well as
longer distance use from central Seattle to east side destinations. Also, there is no
commitment for a proposed connection to Harvard Avenue that allows access to Lakeview
Boulevard. This route could be used to reach downtown Seattle but a major improvement
is needed at the difficult steep hill access to the Lakeview and Harvard Avenue
intersection. A greenway on Federal Avenue East will only access North Capitol Hill.

Both the Cable Span bridge proposal and the Portage Bay bridge bike lane will both widen
the footprint of the permanent bridge structure beyond that documented in the final EIS.
(The Cable Span bridge will also create major height impacts.) These changes will create a
variety of wetland, water quality, fish and wildlife, aesthetic, shading, and recreational use
impacts. Those impacts, as previously noted, have not been included in existing
NEPA/SEPA EIS documents, their supporting studies and related 4(f), 6(f), Army Corps of
Engineers, and Seattle Shoreline permit approvals.

We appreciate this opportunity to comment on the Seattle Design Process.

Ron Melnikoff and Cathy Garrison,_

Carl and Anne Stixrood,_

Barbara Krieger and Bill Butler,_
Richard Meyer and Susan Harmon,_
Bette Felton, [

Seattle E:Mail CCs:

Hon. Mayor Mike Mc Ginn, Seattle City Council, Seattle Design Commission staff, Seattle
DPD staff



From: Susan Parr [mailto

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 9:55 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: Comment on 520 Bridge Plan

Dear WSDOT:

My name is Susan Parr, | am a graphic designer and writer, and | have lived in Seattle for 19
years. | appreciate the opportunity to comment on the 520 bridge plan, especially since |
currently work on the Eastside. | have always enjoyed the environment around the Arboretum,
and have many times walked along the nature trails on the nearby islands. Moreover I enjoy the
bike route around that whole area.

While I have many interests in this project, my primary concern is fitting the transportation plan
into the environment so the net gain to fish, birds, and wildlife (along with people who benefit
from them in terms of physical and mental health) is actually positive rather than negative. |
firmly believe that when there is a will to do so, combined with creative, cost-effective ideas,
such win-win solutions can happen. Too often the environmental values are overlooked;
therefore | write to express my interest in such an outcome.

The current 520 plans contain some positive environmental improvements, for example:
--Daylighting Arboretum Creek.
--Replacing wetlands destroyed on Foster Island with new wetlands.
--Water collection and filtration systems so highway runoff stops polluting the lake.

However, | would prefer that no wetlands are destroyed. Nor would not want these
improvements negotiated away. Also:

--Please use native trees in plantings. Please don't fetishize too-formally designed landscaping
over natural, functioning environments. More naturalized landscapes can be quite beautiful, as
well as extremely valuable to wildlife. (The expanse of long grass and Garry Oak trees at Seward
Park is a popular example.)

--Please schedule work on Foster Island and the nearby wetlands to occur in fall and winter so
young birds will have a chance to leave their nests and mature.

--Leave a couple of the current, tall 520 overpass support columns in place as nesting sites.
--Engage people to design nesting sites on the surface of walls built around the bridge.

--Plant native trees and/or shrubs around the stream and the water collection sites to help keep
the water as cool as possible.

--Widen the day-lighted and regraded portions of Arboretum Creek to support increased water
flow in the future. Once Arboretum Creek is reconnected to its original water sources it will
support an abundance of spawning salmon.

I would also recommend involving the community as much as possible. Volunteers can help with
plantings and this is one way people can become more connected to their local environment.

Thank you for considering my comments.
Best Regards,



Susan Parr



From: Peter Hapke [mailto:

Sent: Friday, October 05, 2012 11:34 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Peter Haike



From: Matias Valenzuela [mailto

Sent: Saturday, October 06, 2012 12:16 PM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: Re: 520

| just wrote the message below, and forgot to include my address and full name. Matias

Valenzuelo, I

On Sat, Oct 6, 2012 at 12:15 PM, Matias Valenzuela < > ' ote:

Hello. | was reading through your materials, and | just want to make sure you are putting highest
priority on non-auto forms of transportation, especially biking and walking. I live in the Madison
Valley/Arboretum area, and good connectivity via walking and biking paths will be key for long-
term livability and sustainability.

Thanks,

Matias



From: moz cooper [mailt
Sent: Saturday, October 06, 2012 1:19 PM

To: I SR 520SeattleCommunityDesign
Cc:

Subject: RE: Comments of the Madson Park Community Council

Thanks Gene for adding the bit about the height of the bridge. It might not go anywhere, but it is
necessary to be seen that we are trying.

If they, WSDOT, don't want to add pipes instead of a massively high structure - just for the water runoff
- they could just as well add the same treatment ysstem that they will be employing for the floating
bridge portion itself.

If that system is good enough for most of the bridge, it must be good enough for the portion north of
Madison Park.

Maurice.

Date: Thu, 4 Oct 2012 21:36:58 -0700
Subject: Comments of the Madson Park Community Council

From:

October 4, 2012
Attached are the comments of the Madison Park Community Council regarding the proposed West End
Design for the SR 520 Bridge Replacement Project.
Gene Brandzel
President
Madison Park Community Council



From: Bryan Reinbolt [mailto

Sent: Sunday, October 07, 2012 12:50 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the 520 and the Portage Bay Bridge

Dear Washington State Department of Transportation,

1. Please study, design, and build a Portage Bay Bridge multi-use trail. This trail would be an
enormous asset to people who walk, bike, and simply enjoy recreating on trails. It would
interconnect our neighborhoods, better connect the UW area to Capitol Hill, and serve as a
critical regional link.

2. Please redesign the Montlake lid area to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian needs from the
ground up. This area serves as a hub for multimodal and regional connections and must be

designed to seamlessly, safely, efficiently, and comfortably create paths for people of all ages
and abilities to travel to and form home, work, school, and businesses.

Sincerely,
BRYAN J. REINBOLT

Sent from my Kindle Fire



From: Ralph Carpenter [mailto:

Sent: Sunday, October 07, 2012 10:59 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Bike and pedestrian path on the Portage Bay 520 Bridge

It only makes sense if we are interested doing as much as we can to avoid burning
gasoline and avoiding pollution. Many people bike to work and to other things.
Students especially would benefit by being able to bike to school to save money
and the environment. It would be insane to leave off a bike and pedestrian path.

Ralph F. Carpenter Kent, WA



From: Marie Vartanian [mailto

Sent: Monday, October 08, 2012 9:42 AM
To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign
Subject: SR 520 -Portage Bay

Sear Seattle DOT,

| am a bicycle commuter from Kirkland to Seattle and back for work. | utilize the 520 bridge often by
riding public transportation and sometimes driving. Riding a bike across the 520 bridge has been my
long time goal. That is becoming reality.

Please include in the plan for Seattle’s side of the SR 520 bridge a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail
that is integrated within the Portage Bay Bridge design. This is really important to give connection to
points in Seattle from the SR 520 improvement. Ending the bike-ped trail at Montlake is very short
sighted. Safe and convenient access at both ends is also important to meet future demands, and
accommodate all users of the trail, even those with disabilities.

Thank You,

Marie Vartanian

Marie Vartanian

The information transmitted is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed
and may contain confidential or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination
or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon, this information by persons or entities
other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received this in error, please notify the
sender and delete the material from your computer.



From: Joshua Cunningham [mailto:

Sent: Tuesday, October 09, 2012 5:57 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

*** Hi there! What follows below is a form email crafted by the Cascade Bicycle
Club that you'll no doubt see many times. This little intro is to tell you that I
feel very strongly about this issue and CBC's summary below is better than I
could say it myself. Thank you! ***

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.



5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use

trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.

Thank you,

Joshua Cunningham



From: Pat Mork [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, October 11, 2012 11:37 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Pat Mork



From: Peter McDonald [mailto]

Sent: Saturday, October 13, 2012 8:52 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,
Peter McDonald

Peter McDonald



October 14, 2012
Dear Seattle City Council Members:

| am a Montlake resident and, as a busy father of three school-age children, very possibly a
constituency under represented with regard to the SR520 project. | am also a board member of
the Montlake PTA, and | want to provide the perspective of our elementary school community.

My concern is with the SR520 lid proposal. The current plan does not adequately meet the needs
of the many pedestrians and bicyclists who regularly commute north and south between the
neighborhoods of Montlake, Madison Park, Capitol Hill and the University of Washington and
beyond. This includes students, faculty and staff of the university, employees of UW Hospital as
well as the younger students of Montlake Elementary

The current plan means children who live north of the lid will soon have to cross seven lanes of
traffic in order to reach Montlake Elementary School and the bus stop for Washington Middle
School. This is totally unacceptable when creating safer passage across the lid can be made
possible.

The new lid has the potential to make pedestrian and bicycle passage even more popular helping
to relieve traffic congestion and making our city more livable. With the new light rail station and
rebuilt Husky Stadium, even more people will be encouraged to commute across a lid that
accommodates them adequately. However, the current plan may very well inhibit walking and
riding if it is not safe or viable.

| urge you to reject the existing plan until it adequately meets the needs of the pedestrians and
bicyclists who live and commute north and south through this busy area.

Sincerely,

Mark Craemer



From: Jim Syme [mailto:

Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2012 4:51 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Jim Syme




From: David Gordon [mailto:

Sent: Sunday, October 21, 2012 3:58 AM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: include good bicycling across 520 please

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

David Gordon



From: Jim Gartard [mailto:

Sent: Sunday, October 21, 2012 9:20 PM

To: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: Comments on the SR-520 bridge design

I am writing to comment on the recently released Draft Design Report, detailing
design for the west-side project area of the SR-520 bridge. I have the following
recommendations regarding the project area:

First, ensure that a 14-foot bicycle and pedestrian trail is integrated within
the Portage Bay Bridge design, with safe and convenient access at both ends. This
connection is not currently in the Baseline Design and yet has the potential to
serve thousands of people wanting to bicycle and walk to destinations across
Seattle and the Eastside.

For the Roanoke area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Provide a separated bicycle and pedestrian facility across I-5 with intuitive
connections to Harvard Ave E, 10th Ave E, the 10th and Delmar lidded area, and
ultimately a new Portage Bay Bridge Trail.

2. Design key intersections along the Roanoke corridor to facilitate safe
transitions for bicyclists and pedestrians, specifically 10th and Roanoke,
Roanoke and Harvard Ave E, and Boylston and Roanoke St. Specific to the survey,
we support the proposal to improve the “T” intersection design at 10th Ave E and
Delmar Dr E.

3. Provide bicycle and pedestrian shared-use trails across the 10th and Delmar
Lid, including a non-motorized connection to Federal Ave E.

4. Ensure seamless, comfortable and convenient connections between the new
Portage Bay Bridge Trail, Delmar Dr E, Interlaken, the 10th and Delmar Lid, 1@th
Ave E, and the new bicycle connections along E Roanoke St.

5. Upgrade existing bicycle corridors - such as Delmar Dr E - to provide a safe
and comfortable experience for people bicycling.

For the Montlake area, I have the following recommendations:

1. Montlake Blvd E: Improve bicycle and pedestrian access on the east and west
sides of Montlake Blvd E - specifically, evaluate the application of separated
bicycle facilities to meet the existing and future demand for bicycling along
this corridor.

2. Canal Reserve: Lower the westbound off-ramps under 24th Ave E to improve the
bicycle and pedestrian experience along 24th Ave E.

3. East Montlake Park: Provide only bicycle and pedestrian access to East
Montlake Park from 24th Avenue East.

4. 24th Ave E: Include separated bicycle facilities (possibly bi-directional)
along 24th Ave E to retain a high-quality bicycle connection across SR-520,
providing access to the new SR 520 trail, the Montlake neighborhood, and points
north of SR-520.

5. Montlake Lid: promote bicycling across the Lid through connected trails,
wayfinding, and state-of-the-art bicycle parking and amenities.

Finally, I want to reiterate the importance of providing a 14-foot shared-use
trail along the future Portage Bay Bridge, and designing all bicycle connections
to meet future demand and encourage use by people of all ages and abilities.



Thank you,

Jim Gartard



From: Neil Wechsler [mailto

Sent: Sunday, November 04, 2012 5:27 AM
To: SR 520 Bridge Replacement & HOV Project
Cc: SR520SeattleCommunityDesign

Subject: SR520 community design process

| would like to express how important it is to make sure that the bicycle across SR520 and the
ship canal are improved rather than impaired by the upcoming construction project. | talk to a lot of
bicyclists and | am convinced that the #1 thing that could be done to get more people to use their bikes
rather than cars for local transportation would be to build routes that they feel safe riding on. Crossing
a big highway can be a major deterrent if riders feel they are not safely separated from the auto traffic,
or if they have to go far out their way to get to a crossing they feel safe on.

Please continue the Community Design Process and make the bicycle and pedestrian
connections a high priority in the design of SR520 in the Montlake and Arboretum area.

Neil Wechsler, owner
Montlake Bicycle Shop






