
















Route diversion – people may change their travel 
routes but net effect is distributed across the systemroutes, but net effect is distributed across the system 

Two-bridge (520 & 90) –
P k i d t ffi 522 ( t

Example of traffic diversion when 
• Peak period traffic on 522 (at 

61st/Kenmore) increases no more than 
5%

tolling both 520 and 90 
(2016, Scenario 9: Toll both bridges in 2016)

Plus 1% to 
2%

• Peak period diversion to I-405 (at 
Renton) is greater in two-bridge 
scenarios, with volume increases 

hi 8%

Minus 10% to 
11% on 520

2% 
on 522

reaching 8%. 

• Local roadways leading to tolled bridges 
have less traffic when tolls are in place Minus 12%p

• System-wide congestion makes 
alternative routes less attractive 

Minus 12% 
to 16% on I-

90 Plus 3% 
on I-405
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Some people make different choices – take transit, 
shift time of day or change destination

• Tolling 520 leads to a 15-35% 
increase in transit ridership in

shift time of day or change destination

increase in transit ridership in 
peak periods on 520 in 2010, 
provided the service is in 
lplace. 

• The percentage of people 
who choose to travel at awho choose to travel at a 
different time of day ranges 
between 3-11% in 2010, and 
between 2-9% in 2016between 2 9% in 2016.
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Some people make different choices – take transit, 
shift time of day or change destination

• Overall, under one-bridge 
scenarios 0 15% change their

shift time of day or change destination

Shift to 
Transit Shift to 

I 90 Shift toscenarios, 0-15% change their 
destination. 

• Overall, Under two-bridge

Transit I-90 Shift to 
SR 522

Shift to 405

ChangeOverall, Under two bridge 
scenarios, 5-10% change their 
destination.

Wh ll h i hi h

Change 
Destination

• When tolls are at their highest, 
changing destination is also its 
highest (15 to 20% at off-peak). 

Stay on 520

Total Diversion under Scenario 6: Maximize 
funding by tolling only 520 82% of personfunding by tolling only 520. 82% of person 
volume stay on 520 based on 2010 baseline 
520 volume.
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Tolling Locations Evaluated

Single-Point toll on both existing 
and new 520 bridges
• Beginning in 2010 for Scenarios 2, 4, 6, 7, 9

Segment tolls on new 520 bridge
• Beginning in 2016 for Scenarios 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 

Beginning in 2010 for Scenarios 2, 4, 6, 7, 9
• Beginning or continuing in 2016 for Scenarios 5, 7, 8, 9

Segment tolls on I-90 
• Beginning in 2016 for Scenarios 3, 4 

Single-Point toll on I-90
• Beginning in 2010 for Scenario 9
• Beginning in 2016 for Scenario 8
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Tolling 520 in 2010 reduces the cost of borrowing

• Starting tolling with bridge 
construction improves cash flow 
and reduces the cost of borrowing

Up to $370 M
(2010 – 2016 

Tolls)and reduces the cost of borrowing 

• The Urban Partnership Agreement 
d t lli 2010 ld lt i + $134 M

(UPA)
and tolling 2010 could result in 
$400- $500 M in bridge funding

( )

$400-$500 Million

More early funding = y g
less borrowing costs
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How can tolls work for people who use 520, nearby 
communities, and taxpayers?communities, and taxpayers?
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Red = Use both 90 & 520
Yellow = Use 90
Purple = Use 520



How can tolls work for people who use 520, nearby 
communities, and taxpayers?communities, and taxpayers?
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A two-part approach to diversion mitigation

Part 1: Keeping Traffic on the Tolled 520

• Toll levels

• Variable toll rate structure

• Segment tolls

• Improved transit and demand management programs

• 520 Project itself
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A two-part approach to diversion mitigation

Part 2: Mitigating the effects of diversion off of 520

Principles: 
● Focus on mitigation of 2010 diversion
● Mitigation related to level and type of diversion effectsg yp
● Focus on increment of tolling effects
● Focus on operational measures which are flexible in 

responding to actual and changing diversion effects 
● Capital projects should be reserved for persistent 

diversion effects

A h d t d i t i di t th ld b di i ff tAreas where data and input indicate there could be diversion effects
● 522 Traffic Flow
● Bellevue/Points Communities Arterial Effects 
● Mercer Island Traffic Effects● Mercer Island Traffic Effects
● I-405 South Effects
● Seattle/University of Washington
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What happens next?

Open Houses

N b 12 B llNovember 12 – Bellevue: 
Bellevue City Hall

November 13 – Seattle: 
University of Washington, 
Urban Planning and 
Architecture Building

November 17 – Mercer 
Island: Stroum Jewish 
Community Centery

All meetings are from 3 to 7:00 p.m.  
Presentation at 5 p.m.p
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Comment opportunities

All comments due by Monday, November 30

In person: At Open Houses

Web Survey: via www build520 orgWeb Survey: via www.build520.org

Email: info@build520.org

Mail:
520 Tolling Implementation Committee
c/o Puget Sound Regional Councilc/o uget Sou d eg o a Cou c
1011 Western Avenue, Suite 500
Seattle, Washington 98104 - 1035
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QUESTIONS?QUESTIONS? 
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