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Overview

The goal of the North Whidbey Island Access Feasibility Study is hot to select a site for a new
bridge or auto ferry. In fact, it would be more accurate to say that the goal is to determine if any
possibie sites or solutions for vehicle access can be disgualified from future consideration. The
Access Feasibility Study seeks to determing if any of the possible hridge or auto ferry solutions
pass a first test of feasibility. Possible solutions are evaluated by considering a range of factors,
including travel patterns, social and pelitical forces, etc., to detaermine which salutions, if any, are
feasible enough to underge more in-depth consideration. Because the next leve| of analysis
involves costly engineering studies and environmental impact statements, the prudent course is

to use this initial feasibility process to reduse the number of possible soluiions for which those
expenses might be incurred.

Public opinion is an important factor when gonsidering initial feasikility of each possible solution.
Do islanders and those commuting an and off the island think there is a problem? Do they favor
any one sclution over another? Is therg any consensus?

Two-way communication is characteristic of the cufreach process (which is more fully described
in the introduction of each report sectian). Cilizens are now better informed of the issues, and
agencies now have a better understanding of public opinion.

The purpose of this overview is to document the highlights of public apinion and to capture some
of the characteristics of the range of opinion that exists around this issue.

The first, and most obvious, finding is that there is noe consensus in support of any one sajution
ameng those who responded io the outreach effort. There is, however, agresment to reject g
couple of proposed solutions. There is virtually no support for either widening the existing
Deception Pass Bridge or building 2 new bridge parallel to the existing bridge. For a varisty of
reasons, that will be discussed later, these two solutions will not survive the test of public
opinion. Opposition is strongest from North Whidbey residents who frequently cross the bridge.

Lack of consensus is also the illustrated by an ideclogical, and to some extent geagraphical,

split on Whidbey Island. This situation exists independent of this issue; it was just illuminated by
the cutreach effort.

* The conventional wisdem is that North 1sland residents are more pro-growth and pro-
development. They are mere likely to want a new bridge but less likely to get involved in the
debate. South islanders are more "environmental”, more "no-growth”, better arganized and
mare vocal. Of course, not all Nerth Islanders are pro-growth and not all South Islanders are
no-growth activists, but the survey and interviews do support this ideclogical and geographic
split. While the "no-growth — pro-growth" debate may precade the issue of increased vehicle
access, the access feasibility study will inevitably find itself viewed in that context.
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The challenge of responding to the range of opinion that exists is illustrated by the preference
for bridge versus ferry as a solution:

* Some people prefer a bridge because it is mare efficient; there's no wait; no schedules, none
of the hassles associated with ferry travel. They see benefils in being more closely
connected to the Mainland and |-5. They are more likely to see the benefits of new growth
and developments that may cceur if access is improved.

e Some people prefer a ferry because it is fess efficient, requires a greater degree of sacrifice,
planhing, and patience. They believe a ferry is more in keeping with the character of living
on an island. They bekevs that a new bridge would provide toc close a connection io the
Mainland, too much development, and too much growth. A common sentiment. "We moved
fo the istand to five on an isfand. If people want a quick commute they should five in the
suburhs”.

An interesting aspect of the bridge versus ferry debate is that people seem to have a stronger
opinion when it comes to a bridge; they are either more likely to want one or oppose cne. With
auto ferries either fewer people find aute ferries objectionable, or fewer have made up their mind
concerning ferries as a solution.

This data suggests, but does not prove, that an auto farry might be the more acceptable mode
of increasing vehicle access to the island. While many of those who want to see access
improved would prefer a bridge, they might accept a ferry as a compromise. And, many of those
who oppose a bridge might accept an auto farry because, unlike a bridge, the ferry is not
perceived as an unrestricted conduit to growth and development.

Public opinion, of course, can be both positive and negative. Among those who responded fo
the survey, and among the key persons interviewed, thers is a great deal of negative opinion
concerning the possible solutions. The survey does not tell us how widespread this opposition
is in the community, but we do know that it is present. In general terms, opposition can be
described in three forms:

¢ Philosophlcal: Within the community are individuals who guestion the premise of the
feasibility study. They may agree that traffic is a problem, but disagrees that the solution is
increased access. In fact, poor access is seen as a way to preserve the island from urban
encroachment, Some within this category believe that Whidbey Island has not yet reached a
consensus on what it wants to become ... something that should be done beforé increasing
access to the island. Some within this group would accept more limited improvements in
access: improved transit, passenger only ferries, modest widening of the existing bridge (but
not 4 lanes), pessibly an auto ferry. Others, though, are almost militant in their opposition to
any improvement at all. '

e Specific Opposition: As might be expected, no one wants a new transportation facility in
their own back yard. People who live on Camano Island may think a new bridge is a good
idea, but don't want it to connect to Camano ~ they would prefer it be parallel to the existing
bridge. That idea is rejected by North Island residents whe would prefer to see it connect to
Camano Island. Maore importantly though, is thal the character of opposition changes
relative to the site:

MoClure Consulting
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* Whidbey Island residents who obiect to a bridge or ferry talk about infrastructure
limitations and quality of ife. They worry that better access will turn the island into a
sormmuters suburb. Increased development is a key concern.

¥ Camano Island resident's primary chjection to either a bridge or ferry is that it will just
ghift the traffic from Whidbey's bridge to Camana's, and that traffic on Camano tsland is
already too heavy. There is also a feeling that routing traffic through Camano island will
change the Island’s character. Non-Camano residenis warn that Camane Island
residents will resist a bridge.

¥ La Conner residents like the isolation they have by being off the main road. There is
fear that a bridge connection too clese to La Conner would ruin that. While some
merchants might enjoy the additional tourist traffic, the fesling is that residents would
resist. This might depend on how close the connection actually was te La Conner.

# aince there were no Fir Island or Conway residents in the sampiz, the objections fo a
‘bridge connection to that area come from residents of surrounding areas. This is the
only bridge connection where there is concarn about the loss of agricultural land. Also
mentioned are loss of wildlife habitat, and the potential for flooding.

Based on the opinions of those who returned a survey and of those we interviewed, the two
solutions with at least as much support and inferest as opposition are:

¢ Auto ferry service from North Whidbey [sland to Stanwood or other mainland
location. 44% of those who completed a survey either prefer this option or say it is worth
considering, while 31% say it should be rejected. The specific benefit of this oplion is that it
bypasses the Camano Island traffic jam. Also, the wording "Stanweod or other Mainland
location” makes this location less specific than others, and perhaps less ohjectionable.
MOTE: There are an insufficient number of Stanwood residents in the sample for us to draw
any conclusions about what Stanwoed residents think about this option.

& A Bridge from Strawherry Polnt on North Whidbey Island fo Fir Island near Conway.
40% of the survey respondents prefer this option or say it is worth considering, while 38%
reject it. The primary benefit is that it provides the most direct connection to -5 and the
cammute either north or south from Conway, NOTE: The “rejection” percentage for this

option may be lower than that for other bridge opiions because there are no Fir Island or
Conway residents in the sample.

MeCiuve Consulting
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Public Qutreach Survey

Infroduction & Methodology

he North Whidbey Island Access Feasibility Study asks “Are there feasibfe sofutions for

increasing vehicle capacity from North Whidbey lsland fo the Mainland?” Finding the answer
involves pubile input. Thres open houses were held (one each in Oak Harbor, Langiey, and on
Camano Island) where citizens could review displays that outlined possible solutions for
improving vehicie access to North Whidbey Island. A gquestionnaire was designed that followed
the content and progress of the displays so that people could evaluate and comment on each
possible solution.

To reach a greater number of citizens, the information from the open house displays and
Accompanying questionnaire were repackaged as an informational broctiire with a
quastionnaire inserf. The questionnaire insent included a postage-paid business reply mail
permit.

A total of 3,000 brochuresfquestionnaires were distributed through clubs and community
organizations and-at public buildings and other pick-up locations. The list of distribution sources
and pick-up points is in appendix “E".

This survey is not based on a random sampie and the results should not be interpreted as
stafistically represertative of the populations where surveys were distributed. Howsver, nearly
1,000 residents and 15 community leaders shared their opinions — enough representation to
indicate how different efements within the community think about this issue. Perhaps the best
way to think about this datz i= to imagine an open house where 1,000 cifizens showed up. As
with an open house, citizens who responded to this survey are those interested and concerned
encugh to read the material and respond.

The analysis is based on 842 guestionnaires returned in time to be used, plus 39 from the three
open-houses. 1n addition, comments from 68 letters and 19 e-mail messages were coded onto
questionnaires and entered into the database, making the tolal database size 968. The
following tables show who responded. QOver three-fourths of the gquestionnaires come from
Whidbey lsland residents, with over a third from Central Whidbey Island, which on the
guestionnaire was defined as Oak Harbor to Coupeville.

MeClure Consufting
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The guestionnaire included places for respondents to write comments about the possible
solutions listed and fo suggest solutions of their own.

Suggestions and comments about other possible solutions have been coded and data-
entered for analysis. Specific suggestions for other bridge locations, ferry routes, and road

improvernents, as well as other questions, suggestions, or comments that couldn't be coded
have also been typed. This information is in Appendix "B".

Comments refated to the possible selutions are voluminous., They are included in Appendix

“2" and have been sorfed by type of solufion and sub-sorted by whether the writer prefers
the solution, thinks it is worth considering, or thinks it should be refected.

Results Summary

Further insight into who completed surveys is gained by looking at their travelfcommute patterns
as relevant to this study.

27% cross the Deception Pass Bridge at [east ance a week
28% cross it 2-3 times a month
31% cross it less often or not at all

63% of the North Whidbey |sland residents cross once a week or more, compared to 33%
among Central 1sland residents, and only 5% of the South 1sland residents.

South Island residents, not surprisingly, are much mare likely to take the Mukilfeo/Clinton Ferry,

23% take it at least once a week and 45% take it 2-3 times a month

Only 3% of Morth Island residents take it at ieast once a week; 12% take it 2-3times a
month.

Most North Whidbey residents (849%) take the ferry once a month or less, if at ali.

Public Reaction to Possible Solutions

MeClure Corsnlting
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This chart provides an overview of how respondents evaluated the nine possible solutions
presented in the survey. What stands out immediately is that for each solution there is a larger
nercentage who “reject” than “prefer’.

» The largest "prefer” percentage is for building a new bridge, but few agree an location. A
bridge from Strawbermry Point to Fir Island is preferrad slightly over the other options.

= The largest "reject’ percentages are for building a bridge parallel to the existing Deceplion
Pass Bridge and Widening the Deception Pass and Canoe Pass Bridges.

» When combining the "prefer” and "worth considering” percentages, both the bridge and ferry
options are about equal. However, fewer people reject the aute ferry option {32%} than the
new biridge option (44%). It's fair to say that while there is a litle more suppoert for the _
general idea of building a new bridge over adding a new ferry, there is also more epposition
to building a bridge. In fact, the "reject” percentage is larger for all bridge options than for
any ferry aption.

= An auto ferry from North Whidbey to Stanwood or other mainland |ocation is more
acceptable than to Camano Island.

Widen the Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges

Only 8% prefer this option. Mainland residents prefer this option more than do Island residents:

e 20% for La Conner residents
& 18% for Stanwoad/Camano |sland residents

Those who prefer to widen the existing bridge often say this would be the most cost-effective
solution. Widening doesn’t necessarily mean 4 lanes — some mention moving the walkways
{beside or underneath) in order widen the two lanas,

Residents who say this solution is worth considering often provide some caveat:

“Would anly be effective if highway was widened to Sharp's' Corner."
"Cansider only after improved transit and passenger ferry service.”

“As long as it won't distract from our grand view & nature.”

"Not to 4 lane; some widening OK if maintain eriginal bridge character.”

Most people reject the idea of widening the Deception Pass and Canoe Pass Bridges. Those
who reject it the most are those who cross the bridge most often andfor live in North Whidbey
(86% who cross the bridge ance a week or more, and 63% who live in North Whidbey reject this
option}.

MeClure Consulting
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The appendix includes nearly four pages of comments from residents who reject this option. A
commaon theme is objection to changes that would alter the hisiorie, landmark character, or
beauty of the bridge:

“Da not destroy the beauty and history.”
*Ruins picturesque beauty.”
“This bridge has historical and well as visual significance. Do not disturb.”

“Absurd. You can't alter the bridge and its approaches without destroying our largest tourist
draw! Stupid. Period.”

Another theme is that widening the bridge will nct in itzelf solve the problem:

s 4 |anes would have to be builf all the way from N, Whidbey to I-5 to make this effective, just
widening the bridge won’t do it.”

*  “Why widen the bridge when you have a 2 lane road on each side?".

In fact, some believe that w[denin.g the bridge will just make the problem worse:

*  “Would concentrate more traffic in the currently congested 3R 20 corridor.”

*  “Traffic should be reduced in this area {to conserve the state park and make it safer for
visitars) not increased!”

Building a New Bridge Paraflel to the Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges

The |least favorita new bridge option, in fact the least preferred of all possible solutions, is to
build a new bridge parallel to the existing bridge. This option is rejected by over 60% of all
Whidbay Island residents. Reasons are simiar fo those given for widening the existing bridge.
Only 6% overall, and only 4% of North Whidbey residents prefer this opticn.

The anly segment to show any preference for the parallel bridge option are rasidents of
Stanwood and Camano istand (16% prefer it and 20% say it's worth considering).

Building a New Bridge — versus - Adding New Auto Ferry Service

The general idea of building a new bridge is preferred by 27% of all respondents -- the highest
“prefer” percentage of any solution preserted. This oplion is preferred more by residents of
North Whidbey Island (38%;) than by anyone else.

Generally, those who prefer building a new bridge say this is the most permanent, most efficient,
most dependable option. The sentiment of many of these people is that better access is
required and if you want to move cars, a bridge is the best way to do it

Whan combining the "prefer’ and “worth considering' percentages, the general idea of adding
an aufo ferry is as acceptable as the general idea of building a new bridge. However, there may
be less opposition to adding an auto ferry since the percent that reject the ferry option is

MeChire Consulfing
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considerably less than the percent that reject the bridge option (32% va. 44%). The possibility of
an additional bridge has been discussed for some time. People have had time to think ahout a
bridge and reach an opinion. Because the ferry option has not been as publicly discussed,
many people have not yat reached an opinion.

Among those who prefer a ferry, many believe it is more in keeping with the "Istand Character”
than a bridge; that a femry will improve access without the expansive growth and development
that a bridge would encourage. One person's comment summarizes this opinion:

s “Prefer ferry to bridge to discourage excessive growth. Bridge much too easy for people to
mave here.” '

Thosze who prefer a ferry like the fact that ferries are not as efficient as a bridge.  This is
precisely what those who reject the ferry option complain of:

s ‘“Ferries cannot effectively handle the projected traffic increase”
& “"Mever on timefor always have to wait in line.”
o “Overall, ferries are too slow and schedules are restrictive.”

Three Bridge Options

While 15% of all respondents prefer the option of a bridge eonnecting to Camane Island, there is
widespread opposition, and almost no support among residents of Camane Island & Stanwood:

»  Only 8% preferit, while 77% reject it

Respondents who most want a new bridge to Camano |sland are those who cross the Deception
Pass Bridge at least once a week (preferred by 25%) and/or those who live on North Whidbey
{24%). Many who prefer the Camano bridge option do so becausea they would like to see the
two parts of the county connected or say this is the most direct way to commute to |-5:

®» “You are accessing other part of Island County and alse I-5 corridor further South.”
» ‘| feel disconnected to Whidbey and Coupeville, our county seat.”

e “Shortest bridge span — keeps construction costs down. Once on Camano motorists have

direct route to -5 via Stanwood - connectivity between Oak Harbor & Stanweod would
benefit both towns."

Those who reject the Camane bridge solution say Camano !sland and its reads can't handle this
traffic:

* “Our Camano road is already crowded — humper to bumper much of the time.”
» “Camano already has its own traffic problems, including single access to maintand.”

s “Additional Whidbey traffic would further jeopardize Camana lifestyle, environment and
community.”

Of the two remaining options for new bridgas, the connection from Strawbearry Point fo Fir [sland
is more popular than the connection fo La Conner. To some extent, this preference may be

MeClure Consufting
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attributed to the fact that the sample includes residenis from La Conner (65% of them oppose a
bridge connecting there) but no residents from Fir Island or Conway.

Judging by the comments, people think these twa options make more sense than widening the
existing bridge or building & new bridge parallef to the existing one. Respondents frequently
mention the easy connection to

I-5, particularly regarding the Fir island connection:

+ "“Straight shot to -5 from there {La Conner) — it is easy {o go North or South”
* (Fir Island has) “Good access to -5 and Mount Vernon, also {easy for) tourists to reach
Whidbey |sland”

o (Fir lsland) “Looks as if it would be the shortest route to 1-5 with minimum environmental
impact on existing communities.”

For some, both of these options are preferred or worth considering. They wolld be satisfied

with either and believe the one with the lowest cost and least environmenial mpact should be
selected. The following comment is typical:

* "Pick the cheapest and |zast environmentally damaging option between this {La Conner) and
Strawberry Point bridge.”

If respondents’ comments are any indication, opposition to these two bridge options would be
strong and vocal. While several peopie feel either of these bridges would be too costly to build,
and some mention fiood potential on Fir island, the main theme from those who reject these

" options is the environmental impact, loss of agricultural land and inevitable change to the rural
lifestyle:

& “This is a hig negative for the wildlife habitat.”

- ®  “Would require loss of valuable agricultural land across Skagit County and disrupt
neighborhoocds in North Whidhey.”

s "Would destroy much of the Skagit Flats weilands, wildlife habitat.”

*  "“Why destroy more precious farmland?"

Some respondents are determmined to oppose these bridge options:

s '"Be aware: any attempt to build a bridge will meet massive opposition. We will have our
hodies chained to your construction equipment — if the lawsuits fail.”
* “These should not even be an option! These are rural communities. Why should any of

these people have to deal with the pollution, noise and unsightly view of a road and bridge
for the convenience of people that come and go to the city when the Island would be
changed forever because of it?

& "We have a large and active community here that will physically protest any bridge
construction effort haere and (use) considerable media power.”
*» “Not needed, not wanted, not welcome, not now, not for a long time, na thank you.”

The comments refative to these general locations show what kind of objections will be
encountered if proceeding with a particular site. The bridge locations, as described in the
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survey questionnaire, are gecgraphically vague. More specific locations might not elisit the
same objections.

Two Auto Ferry Options

The Stanwood/Mainland option is mare acceptable than the Camano Island option. This is
particularly true for Stanwood & Camang residents {most of whom are from Camano island):

®  37% prefer the Stanwood/Mainland connection, while only 5% prefer the Camano
connection.

Objections to a Whidbey-Camano ferry route are much the same as those to the Whidbey-
Camane bridge option. People don’t want to see Camano Island disturbed and repeatedly state
thiat Camano lsland already has fraffic problems.

Those who prefar the N. Whidbey to Stanwoad connection cite the easy conneaction to -5 and
the fact that it bypasses the Camano traffic problem. A few people say it would provide
economic benefit to Stanwood.

The objections io the Stanwood ferry connaction are varied: Too much traffic now, the impact on
sea life, cheaper to drive around than pay for ferry, femies cost more in the long run.

The description of the Stanwood option is particularly vagus, Soms people may imagine
“Btanwood or other Maintand location” io mean traffic going through Stanwood, others may
imagine traffic bypassing Stanwood, while others may imagine another Mainland location
shtogether. Benefita and/or objections would be more specific if a more specific site were
named.

Complete text of respondents commaents regarding each possible solution are found in the
appendix to this report.

Other Possible Solutions

The guesticnnaire asked respondents to write in any other solutions that should be considered.
These were coded into categories for computer processing and are shown in this table.

The comment made more than any other was to "Do nothingfLimit growth or access”. Similarly .
respondents pointed out the infrastructure on Whidbey Island has limits. Altogether, a "net” of
neatly 18% of the respondents made ong or bath of these two commenits.

The farther south paople live on Whidbey Island, the more likely they are to want to limit growth:

« * North Whidbey  11%
s  Central Whidbey 18%
&  South Whidbey 28%

This sentiment is also strong ameong

La Conner residents {25%).

MeClure Consulting
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The next most comman type of solution concerns transit. Overall, nearly 18% of the
respondents made one of four transit suggestions. Mast common was the gensral
recommendation for improved transit (13.1%). Another 1.5% also want improved transit but
outlined a much broader vision of a transportation network where all systems are linked. There
ware also suggestions for improved carpools, vanpools, and park and ride lots.

Suggestions for improving transit to ease the traffic problem were made mare often by residents
of South Whidhey Island:

« Morth Whidbey 8%
»  (Central Whidbey 18%
¢  South Whidbey 21%

Also likaly to suggest transit solutions are those who use fransit or vanpools (23%), use a
carpool (28%), andfor frequently take the Clinton-Mukilteo ferry (22%).

The next tier of suggestions concerns using ferries. The primary suggestion here is to offer
passenger-orly ferries. Central Whidbey residents make this suggestion more than thozse who
live elsewhere. Routes suggested most often are shown in this table (right} with number of
mentions in parenthesis. The complete list is in the appendix.

Some thirty respondents (3.1%) had suggestions for other auto ferry routés, These ars listed in
the appendix. The only routes mentioned more than once are Coupeville to Camano (2
mentionsy, North Whidbey to Camana {2 mentions), and Cak Harbor to Seattle (2 mentions).

2% of the respondents suggest resurrecting the Mosguito Fleet. Most consider this to be a ferry
that runs a rowte with multiple stops. 3 respondents mentioned Oak Harber to Coupevilie to

Camano. Al other routes were mentioned only once, aithough Oak Harbor is frequently part of
the route,

Appendix 'B” includes suggestions for road improvements, other bridge locations, tunnel
focations, some suggestions for Washington State Fernies, and guestions for WSDOT.

<,
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Key Person Interviews

Fifteen interviews were conducted with people in the area who are in a position {0 have a goad
'read" on their community. The purpose of these interviews was to gain additional perspective
on transportation preferences and feasibility of suggested solutions. Those interviewed were
among many suggested by members of the Project Technical Steering Committee. All are
familiar with transportation issues, many have served on boards, attended community meetings,
or seen the outreach survey. This is a summary of interview responses, with actual comments

by category,

Persons Interviewed
Rich Medved

Jim Lynch

Stan Stanley

Karl Krieg

Dr. William Applegats
John Graham

Lynae Slinden
Wayne Crider
Barbara Bailey

Jay Lien

Sharleen Eller
Elizabeth Turgin
"Rob Harbaour

Dean Maxwell *

lan Munce *

Con Piercy

Reat Estate Developer- Former Skagit Co. Public Works Dir.

Retired — Former Seatile Metro engineer, lives in La Conner

Former Fresident-Dir. of EDC, lives in Oak Harbor

Cwner of Krieg Construction & Banlk Trustee

Retired — Former Planning Commissioner, lives North of Cak Harbar
Heads Citizens Coalition + Giraffe Project, lives in Clinton

Clinton Business Owner & community organizer, lives in Langley area
Exec. Officer Skagit/Island Co. Builders Assoc. , lives in Oak Harbor
Former Director Navy Spouses Association, lives North of Oak Harbor
Realtor - Camano island

Assistant Dir. EDC for Island County, lives in Coupeville

League of Women Voters, lives North of Oak Harbor

Director Ebey’s Landing Nationa! Historic Reserve, lives in Coupeville
Mayor, Anacortes

Planning Directer, Anacortes

Vice President Interwest Bank, Cak Harbor, lives in Coupeville

* Conducted as one interview.

Summary

Those we interviewed represent varying points of view.

»  Most of the interviewees believe that vehicle access to the north part of Whidbey Island is
a probiem; some say the problem is sericus while others are not so sure. Some believe the
prablem can be alleviated with a combination of moderate improvements, while others think
that a bridge is needed {or will be needead eventually). Some who want a bridge or other
major improvement say improved access and growth will be good for the Istand's economy;
others are maore concerned with aceess for those who live on the island now.

» Many of those we talked with are concerned about population growth and development that
may accur if access is substantially improved. Some believe the Island’s rural character
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and/or infrastructure limitations are paramount considerations. They are concernad that
increased access will lead to increased development resulting in the loss of Whidbey

[sland's spacial character. While these folks may agree that access fo the North part of the
Island is a problem, they are willing to pay the price of living with some inconvenience in
order fo have the rural lifestyle they want. Some of these people do not want to see any new
bridges or ferries, while others think some moderate improvements are neaded. Most would
like to see substantial imptovements in public transit.

The extent of the probhlem:

All but three of the people we spoke with agree thers is a problem getting on and off the north
end of the Island. ({Mone of thegse three travel the route regularly.) Those who travel it most
often were mast lkely ta say the problem was serious. Other than the fact that there are just too

many cars for the size of the road, most agree the problem is made worse by ong ar more of
four factors:

Marrowness of the bridge
Narrowness of SR 20 north of the bridge
Lack of tum-outs or passing lanes

Slow vehicles (sightsears, or trucks that have to slow down to negotiate the narrow curves).

No Single Solution Emerges:

Approximately a third of the pecople we interviewed preferred building a new bridge, a couple
preferred modest widening of the existing bridge, and one preferred an auto ferry (others said
the auto ferry was worth considering). Those who prefer a bridge like that option because it
maves the most cars most efficiently. Those who prefer the auto ferry do so bacause the forry is
not as efficient as a bridge {pecple have to think about taking a ferry, consider delays, wark with

a schedule, etc.). Ferries are perceived as not providing the unrestricted pipeling tc growth
representad by a new bridge.

MNone of the peaple we talked with wanfed to see the exisiing bridge widened to the extent that it
changed the “look™ or "character” of the bridge. Those who suggested widening the bridge
feven when it wasn't their preferrad solution) felt the bridge could be made safer by moving the
pedestrian walkways to the outside or underneath, and using that space for wider lanes,
Widening and removing curves north of the bridge were also suggested.

Among those who wanted a new bridge, or who felt a new bridge was worth considering, most
preferred Strawberry Point to the Conway/Fir Island area over any other options. This route is
seen as more convenient to -5 and less objectionable than a bridge to Camano.

Others we interviewed do not like any of the possible solutions presentad in the questionnaire,
although they felt some might be worth consideration. Instead they offered altemate solutions
which we will discuss later.

Problems with Possible Solutions:
Problems with two of the possible solutions weare discussad repeatedly.

Feople are very sensitive to the situation on Camana lsland. At least three-fourths of those we
interviewed said a bridge, or ferry, from Whidbey island to Camano island would not work, Such
a connaction would just transfer Whidbey Island's traflic problem to Camano Istand, an area that
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already has traftic problems of its own. In addition, we were told that Camane Islanders would
resist a bridge or ferry. (There was some suggestion of a passenger only ferry to Camano. )

The other message that came through loud and clear was that it didn’t make sense to
substantially widen the Deception Pass Bridge {or build a new bridge parallel to the existing one)
without similarly widening SR 20 from the bridge fo Sharp's Corner, an improvement that some
say would be cost prohibitive considering the property acquisition involved. Also, just about
everyone interviewed is reluctant to see any construction that would substantially alter the
beauty or historical significance of the existing bridge. One person pointed out that any major
construction at the Pass, with the resulting traffic delays, would have a serious negative impact
on the economy of Oak Harbor.

A few other problems were mentionad:

s A bridge to the Fir Island area would face environmental difficuities.
& Ferries are more expensive, less convenient, and/or [ess efficient than a bridge.

* Adding a bridge invites growth: more traffic and more people put a strain on the Island's
infrastructure. An auto ferry doesn’t invite growth to the extent a bridge does.

» La Canner residents enjoy their isolation and will probably resist a bridge near town.

Other Ideas & Solutions:

Most of the people interviewed offered other solutions to the North Whidbey access problem.
For those who do not want a new bridge or auto ferry these suggestions were offered as a
substitute. Others believe some of these ideas should be implemented in addition to new major
access improvements.

s Several mentioned the need for more emphasis on public transit. Those who do not want a

new bridge probably have a larger expansion of public transit in mind, as they were more
likely to specify improved vanpoels and busses. Getting the transit interconnect situatian
worked out $0 people can use public transit to easily and conveniently commute between
Island and Skagit Counties was mentioned by more than one persan. A couple of people
said the Navy should be using vanpools and/or busses instead of having personnel
commute individually by car.

* A smali passenger only ferry between Coupeville and Camano Island for Camano Islanders

who need to conduct County business was mentioned by several of those we interviewed.
(This suggestion is not seen as a way to significantly relieve traffic congestion.)

e A number of the people we talked with would like to see passenger only ferry service as an
alternative to a new bridge or auto ferry service. Passenger only routes menticned:

« (ak Harbor to Everetf — suggested by two people {(one wants a stop in Coupeville}
From South end of Island '

»  From Whidbey Island to Seattle

« Improvements to public transit required for passenger only ferry senvice

MeClure Consulting
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& At least thres of the people we interviewed said the lack of affordabie housing on the island

far Navy families andfor iack of jobs on the Island for Navy spouses accounts for much of the
traffic crossing Deception Pass Bridge.

* A couple of people suggested ingreasing the size of ferries on the Clinton-Mukiltea run so

they could carry hoth more cars and walk-on passengers. Bainbridge [sland was
recommended as a model. '

Other suggestions for reducing traffic or improving access are:

Encourage more vanpool use at major employers
Enlarge parking lot at south end of bridge.
Build new bridge fram Similk Bay to Coranet Bay.

Install light rail from Mukilteo to major rail line running from Portland Oregon to Vancouver
British Columbia. {Would also like light rail running on Island )

® QOperate transit on Sunday for tourists and have tour busses so tourists park their cars and
take the bus to see island.

Other Traffic Problems:

According to those we talked with, there are other areas where highway improvements are
needed at least as much as on Whidbey sland:

s 3R 20 & |5 Intersection. {mentioned twice)

= SR 20 from I-5 to Mount Vernon cutoff.

SR 20 from Sharp’s Corner to Burlington.

SR 20 from Bridge to Sharp's Corner -- straighten out curves.

SR 532 from Camano sland to 1-5 — widen, it's always congested).

Keystone Ferry is not very reliable, hard on tourism.

Spend money in more urban areas in Snohomish County, like Mukilteo Speedway.

A Polarizing Issue:

We were advised by several with whom we spoke that the issue of improved access is part of

. the bigger “pro-growth versus no-growth” issue. We were told that it is primarily residents from
the South end of the island who oppose improved access or new development, that they are
more organized and more vocal than North end residents. Both residents from the Morth and
Sauth parts of the lsland told-us about how the Island is split on this issue.

We found that generally those we interviewed from the South or Central parts of the Island
spoke more about infrastructure limitations and the need for Whidbey Islanders to decide if they
wanted a more suburban or rural lifestyle, mentioning phrases like “rural character” or “island
character” more. None of these residents thought a new bridge was a goard idea. Instead, they

proposed improved transit, paseenger only ferries, or a modest widening of the existing bridge
by moving pedestrian walkways.

MeChire Consulting
19



Narth Whidbey isfand dccess Feasibility Study — Public Outreach Survey & Key Person fnferviews

All of those who want a new bridge live in Qak Harbor or the Mainland. That's not to say that all
OGak Harbor residents want a bridge; some prefer the other options. Also, we can't say that
North Island residents are for unrestrained growth. Although some would like fo see new growth
and development, others would prefer to see access improved for those who live on the island
in a way that doesn invite tac much new growth.

Comments from Key Person Interviews

Statements of Philosophy/Point of View

MHow will the increased population created by a new bridge fit with population projections/goals of
GMA? Wil population exceed projections? Any facility you build (bridge or ferry) will affect
population, living patierns, and commuting patterns. Whidbey Island needs to decide how much
it wants to grow. Maybe the Island needs to live with a lower population rather than accept State
maney for improvements that will make the population grow faster than it should.

Would like to see more partnership between State and community. What's being proposed is
100% State money to get more people to move to Whidbey. if growth is what Whidbey |sland
wanis the island should pay its share. '

Is it a foregone conglusion that vehicle access has to be improved? My misgivings are that if
you build it, they will come,  We will end up with the same problem again. YWe don’t need more
motor vehicles on the Island. We have to realize that other people want to live on the Island, but
the Island is reaching its infrastructure limits — we have to be cautious about continued growth.

This is a rural area and people around here ke it rural. The rural character of the area is also a
big attraction for tourists. Thera's a very fine ling between keeping it rural and making
improvements that are needed.

t feel we should take a hard look at options other than bridges and auto ferries. Many public
transportation improvements to reduce single occupant vehicles. In the long term, though, we
need to decide if we can live with poor access if we want to live on an Island.

. ¥
What role daaes Whidbey Island want to play and what kind of road infrastructure does that
require? | don't think it's Whidbey's role to be the location for growth. | see it more as a place to
recreate and recharge. The rural character is essential. YWe may have to learn to live with some
congestion — although, that still leaves the safety issue to deal with. This has been a gap in the
way WEDOT does planning. They need to tailor their thinking to the role of the area instead of
trying to offer the same construction for everyons.

| ]
'm not against growth. I'm pro-growth, but # needs to be confrolled. | would like to see a new
bridge.

»

I'm in favar of better public transpottation and passenger anly ferries rather than aute ferries and
new bridges. It seems to me that what pecple really want is a betier way to get to Everett and
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Seattie. Transportation needs on the northend can be handled by better public transit ...
including the infercannect between Island and Skagit Transit.

You don't see a |ot of organization in favor of more growth. The opposition {o growth is well
organized and very serious. They use fear to block any significant development. The thinking is
that improving access is like laying 2 new trunk line for more phone capacity — improve access
and you get more growth, more cars, and more pollution. They are saying “I'm here — stay out”.

Statements of Philosophy/Peoint of View (Continued)

Transportation capacity is a main issug in all development, There have been developments
propesed in Stanwood and Burlington areas that can't proceed because of transportation
capacity. Better transportation is needed for increased development in Oak Harbor ares, but job
creation also has to be there, [sland and Skagit counties have bean lagging behind other 1-5

counties in development. Better transporiation capacity will help — it has been holding up
development.

| want to make sure DOT gets the message. They do things from an endinesring point of view.
There’s no creative thinking. Instead of asking which bndgefferry is most feasible, they should
be asking if there is any need for a2 new bridge at all. We moved here for the “island character”
and live with all the inconveniences "happily” in order to have the quality of life we have. All of
the debate about growth and planning bas to do with “quality of 1ife”, regardiess of how you seea
it. Most people are willing to admit there is a price to pay to preserve the rural life. I'm not *no-
growth". I'm for sensible growth — growth that infrastructure supports and doasn't ruin the rural
character. We have serious infrastructure limitations here (drinking water/storm water run-off),
Improved access means maore peaple. | guestion the benefit of that.

 Is North Whidbey Island access a problem?

~ Yes, there's definitely a problem: heavy trucks have to siow down more than cars; older people
drive too slowly; fraffic seems fo be getting worse all the time. Have had it take as long as 45
minutes to get from Daception Pass Bridge to Sharp's Corner.

L}
Yes there's a problem now, but a new bridge will just exacerbate the problem.
The preblem now is that there's a high volume of traffic with no opporiunity to pass slow drivers,
| rate the problem now as “low” to “moderate”, depending on the time of day and day of year. |

view it more as a potential prablem that can become profound if we don't plan something for the
future.

There is a problem. ¥What | find most annoying is that it's a 2 lane road and not enough places
to pass. Often thera's construction work that causes delays. The bridge is narrow — it's a
problem when frucks cross. YWhen tourists are on the bridge it's dangerous.

L}
There's a problam — just toe many cars for the available road. But, that doesn't mean that | want
mare roads or bridges.

L ]
From our perspactive, there's not that much of a problem. But, we don't commute that way.

L}
There is a problem — from Sharp’s Carner to Oak Harbor, SR 2D has too many curves and you
get behind slow drivers and trucks.
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The problem is caused by bridge and road north of bridge being too narrow, [t's especially bad
in the summer months or when there is any kind of event (construction or other event) around
the bridge.

Is North Whidbey Island access a problem? (Confinved)

| don't feel there is a serious traffic problem, but I'm retired and usually cross the bridge during
nen-commute hours, probably 3-4 times a month.

I'm not sure how éerinus the problem is. Traffic has been slow the few times I've been on the
island lataly.

Yes, there's a problem. SR 20 deesn't have the capacity to handle the traffic all the way to 1-5.
There are delays and accidents.

SR 20 and access to the North end of the Istand is dangerous. You hear about accidents all the
time. It's a little twisting two-lane road with, | think, only one passing lane the length of the
Island.

Preferred Solution
The ideal place for a bridge would be to connect North Whidbey to Fir island. It's close to 1-5 for
gasy fast connect time in either direction up or down |-5. There's nothing wrong with having a
toll to pay for a new bridge. | also would like to see the entire SR 20 corridor widened.
| would look seriously at any alternative that takes traffic away from SR 20/Deception Pass
Bridge area. Widening the bridge might solve the problem if it could be done, but there are
people who don't like that idea because it destroys the natural beauty, You might have to give
up part of the park. So, moving traffic away from the bridge is the better solution.
[ don't think widening the bridge will help unless you also widen SR 20. | guess if it were up o
me, I'd widen the narrow parts of SR 20 and add some passing lanes; both on and off the Island
from Anacortes down ta Coupeville. Putting walkways under the bridge would also help.

[ ]
The best solution is to build a bridge from North Whidbey Island to the Fir Island/Conway area.
This is better than a bridge to La Conner or Stanwood because it provides the most direct
access to [-5. This will provide safety and access to the pecple who live on the Island now. I'm
not concemed about the growth issue because that will be handled by the GMA and
comprehensive plan. A new bridge is the answer. Everything elss is a band-aid, not a long-
term solution.

*
First, the bridge can be widened by putting the walkways on the outside of the bridge and using
that space for roadway. A solid guard shoutd be built in the center to keep people from walking
across the bridge. The State should blast away some rock on the noith end of the bridge and
straighien out the narrow curves in the road and build parking lots for tourists so they don't park
along the side of the road. There's been no accommaodation for tourists. 1'd love ta see a bridge
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on the east side of the island and in the long term we will have to have a new bridge.
Strawberry Point o somewhere in the Flats/Fir Island area is the best idea.

. .
A new bridge via Goat Island to the La Conner area is the best idea. A bridge is better than a
ferry bacause it's so much more efficient at moving cars.

The only solution is an auto ferry from downtown Qak Harbor at the old seaplane base {o the
Mainland somewhere in the Stanwood-Conway area.

Positive Comments about Alternatives (When they are not fhe preferred solution)
A Bridge to Camane Island would help commuters to Boeing, but not sure how feasible it is.
L

Connection to La Conner would relisve a 1ot of traffic congestion on Deception Pass Bridge.
t don't favor any one solution, but feel any that get traffic away from the Bridge are worth
considering. A bridge to La Conner would be good, but probably the most impossible fram an
environmental and cost standpoint. Strawberry Point to Fir Island also sounds goad.

. .
Auto ferries are more of a quick fix and might be put in gervice to relieve pressure while a major
bridge project comeas on line. Ferries would also halp with disaster preparednass. The best
ferry connection would he whatever is the most direct route to 1-5.

[ ]
You can't have an auto ferry to Camano, but having it land on the Stanwood side would
praiably be QK.
Widening the existing bridge is worth considering. 1 don't see it as 4 lanes. 1'm thinking of 2
lanes with a safe bike lane and pedestian walkway (possibly below). And, you have to respect
the facade of the bridge as much as possibie. It's hard to find a balance.

L}
| don't see adding an aute ferry being as big a probiem as a new bridge, in terms of negative

impact on island & infrastructure. It's worth taking a look at, buf betier to connect to mainland
than te Camano igland.

Widening the existing bridge is OK, but a bridge to Fir Island is betier.

Building a new bridge would solve the problem, but it would be expensive. 1t would be better (o
build a parallel bridge than to try and enlarge the old one. Having the bridge come out near

Conway will be less objectionable to people than having it come out in La Conner. Also,
Conway is close to the freeway.
L}
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Problems with Alternatives :
| see huge environmental issues with any connection {bridge or ferry) to the Fir Island area.
Remamber foo, this is the area that fiooded a few years ago.
Futting in a Ferry is expensive and I'm not impressed with ferry servica. There's always a back
up. |l don't see it as a solution. Bridges afe mare convenient.
Widening the existing bridge or building a parallet bridge are not good ideas. You would also
have to widen SR 20 from Qak Harbor to Sharps Corner. It would be vary expensive and fake
away the historic value of the bridge.

L J
{ don't like any of the bridge or ferry alternatives — widening the existing bridge, making it double
tiered or putting a walkway undernaath would be a last resort. I you widen SR 20, you will have
to take out a lot of frees.

L 4
People will object fo either widening the existing bridge or building a new one beside it because
that would ruin the beauly of the area.
I'm not in favor of a bridge to Camang, because you end up with the same problem. How da
you get traffic off Camano?

. . .

Camane Island pecple wouldr't like any auto ferry coming to the Island. They have the same
concerns as people on Whidbey Island.

»
While an occasional passenger only ferry from Camano would be nice, a big ferry {either
passenger only or auto)} would be a big problem. Camano only has the one bridge and people
there are worried about impact of a ferry. A big passenger only ferry just wouldn't work because
we don’t have the public transportation system to support it.

L}

Making a 4-lane bridge is not feasible because the road would have to be widened aé well.

Additional bridges will just encourage more traffic and more people.

L ]
Put all the new bridge suggestions in the reject column. A new bridge will just create 3 second
generation of prablems and costs and a demand for more services. Once you build it, you get
mare pecple and more water and sewer infrastructure. The lingar nature of the Island doesn’t
lend itself to utility infrastructure.

MeClure Consulting
24




Novth Whidbey Island Access Feasibility Study — Public Cutreach Survey & Key Person Interviews

A bridge to Camano is a no go. There are {errible traffic problems on 532 now and there's a
complete "no-growth” attitude on Camano [siand.

Auto Ferry isn't the solution. It is slower (than a bridge) and can’t handle the number of cars.
The problem with widening bridge, or building a parallel bridge, is tﬁat it would be too expensive
to widen SR 20 all the way to Sharp's Corner, which you would have to do. Also, there's the
economic impact that any new construction would have if it restricts traffic. 1t would Kill Oak
Harbor. 5o, any new construction has to be away from SR 20,

Problems with Alternatives (Confinued)

| have mixed feelings about a passenger only ferry on the north end of the Island. Not sure it
would work. Trying to put a twidge to Camana is not a good idea because people there will
rabel.

If you widen the bridge or build a new kridge parallel to the existing one, you will have to widen
SR 20 as well. That would involve buying homes and businesses on Fidalgo for right-of-way. |
think that would be too costly.
Building a bridge to Camano is absoluiely unacceptable polifically to people who live there. It
would require condemnation.

L J
A farry to Camane Island is not cost effective.
Building a bridge to Camano Island is technically gquestionable. It would have to bee a floating
bridge, and the water depth and windblasts would be a problem. | don't know about currents.

L J
| don't think you could build anything that came out too close to La Conner. They like their
isolation (NIWMBY). There’s a continuing batile there betwsen those trying to maintain historical
significance and merchants who want more tounsts. '

L}
Widening the bridge seems a pricey alternative and would destroy the histaric value of the
bridge. Similarly a paraliel bridge would ruin the beauty of the pass. Personally, | think & bridge
to Camano would be OK, but Camano/Stanwood area has traffic problems too. You would just
be shifting the problem from one area to another,
Building a bridge means you have {o widen the road as well. |t would be a massive and
expensive job to put a four-lane road through the !sland. This would destroy the island
character.

. L)

Enlarging the Deception Pass Bridge, or a new bridge in the same place, would be sacrilege.
A new bridge (as opposed to auto ferry from Gak Harbor to the Mainland) would be too easy,
too inviting to growth. Plus, it would route traffic through a residential area (Strawberry Point).
Having to catch a ferry makes people pause -- does not invite so much traffic.

MeClure Consufting
25



North Whidbey Island Aceess Feasihifity Stusdt fy— Public Cufreach Survey & Key Person Interviews

Other Solutions & Ideas
There shoukd be more emphasis on improving Public Transit.
Would like the Clinton/Mukilteo run to follow the Bainbridge Island model of very large ferries
that can handie large numbers of walk-on passengers.
-

A small passenger only ferry between Camana Istand and Coupeville would be good, but

wouldn't pay for itself and wouldn't relieve congestion.

»
| would like to see Sunday transit service that would handle some Sunday tourists. One way to
promote tourism is to have less traffic with a very accessible transit system. |f tourists could get
around without cars, it would be a very attractive thing to promete. in places like Yosemite, you
park your car and take a tourist buss to ses the sights. We could have busses that {our the
Island.

*
A passenger only ferry toffrom Seattle would be a good idea. And, we should have passenger
only service fram Coupeville to Camano Island — but no auto ferries on Camane.

L
Passenger only ferry service is an idea - but | don’t think it will work without improvement to the
transit system. :
Navy persannelffamilies can’t afford to live on the lsland. If we had affordable housing for them
on the Island, there would be fewer commuters on the bridge.

- Passzenger ferries with transit at both ends: Coupeville o Camano would be my preference, but
don't know how Camana would feel about that. If public transit were avaitable, maybe there
wouldn't be too much impact. We should beef up public transit. We should find out how many
cars are going to the NAS and provide them vans or busses. Same thing with other employers.

L}
I've never seen a Navy bus. There should be Navy fransportation vanpools. When you go to
the Clintan ferry you see dozens of vanpools going to Boeing. The Mavy should be doing
everything to ease traffic at the north end of the Island that Boeing is doing at the south end.

[ ]

That transit interconnect problem (between Skagit and Island Transit) needs to get resolved.
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*

| also think there might be a fair amount of support for a passenger only ferry fo Camana.

. L ]
Passenger only ferries at south end of Island would help.

[ ]

Parking lot at south end of bridge should be enlarged. It slows down traffic when people are
trying to turn into a congested parking lot.
Oak Harbor has shown a strang desire to rebuild their pier, They see it as part of revitalizing
downtown. There should be a passenger enily ferry from the Oak Hartior pier to Everatt that
would tie in with public transportation down there. Possibly passenger only ferry from Clinton to
Seattle as well.
There should be hetier public transportation including the interconnact between Oak Harbaor and
Mount Vernon.

Other Seolutions & ldeas {Confinued)

Bigger boats on the Clinton-Mukiltzo run would relieve congestion some. Now people are either
racing down the Island to try to catch a ferry, or driving all the way around the north end
because the wait for the ferry is too long. There shouid be some public transportation from the
north part of the Island to Bosing.

The hetter location for a bridge is to build a fleating bridge from Similk Bay to Coronet Bay on
the north end of Whidbey Island. Better than a bridge however, would be to take that monay
and invast it in the YWhidbey Island community 50 pecple who live on the lsland don't have to go
off Island to get jobs. Another source of traffic is because housing on the Island is too expensive
s0 Mavy families have to live off the Island.

L}
Would like to ses a high-spesd passenger only ferry frorm Cak Harbor to Coupeaville to Everati.

| would avoid any projects that involve dealing with the Indians.

. L .
I would be in favor of 2 passenger only ferry between Coupeville and Camane, with busivan
service at each end. It would serve Islanders and not necessarily invite too much growth.
Better yet would be to have links to light rafl. I it were up to me, I'd have betier access {o rail
from Portland to Vancouver BC; light rail from Mukitteo to Seattle; I'd expand vanpools, bus
service, and bike lanes. I'd work to get more jobs on the Island so people don't have io go off

izland to work. Island County can supper increased economic development and employmeant
with small 10-15 person firms.

Other Traffic Problems

A serious problem is hetween Sharp's Corner and Burlington. Very heavy traffic will soon
exceed capacity. This is largely traffic toffrom Whidbey lsland.

*

The Keystone ferry is unreliable. That's a problem that affects tourism, which is a major part of
the econhomy around here.
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L J
There are other areas that are actually a higher priority than Whidbey Island. Primarily the more
urban areas: Snohomish County and the Mukilteo Speedway.

[ ] -
SR 20 from |-5 to the Mount Vernon cut-off is a much mere critical problem fo locals than North
Whidbey Island.

[ ]
Another traffic problem (but not as chtical as SR 20 in Nerth Whidbey) is SR 20 intersection with
i-5 in Burlington. Also, Stanwood is growing very fast and Camano traffic is nc-n-stup Need 4
lanes on SR 532 all the way out to 1-5.

Need to straighten out the curves on SR 20 north of the bridge.
The #1 priority in my opinion is the SR 20/1-5 interchange. It's badly over capacity and needs to
be fixed before anything else.

State needs {o put in passing lanes on SR 20.

Differences between North & South Whidbey Island

People in South Whidbey are better at making their views known. The north part of the Island is
more populated, more maobile, and less cohesive,
A lat of people who live in North Whidbey work up North, so expandlng the Clirdon ferry won't
help the situation on the north part of the Island.

L
People who live from Coupeville south, generally go south to get off the island rather than north.
People from the south part of the [sland see the "North SR 20 PHGGEES lssue” as a north Whidbey
Island issue that doesn’t affect them.

L
There's a norih/south split on the [sland. People in the south see the new bridge as a grab on
the part of North Whidbey Island developers to ruin the Island ... then again, South Island
people don't commute that way.

[ ]
There's polarization galore on this issue. It's largely those on the South part of the Island who
oppose growth. They are vocal and influence politics on the Island.
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North Whidbey Isiand Access Feasibility Study — Public Ontreach Survey & Key Person Interviews
Appendix B - Lists of Selected Responses to the Question:

“Ave there ather possible solutions that you feel shonld be considered?”

(Note: Each response listed twas mentioned once, unless multiple mumber of mentions nofed in parenthesis.)

SUGGESTIONS FOR OTHER BRIDGE LOCATIONS

Fidalgo Island to Whidbey east of Deception Pass where the old ferry used to run: (2)
From juncture of Tooxell {sp?) and Jones Road across County Park Ala Spit across channel to 1 lope
Island and then across to Fidalgo Island near Lone Tree Point
Hox Spit (Fast Point} to Camano State Park
North Whidbey to North Camano, then another bridge North Camano to 300th Streef, then widen
A00th Strect out to -5
Cornet Bay Road end on Whidbey to Dewey Beach area, one way north bound; Lone Lake &
Deception Pass and park one way south bound
East of Cornet Bay to Dewey or Gibraltar
lloypus Point cast of Comcet Bay to Dewey Beach
Blowers Bluff area or Snokelum Point area to Camang, thro Stanwood to 1-5
{Oak Harbor to Camano
Oak Harbor to Mt. Vernion
Strawberry Point to Utsalady Point
- Strawberry Point to Brown Point or Utsalady Bay
Points South of Qak Harbor to mainland
Silver Lake Road (Whidbey} to Fir Island Road out of Conway
Coupeville to Camano
Central Whidbey, south of Coupeville (Morris or Wanamaker Rd.) to Camano
Race Road {Central Whidbey) to Camano area of Camano Island
Race Road t0 south of Onamac Point on Camano
Langley to Soulth Camano to mainiand
Greenbank to Camano
South Whidbey to Camano
South Whidbey to mainland: (3}
South Whidbey o Mukilteo
South Whidbey to mainland near Evereil, via Gedney Island
South Whidbey to Fverett-Mukilteo area
Glendale (5. Whidbey) to Everett or Nelson Corner (Mukilteo)
Clinton to Mukilteo: {2)
Whidbey to Hope Island
Camano to closest point on Whidbey
Port Townsend to Whidbey to Camano
South end of Camana te mainland
Fir Island to mainland
OTHER SUGGESTED ROAD IMPROVEMENTS

MeClure Comsulting
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North Whidbey Iiland Access Feasibility Study — Public Outreach Survey & Key Person Imerviews

Add bike lanes: (6)

Add more pull-over/ passing arcas for slow moving vehicles: (3)

Tut in a [few more slow lanes; add sipnage that slow drivers must pult over to avold back-ups.
-Four lang straight arcas for passing.

Add permanent passing lanes across Dugualla Flats (2 lanes each dircction),

Add passing fanes ot North & South exits of Deception Pass park at park boundaries.

Add adequate turn Janes.

Add middle turning lancs.

Add Teft & right turn lanes.

Install nuumerous left turn lancs.

Add left furn lanes at intersectons

More left turn lanes at major interscections along l'I‘W'}F.. B25,
At big traveled intersections, make center lane a left furn.

Add shoulders: (3)
Widen shoulders.
Widen the highway: (5)
Widen some arcas: (2)
Widen the whole length of SR 20 and 525.: (2}
- Widen, add lights, turn lanes, bike lanes, cte.
Widen, straighton, add center lanes and lighting
Fix/widen 5K 20 before considering bridges or auto ferries.

Create 3 lanes wherever possible & allernate 2 lanes northbound and (in a different streteh) 2 lanes
southbound for passing zones

Extend 4-faning of SR 20 Fast into Burlington

4-lane SR 20 lo I-5

4-lane north end of SR 20

4 lane SR 20 everywhere except the bridge.

SR 20 ought to be 4 lancs from Sharps Corner to 5R 525 intersection east of Keyslone ferry.
Build a four lanc highway SR 20/525,

Improve mtersectons (Parker Rd/ Morris Rd /SR 20
Triangle inlerseciions to midpoint of inside curves.

Add guard rails and traffic signals at major intersections,
Add traffic signals.

Add more stop lights in the future

OTIIER SUGGESTED ROAD IMPROVEMUENTS (cont.)

MeClure Consulting
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North Whidhey fsiand Access Feasibility Study — Public Outreach Sizvey & Key Person Interviews

Add lights 5:00 p.m. to 5:00 a.m. during November, Decemnber, Janvary & February  (Hwy. 525
too) :

Add high sodium vapor lighting to all roads.

Lane markings at night need to be brighter.

Channel through traffic away from the state park and tourist atiractions

Construct a by-pass highway around the City of Oak Harbor

Add another road, parallel to SR 20 - make each cne way.

Create alternative routes parallel, though not adjacent to SR 20, allowing some traffic to bypass the
congested busingss arcas,

Build bypass around Oak Harbor area.

From SR 20 out Fakkena Road {sp?) build a short road to connect to road to High lane at Greens.
Build an alternate route off-island that completely bypasses Deception Pass/ Anacorfes/ Mt
Vornon,

Build an escape route off the Island in addition to SR 20 for emergencies/ disasters - a road to
Chinton and/or Deception Pass.

Camano needs another way off the island - especiaily for ermergencies. :

New north-south freeway along west Cascades to bypass Olympia, Tacoma, Sealtle, Freratt, ML
Vernon, Bellingham to Canada.

Make the main highway safer

Improve road from Texaco refinery to Dugualla Bay Flats
Improve SR 20 between Oak Harbor and Sharps Corner.

Return SR 20 to 2-3 lanes only through Ouak Harbor
(o back to gravel roads!!

SUGGESTED TUNNEL LOCATIONS

MeClure Consulting
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North Whidbey Island Access Feasibility Study — Public Quireach Survey & Key Persvn Inferviews

Through the cliff face on North side of Deception Pass to where power line intersects SR 20

Through Deception Pass on north side - parallel current power lines with highway winding up
north of Pass Lake

Mukillec or other location to Whidbey

North Whidbey to near La Conner, “Dugualla Bay Tunnel”

Slrawberry Poinlt o Conway

Strawbotry Point to the Mainland

South of Penn Cove, or somewhere between Strawboerry Point and Poinell Point to Camano
Port Townsend to Whidbey to Camano

FPort Townsend to BEverett

QUESTIONS FOR WSDOT

MeClnre Consulting
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North Whidbey Isiand Access Feasibility Study — Public Ouireach Survey & Key Person Interviews

What are the useful lives of each of the proposcd solutions?

What is the increased unit cost for cach solution if / when Whidbey Island NAS is closed?
Long range, how much does it cost to build a bridge vs. the cost of running a ferry system?
What is the potential benefit of each proposed solution beyond simply moving vehicles, L.e.;
regional impacts such as the Cascadia Corridor and the Vancouver, B.C./Seattle link?

What is the “time cost of money” for proposed solution?

In the trade-off analysis what other, unrelated but potential projects would be put at risk by
choosing any of the proposed solutions?

Have you conducted a survey to determine what percentage of current No. Whidbey residents
actually “work” on the mainland? What percentage of current No. Whidbey residents who
commirte will retire within next 10 years? What percentage of population inerease will move to
No. Whidbey? What percent of population increase in next 10 years living in No. Whidbey will
work on mainland? What percentage will be retired?

How can DOT's OFM justify it's pupulation projections with concurrency requirements of GMA?
What is the relative flexibility of each of the proposed solutions to future demographic changes?

Bridges spanning greater distances than possible ferry routes?

Could you put a toll on the existing bridge and charge more for fewer people per car? With no toil
lanes for buses and vanpools - TDM measures.

Would a tunnet be less affected than a bridge by weather?

- What would the financial impact be of a tunnel versus a bridge?

Is Puget Sound too deep for a tunnel?

Why not eliminate parking at Deception Pass?

Why don't you lay all the bridge and ferry solutions over each other on a map so we can compare
them? {Good Open House note)

What constituencies do your citizen participants represent?

How were the Technical and Policy Steering Committees selected?

Why s0 few questionnaires distributed?

What is the point of providing better access to our island if the roads aren’t adequate to handle the
increased tratfic?

Is there any way to facilitate cormmuters from Camano to Redmond area?

What are the relative sensitivities to, and recovery times from a major seismic event?

Is new access needed for the sumimer crowds, or does the 1sland have enough full-time  residents
to warrant such an expense?

Why did you repave Hwy. 525, Smugglers Cove Road, Main Street and East Harbor Road in
Freeland? lt was totally unnecessary and the management of traffic during the Hwy. 525 repaving
was the worst I've ever seen. '

SUGGESTED LOCATIONS FOR
NEW AUTO FERRY S5ERVICE

MeClure Consulting
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North Whidbey Isiand Access Feasibility Studv — Public Cuireach Survey & Key Person Interviews

North Whidbey to Camano: (2)

North Whidbey to Camano and/or Stanwood

Northt Whidbey to Conway/ LaConner, not Stanwood
North Whidbey to mainland

Hoypus Point or Ala Spit to Swinomish Reservation
Oak Harbor or Crescent Harbor to mainland

Qak Harbor to Stanwood

Oak IMarbor to Camano

Clak Harbor or Coupeville lo Camano

Qak [ larbor to Seattle: (2)

Strawberry Point to I'ir Island or Conway area
Somewhere between Oak Harbor & Coupeville to Camano
Somewhere between Oak Harbor & Coupeville to Mukilteo
Central Whidbey to Seattle

Coupeville to Stanwood

Coupeville to Camano: (5)

Coupeville to Bverett or Edmonds

Somewhere south of Coupeville to Camano

South Whidbey to Scattle

Possession Point to Edmonds

Clinton to Edmonda

Whidbey to Camano

Whidbey Lo Seatile

Whidbey to Bellingham

Anacortes to I'orl Townsend
Mukilteo to Port Townsend
Stanwood to Edmonds

South end of Camano to mainland

SUGGESTLD LOCATIONS FOR
NEW PASSENGER ONLY FERRY SERVICE

MeClure Cansulting
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North Whidbey Isiand Access Feasibility Study — Public Ghtreack Survey & Key Person Interviews

Nerth Whidbey to Camano: (4}
Oak Harbor to Stanwood

Oak Harbor to Camano: {2)
Oak Harbor to Bverctt: (2}

Oak Harbor to Seattle: (5}
Strawberry Point to Camano
Eastern side of Whidbey to Camano
Central Whidbey to Seattle
Ceniral Whidbey to Camano
Central Whidbey to Camano Island State Park
Coupeville to Camano: (13)
Coupeville to Rvorett

Langley to Lverett

Keystonge to Scattle

{(linton to Mukilteo: (5)
Clinton to Scattic: {4)

5. Whidbey to S. Camano

5. Whidbey to Seattlo
Columbia Beach to Everett
Whidbey to Camana: {7}
Whidbey to mainland
Whidbey to Slanwood: {4)
Whidbey to South Snohomish
Whidbey to Mukilteo: {2)
Whidbey to Lverett: (2)
Whidbey to Seattle: (5)

SUGGESTED ROUTES FOK
“MOSQUITO FLEET” FERRY SERVICE

MeCfire Corstlting
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(Note: “Mosguito Fleet” service = multiple lovutions sevved by one ferry route.)

North Whidbey to Central Whidbey to Freeland or Langley
North Whidbey {or Keystone to reduce costs) to Everett to Scattle
Oak Harbor to Coupeville to Camanao: (3)

Oak ! Iarbor to Coupeville to Stanwood

Qak Harbor to Island cities to Rverett

(ak Harbor to Clinton to Everett to Seattle, high speed

Oak Harbor to Camano to Everett (& maybe Scattle & Sca-lac)
Ouak Harbor to Fverett to Mukilteo o Seattle

Oak Harbor to downlown Seattle, with stops along the way
Central Whidbey locations to Camano

Langley to Scouth Camano to mainland

Keystone to Fverctt to Seattle _

South Whidbey to Coupeville to North Whidbey to Camano
Clinton to downtown Seattle , with stops along the way
Whidbey to Camano fo Stanwood to Mukiltco to Everett
Whidbey to Scattle to Bellingham to Tacoma to Port Angeles

Bellingham to Seattle to Port Angeles to Tacoma

SUGGESTIONS FOR WASHINGTON STATE FERRIES
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Add auto parking facilities (short-term and long-term} in Mukilteo: (4)

Provide more parking at Mukilteo ferry.

Expand parking facilities at all Island-side ferry terminals for walk-ons, with free motorcycle &
bicycle parking. . ’

Add park and ride lots at ferry terminal.

Add overhead loading for foot passengers at Clinton & Mukilteo.

Put the Mukilteo/ Clinton weekend ferry runs back on the half hour, instead of 20-25 minutes
apart during evening hours, [pc-st-commute}.

Improve passenger facilifies - parking garages, clean 7 heated waiting areas.

Remove fare from walk-on use of Clinton -Mukilteo run.
Let pedestrians & bikes travel free, both directions; or give a discount to cars carrying 3+ people

No charge on ferries for vanpools or their passengers.

NO charge for cars with 4+ people.

Increasing charges for vehicles with fewer passengers, e.g. on person car pays lols more than 2
Porsan car,

Create a “Whidbey Tsland Residents Only” lane on both sides of the ferries that would get priority
in loading

OTHER COMMENTS

Close existing bridge fo all but park tratfic.
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What is needed is parking area away from the highway and a pedestrian bridge and footpath.
Attach pedestrian bridge to present bridge with connecting path to parking area and overpass
across highway so people can hike trail to Goose Rock or walk around area on east side of bridge.
Keep cars moving across bridge without stopping and ticket too slow drivers.

Add a pedestrian walk under the Deception Pass Bridge.

Relieve the gridlock on the mainland first.: (2)

Use transportation dollars to solve traffic problems on the mainland.
Expanding existing cities on mainfend should be considered.

Use bridge money to solve traffic congestion in the [-5 corvidor.

The Island would show that it is making land use and traffic improvement decisions that will help
its situation before the rest of the state has Lo pay for a bridge.,

Get rid of our real estate and business-oriented governing bodies.

DO proposals violate GMA concepls - leave those decisions to local governuments who are
addressing them in proper State-mandated way.

Restrict Island to residents only.

Limit number of non-resident cars/trucks coming on to/ off of Island at certain peak times.
Limit the number of no-resident vehicles that can come onto our island, just as the federal
government has done at Yosemite.

After improving public transportation, discourage non-carpool drivers from using Deception Pass
with a toll, and reward. carpoolers with cither a lower toll than single passenger cars or no charge
atall.: (2)

Bicycles should be encouraged and prometed as a means of pollution free transportation.

Creake trucking cooperatives for transporting supplies to the Island.

Increase pasoline taxes o force us o find other ways of getting around: //

State should stop deciding what is best for Island residents.

New development should finance any road changes.

Have a single 50 mph limit the entire length of Whidbey Island and enforce it.

Prior to making a decision, a pu'b]i-: vote should be taken 1o delermine whether or not the citizens
want to subject themselves to the increased population and traftic density.

Give Camano to Snohomish County.

Increase speed limils Classic to Freeland.

Water could be brought to Island via bridges.

Telecommunications and f¢lecommuting improvements - DOT should offer divect TT or fiber optic
data fransmission lines to companies and individuals who defer peak hour usage of fransportation
system. '

Be more dependent on local facilities and service.
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Appendix C — Verbatim Comments from Questionnaires

Sorted by Solution
Sub-sarted by Preference or Rejection
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Widen the Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges

Mol Ture Consulting
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“Prefer This” Comments:

Improve the existing route. The people who live on Whidbey moved there knowing the degree of -
temoteness. That degree should be maintained. A quantum leap of aceess should not be made.
Whidbcey residents had full knowledge of mainland access when they located there. Why should
they expect the state to remove all access deficits at state expense? People can accept the
conditions or move. We all have choices.

Traffic on the highway and side roads area already so thick that it would also require widening
some of them, [t may need to be done anyway. We don't need another slow way on and off,
Remove pedestrian walkways, put under the road deck.

Whichever {among widen, new bridge & new bridge parallel options) is affordable, giving the
most room for [uiure transportation!

Take advantage of existing infrastructure and traffic/social patterns.

See Auckland, New Zealand example - they hired Japanese engineers who designed an additional
lanec on cach side and attached it, calling it the “Nippon-Clip on” technique!

Other access needs widening.

Whidbey has 3 access points; that's enough; limit growth.

If foot fraffic is moved to suspended under-bridge walkways.

It you make SR 20 5 lanes Sharpes Corner to Oak Harbor.

Would improve traffic flow considerably if the bridge were wider and the foot traffic not as close
to road traffic. _

Probably the most affordable option for the budget of the State.

Has the least amount of negalive impact on existing dwellers and dwellings,

This solution would cost [css

Best chance of getting beyond EPA. Least impact on environs.

Make 2 wide lanes with no sidewalks.

Seems to be most economical.

Sure to cause less inconvenience,

Least expensive?

Eliminate walkways - would allow increased vehicle speeds using a minimum speed limit!

“Worth Considering” Comments:

Meaningless unless SR} is widened to 4 [anes.

Tf the purpose of this survey is to solve the Deception Pass congestion then the solution should be
there with widening the bridge or a new bridge.

When the Sme comes.

Meaningless unless SR2{ is widened to 4 lanes.

Must be done NOW! DOT is already 10 years behind the thmes for current traffic!

Will improve safety.

Remove pedestrian walkways on Deception Pass Bridge, provide viewing facililies and a walkway
under the bridge deck.

Widen Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridgas: “Waorth Considering” (cont.):

Modify and control random parking on the north side of the bridge and an Canoe Island space.
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Probably will need to be done at some point in time,

Constder only after improved transit and passenger ferry service.

Depends on cost. :

This option might greatly affect the beauty of the Deception Pass area as well as the park area.
Would require the rebuilding and/ or widening of SR 20 to Sharp’s Corner.

But very disruptive to existing traffic flow.

Botllenecks occur when people slow down to enjoy the scenery in the Deception Pass area.
Entering and departing from the seenic pull-outs are another major problem area. Separate lanes
thal do not have access 1o pull-culs or pedestrians would afford major reliet.

Acsthetically undesirous, Bridge is the gateway to Whidbey, and says that this is a special place.
However, it would mar the beautiful hisioric bridge structure...

Would only be effective if the highway was widen to 4 lanes from Anacories 1o the south end.
If you create uninterrupted traffic flow to/from I-5.

Which would be more cost effective, this or building a new bridge?

Bridge can be widened by removing pedestrian sidewalks (hazardous anyway), Pedestrian
viewpoints could be added under, over, or beside (least acceptable).

Worlh considering only if you also widen SR20.

Identified alternatives are a good starting point. Evaluation should look at all equally without
respect to cost at this stage.

Would require widening from Sharp’s Corner on Fidalgo to Oak Harbor city limits to 4 lanes -
scetns prohibitive,

~ Not to 4 lanes; some widening CK if maintain original bridge character.

Widen approach both sides and extra parking.

Recognize the need for matntaining and possibly upgrading,.

Would this handle [iture trallic? If so, would it be the most cost offeetive?

Widen approach road south.

Best we accept this, cause nothing ofse is going to happen under WSDOT!

Maybe. '

This is such a beautiful old bridge that fits well with Deception Pass. Architectural design would
be important. Widening the road North of Deception would be necessary.

This in itself will do litle good. The need is to increase the capacity of SR 20 south from Sharps
Cotner,

Widen only the existing lanes for safely, and pedestrian lraffic.

Would improve safety,

Would destroy beauly of area.

This should be considered if the acsthetics of the bridge can be maintained.

Oncand off lanes for view area required to reduce traffic impact,

There will be a need for a 4 lane highway and bridge from the refinery to Oak Harbor. Local
traffic must be able to get on and off. Local traffic has to use Highway 20.

Possible (3 lancs) cxpansion {rom Sharpes Corner to Oak Harbor to accommodate extra lane for
comunuling traffic. Middle lane would be changeable each way.

Only if it is 4 lane and no pedestriang or bicycles.

Widen Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges: “Worth Considering” (cont.}):

Would like to see main raffic stream removed from Park area.
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We will need 4 lanes from Anacortes to Oak Harbor.

We are getting now gridiock at [-5 at Burlington. How many people go to Anacortes, Mt. Vernon
and North? How much traffic goes to Seattle?

Will this actually reduce traffic flow on SR 20?7 Trobably not - just congestion over bridge area.
Worth considering if less costly and more feasible than a completely new bridge.

Put pedestrian traffic below roadway, also bicycle lane.

Ranks fourth after new bridge options: Strawberry Pt., LaConner, Camano.

Would promote safety but wouldn't speed ingress or egress unless highway becomes 4 lane to
mainland and to Cak Harbor.

This option will only work if the road through the park is also significantly improved, an option
that probably will not fly.

Any solution that provides separation of peds and cars is a must.

Water resources on Whidbey are not likely to support your estimate of growth.

Could make overpass for pedestrians only.

Hew will this affect the roads to and from the area?

As long as it will not distract from our grand view & nature!

“Reject This” Comments:

Tcave scenic - no freeway needed.

Only il it is a TRANSIT ONLY {Bus Tram) route.

Leave olr Deception Pass Bridge alone!

Widen existing Deception Pass lanes by removing HI{S{C'WE:H{S and relocating them under current
spar.

Bridge is a landmark, wouldn’t want to change it.

Deception Pass is a landmark and should remain the same.

There is historic meaning and visual aesthetic that is far more important than moving peopic.
Roads leading to and from bridge are also too narrow.

This would not only destroy the architectural integrity of the bridges but cause more traffic -
congestion at each end.

The bridge is too old. Money would be thrown away.

It would be a bad idea to destroy or reduce scenic atmosphere of Deception Pass region.

Too much maney,

Construction process would literaily stop traffic for long long time, hours and months,

Wrong location. Speed limit too slow through area to accommodate much more traffic on 20.
This is the ONE tourist attraction for this arcal

Would impact a scenic area adversely: is not the most direct route to the mainland and would be
slowed by gawkers, tourists, pedestrians. WOULD NOT IMPROVE TRAFEIC FLOW.
ABSOLUTELY NOT!U The entire Deception Pass area has too much traffic now. The only rcason
most  people ravel through this pristine area is because the existing bridges are there. Leave this
area alone; it has been damaged too much as it is!

Widen Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges: “Reject This” {cont.):

DO NOT WIDEN! _
This is a historical site and a part of Two State Parks. Let's keep it That WAY!
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Improve only.

It is proven that increased roadways or bridges do not lessen vehicular congestion over an
extended period of time. '

A podestrian walkway is suppested - located beneath the current bridge. -

Would change a landmark.

Leave Deception Pass Bridge alone.

The right of way/ crossing is toe narrow, too high an environmental impact. Belter to build a new
bridge at a different location.

Ieople come to see the bridge. It would ruin the looks!!!

Deception Pass State Park is most popular in state. Why do major damage within the park when
other options are available.?

This would be an envirenmental and [and use disaster, and would encourage even more
congestion eventually.

This is a scenic landmark, 1t should be preserved.

4 lanes would have (o be built all the way from N. Whidbey to 1-5 to make this effective; just
widening the bridge won't do it.

Do not destroy the beauty and history.

Waste of money and effort. Would enly produce a botlleneck exiting to our 2 lane highway at
either end. Not necessary for safety and traffic runs smoothly across the present bridge.

To do so will spoil the natural beauty.

Would concentrate more tratffic in the currently congested 512 20 corridor.

Would probably damage scenic beauty of original bridge and area.

Wide bridge on narrow read would solve nothing.

Absolutely not! It would deface this beautiful and historic bridge and park.

Don't destroy the beauty of Deception Pass,

© Not unless you widen roads to and [romn bridge.

Not useful unless SR 20 is widened to 4 lancs.

With the tourist season and geography of the arca, would make this too expensive and still would
not alleviate the congestion on this road.

Bridge options very expensive, may nepatively impact neighborhoods, roads & environment.
Retain the old bridge for [oot and non-molorized traffic and sightsecing.

| istorical valuc!

Congestion during construction

Ruins picturesque beauty

Widening bridge alone will not relicve conguestion without entire SR 20 from Oak Harber to Sharps
Corner upgrade.

If an accident happens or air show traffic, theve are 1-2 hour delays.

Absolutely not!

The parklike setting around the bridge is too acsthetically valuable to be impacted by additional
traffie- if you build it, they will come.

Historical Register could be big problem.

Widen Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges: “Reject This” {cont.):

Preserve pristine setting of Deception Pass & Park.
Won't work, the bridge is not the only “bottle neck”.
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Disaster!

1 can’t believe it would be cost effective to add lanes to existing bridges. Without four lanes of
traffic between bridges and -5 the impact of congestion is not reduced.

Dan't alter aesthetics and beauty of this arca.

Still limits traffic to one lane cach way and traffic will slow anyway to enjoy view.

Do not destroy the rest of the beauty of the istand - or at least what little is left!

Maintain the cirent area, park and bridge, for future generations.

Scenic corridor should be left as is.

The narrow, winding road will never safely accormmodate increased traffic due to the beottleneck at
the bridge.

With the State Park and scenic viewpoints there is high tourism in that arca with pedestrians
wandering about.

Please do not change the appr oach to Deception Pass at all.

Fhe road into and out of the pass has too many curves and restrictions.

Stupid idea!

I feel that any solution to this problem should not include any change to the Deceplion Pass area.
Cost and destruction of landmark.

Absolutely not. That bridge is a work of art we could never afford to match, only destroy.

The greatest need is for central Island up 1o Oak Harbor to have alternative onto and off Island.
Ne way.

Will be inadequate moments after completion.

Absolutely NOT!

Leave the bridges alone!

Will only be a short term solution - we will just have more cars and trucks until everything has to
be enlarged again. Invent new solution that will last for years - using our waterways scems ideal.
We're lucky we have waterways to use.

The landmark should not be changed.

The road from Deception Pass to Anacortes is extremely dangerous, too many curves, not lighted
well and impossible to drive on icy, snowy weather.

During peak visitor scason and when a large number of people are at the Pass, traffic is dangerous.
This is absolutely unacceptable!! _

Widening of Deception Pass & Canoe Pass bridges should not be consideréd until every effort to
design and plan alternative forms of transportation such as energy efficient public transit,
including ferries, have failed and are found impossiblc.

Strongly opposcd.

Canoe Pass maybe.

Preserving the scenic arca,

Don't disturb/ obscure the natural beauty.

Don't add to traffic problem while waork is in progress.

Unless the entire SR 20 route is widened this will do no good.

Widen Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges: “Reject This” {cont.):

Only addresses one bottleneck.
Expansion would ruin the beauty of the existing bridge.
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We should first plan a transit system (busses and light rail) for the long-term future before
considering widening of Decéption Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges, or any new bridges. This must be
a sericus planning effort which recognizes that we cannot go on forever ]uqt building more bridge
lanes for cars and trucks.

The bridge and adjacent highways are beautiful and should be left alone.

Deceplion Pass Park and the bridge are scenic/historic places that should be preserved as is,
except for one pedestrian underpass for foot crossings of traffic at one end.

Arvea should be left as a scenic and park-like area.

With no other cheice to get off the 1sland traffic beyond will be a hardship an the roads and still
not get to I-5.

Why widen the bridge when you bave a 2 lanc voad on cach side?

Bad for the environment, more logging, wider roads on North and South side of bridge. Overall,
too much money and a bad idea. Would widening the bridge relieve the problem? Oak Harbor
seemns to be a final destination, not the bridge.

Leave it alone!

Traffic should be reduced in this area {to conserve the state park and make it safer for visitors) not
mercased!

This option would forever change the historical importance of the bridge and the pristine beauty
of Deception Pass.

Please No.

This bridge has historical as well as visual significance. Do not disturb.

This bridge is a big part of the history and natural beauty of this arca. Flease leave it as it is!
This is no opton at all. Cost too much - still will take 30 minutes to Mt Vernon,

A wider bridge does nothing with a 2 lane highway!

Hasier transportation would cneourage more people to move here.

No. St too much traffic from the Island to Teans Corner,

Bridge built in 1937 - too old to widen without expensive upgrades.

Problem - it ends and beging with 2-lane highways,

This is too historical and aesthelically importanl to the region 1o make any changes!

Existing bridge on National Register.

Fits visually / aesthetically with the landscape.

Widening /building new on this site does not alleviate other SR 20 "bottlenecks” north and south
of the bridge.

Deceplion Pass is a recreational area and in summer there are too many pecple walking around.
Let's not altor our only tourist attraction on Whidbey Island.

Roads would still restricl traffic flow.

Would create faster traffic - more problems for the walkers and gawlkers,

Historical item should not be changed.

Widening of current bridge would destroy acstheties of Deception Pass arca.

Too expensive.

Blasting rock formations, old trees & CCC fenees is not only unnecessary, but a CRIME]

Widen Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges: “Reject This"” {cont.):

Would require widening all the way to and from the bridge.
Would destray whole wild magnificence of this historic and nature-bleszed area.
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If the essence of Whidbey is ta be saved, LEAVEIT BE! If you build it, they will come. You will
not ease current condilions by increasing access because more people will be flocking here if it
becomes easier to get on and off Whidbey Island.

Huge environmental impacts.

Don't change it - most beautiful bridge in Washington state.

SR 20 & 525 have too low capacity to handle.

The Deception Pass park area is a choke point for traffic.

The historical value of the bridge and natural beauty of the area should not be d-:valued to further
congestion, pollution & autos.

Adding to Deception Pass would be taking away its history and beautiful being,

Won't help - SR 20 is restricted Lo two [anes at the bridge approaches. Does this proposal imply a
major project to widen SR20? If so, why isn't that stated as part of this option?

Not every island should end up like Manhattan.

Mot an option.

Keep - maintain, not widen.

Widening Deception doces not widen SR 20 to the pass and to 20 at the Anacortes signallll

I heard it's only paint holding this old bridge up now... add more traffic? Ridiculous! Also how
cart you widen the bridge without widening the “feeder” roads?t WHAT HAPPENS TO THE
PARK?!?

Absurd. You can't alter the bridge and ifs approaches without destroying our [argest tourist draw!
Stupid. Period.

Do not build in this area of natural beauty.

SR 20 from OQak Harbor to Sharpe’s Corner is all bad - not just bridge.

Would be too costly and affect the landscape and not reduce the traffic. We need an alternative
route.

This would destroy the beauty of the bridges.

Absolutely Not!

How would road be widened?

Why alter one of the statc’s premier tourist sites?

Leave the Pass bridge alone! Scenic!

Would destroy the acsthetic appeal of Deception Pass & connected roadway.

Adversely impacts park.

This will lead to also widening the roads (North and South) - the result: a change which will not
only encourage more congestion, but will also ruin one of the unique aesthetic attractions of the
us.

The spectacitlar beauty of t‘ne bridge and qurrcnundmg area is unique in the Northwest. Widening
the bridge would negatively affect the whole area, including the State Park and the lovely road on
the North of the bridge. We'd be destroying a very special place. :

This bridge is beautiful [ike it is -- leave it alone,

Leave that beautiful area alone!

Widen Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges: “Reject This” (cont.}):

Separate commuters and tourists by other options.
Would have to widen 5R 20 Sharps Corner to Coupeville.
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We need to think more ereatively!

Worst possible choice.

This is only an option if you can preserve the present scenic beauty of Deception Pass which I can’t
imagine, )

- Leave this scenic area alone.

Preserve the beauty of this area as is and provide alternate route around if for thru traftic,
Widening the bridge will wind up with a 4 lane bridge and must be serviced wilh 4 lane highways
across Fidalgo and a long portion of North Whidbey. ‘The botile neck will vecur where (anywhere)
the 4 lanes are reduced to 2 lanes.

Teave the unigue beauty the way itis!

Woeould destroy park’s integrity.

The [raffic impacts of this option during construction work would be unacceptable.

SR 20 both on N. Whidbey and Fidalgo preclude these alternatives - still a two lane road for miles.
No way.

Won't help as the SR 20 between I-5. (Sic) The bridge is the real problem (one [anc).

Keep this state landmark/ historic site - don't spoil it.

You would ruin Deception Fass as a beautiful bridge if you try to turn it into a freeway. Any time
you build, enlarge or detour traffic the void is always filed with additional cars.

SR 20 cannot stand any more traffic.

This would ruin a beautiful area.

This would destroy the aesthetics of the bridge and area.

Too much damage to existing parks, habitat and scenery. Area is highly attractive to sightseers.
Deception Pass is a great historical site with breathtaking beauty. It should not be disturbed.

“No Opinion” Comments:

The bridge is fine. 1t has history, beauty. Bigger and belter doesn’t help proserve Whidbey and
why we all [ive here!

“No Answer” Comments:

Make the specd Fmit 15 mph on bridge (it'll lengthen its lifel). Only take a [ew more seconds!!
Mut sidewalk under bridge; establish observation look-outs, both north and south ends.
Leave this one for tourists.

Recornmend closing the pedeslﬁaﬁpaaaagewaya om both scetions of the bridge and replacing them
by obscrvation arcas on either end.

Improve existing bridge, but do not have more than two lancs, Improve pedestrian access over or
under bridge, _ '

Passage hampered more by speed limits, road curves and stop lights than by bridge width.

No changes to Deception Pass area - this is one of the scenic wonders of America.

Build A New Bridge

“Prefer This” Comments:
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A second way to drive off the island would enhance tourism and be a convenience,

Least amount of land owners affected for right of way.

1 am even willing to consider a toll bridge. -

A second way to drive off the island would enhance tourfsm and be a convenience.

Prefer the bridge because [ feel we already pay too much to get off the island via the Mukiltec and
Port Townsend ferries.

A new bridge will EVENTUALLY have to be built; if not now, then eventually. Whatever the
price is now, it will only be more expensive later.

Widen Deception Pass & Canoe bridges and then build a new bridge. Make cach one way.

Make it a toll bridge, with water and waste disposal lnes running under it

Bridge is dependable. A ferry is not always dependable.

Most efficient means of getting autos on and off the island.

l.cast disruptive during construction. '

Could be toll bridge one way but that would slow traffic and require tenders - discount this. First
chaice before bridges to Camano & [ Island, new auto ferry, auto ferries to Camano & Stanwood
options.

Best solution.

Best solution - ferry traffic would be unreliable and inconvenient for those wanling direct aceess fo
I-5 corridor.

This solution will improve the distribution of traffic from Whidbey to SR 20 and 1-5 morc
effectively.

It will relieve the traffic on SR 20 and reduce accidents [rom Oak Harbor to Burlington.

To pay for the building operation and maintenance a nominal toll can be paid. This would put the
burden of the bridge in the location ardd people who use bridge and someday it may be free.

This scerns to be the most practical and most permanent and reliable solution.

This is needed to solve the traffic problem for the long term.

The amount of traffic using a new bridge would be greater than when Hood Canal was built.

So not to interrupt traffic, build new bridges parallel to Deception Pass and Canoe Pass bridges.
Then when the new bridges can be opened for traffic, close the old bridges, and widen them to be
more efficient and safer.

A new bridge would be good for everyone since the traffic on and off the island is now getiing so
congested.

By making a bridge other than at the Pass, 1t would divide the traffic - Seaitle traffic would use one
bridge and north traffic would use the Pass.

We are long overdue!! Traffic is not going to get any better until we do have another access.

At least 4 [anes for traffic volume. )

A new bridge is required. The queslion is where do we build it. I would prefer

Greenbank /Camano/Snohomish or Clinton/ Everett.

Believe more people will use a bridge than ferry.

Yes, niced free altermate access to mainland.

Build a New Bridge: “Prefer This” (cont.):

Ultimate solulion to increased raffic is to connect most densely populated area (Qak FHarbor) with
- 1-5 coriidor by bridge,

Mot ture Congultinge
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This is long overdue.

Costs could be recovered - tolls. Less operating costs & maintenance costs than ferl}r

Avoid the long term operating & maintenance costs associated witha ferry Recover cost through
small - one way - tolls.

Yeour survey does not lonk at the south end of Camano and Mid Whidbey as a solution - close
proximity to I-5, closer to Seattle, would serve South Camano.

They built a floating bridge across Lake Washingten and the I lood Canal. Why can’t they do same
between Whidbey and Camano.

This option sounds most efficient but expensive.

Best overall solution.

The cost of ferrics and approaches would go a long ways on building the bridge.

How will this solve the SR20 problems?

I believe another bridge from the south half of Whidbey to the mainland would be wisest, That
would meet our additional needs, but also pull a great deal of traflic away from Deceplion Pass.
Most people are heading towards the Scattle arca anyway, and this would shorten the drive
somewhat. Those who are not heading south would continue Lo use Deception Pass: but this
smaller volume would bring the bridge’s tratfic Ioad back to what it was designed for.

A new bridge and widening of SR 20 is an expensive solution, but the best possible and it could be
a toll bridee, to absorb costs.

The best solution. FPermanent, docsn’t require being tied to a schedule or a working ferry - or
weather, Could also support water and natural gas lines to the island.

This should be very cheap to build. -

Is permanent and compared to forry service, probably Tess expenditure.

Just north or south of Coupeville to Camano Island.

Will require extensive road improvements / additions on-lsland and to [-3 {mainland).

This is only a stop gap.

The best idea to make smooth travel 1o the -5 corridor.

Bridge at North Whidbey would reduce the SR 20 traffic from Sharpe Corner to mid Whidbey,

reduce problems at Deception Pass and would make a stop there more pleasureful I'm sure.
Make the new bridge 4 lanes.
This is the only way to go.

“Worth Considering” Comments:

Only at Deception Pass,
Mease consider where the traffic comes from and where it is going. A great portion of the trucks

must come from or are going to Seattle. Many of the passenger cars must be doing the same.
Cost/Environmental Impact.

But may be necessary for safety (MV Traffic/ Disaster).
Build a New Bridge: “Worth Considering” {cont.}:

As Jung as not next to the Deception Pass Bridge.
This sounds [ike the best idea. Need traffic study,
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Which would be more cost effective, this or widening?

Hope Island looks like the easiest route, or Hoypus Point.

If environmental Impacts can be mitigated.

Identified alternatives are a good starting point. Evaluation should look at ali equally without
respect to cost at this stage.

Omly if we pet ferry service to Camano or Stanwood too.

Somewhere with less impact on environment and people.

If we can afford it. Present bridge is too narrow for current truck sizes. Not earthquake designed,
IPut new 2-lane bridge from N. end of Coronet Bay Rd at Hoypus Pt across to Yokcko Dr. Widen
Coronet Bay Rd (3 lanes - 1 5W, 2 NE) and Yokeko Dr./ Washington St. {Also 3 laned - 2
Northbound NE, 1 5/5W) and make Deception Pass bridge 2 lancs ONE-WAY southbound. New
Foypas/Yokeko Bridge - 2 lane one way northbound).

On the south end of island.

Whichever {among widen, new bridee & new bridge parallel oplions) is a_[fordable giving the
most room for future transportation]

SR 20 both on N. Whidbey and Fidalgo preciude these alternatives - still a two lane road for miles.
Depends on cost. '

I believe this solution although more costly would be preferred over ferry route. However, if tax
pavers need to foot this bilt I would say No - I do not need this and wonder what it would do to
rural areas.

Wouldn't a new bridge be less cost effective? And hinder progress more?

A bridge would be a high-flow gain which would yield rapid change. Not so good.

If you ereate uninterrupted traffic flow to/from 1-5,

Onty if it were the only solution.

Between eastern tip Cornet Bay to Dewey Beach.

Reduce the number of cars.

I believe this s best solution, but will never happen due to DOT resistance to funding.
Expensive.

Sounds simple and efficient.

Would divert traflic from NAS, away from Deception Pass.

WIill this actually reduce traffic flow on 5R 207 Probably not - just congestion over bridge area.
Would beat having to meet ferry schedule, etc. Would it be cost prohibitive. (sic)

Very expensive.

This option will only work if the road through the park is also significanily improved, an option
that probably will not fly.

Any bridge will have to accommodate maringe traffic,

Hard to believe the population on one island would rate an expensive new bndge

One additional bridge only.

Build a New Bridge: “Reject This" {cont.):

A new bridge will make it oo easy to gel to Whidbey and speed up any population expansion.
A new bridge would bring more traffic and worse - more development which would r'uln the rural
character and natural environment of the island.
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Too much money. _ :

Focus on what the permanent residents of the Island want, not on the short term “desires” of the
Navy population. They obviously would favor conventence, etc. since tth.r don’t have to pay for
such improvements or live with their consequences,

Never a bridge, pleasel

Woe see no need to “optimize” every square foot of the Puget Sound area for transportation.
Islands of rural character, just as gated comumunities in the city should be allowed to exist for
people who would prefer some of the other aspects of Tife rathor than getting sormewhoerc fast,
There’s no room for wider roads before and after the bridges!!

[t is wrong-minded to make anisland an artificial extension of the mainland, We choose to live on
an island because it is isplated! '

Your state that you are studying solutions to create “additional vehicle capacity belween North
Whidbey and the mamland.” What do you do with the cars once on the island? SR20is 2 lancs on
both sides of the bridge - Add cars to Whidbey vou will overwhelm SR2{). Forget bridges -- Wasle
of a Iot of money. Add terry service. If it works, fine, if not, the ferries can be used clscwhere,
Bridges are fovever!

Sounds very expensivel!

Any widening of transportation facilitics will encourage population growth. DO NOT BUILD!
New bridge would mean total rebuild of SR20 to Sharps Corner - Better to focus on NEW
solutions.

NG BRIDGE!

The problem is the main highway on the island, not getting here from off-island. Adding easier
access via a bridge or bridges will only worsen the congestion on 5R20. In many places,
parteuiarly contral Whidbey, SR20 Tacks shoulders and has power poles immediately adjacent to
the road surface.

Would be a very shortsighted remedy which would have disastrous and irreversible
CONSOQUENCas.

Will ruin all thal is lovely.

With the growth of retailers here on the island the amount of traffic from the island to the
mainland for purposes of shopping should decrease. I'm sure that over the next [ew years we will
see additional stores locating here as population increases, further negating the need for a new
bridge.

The encrmous cosl both for our pocketbooks and for the environment are reason enough NOT to
spend any more time using tax-payers” money to even explore the possibility,

The people of Whidbey and Camano will resist in such gréat numbers, and it would go on and on
tor months and eat up unbelicvable amounts of time and money and court fees,

We will fight you every step of the way to prevenl the building of any kind of bridge.
Chills my blood.

Build a New Bridge: “Reject This” (cont.):

It is proven that increased roadways or bridges do not lessen vehicular congestion over an
extended period of time,
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The people of Whidbey and Camano will resist in great numbers; the litigation will go on and on
for years and it will cat up unbelievable amounts of time and money and court fees that could be
better used in other ways.

Even with a second bridge, there will be traffic gridlock in a fow years. It's a foolish, expensive
"band-aid.”

Beauty of Deception Pass area would be damaged by additional bridges.

But if you are foreced to, this,

Leave this scenic area alone.

No, this would alter mother nature too much.

Any new bridge will increase through traffic from I-5 fo Port Townsend ferry.

More access will ericourage more traftic!]

Building a new bridge would bring toc much development to the island.

It would ruin the ccosystem,

We don't want to become part of the mainland.

Cost and increased traffic and population on Whidbey Island.

Why do we want to improve access to Deception Pass State Park arca? T he park is full during the
summer months, On fact the park is bursting tts seams now.

Not needed, not wanted, not welcome, not now, not for a long long time, no thank you.

Picase drop this plan.

Would drive development here, making us just like the places our visitors are trying to get away
trom.

We have alarge and active community that will ph}FHiCﬂ.lle protest any bridge construction efforl
here and considerable media fire power. -

Too large an investment that won't get paid back for a long {ime. Toe long before relief can be
provided.

Huge environmental impacts on very small geographic entm:,ﬁ {Fidalgo, Whidbey, and Camano
Islands).

I think the premise that we have to create new infrastructure to accommodate more traffic is
faulty. Better to work on traffic reduction, a more sustainable approach to our island future!

Be awarce: any attempt to build a bridge will meet massive opposition. We will have our bodies
chained to your construction eguipment - if the lawsuits fail,

Strongly opposed.

This ought to be rejected out of band, Not even congidered!

Insufficient arteries on Whidbey to handle increased traffic.

If the existing bridge is widened or added to, the tratfic will still bottleneck, unless roads are
redone all the way to SR 20 spur (Sharps Corner}.

'This would result in a long-term total disaster for the people of Island County from a social and
environmental standpoint. The “Land Industry” {developurs, realtors, etc.) would rejoice, not
caring about the environmental destroction.

The people here have repealedly rejected this. Why does it keep getting shoved back on us?!

Build a New Bridge: “Reject This” (cont.):

Just a bridge won't do it; will have to include land for roads on both sides of bridge.
Please No.
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Definitely not! Where would the additional traffic go? Would require new roads/highway.

How can you build the bridge without widening the “feeder” roads?! Destroys the Park/scenic
arcal {Or: build it where?)

This is ar island. Don't make it a peninsula. '

NQ. We don't want another bridge to the mainland! This is an island! If you don't like it, don't
live here!

NO NEW BRIDGE

NEVER

Wide bridge on narrow road would solve nothing, :

It is nol necessary for Whidbey Island to have instant vehicle access by the world. It is a rural
place of relative peace and quict. Those who choose such a Iie are entitled to do so without the
stale imposing urban lransportation standards.

Not uscful unless 5K 20 is widened to 4 lanes.

Extra bridges will turn {his into a suburl, that is a clone of every ather suburb in the state and
nullify its natural beauty.

Then what, build a 4-1ane freeway down the Tsland o accommoedate the increased growth?
Bridge options very expensive, may negatively impact neighborhoods, roads & cnvironment.

If people do not like the crowded conditions perhaps they'll leave - developers will very unhappy
if they de.

This will only allow more people to [ive on the islands & commute for work. Surgeons see surgery
as the only solution to every problern. TXOT only knows how to build roads & bridges.

-- 'We don’t need an easy route to I-5 or more cars. Whidbey Island roads are overerowded now.
Just ku‘p the old one safe.

[ don't want the population growth that a bridge would bring.

More emphasis should be placed on encouraging lransil wse and links between Tsland and Skagit
. countics. New bridges would encourage excess development and destroy the rural nature of
Whidbey Island.

Deception Pass is said to be by many travelers one of the most beaultiful places in the world, Why
deface that!

If the essence of Whidbey is o be saved, LEAVE IT BE! If you build it, they wil! come. You will
not case current conditions by increasing access because more people will be flocking here if it
becomes easier fo get on and off Whidbey Island.

We moved here to enjoy our rural environment. We do not want to see this beautiful island
frmed inte yet another suburb of the I-5 corridor.

No new bridge should be considered. This would be the worst of all possible alternatives,
Transportation affects the environment in many ways - air pellution, sprawl, global warming and
water quality, a critical problem for the Puget Sound ecosystem.

Highway 20 and the town of Qak Harbor cannot take more traffic.

Blasting rock {ormations, old rees & CCC fences is not only unnecessary, but a CRIME!

Would require widening all the way to and from the bridge.

Build a New Bridge: “Reject This” {cont.):

Would destroy whole wild magnificence of this historic and nature-blessed area.
Den’t change it - mosl beautiful bridge in Washington state.
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Woe really don’t need more traffic on Whidbey Island roads - especially in Oak Harbor.

This would destroy our quality of life by turning Whidbey into a suburb of Everett and Seatlle.
We're already in trouble.

No new bridges.

All roads are 2 lane - adding bridge capacity does not solve - adds another traffic bottleneck at
another place,

Not worth the environmental impact,

Huge environmental impacts.

SR 20 & 525 have too low capacity to handle.

Would cxacerbate current traffic congestion by encouraging more traftic to board the island.

1 would hale to see Whidbey Island become over populated. Another bridge would move that .
along. If people want to [ive here, they need to accept the inconvenicnee of moving on and off the
island wilh the one bridge.

Definitely not!!

No, we need mass transif to solve out problem.

Absolutely not.

NOI!

Am against any new bridge, but if there must be one make it to0 Camano.

Not another inch of open space for cars/roads/ bridges. NO!!

There is ne way to go, after you cross the bridge - If another bridge was built it would only make
more congestion on Fidalgo and cause a “boltle neck” of traffic. '

Horrible idea.

Will only be a short term solution - we will fust have more cars and trucks until everything has to
be enlarged again, Invent new solution that will Iast for years - using our waterways scems ideal.
We're lucky we have waterways to use.

Stop widening roads and bridges!

NO! Terrible 1deal

Bad idea. It just invites more problems.

Would be extremely expensive / would impact environment, private property and forest land.

If you build it you are inviting growth and more traffic.

The problem is exaggerated by the “development” community. ‘The present overall flow is really
not a major problem,

Old bridge is fine. Traffic is just hcavy,

Keep Whidbey as an island.

Why? More people and the beauty of Whidbey is lost. One reason it has remained slow growth is
not easily accessiblel '
-Basicr way o gob to Mt Yernon. A better connection to I-5, Bellingham, Everett, Scattle without
using a ferry system.

Would like to sce the use of ferries first. From Whidbey to Slanwood.

Build a New Bridge: “"Reject This" . {cont.}:
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Building a new bridge without making major improvements to SR 20 and SR 525 will not improve
traffic flow on the Island. In fact, a new bridge without companion SR20/525 improvements
would result in massive gridlock on the Island.

MONEY?? _

We should avoid creating another “Meveer Island” type bedroom community.

Stupid - no way!

N more roads!

Too great of impact environmentally - and financial cosls too risky!

“No Answer” Comments:

N New Bridges!

“New” - does that mean an additional one? If so, depends on where it is located.

Would be incredibly costly! Not opposed to the idea.

I we must have a new bridge or [erry, keep the mainland access well south of the Mt Vernon-

Burlington arca. SR 20 is already over-used and dangerous.
NCH NO

Build A New Bridge:
Parallel to the Deception Pass and Canoe Pass Bridges
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"Prafer This" Comments:

It would be nice to have more room (too much traffic). _ :

This i3 the way - design second bridge to look like original (steel) widen existing bridge for two
lanes one way, remove walk ways.

Should have more than two lanes, one being an HOV lane.

Whichever (among widen, new bridge & new bridge parallel options) is affordable, giving the
most room for future transportation! '

At the same time strengthen and widen the road from the pass North to 5R 20,

New road around State park entrance and existing businesses.

Take advantage of existing nfrastructure and traffic/social patterns.

Bridge is one time cost as compared with new ferry and ongoing cost.

Infrastructure in place supports this plan.

Bottlenecks oceur when people slow down to enjoy the scenery in the Deception Pass arca.
Entering and departing from the scenic pull-outs are another major problem area. Separate lanes
that do not have access to pull-outs or pedestrians would afford major relief.

It seems this is where the traffic would be, _

So not to interrupt traffic, build new bridges parallel to Deception Pass and Canoe Pass bridges.
Then when the new bridges can be opencd for traffic, close the old bridges, and widen them to be
more efficient and safer.

Just for pedestrians and bicycles.

Keep design similar.

“Worth Constdering” Comments:

Might be the cheapest.

If any bridge is worth considering, this should be the one.

Identiffed alternatives are a good starting point. Evaluation should look at all equally without
respect to cost at this stage.

Then relocate the highway, maintaining the park area for visitors.

Depends on cost,

Restrict each bridge to one-way traffic with distincl pedestrian walkways on the scenic sides
connected by underpasses bridge to bridge.

Better access point?

Reduce the number of cars!

This option would require widening SR 20 from Country Comncr to Qak Harbor to handle
increased traffic.

Beauty of current bridge is important factor to consider trying to duplicate if new one is built.
Acsthetics of this area is most important.

This in itself will do little good. The need is to increase the capacity of SR 20 south from Sharps
Corner,

MNew Bridge Parallel to Deception Pass & Cance Pass Bridges: “Worth Considering” (Cont.)
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This would be the next best option to widening existing bridge. Cost would be higher, but cheaper
than bridges built elsewhere,

This option will only work if the road through the park is also :‘-:1gn1£1cant1}r improved, an option
that probably will not ily.

“Reject This” Comments:

The value of this option is dependent in large measure on what other measures are taken. -
Would destroy scenic and historic aspects of existing bridge.

Impacts the scenery.

Still must contend with narrow road to Sharps Corner.

Would ruin the look of the pass.

Too much money.

Focus on what the permanent residents of the Island want, not on the short term “desires” of the
Navy population. They obviously would favor convenience, ete. since they don’t have to pay for
such improvements or live with their consequences.

Never a bridge, pleasc!

There's already a bridge there. This is not creative thinking,

This would destroy our quality of life by turning E"ﬂudhey into a suburb of Everett and Seattle.
We're alrcady in trouble.

No gain.

Wrong location. Speed Iimit too slow through area to accommodate much more traffic on 20.
Would impact a scenic area adversely: is not the most direet route to the mainland and would be
slowed by gawkers, tourists, pedestrians. WOULD NOT IMPROVE TRAFFIC ELOW,

If another bridge were located further south, the existing bridges would be adequate to handle
Whicdbey Tsland traffic that is heading Notth, towards Mt. Vernon and points North..

The problem is the main highway on the island, not getting here from off-island. Adding easier
access via a bridge or bridges will only worsen the congestion on SR2{(. In many places,
particularly central Whidbey, SR20 lacks shoulders and has power poles immediately adjacent to
the road surtace.

Would be a very shortsighted remedy which would have disastrous and breversible
consequences.

Wil ruin all thatis lovely.

With the growth of relailers here on the island the amount of traffic from the island to the
mainland for purposes of shopping should decrease. 1'm sure that over the next fow years we will
see additional stores localing here as population increases, further negating the need for a new
bridge. '

The enormous cost both for our pocketbooks and for the environment are reason enough NOT o
spend any maore time using fax-payers’ money to even explore the possibility.

The people of Whidbey and Camano will resist in such great numbers, and it would go on and on
for months and eat up unbelievable amounts of Hime and money and court fees.

New Bridge Parallel to Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges: “Reject This” (Cont.)
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We will fight you every step of the way to prevent the building of any kind of bridge.

Water too decp in Saratoga Passage thus raising cost of bridge too high.

Won't solve problem - unsightly.

Blasting rock formations, old trees & CCC fences is not only unnecessary, but a CRIME]

Would require widening all the way to and from the bridge.

Would destroy whole wild magnificence of this historic and natutre-blessed area.

Don’t change it - most beautiful bridge in Washington state.

Not needed, not wanted, not welcome, not now, not for a long long time, no thank you.

Please drop this plan.

Would drive development here, making us just like the places our visitors are trying to get away
from.

We have a large and active community that will physically protest any bridge construction effort
hete and considerable moedia fire ¢ power.

Too large an investment that won't get paid back for a long time. Too long bofore velief can be
provided. :

No changes to Deception Pass area - this is one of the scenic wonders of Amcrica,

Please leave this area alone!

This does nothing to relieve the highway congestion.

Not a good solution.

The bridge is only part of the problem - traffic from Sharp’s Corner to Oak L larbor is the problem.
Be aware: any attempt to build a bridge will meet massive opposition. We will hawe our bodies
chained to your construction equipment - if the Jawsuits fail.

Too high of an impact on Deception Pass State Park.

This would be an environmental and land use disaster, and would encourage even more
congestion eventually,

No point - traffic must slow to 2 lanes - widening SR 20 thru the park arca would ruin the northern
entrance to Whidbey.

A good way to ruin a beautiful arca,

Would destroy beauty of Deception ass and the park.

No. Deception Pass Park and the bridge are scenic/historic places that should be preserved as is,
except for one pedestrian underpass.

Too many people now in that area. Choose an alternate site to spread (raffic.

Two bridges still lirnited by slow adjoining read.

Would require new roads through Deception Pass Park and across Fidalgo Island - very expensive,
park land lost; many private propertics condemned

Do not destroy the beauty and history.

Please no.

Will do nothing,

Increase the infrastructure and the growth will follow.

Even with a parallel bridge there will be a bottleneck at Deception Pass due to pedestrians,
tourism, and scenic viewpoints.

Mew Bridge Parallel to Deceplion Pass & Cance Pass Bridges: “Reject This” {Cont.}
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The problern with this plan is SR 20 would need to be improved for miles on either side of
Deception Pass through old growth forest and scenic park land filled with trails,

Think of the thousands of dellars being spent to only make the problem blgger Minimize the
number of cars instead.

Keep this stat: landmark / historic site - don’t spoil it.

I.eave the current bridge and the pass alone and allow it to continue as a leading tourist attraction.
The Deception Pass area showuld be protected, and tratfic guided away from it

Too much road construction in scenic areas.

The beattty of Deception Pass area would be damaged by additional bridges.

Would lose scenic beauty of existing bridge.

Would not want, nor could we afford, a 4 lane highway belween Sharps Corner & Oak Harbor.
SR 20 both on N. Whidbey and Fidalgo preclude these alternatives - still a two lane read for miles.
Adding another bridge would ruin the scenic beauly and historic value of Deception Pass.

Talk to 1he folks in Gig Harbor.

NO. This bridge obviously carries heavy load but numerous residents conumuzte this way because
there is no allernate further south with access further south on mainland.

At all locations a now bridge is a concept for the past, not for the future. This ecosyslem cannot
stand more air pollution, water pollution, sprawl, global warming and the continued paving over
of al islands which area part of the Puget Sound.

Disturbs/ obscures natural beauty. Disturbs traffic flow on approaches to existing bridges.

Let's keep this scenic beauty as it is.

This will not solve the problem. Decreases Deception Park pristine value.

Would ruin the appearance of the area.

‘We see no need 1o “oplimize” every square foot of the Puget Sound arca for transportation,
Islands of rural character, just as gated communttices in the city should be allowed Lo exist for
people who would prefer some of the other aspects of [ife rather than getting somewhcre fast.
This bridge has historical as well as visual significance. Do not disturb. Prescrve Deception Pass
"as is.

Do not build in this area of natural beauty.

Would desiroy the beauty of existing bridge.

Would ruin the views & park.

This bridge is a big part of the history and natural beauty of this arca, Please leave it as it is!
Huge environmental impacts.

Unfeasible, environmentally and financially for the return received.

Huge environmental impacts on very small geographic entilies (Fidalgo, Whidbey, and Camano
Islands).

This is too historical and aesthetically important to the region to make any changes! Plus would
require too many changes on SR 20 leading up to parallel bridge. DO NCO'LT DOCTTIS!H

Will only be a short term solution - we will just have more cars and trucks until everything has to
be enlarged again. Invent new solution that will [ast for years - using our waterways seems ideal,
We're lucky we have waterways to usc. '

Replace is better.

New Bridge Parallel to Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges: “Reject This” (Cont.)
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No roads to connect.

Not too practical - will destroy beauty of pass.

Definitely not! Not only would it ruin the acsthetic value of the pass, but it would require new
roads which would tear through our already dwindling park arca.

This will spoil its beauty especially for the tourists.

Traffic on SR 20 between Oak Harbor and Deception Pass, and also across Fidalgo Island would be
the bottleneck.

Wouldn't it affect the tourist traffic and lower the “view” impact of Deception Pass?

Would concentrate more traffic in the currently congested SR 20 corridor.

Will cause congestion because limited slow access roads.

If the existing bridge is widened or added to, the traffic will still bottleneck, unless roads are
redone all the way to SR 20 spur (Sharps Corner).

Would destroy much of the park to construct the bridge.

Would increase air pollution in and around our oldest trees.

Chills my blood.

Even with a sccond bridge, there will be traffic gridiock in a fow years. It's a foolish, expensive
“band-aid”.

Would probably damage scenic beauty of original bridge and area.’

No. Let's leave it alone and enjoy the view for all.

Preserve the beauty of this area as is and provide alternate route around it for thru traffic.

How can you build the bridge without w1darung the “feeder” roads?™ Destroys the Park/scenic
area! (Or: build it where?)

Just keep the old one safe.

Already too congested,

Another bridge here, only if the plan is to havea 4 lane highway all the way to I-5 from the
Coupeville area.

Even dumber {than widen Deception Pass or build a new bridge options). Absurd. You can't alter
the bridge and its approaches without destroying our largest tourist draw! Stupid. Period.

I don’t want the population growth that a bridge would bring,.

NO NEW BRIDGE

Deception Pass is not only the most beautiful scene in this state - but potentially in this nation. It
would be a travesty to attempt this.

We moved here to enjoy our rural environment, We do not want to see their beautiful island
turned into yet another suburb of the I-5 corridor.

Loss of park land & unigue beauty too great!

Wide bridge on narrow road would solve nothing,

Absolutely unacceptablc!

This would ruin a beautiful stale park.

Would have to widen SR 20 Sharps Corner to Coupemlle

It is not necessary for Whidbey Island to have instant vehicle access by the world. It is a rural
place of relative peace and quict. Those who choose such a life are entitled to do so without the
state imposing urban transportation standards.

New Bridge Para_l[el to Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges: “Reject This” (Cont.)
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Will detract from beauty of Deception Pass.

Ruin the Jook of the Pass.

Not useful unless SR 20 is widened to 4 lanes.

Heavy impact on traffic during construction.

Bridge options very expensive, may negatively impact neighborhoods, roads & environment.
SR 20 & 525 have too low capacity to handle.

Waorst possible choice,

What a stupid idea - you obviously don’t live here.

Very poor idea - very distuplive lo people living aleng SR 20 on Tidalgo & Whidbey.

Let's keep traffic away from the Pass.

Does not solve lraffic congestion at SR 20 & 1-5.

NO! Terrible 1dea!

A new bridge must be serviced wilh 4 [ane highways across Fidalgo and a long portion of North
Whidbey. 'The battle neck will occur where (anywhere) the 4 lanes are reduced to 2 lanes.
Completely destroy the scenic beauty of Deception Pass.

How would traffic exiting the bridges be handled? A freeway thru the [sland? T hope not!

Save the existing environment,

Will damage Deception Pass State Park.

More emphasis should be placed om encouraging transit use and links between Island and Skagit
counties. New bridges would encourage excess development and destroy the rural nature of
Whidbey Island.

A new bridge will make it foo easy to get to Whidbey and speed up any population expansion.
Also, with 4 lanes of bridge you're going to need 4 lanes of road leading up to it to do any good.
Not a good ideal

Better than adding lanes to existing bridge, but still has the same problem of inadequate number of
lanes between bridge and 1-5.

Would probably detract from beauty of a single bridge,

SR532 is already crowded.

The bridge isn'l the only problem, the whole of SR 20 from Sharps Corner to Coupeville is part of
the problem as well as the park.

Muove access will encourage more traffic!!

If the essence of Whidbey is to be saved, LEAVRETT BE! 1f you build it, they will come. You will
not case corrent conditions by increasing access because more people will be flocking here if it
becomes easier to get on and off Whidbey Island.

Insufficient arterics on Whidbey to handle increased {raflic.

Too little room.

This is no option at all. Cost too ruch - 561l will take 30 minutes to Mt. Vernon.

Another bridge will not alleviate the traffic congestion between Oak harbor and Sharp’s Corner,
which is caused by a 2 lane road.

MNever!

Would just add volumge without addressing impact on SR 20 to north and south.
Leave this scenic area alone.

New Bridge Parallel to Deception Pass & Canoe Pass Bridges: “Reject This” {Cont.)
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No, this would alter mother nature toc much.

NO! Widening bridge alone will not relieve congestion without entire SR 20 from Oak Harbor to
Sharps Corner upgrade. '

Preserve pristine setting of Deception Pass & Park.

SR 20 carnot stand any more traffic. The bridge isn't the enly problem - 2 lane road.

Would destroy the beauty of the bridge and area.

Too much damage to existing parks, habitat and scenery. This area is highly attractive to
sightscers,

Would destroy a large part of the state park.

It is proven that increased roadways or bridges do not lessen vehicular congestion over an
extended period of time.

The people of Whidbey and Camano will resist in greal numbers; the litigation will go onand on
for years and il will eat up unbelievable amounts of time and money and court fees that could be
better used in other ways.

This potentially conflicls with existing bridge acstheties.

Doesn’t deal with bottlenccks on SR 20 north and south of bridge site at Decoption Pass.

“No Answer” Comments:

Back to the survey. Where does the traffic come from. If we can remove the Seattle traffic maybe
the bridge will accommaodate traffic for many years.

Deception Pass is said to be by many travelers one of the most beautiful places in the world, Why |
deface that!!!

Histovical Registor could be big problem.

By widening the bridge or putting a new ferry in operation does this not mean extensive
rencvation of the road system to the island from the mainland?

Use old ferry route A, Dewey short bridge - less road to build.

NO!

Would be inecredibly costly! Not opposed to the idea.

Have to go thru rock or 7 :

Would promote safety but wouldn't speed ingress or egress unless highway becomes 4 lane to
mainland and to Oak Harbor — more or less cosily than widening bridge -- still requires 4 lane on
Whidbey side and mainland.

Would destroy beauty of area.

DOT Engincers love to design and build bridges, and will do so if they possibly can get approval.
They are not educated to understand the long-term consequences for these 1slands and for the
health of the Puget Sound Feosystem.

Would alleviate the traffic bottleneck along northern portion of br 1dge corridor, but would not
alleviate bratfic on the island.

Tow great an impact on the environment.

Need 4 lanes of traffic.

Build A" New Bridge
North Whidbey to Camano Island

MeClure Consulting
80



North Whidbey Istand Accesy Feasibility Study - Public Qutreach Survey & Key Person Interviews

"Prefer This"” Comments:

Merely moves problem rather than alleviating or ereating a true alternative that spans the full
scope of both the Whidbey problem and the available oplions.

Southbound travelers from 1-5 can reach W1 by Deception Pags and drive south on the island.
Northbound from I-5 can get (o WI from Camano and drive north or south.

Most logical solution for unimpeded auto traffic.

Should have bridge close to cities.

Connaction fo Camano Tsland, as part of [sland County seems more important than to the
mainland.

Passenger cars, _

By (ar the best option. All of Island Co. deserves to be linked. 'This option will relicve stress at
both ends of the island. _

Whichever one of these more southern locations that is most economically feasible in terms of the
design, costs of construction, displacemoent of existing homes, ete. We don’t have enough
information to evaluate these 3 altérnative proposals.

In addition to providing a more divect route for the population conter to connect with the 1-5
corridor, a bridge here would connect Camano Isiand more directly with its counly seat
{Coupeville).

North of Mariners Cove the channet runs next to Whidbey Island - high bank could let boat traffic
tluu - the rest is very shallow.

You are accessing other part of Island County and also 1-5 corridor further South.

Considerable traffic ts enter tsland - and this would solve bwo problems at once - and create a
highway and bridge building problem on Camano.

The State Highway System is already in place and the further South a connection is made, the less
long term highway maintenance will be required. '

I feel disconnecled to Whidbey and Coupeville, our county seat.

I'm sick of relying on Stanwood for my needs.

Getting to Whidbey faster would be a boon for my family’s business,

Would cul out Iong drive around the islands to Mt. Vernon & down to Seattle... Very good to cut
drive timae.

Second choice after new bridge option, and before bridge Fir Island, new auto ferry, auto ferries to
Camane & Stanwood options.

This solution is highly preferred {or the following reasons: (1) facilitates easier access to the county
seat between Islands, {2) relieves traffic on SR 20 - better access to novth and south Whidbey, (3)
better distribution of food and matertals fo south and north Whidbey - truck and {railers, (4)
accommodates traffic increase requirement for future island increase in population.

From between Polnell Point and Strawberry Point to Camano

Close to I-5 once across the bay.

People will still drive; myself included.

Makes more sense than parallet new bridge or widening.

A different bridge access would be best all around. It would give better access to and from Island.
Build A New Bridge Nerth Whidbey to Camano Island: “Prefer This” {cont.):
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Best solution is a tofl bridge with road connecling to Hwy. 532 at Stanwood.

Seems like the best option. Would be aceessible by all of Whidbey island 24 hours a day in all
weather. A high flow road across Camane, Stanwood to 1-5 would be convenient for nerth and
south flow traffic, '

This solution is closer to I-5 and Camano Island populations.

Would greatly reduce my travel time (bus commuter: Stanwood to Seattle) and [ would enjoy
immensely. :

Would divert traffic from NAS, away from Deception Pass.

Yes - bridge would give rapid access to I-5 - free.

Avoids SR 20, whicl is already too congested.

From Oak Harbor.

Permits better access for county service to both places, i.e. Sheriff/county court/etc.

Shortest bridge span - keeps construction costs down. Once on Camano, motorists have direct
route to [-5, via Stanwood - connectivity between Oak Harbor & Stanwood. Would benefit both
towns,

If Island County stays with its present geographic makeup, its residents need more cohesiveness.
South of Coupeville Morris Road - cross to Camano at Sunsct Beach or Woodland Beach - to cross
Island Road and to 532. '

Would cause traffic to flow away from Deception Pass.

This would give mare choice to the folks on the south end of the island. Also, would give quicker
access to the mainland with the alternative of heading north or south at [-5. Increases Camano
access to county seat.

Third choice for bridge, after LaConner and Strawberry IP't. ophions.

Shortest, maost direct Lo I-5.

Strawberry Point to Camano.

This option if direeted from Hansaker (sp?) Drive to the vicinity of the Utsalady Point boat ramp
on Camano seems 10 be the shortest span and probably would be the most viable from a finance
standpoint,

To tie Island County together.

Limited access highway (2 lane) already in place from Stanwood to [5 (SR532).

Tic into an interchange at Ault Field /SR20 [unclion.

Pay for with tolls,

“Worth Considering” Comments:

This might alleviate congestion on the Deception Pass Bridge.

As long as Camano s part of Island County, would benefit the people who would need and use it
the most.

Identified alternatives are a good starting point. Evaluation should look at all equally without
respect to cost at this stage.

Build A New Bridge North Whidbey to Camano Island: “Worth Considering” (cont.):
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This would incorporate a greater expense to these projects and also to the tax payers of the island
who will be footing the bill. Yes, something should be done and the only rcally useful idea would
be a ferry that could pay for itself. Or would it?

If it's OK with Camano.

Third best option after Strawberry Point and LaConner bridge options.

Roads are available and closc to Hwy. 532,

Reasonable span distance.

Not as direct as Strawberry Point to Conway.

Camano needs a better [ink to its county seat.

Would provide a more direct roule o Seallle.

Something like they have in Seattle connecting East & West, After all Camanao is part of Island
County and I believe there are quile a few people who commute from either place.

Too much congestion already.

To enable Island Counly residents lransporlation to County seat.

North Whidbey doesn’t seem to be a population center.

Would connect Whidbey and Camano.

Whichever {of bridges to Camano, LaConner, Strawberry Pt} is most feasible considering
engincering and environmental problems, and which would best meet the needs of the people.
Omly if new connectiont made between Camano Island and the mainland.

Allows gquicker aceess to county seat for residents and sheriff deputies.

Would be shortest route back to Snohomish County/King County. However, rural nature of area
is probably in conflict with build-up that would be forced.

Would have to consider the impact on roads, farms, homes, cte. On mthu side - perhaps to a less
populated area would be best.

Would depend on actual placement. Optimum solution would contain shortest distance to I-5
with minimurm impact on residential arcas,

Cireatest benefit to bolh North & South Island residents.

Camano Island residents should be able to get to Coupeville, their county seat, without going
north and around.

People coming from the north already have a viable option in the Deception Pass Bridge. If
transportation eptions are poing to be expanded then the solution, be it ferry ov bridge, should be
farther south. Thal way people coming from the south have a quicker option.

If individuals cannot/will not utilize public transportation to reach arcas of employrment, a
commaection that does not require driving across the bridge seems logical.

Soime road improvements required

Only if access from -5 donbled

More direct route to Seattle than Deception Pass bridge options.

Is this possible?

Build A New Bridge North Whidbey to Camano Island; “Worth Considering” (cont.):
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As the people on Camano if they like the idea. 1f they don't, then don't bother them, Go to Fir
Island/Conway area. '

Mark Clark Bridge and Highway #532 is over loaded now.

There should be better access to county courthouse for Camano residents - our county shouldn’t be
s0 divided.

The only way to go.

Ranks third after LaConner & Strawberry PL. bridge options, but before widening Deception Pass
option.

Fast access needed to make Camano available to Whidbey residents bypassing ME

Vernon/ Burlington,

Water crossing is short - but deep and Stanwood is still in the way.

Shortest distance to mainland.

I beticve this is the best options, however it will put a tremendous burden on Camano lsland.

I you must.

Will require 4 lanes to 1-5.

Will require 2 miles deep water bridge {(environmental impact?)

This would probably destroy Camano Island’s rural Iiving as has happened to Whidbey Island.

“Reject This” Comments:

You would have a bottle neck at the Mark Clark Bridge, not to mention Terrys Corner. You would
need to build an additional bridge from Camano to Maimland.

NO!

More emphasis should be placed on encouraging transit use and links between Island and Skagit
countics. New bridges would encourage excess development and destroy the rural nature of
Whidbey Island.

Is this a 2 lane or 4 lane bridge? Either way, what are we going to do with the added cars when
they get here? Build more and bigger roads? Again, not a good idea.

Island traffic egress presents existing probicm. _

Too much impact on the island community = traffic - road use - speed through residential areas.
Congestion - small community. o
Camano doesnt want exira raffic,

Too much money.

We see no need to “optimize” every square foot of the Puget Sound arca for transportation.
Islands of rural character, just as gated commmumnilies in the city should be allowed to exist tor
people who would prefer some of the other aspects of life rather than getting somewhere fast.
Creates too much traffic problems on Camano & Stanwood.

Never a bridge, please!

1 moved here from the Kirkland, Redimond area; in an attempt to get away from the crowding and
Lraffic congestion. I am adamantly opposed to bringing more congestion through Camano.
Carnano not feasible,

Build A New Bridge North Whidbey to Camano Island: “Reject This” (cont.):
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This would deétmy our quality of life by turning Whidbey into a suburb of Everett and Seattle.
We're already in trouble.

With one main road on Camano, traffic is bad, especially in sumimer.

Too long and expensive,

And then how will we gel across the Mark Clark Bridge in a timely manmur? Sources say it would
be too expensive to widen given environmental concernas.

The problem is the main highway on the island, not gelting here from off-island. Adding easier
access via a bridge or bridges will only worsen the congestion on SR20. In many places,
particularly central Whidbey, SR20 lacks shoulders and has power poles immediately adjacent to
the road surface.

Would be a very shortsighted remedy which would have disasirous and irreversible
CONSCYULTICDS,

Fridge to Camano Island a tragically flawed idea.

Will ruin all that is Tovely.

With the growth of retailers here on the island the amount of {raffic from the island to the
mainland for purposes of shopping should decrease. 1V'm sure that over the next fow years we will
see additional stores localing here as populalion increases, further negating the need for a new
bridge.

The ecnormous cost both for our pocketbooks and for the envirenment are reason enough NOT to
spend any more thne using tax-payers’ money to even explore the possibility.

The people of Whidbey and Camane will resist in such great numbers, and it would go onand on
for months and eat up unbelievable amounts of time and money and court fees. e
We will fight vou every step of the way to prevent the building of any kind of bridge.

Chills my blood.

Water too deep in Saratoga Passage thus raising cost of bridge too high, -
Terribly unfair to Camano residents. We have only one access point. What would effect an
Camano traffic be? Fxchanging one problem for another - improving quality of lifc for Whidbey at
expense of Camano’s,

It is proven that increased roadways or bridges do not fessen vehicular congestion over an
extended poviod of thme.

The people of Whidbey and Camano will resist in great numbers; the litigation will go on and on
tor years and it will cat up unbelievable amounts of time and money and court fees that could e
better used in other ways.

Camano Island to Stanwood to 15 alrecady has traffic saturation. Take No. Whidbey some place
clse please, but not Camano or Stanwood.

Our Camano road is already crowded - bumper to bumper much of the time.

Route is over poor wintertime road and past school with 20 mph speed limit.

Weuld only encourage commuters and cause decline in our standard of [iving. Development and
growth of Whidbey island should NOT be encouraged.

Camano Island /Stanwood can’t handle this load.

If the essence of Whidbey is to be saved, LEAVE IT BE! If you build it, they will come. You will
ot ease current conditions by increasing access because more people will be flocking here if it
becomes easier to get on and off Whidbey Island.

Build A New BEridge North Whidbey to Camano Island: “Reject This" (cont.):
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Camano Island traffic cannot sustain the impact of being a quick-easy passage to Whidbey Island.
We have already said we don’t want to be the thoroughfare-connector. Why aren’t we being
listened to?

No way should [-5 to Whidbey traffic cross Camano Island.

Focus on what the permanent residents of the Island want, not on the short term “desires” of the
Navy population. They obviously would favor convenience, ete. since they don’t have to pay for
such improvements or live with their consequences.

We moved here to enjoy our rural enviromunent. We do not want to see their beautitul island
turned into yet another suburb of the 1-5 corridor.

Camano already has its own traffic problems, including single access to mainland.

Additional “Whidbey traffic” would further jeopardize Camano lifeslyle, environment and
community.

Doubling or tripling traffic on SR 532 wouldn’t sclve anything,

Roads on Camano are already impacted by growth on Camanao.

Camano/Stanwood traffic problems are too bad already without adding Whidbey traffic.

These should not even be an option! They are rural communitics. Why should any of these people
have to deal with the pollution, notse and unsightly view of a road and bridge for the convenience
of people that come and go to the city when the Island would be changed forever because of it?
Why!! What major population arca are you frying to access?!l?

Pretty insane cost.

Why not just build a 4 lane bridge from Mukilteo to Clinton!? Thenruna 4 lane highway all the
way to Oak Harbor, put in lots of fast food restaurants, car washes and mini marts, this would
complete the devastation. '

Don't disturb Camano lsland.

Blasting rock formations, old trees & CCC fences is not only unnecessary, but a CRIME!

Would require widening all the way to and from the bridge,

Would destroy whole wild magnificence of this historic and nature-blessed area.

Doni't change it - most beautiful bridge in Washington state.

Camano road systems inadequate - adding traffic from Whidbey irresponsible.

Mot nueded, not wanted, not welcome, not now, not for a long long time, no thank you,

Please drop this plan.

Huge environmental impacts.

SR 20 & 525 have too low capacity to handle.

Unfeasible, environmentally and {inancially for the return received.

Huge environmental impacts on VLI}F small geographic entities (Fidalgo, Whidbey, and Camano
Islands).

This is deep water - would require a much more expensive bridge - would not help the traffic
going to I-5.

Will only be a short term solution - we will just have more cars and trucks until everything has to
be enlarged again. Invent new solution that will last for years - using our waterways seems ideal.
We're lucky we have waterways to usc.

Mo roads to connect.

Build A New Bridge North Whidbey to Camano Island: “Rejéct This” (cont.):
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Be aware: any attempt to build a bridge will meet massive opposition. We will have our bodies
chained to your construction equipment - if the lawsuits fail.

[ don't believe this would solve any traffic problems.

Will not help those of us who work in Burlington.

Camano needs passenger ferry to courity seal. That would reduce vehicle traftic on bridge and SR
20.

No additional vehicle access routes to Whidbey Island!

Would require 4 lane highway across Camano lsland; new Mark Clark Bridge and widening of
main street through Stanwood to make it work., Many homes and commercial properties
disrupted.

Please nuo.

Maybe Strawberry Pt. To Camano to Stanwoaod to 1-5, but will change island.

Make carpools mandatory - 3 peaple cach car, for example.

Doubl Camano Island people will ever approve,

The I'lwy. 532 corridor has rush hour problems now.

Why go to another island?

Creates additional bottleneck and impact on Stanwood/ Camano Island.

Really stupid. Couldn’t wo come upr with something that would impact 3 or 4 islands? Sheeeeesh!
You're joking. Camane doesn’t want their neighborhood destroyed!

NO NEW BRIDGE

Fven with a second bridge, thore will be traffic gridlock in a fow years. [t's a foolish, expensive
“band-aid”.

Camano can’t accommodate any additional traffic from Whidbey Island.

Camane Island roads are overburdencd now, .

NO. : g
This would just put congestion on SR 532 and the Mark Clark Bridge which are congested already.
Vory costly because | imagine SR 532 would have to be widened (4 lanes?).

Camano’s roads can’t take the traftic. _

Warst idea of all due to Camano/Stanwood problems & Mark Clark bridge.

Would be a horrendous cost to taxpayers. In addition, if this happens, be prepared for
quadrupling Island tratfic requiring 4-lane {or more} highways.

Tt is not necessary for Whidbcey Island to have instant vehicle access by the world. 1t is a rural
place of relative peace and quiet. Those who choose such a lile are entitled to do so without the
state imposing urban transportation standards.

No practical long term solulion unlil transporiation issues linked to land vse planming. Any
improvement listed would enly result in more problems in the I-5 corridor. Any increase in fraffic
capacily would only result in increased growth.

Bridge options very expensive, may negatively impact neighborhoods, roads & environment.
We have too much traffic in Stanwood and Camano Island as it is!

I should not have to pay to solve their problems - especially when they choose to live there.
(Stantwood resident) :

fpact to two lane roadways and Mark W. Clark bridge, neighborhood congestion, curving
country roads, very dangerous! Asking for big traffic congestion and accident potential.

Build A New Bridge North Whidbey to Camanc Island: “Reject This” (cont.):
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We moved to Camano to get away from traffic and to not have to be bothered with ferry [ines. To
make Camano a “pass thru” to another island is totally contrary to the Camano Island way of life.
The goal of cur transporlation plan cannot be to make long commutes more practical, or we
stmaply extend the problem while destroying our resource lands.

Too much impact on Camano.

Anything that aggravates Camano’s own traffic problem should be avoided.

This idea would ruin Camano Island & Stanwood by turning the arca into a thruway. Far too
many home owners would be displaced to build a bridge on Camano Island. Major traffic
congestion, high cost.

Adds congestion to Camano,

And then where does the traffic go?

The main roads on Camano could not withstand much in the way of increased traflic.

This would benefit only a small percentage of people. It would not help the bulk of the people
who commute between Oak 1 larbor and the Mt. Vernon/ Burlington area.

Traffic botlleneck occurs at Stanwood already. This plan would work if highway could be
improved from Camano to 1-5, and Stanwood could be bypassed.

Would drive development here, making us just like the places our visitors are trying to get away
from.

We have a large and active community that will physically protest any bridge construction effort
here and considerable media fire power.

Increascd vehicle ermissions would contribute to global warming, as well as degrade [ocal air
quality.

Financial burden of construction project of these dimensions is unnecessary and unfair.

Puget Sound eeosystem would suffer.

Stress to our fragile shorelines and runoff from oily roads would surely oceur,

Use a passenger only ferry service instead. If people had low-income housing off-island they
would be living where they work. _

We don't need more cars or an easy route to [-5. We have too much traffic for Whidbey island
roada now.

Where are most people headed when leaving the island north? On a daily basis? - Anacortes, Mt.
Vernon, etc. And where are most people coming from when going onto the island north?
Camano Island is far too congested to handle additional traftic, :

The people on Camano would fight project causing delays and/or cancellation.

At all locations a new bridge is a concept for the past, not for the future. This ecosystem cannot
stand more air poliution, water pollution, sprawl, global warming and the continued paving over
of al islands which are a part of the Puget Sound.

Insufficient arteries on Whidbey to handle increased traffic, _
Camano Island has traffic problems due to population growth. Adding Whidbey traffic would
cause more problems.

Too long to get off Camano to I-b. _

Too expensive due to long span and channel depth. Visual eyesore - decrease real cstate value on
both Camano and Whidbey.

Camano has its road problems also.

Build A New Bridge North Whidbey to Camaneo [stand: “Reject This” (cont.):
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Traffic impact would strangle Camano Island traffic. Single road couldn’t handle traffic,
Improved roadways on Camano still must travel SR 532 to I-5 via tiny Stanwood.

Camano Island has a major traffic constriction now {one 2 lane road on/off the island). Putting
maore traffic onto the island via bridge or ferry would mean major road expansion and destruction
of present rural envirenment. Use exdsting SR 20 corridor to get traffic off/ on Whidbey Island.
South Whidbey to Camano Island is beller.

Bad visual effect.

Absolutely not - never,

NC way!!! '

Already difficult to access Camano via 332 - no additional capacity there.

It makes no sense to funnel traffic across a fragile area served by a 2 tane bridge and 2 lane roads.
AnIsland is an Island {Camanoe) and cannot survive full-scale invasion of mass transit.
“Additional bridges and roads can only destroy an Tsland (Camano) this size.

Costly! '

“No Opinion” Comments:

Would definitely make Camano and Whidbey more of “one county.”

I'm guessing. It wouldn't do Camano Island any good and maybe some harm.
The roads on Camano would take too much work,

Would definitely make Camano and Whidbey more of “one county.”

Don't know much about Camano except it is mostly residential. Let's not channel more traffic into
that type of environment.

Camano lsland scerns no closer to Seattle or Mt Vernon, 'This seems it would be a wasle.

“No Answer” Comments:

Living in an earthquake zone may cause severe problem with bridges - also, severe winds ancd
currents are a factor. '

NO!

Would be incredibly costly! Not opposed to the idea.

The long-lterm consequences of such a bridge would be total destruction of the Puget Sound
Lcosystem, of which the Islands are an intimate part.

Build A New Bridge
North Whidbey to Mainland near L.a Conner, via Goat Island
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"Prefer This"” Comments:

Least amount of land owners affected for right of way.

If not LaConnet, sceond choice Fir lsland.

Whichever one of these more southern locations that is most economically feasible in terms of the
design, costs of construction, displacement of existing homes, etc. We don’t have cnough
information to evaluate these 3 alternative proposals,

Dugualla Bay Highway #20 best: Dreduces highway construction, 2} shallow water in the main.
Most easily constructed bridge to mainland.

Good access to 1-5 and Mount Yernon, also tourists 1o reach Whidbey Isfand,

Offers best long term business and global potential for trade access.

NAS proximity and relief of North area SR 20 traffic jams.

LaConner already business/ tourist area and would benefit from additional traffic.

Would connect near Oak Harbor and be more popular route than further north.

Waterway here is somewhat calmer than down Saratoga Passage further.

Straight shot to I-5 from there - it is easy to go North or South. Twisting roads (singlc lane) on
Whidbey and Fidalgo slow you down considerably, especially when you have someone driving 20
miles below the speed limit in front of youl

Makes more sense than parallel new bridge or widening,

Best possible solution.

From the surface this seems most intriguing.

Need additional service on both north and south Whidbey, but not thru Deception Pass.
Sccond choice behind auto ferry to Conway,/LaConmer.

Whichever is cheaper - this or Strawberry Point bridge option.

Pick the cheapest and least envirorumental damaging option between this and Strawberry Point
bridge.

May be too expensive and create undesirable commercial development on Whidbey.

This would need to be a 4-lane with adjoining 4-lane highway.

Would improve traffic flow, time and decrease distance to anywhere east. Our timce has come to
consider a bridge equal to the one from San Diego to Coronadoe.

Consider floating bridge with tolls and put tolls on existing Deception Pass, cte. bridge. (sic)
Would cause traffic to flow away from Deception Pass.

WIill require 4 lanes to I-b.

2 mile bridge, shallow water (environmental impact?)

Yes.

First bridge choice, before Camano and Strawberry I'L. options.

“Worth Considering” Comments:

Road would need to be widened to 4 lancs from Fir 1sland to I-5.
My 2nd choice - need to do the survey. What would attract the most Seattle traffic.
New Bridge North Whidbey to Mainland near La Conner: “Worth Considering” {Cont.)

Third choice after new bfidge and bridge-CaﬂlanD alternatives.

MeClure Consulting
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North Whidbey Isfund decess Feasibility Study — Public Cutreach Survey & Key Person Interviews

Identified alternatives arc a good starting point. Evaluation should ook at all equally without
respect to cost at this stage. '
Although a bridge in either of these locations would relieve the traffic across Deception Pass area,
it would not seem to help the south bound traffic from the island. The current drive from Oak
Harbor (the population cenler) 10 Seattle {the most common destination} is
Consider - only too far North, but will change island forever.
Whichever {of bridges to Camano, LaConner, Strawberry Pt.) is most feasible considering
emgineering and environmental problems, and which would best meel the needs of the people.
Not sure access roads capable of supporting much more traffic, however at lest this is pof an area
of expected growth duc to flood plain zone,
Would also create a problem in the LaConner area and which route it would take to I-5, probably
to Conway or to Mt Vernon. '
Second best option after Strawberry point and before Camano bridge opfions.
Fxcept for high rise off Whidbey over Ala Spit onto Hope Island then mainland.
Would prefer the 2 halves of Island County be linked.

. Not as direct as Strawbcrry Point to Conway.
More direct route to Seattle than Deception Iass bridge options.
Possibly the casicst and cheapest way to go.
Scenic area - will draw more tourists from I-5.
Weuld provide a more direct route to Seattle.
Sccord cholce, after foll bridge North Whidbey to Stanwood.
Would have to consider the impact on roads, farms, homes, etc. On either side - perhaps to a less-
populated area would be best. : :
Wounld depend on actual placement. Optimum solution would contain shortest distance to [-5
wilh minimum impacl on residenlial areas.
Third choice after Camano Bridge (#1) and Strawberry Point bridge (#2).
Yes - bridge would give rapid access to 1-5 - free.
Noi a bad idea at all.
T'his location is a possible one. The bridge from Whidbey to Goat to LaConner is spanable. Lase of
access from I-5 isn't as good as it would be from Conway. More people (homeowners) would be
negatively affected by this location.
But then where does the traffic go - still funnels to the same places.
If individuals cannot/ will not utilize public {ransportation Lo reach areas of employment, a
connection that does not require driving across the bridge scems logical
Since users are likely the ones who commule between Oak Harbor and the Mt Vernon/ Burlington
arca, these two ideas scem to be best. (Bridges to LaConner or Strawberry Point) The big
drawback is he bridge would have to be built in wetlands.
Perhaps viable, but need to consider park land influence on specitic route.

#2 after Strawberry Pt. bridge option, but before Camano bridge option and widening Deception
Pass bridge.

New Bridge North Whidbey fo Mainland near La Conner: “Reject This” Comments

Merely moves problem rather than alleviating or crealing a true alternative thal spans the full
scope of both the Whidbey problem and the available options.
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North Whidbey Island Access Feasibility Study -- Public Outreach Survey & Key Person Interviews

Is this a 2 lane or 4 lane bridge? Either way, what are we going to do with the added cars when
they get here? Build more and bigger roads? Again, not a goed idea.

Too expensive due ko long span and channel depth. Visual eyesore - decrease real esf&te value on
both Camano and Whidbey. '

Limifed community facilities. Poor docking choice.

We moved here to enjoy our rural environment. We do not want to see their beautiful island
turned into yet another suburk of the I-5 corridor.

Never a bridge, pleaqd

We see no need to “optimize” every square foot of the Puget b{]unci area for transportation.
Islands of rural character, just as gated communities in the city should be allowed to exist for
peeple who would prefer some of the other aspects of life rather than getting somewheroe fast.
Too long and expensive.

-Here or Strawberry Point will be prohibitively exponsive, will vequire additional bridge across
Skagit River at Conway, will eat up valuable land and will be subject to Hooding of Fir Island.
Too far north and foo difficult to get to 75 casily.

The problem is the main highway on the island, not getting here from off-island. Adding easier

access via a bridge or bridges will only worsen the congestion on SR20. In many places,

particularly central Whidbey, SR20 lacks shoulders and has power poles immediately adjacent to

the road surface.

Would be a very shortsighted remedy which would have disastrous and frreversible

consequernces.

Will ruin all that is lovely.

With the growth of retailers here on the island the amount of traffic from the island to the

mainland for purposes of shopping should decrease. ['m sure that over the next few years we will
see additional stores locating here as population inercases, further ncgating the need for a new

bridee.

The Enﬂrmnuq cost both for our pocketbooks and for the environment are reason enough NOT to

spend any more Hime using tax-payers’ money to even explore the possibility,

The people of Whidbey and Camano will resist in such great numbers, and it would go on and on

for months and cat up unbelicvable amounts of time and money and court fees,

We will fight you every step of the way to prevent the building of any kind of bridge.

Chills my blood.

Fven with a second bridge, there will be traffic eridlock in a few years, It's a foolish, expensive

“band-aid”.

It is proven that increased roadways or bridges do not lessen vehicular congestion over an

extended period of time.

The people of Whidbey and Camano will resist in great numbers; the litigation will go onand on

for years and it will eat up unbelievable amounts of time and money and court fees that could be

better used in othor ways,

Too close to existing bridges to be truly beneficial for Oak Harbor/Coupeville access to mainland.

New Bridge North Whidbey to Mainland near La Conner: “Reject This” {Cont.)

Would add traffic to the already congested intersection of SK 20 and [-5 in Burlington.
Route is over poor wintertime road and past school with 20 mph speed Jimit.
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North Whidbey Islond Access Feasibility Study — Public Chtreach Survey & Key Person Intervienws

Would only encourage commuters and cause decline in our standard of living. Development and
growth of Whidbey island should NOT be encouraged.

This is a big negative for the wildlife habitat.

Devastating impact on LaConner/Skagit Valley area.

These should not even be an option! Vhey are rural communities. Why should any of these people
have to deal with the pollulion, noise and unsightly view of a road and bridge for the convenicnee
of people that come and go to the city when the Island would be changed lorever because of it?
Why!l What major population area are you rying to access??

Not muach of a gaio from existing bridge.

4.5 miles of bridge.

North Whidbey to Fidalgo Isband via Hope bstand would be better.

Too much money.

NO - Spend the money on Deception Pass,

If the essence of Whidbey is to be saved, LEAVE IT BE! 1f you build it, they will come. You will
not case current conditions by increasing access becawse more people will be flocking here if it
becomes easier to get on and ofl Whidbey Island.

Not needed, not wanted, not welcome, not now, not for a long long time, no thank you.

Please drop this plan.

Huge environmental impacts.

Focus on what the permanent residents of the Island want, not on the short term “desires” of the
Navy population. They obviously would [avor convenience, etc. since they don’t have to pay for
stch improvements or live with their consequences.

If too many cars can get here easy all island roads will suffer - as well as the people, .
Be aware: any attempt to build a bridge will meet massive opposition. We will have our bodies
chained to your construction equipment - if the lawsuits fail.

Mot saving miles.

People coming from the north already have a viable option in the Deception ’ass Bridge. I
transportation options are going to be expanded then the solution, be it ferry or bridge, should be
farther south. That way people coming from the souih have a quicker option.

Far too long and costly.

Any bridge should join the bwo halves of Island County.

I don’t believe this would solve any traffic problems.

No additional vehicle access routes to Whidbey 1sland!

Would require loss of valuable agricultural land across Skagit County and disrupl neighborhoods
in N. Whidboy.

Please no.

Keduce the number of cars!

I's hard enough now Lo drive through LaConner.

Impact on LaConner/ rural areas roads would be too great (too much!},

Leave LaConner area alone.

New Bridge North Whidbey to Mainland near La Conner; “Reject This” {Cont.)

Absolulely not! It would destroy the entire essence of that private corner of our region. It would
spur commercial growth (pavement) in Skagit Valley No!
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NO NEW BRIDGE

Would destroy much of Skagit Flats wetlands, wildlife habitat

We don't need more cars or an easy route to I-5. We bave too much h:'afﬁc for Whidbey island
roads now,

Serves same area as present bridge and highway. -

At all locations a new bridge is a concept for the past, not for the future. ThJS ecosystem cannot
stand more air pollution, water pollution, sprawl, global warming and the confinued paving over
of al islands which are a part of the Puget Sound.

o direct route to I-5 on LaConner side.

Would be a horrendous cost to taxpayers. In addition, if this happens, be prepared for
quadrupling Island traffic requiring 4-lane (or more) highways.

Way too cxpensive and would be an eyesore.

Would be closer to SR 20 but again would disturb rural farmland and wetlands.

More emphasis should be placed on encouraging transit use and links between Island and Skagit
counties. New bridges would encourage excess development and destroy the rural nature of
Whidbey Island,

. Benefits North Whidbey residents only.

Costly!

North Whidbey traffic flow would be ckay if South Whidboy traffic goes to mainland without
using North Whidbey.

No practical long term solution until transportation issucs linked to land use planning. Any
improvement listed would only result in more problems in the [-5 corridor. Any increase in traffic
capacity would only result in increased growth.

Bridge options very expensive.

Pretty insane cost.

Why not just build a 4 [ane bridge from Mukilteo to Clinton!? Then run a 4 lane highway all the
way to Oak Harbor, put in lots of fast food restaurants, car washes and mini marts, this would
complete the devastation.

May negatively impact neighborhoods, roads & environment.

‘Won't save time going to Seattle/Everett.

This would destroy our quality of life by turning Whidbey into a suburb of Cverett and Seattle.
Wc're abeady in trouble,

The goal of our transportation plan cannot be to make long commutes more practical, or we
simply extend the problem while destroying our resource lands.

More traffic to isolated area.

Blasting rock formations, old trees & CCC fences is not only unnecessary, but a CRIME!

Would require widening all the way to and from the bridge.

Would destroy whole wild magnificence of this historic and nature-blessed area.

Dion’t change i{ - most beautiful bridge in Washington state,

This sounds like an eyesore - similar to ones I've scen in Florida,

New Bridge North Whidbey to Mainland near La Conner: “Reject This” (Cont.}

What about a bridge from North Whidbey to the Dewey or Gibraltar avcal Goat Island is a
ridiculous ideal
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North Whidbey Iiland Access Feasihility Study - Public Outreach Survey & Key Person Tnterviews

Would drive development here, making us just like the places our visitors are trying to got away
from.

We have alarge and active community that will physically protest any hrldge construction effort
here and considerable media fire power.

NCY way!l!

Increased vehicle emisstons would contribute to global warming, as well as degrade local air
quality,

Financial burden of construction project of these dimensions is unnccessary and unfatr,

Puget Sound ceosystern would suffer,

Stress to our fragile shorelines and runoff from oily roads would surely ocour.

SR 20 & 525 have too low capacity to handle.

NO! '

Unfeasible, environmentally and financially for the return recetved,

Huge environmental impacts on very small geographic enlities (Fidalgo, Whidbey, and Camano
Islands).

Will only be a short term solution - we will just have more cars arwl trucks until everything has to
be enfarged again. Invent new solution that will last for years - using, our waterways seems ideal.
We're lucky we have waterways to use.

Insufficient arteries on Whidbey to handle traffic.

Flooding across Fir Island and potential for tlooding across Skagit Flats makes this proposal
unreasonable.

Must-cross Indian reservation. Wrong way to go.

Cost prohibitive.

Absolutely not - never.

The Growth Management Act was passed based upon a finding of the State Legislature of a
“threat to the enviromument”, That threat is fondamentally causoed by too much developrnent and
too much polluticn resulting fram this development.

Not gaining much distance wise.

Walk-on ferry and proper bus service. Bus service doesn’t work unless you can drive to get to it
Too far north.

Would require major road improvements botween bridge and [-5 acoess

Not a practical approach - geographically. Why not consider crossing Hope Island?

“No Answer” Commentis:

Consider a tunnel from Sh‘awbt;trry Pt to Conway Area.
NO!

Would be incredibly costly! Notopposed to the idea.

Build A New Bridge
Whidbey's Strawberry Poini to Fir Island/Conway area

“Prefer This” Comments:

MeClure Conyudting
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North Whidbey Islund Access Feasibifity Study -- Public Gutreach Swvey & Key Person Inferviews

The cost of ferries and approaches would go a long ways on building the bridge.

Head due west {rom Conway to Ault Ficld junction with SR20; saves about 30 miles to points
south (Camano, Seattle) and better way to Mt. Vernon and Bellingham.

A bridge would cut close fo an hour from my commute time.

Would reduce commercial traftic ag well as provide quicker access on and off the Island for
cormmulers. _

Strawhberry Point to Utsalady Point - Build additional bridge lanes to Camano.

Straight shot to [-5.

Make it as far south on Whidbey as possible so it will be a good choice for peaple going to Seattle,
connect as quickly with I-5 as you can; pick up traffic that would go to Deception Pass bridge and
traffic that might be driving down the island lo the ferry. In other words, find a solution that
works two ways. This would take into consideration the Growth Management plan’s expectation
that Freeland and other arcas will be taking most of the anticipated growth.

Only logical choice. Is it possible to keep Conway residents happy? Going through their fields and
homelands?

Whichever one of these more southern locations that is most economically feasibic in tevms of the
design, costs of construction, displacement of existing homes, etc. We don't have enough
information to evaluate these 3 alternative proposals.

The only way.

Road expansion would appear to be feasible with closest access to 1-0.

Least cornmercial impact.

~ Most practical.

Good access to -5 and Mount Vornon, also tourists to reach Whidbey Island.

" Provides 3rd ingress/egress o island, relieving volume on existing ru:nrth and soulh entry puints.
Bridge moves traffic faster than ferry

Near population center.

The way to go - Mt. Vernon 15 minutes, Everctt 20 minutes, Bellingham 435 minutes.

Probably best of all, but will change island forever.

Consider 4 lane bridge. :

Need to also widen the road {from I-5 to new bridge.

Best option, before Lallonner and Camano bridge oplions.

Third choice after new bridge & Camano bridge options, and before new aulo ferry, auto ferries to
Camano & Stanwooed options. Skagit Bay Flats is shallower crossing as far as construction cost.
Would be a faster route to I-5 corridor.

This would provide the most direcl route to [-5 and would relieve SR 20 best.

Central departisre from Whidbey - will avoid much Anacortes/Mt. Vernon traffic.

Get off [sland and fan out in different dircetions (Novth & South).

Makes more sense than parallel new bridge or widening,

More central point of departure.

Ferry to anywhere over thore would be fine. -

New Bridge Strawberry Point to Fir IslandfConway area: “Prefer This” (Cont.)

Looks as if it would be the shortest route to [-5 with minimurm environmental impact on existing
communitios,
Perfect idea.

McChure Consulting
o6




North Whidbey Island Access Feasibility Study — Public Outreach Survey & Key Person interviews

The closest route to I-5.

Any bridge should be high enough to let all marine traffic pass without requiring the bridge to be
opened.

Closest to I-5 corridor.

Should have bridge close to cities,

Provides most direct connection {e [-b.

Would cause least impact to existing facilities and people.

Population growth will be mainly north of Coupeville because of water availabilily.

Would preserve scenic atrmosphere of Deception Pass area.

Seems least cost and best crossing location.

Use existing shudy prepared year ago.

Our houschold fecls this is the best aption.

Whichever is cheaper - this or [ aConner bridge option,

. Bestidea. A lot of traffic is headed for I-5 and this won't pass through populated areas. 'This will
truly relieve SR 20, Will also relieve ferry congestion.

If individuals cannot/ will not wtilize public transportation to reach arcas of cmployment, a
comnection that does not require driving across the bridge seems logical.

Pick the cheapest and least environmental damaging option between this and La Conner bridge.
May be too expensive and create undesirable commercial development on Whidbey.

Toll bridge.

Provide southbound (Seattle-Everelt) route which would reduce congestion on Deception Pass and
Clinton ferry,

This would be the most logical connection between the highest poptilation area of Whidbey and
the [-> corridor.

Would causc traffic to tlow away from Deception [ass.

Pest available existing road situation,

Best route thru open / state owned land.

Or Strawberry P to Stanwood.

Second bridge choice, after LaConner and before Camano options,

This option if directed from Hansaker (sp?) Drive to the vicinity of the Utsalady Point boat ramp

on Camano seams to be the shortest span and probably wounld be the most viable from a finance
standpoint.

l.east impact on populated arcas off Whidbey.
Betler for commuters Lo Everell.
Widen 5R 20 (ak tlarbor to Coupeville.

Would mean improving a few existing roads but is the best solution all the way around. Quickest
connection to 1-5.

If there were a bridge betwoeen Whidbey Island to Fiv lsland many people would use it instead of
going across the Deception Pass Bridge.

Qffers best lonir term business and global potential for trade access.

New Bridge Strawberry Point to Fir Island/Conway area: "Prefer This"” {Cont.)

NAS proximity and relief of North area SR 20 traffic jams.
Yes.
This is the most economical le build therefore the best opticn.

MeChure Consuliing
97
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Would be no congestion in that area and it would improve the arca without making a congestecd
area becausc there is no industry to cause an impact of fraffic tie-ups.

“Worth Considering” Comments:

Road would need to be widened to 4 lanes from Fir Island to I-5.

Limited community facilities. Poor Docking Chaoice.

This could work.

Identified alternatives are a good starting point. Evaluation should look at all equally without
respect to cost at this stage.

Although a bridge in either of these locations would relieve the tratfic across Deceplion Pass area,
it would not seem to help the South bound traffic (rom the island. The current drive from oak
harbor (the population center) to Seattle (the most common desiination) is very unbearablc.
Whichever (of bridges to Camano, LaConner, Strawberry Pt.) is most feasible considering
engineering and environmental problems, and which would best meet the needs of the people.
Good connection 1-5, although farmland would be lost.

This is worlh considering since Conway is fairly close to I-5.

Closer to 1-5.

Conway I-5 interchange appears to be the least painful with reasonable road upgrades inan
essentially [ow density area.

Impact on wetlands (since most of this area is currently farmed) should be minimal.

This is viable option with a causeway or low level bridge most of the dislance, with a relatively
short high bridge at the Whidbey end to provide passage for boats.

Limitations on access serve as a mild brake on excessive development. The impacts of greatly
increased access on Whidbey, Goat and Camano Islands would be substantial and detrimental. |
allowed for the Strawberry Point-Fir Island connection as a final fall back if it is considered
essential.

If we must have a bridge this is the most acceptable,

Scems best! '

A good alternative if a Whidbey /Camano bridge not possible.

People coming from the north already have a viable option in the Deception Pass Bridge. If
transporfation options arc going to be expanded then the solution, be it ferry or bridge, should be
farther south. That way people coming from the south have a quicker option.

Possible, but | have reservations as to the distance the bridge would take,

A different area should relieve some of the pressure fro the scenic tourist route to a bypass or
commuter roite.

Why not Strawberry Point to Camano laland?

Would have to consider the impact on roads, farms, homes, ete. On cither side - perhaps to a less
populated area would be best.

New Bridge Strawberry Point to Fir Island/Conway area: “Worth Considering” {Cnnt]

‘T'he least evil of all the bridge options - only as a last resort!

Too much water to cross -isn’tit? Inlooking at chart this water is shallow and could be filled at
least 2/3 distance thus lowering expense.

One advantage is low population density, and shortest distance to I-5.
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North Whidbay Islond Aceess Feasibility Study — Public Quireach Survey & Key Person Interviews

Second choice after Camano Bridge.

Yes - bridge would give rapid access to 15 - free.

This would be the 3rd best option (after new Deception Pass or LaConner bridges), possibly 2nd
best option. Access from I-5 at Conway thru Fir Island is pretty direct, having minimal impact on
homeowners. Although bridge span would be great, this area would make a good aceess point to
Whidbey Island.

My Tst choice - need traffic survey., Need Lo serve Seattle traffic, also fraffic to Keystone Forry and
il would serve more of Socuth Whidbey island.

Since users are likely the omes who comimute between Oak Harbor and the Mt Veornon/ Burlington
area, these two ideas scem to be bost {Bridges to LaConner or Strawberry Point) The big
drawback is the bridge would have Lo be built in wellands.

Bridge must be tall enough for all marine traffic to go under.

This may have less sthress on a conununily area il an alternalive bridge is deemed necessary, bul
who re we serving - Seattle? Everett?

If this is not feasible then go to LaConner/ Goal Island Crossing.

Makes more sense, shorter commute for Whidbey lslanders than crossing at Deception Pass.

Does not affect as many people as bridge to Camano does.

The span required may be toe great for soil conditions and carthquake proofing,.

Ranks first before LaConner and Camano bridge options, widening Deception Pass bridge option,
Loast impact on populated areas.

Would improve traffic flow, time and decrease distance to anywhere east. Our time has come to
consider a bridge cqual to the one from San Diego to Coronado.

Could possibly be less intrusive to the environment and a quicker connection to I-5.

If you must.

“Reject This” Comments:

Ol the four bridge options thus far this is superior to the othors.

Maore ermphasis should be placed on encouraging transit use and links between Island and Skagit
counties. New bridges would encourage excess development and destroy the rural nature of
Whidbey Island.

Is this a 2 lane or 4 lane bridge? DLither way, what are we going to do with the added cars when
they get here? Build more and biggor roads? Again, nota good idea,

Too expensive due to long span and channel depth. Visual eyesore - decrease real eslale value on
both Camano and Whidbey.

Unnecossary,

Too much money.

NO - 5pend the money on Deception Pass.

New Bridge Strawberry Point to Fir Island/Conway area: “Reject This” {Cont.)

We see no need to “optimize” every square foot of the Paget Sound arca for transportation.
Islands of rural character, just as gated communilies in the city should be allowed to exist for
people who would prefer some of the other aspects of life rather than getting somewhere fast.

Metlure Cansuwiting
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North Whidbey Island Access Feasthility Study — Public Outreach Survey & Key Person Thierviews

Focus on what the permanent residents of the Island want, not on the short term "desires” of the
Navy population. They obviously would favor convenience, ete. sinee they don’t have to pay for
such improvements or live with their consequences.

We moved here to enjoy our rural environment. We do not wang to see their beautiful island
turned into yet another suburb of the [-5 corridor.

Never a bridge, please!

Costly.

If the cssence of Whidbey is to be saved, LEAVEIT BE! If you build it, they will come. You will
not ease current conditions by increasing access because more people will be flocking here if it
becomes casier to get on and off Whidbey. Island.

Toc long and expensive.

Here or LaConner via Goat [sland will be prohibitively expensive, will ¥equire additional bridge
across Skagit River at Conway, will eat up valuable land and will be subject to flooding of
Fiv Island.

The problem is the main highway on the island, not getting here from off-island. Adding easier
access via a bridge or bridges will only worsen the congestion on SR20. In many places,
particularly central Whidbey, SR20 lacks shoulders and has power poles immediately adjacent to
the road surface.

Would be a very shortsighted remedy which would have disastrous and irreversible
consequences.

Will rutn all that is lovely.

With the growth of relailers here on the island the amount of traffic from the island to the
mainland for purposcs of shopping should decrease. I'm sure that over the next few years we will
see additional stores locating here as population increases, further negating the need for a new
bridge.

The enormous cost both for our pocketbooks and for the environment are reason enough NOT to
spend any more time using tax-payers’ money to even explore the possibility.

The people of Whidbey and Camane will resist in such great numbers, and it would go on and on
for months and eat up unbelicvable amounts of time and money and court fees.

We will fight you every step of the way to prevent the building of any kind of bridge.

Chills my blood. _

Wator too deep in Savatoga Passage thus raising cost of bridge too high.

Too much highway needs te be built to connect with bridge.

It is proven that increased roadways or bridges do not lessen vehicular congestion over an
extended period of {ime.

'I'he people of Whidbey and.Camano will resist in great numbers; the litigation will go on and on
for years and it will eat up unbelicvable amounts of time and money and court fees that could be
better used in other ways.

Costly!

Would be a horrendous cost to taxpayers.

New Bridge Strawberry Point to Fir Island/Conway area: “Reject This” (Cont.}

If this happens, be prepared for quadrupling Island traffic requiring 4-lane {(or more) highways.
Least impact to established residential areas, but what about accessibility on Whidbey and
maximum benefit to all?
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Why!l What major population arca are you trying to access?!I?

Pretty insane cost.

Why not just build a 4 lane bridge from Mukilteo to Clinton!? Then run a 4 lane highway all the
way to Oak Harbor, put in [ots of fast food restaurants, car washes and mint marts, this would
complete the devastation.

Tuo much “flood condition” problems.

2 miles of bridge.

Not needed, not wanted, not welcome, not now, net for a long long time, no thank you.

Pleasc drop this plan.

Huge environmental impacts,

No practical long term solution until transportation issues linked to land use planning, Any
imprevement listed would only result in move problems in the [-5 corridor. Any increase in tralfic
capacity would only result in increased growth.

Bridge optons very expensive, may negatively impact neighborhoods, roads & environment.
Tooding across Fir Island and potential {or flooding across Skagit Flats makes this proposal
unreasonable,

Would divert traffic south of Mt. Vernon, towards the Alderwood Mall.

Would invite not only more people, but more crime.

Would require either a new road from the bridge to the west, or a vadically altered present
roadway. Area is most prone {o ice of any on Island since it’s the Island’s highest point. Either
road extremoely expensive,

While it would be good for those who use bridge regularly, it would seriously damage commeree
for 40+ miles.

Devastating, not only to residents of north Whidbey, but to economics of surrounding businesses,
e.g. Mi. Vernon, which depend to some extent on off-island shoppers.

Huge environmental impacts on very small geographic entities (Fidalgo, Whidbey, and Camano
lslands), -

We don’t need more cars or an easy route to I-5. We don't need “passing through™ traffic from the
mainland. We have enough traffic now..

Will only be a short term solution - we will just have more cars and trocks until everything has to
be enlarged again. Invent new solution that will last for years - using our waterways seems ideal.
Weo're lucky we have waterways to usce.

Be aware: any attempt to build a bridge will meel massive opposition. We will have our bodies
chained to your construction equipment - if the lawsuits fail.

Al all localions a new bridge is a concept for the past, not for the future. This ceosystem cannot
stand more air pollution, water pellution, sprawl, global warming and the conlinued paving over
of al islands which are a part of the Puget Sound.

More emphasis should be placed on encouraging transit use and links between Island and Skagit
counties. New bridges would encourage excess development and destroy the rural mature of
Whidbey [sland.

New Bridge Strawberry Point to Fir Island/Conway area: “Reject This” {Ceont)

Even with a second bridge, there will be traffic gridlock in a few years. It's a foolish, expensive
"hand-aid”.

Lonyg bridge span would increase costs & lengthen Hme that tolls would be requived.
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Way toc expensive and would be an eyesore.

Insufficient arterics on Whidbey to handle traffic.

Any bridge should join the two halves of Island County.

Route is over poor wintertime road and past school with 20 mph speed [imit.

Would only cncourage commuters and cause decline in our standard of living. Develepment and
growth of Whidbey island should NOT be encouraged.

This is a big negative for the wildlife habitat.

Tir Island & Conway access is now satisfactory and will improve if South Whidbey ferry service
improves,

I don’t believe this would solve any traffic problems.

Could affect agricultural area.

Fir Island is subject to periodic floods (t.e. 1990). That would stop all (raffic on the new bridge.
No additional vehicle access routes to Whidbey Island!

These should not even be an option! They are rural communities. Why should any of these people
have to deal with the pollution, noise and unsightly view of a road and bridge for the convenience
of people that come and go to the city when the Island would be changed forever because of it?
Would impact wildlifc arcas on Fir Island.

Fir Island periodically floods, so road would have to be elevated. Massive earth muvmg project.
Would lose rich farmland. '

Please 1io.

Reduce the number of cars!

Too much additional highway to Strawberry Point.

Why destroy more precious farmland?

Rural, forestry and sensitive lands should be protected. This needs to be the top priority. There is
no good reason to encourage a Seattle/ Everctt commute from Whidbey lsland.

NO way!l!

Will require 4 [anes to [-5.

NO NEW BRIDGE

2.5 mile bridge leading to nowhere (envirenmental impact?)

Blasting rock formations, old trees & CCC fences is net only unnecessary, but a CRIMLE!

Would require widening all the way to and from the bridge.

Would destroy whole wild magnificence of this historic and nature-blessed area.

Don't change it - rnost beautiful bridge in Washington state,

Would drive development here, making us just like the plﬁCEE‘- our visilors are h}rmg to E_Lt away
from.

We have a large and active community that will physically protest any bridge construction effort
here and considerable media fire power.

Increascd vehicle emissions would confribute to global warming, as well as degradc local air
quality.

Financial burden of construction project of these dimensions is unnecessary and unfafr.

New Bridge Strawberry Point to Fir IslandfConway area: “Reject This” {Cont.)

Puget Sound ecosystem would suffer.
Stress to our fragile shorelines and runoff from oily roads would surely occur.
SR 20 & 525 have too low capacity to handle.
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NO!
Absolutely not - never.

No way. It's quite a wide body of water there. We don't want another brldge to the mainland.
This is an island! If you don't like it. Don't live herel

This would destroy our quality of life by turning Whidbey into a suburb of Fverett and Seattle.
We're alveady in trouble.

Rejected, but may have the benefit of being the least slupid of the bridge idcas.

Unfeasible, environmentally and financially for the roturn recetved.

Devastating impact on LaConner fSkagit Valley area.

*No Opinion” Comments:

Too hard to keep the channels open due fo the rud in the flats.

“Na Answer” Comments:

NO!

Would be incredibly costly! Not opposed to the idea.

Any bridge connecting to 1-5 would devastate our Islands by over-development and would
guickly be converted to another Lynnwood, Everett or Seattle, etc.

Add new Auto Ferry Service & Facilities

“Prefer This" Comments:

This opton is in keeping with our NW spirit and would also create long term employment.
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Seemns to be the only reasonable solution.

Boest solution.

Accepted mode of travel in Northwest.

Passenger facilities needed.

Prefer ferries if possible because this system is more in keeping with the Washington area as a
whale for tourism as well as communities involved.

The best solution given that major rework of SR 20/525 are not included in this plan. The carrying
capacity of the ferry system will automatically limit traffic to a level that-will not greatly impact SR
20/525.

This would be less expensive than a bridge, but would be [ess convenient.

Roads are already in.

2.5 crossing - 15 minutes.

No cost to the county.

Don't want the added growth from a bridge.

Another ferry service would help relieve traffic in Deception Pass arca,

A ferry would be a slow-growth improvement.

Also parking and buses to meet pedestrians, 1{ave people only ferrics.

We would only have the same problems with the ferrics: long waits, traffic jam and a new place to
have an accident.

We do niot need to have increased problems with Washington ferries (bureaucracy and the
Maritime Unicn).

Qur population is enough and maybe a forry would cut down the use of the bridge.

Muclh better option than a bridge - less envirommental impact & more in line with island’s
character.

This is reasonable, but should include pedestrian ferries tied in with a modern transit system
which would allow people to reach major destinations on the mainland, easily and incxpensively;
perhaps at no cost being a public facility.

Clinton-Mukilteo ferry addition.

Seems to be less expensive too.

Please Yes - help us get where we need /want to go by bus, trolley, and ferry.

Definitely the best choice.

Instead of auto {erry service I would like to see foot traffic ferry with connecting bus service.
Prefer ferry to bridge to discourage excessive growth, Bridge is much too easy for people to move
here.

I don't think a bridge from Clinton & MuKkilteo should be ruled out.

This would be my sccond choice to a North Whidbey bridge with Highway to I-5.

Please do this! Best investment for 100 years!

Consider ferry dock direetly to Oak Harbor plus/minus area/tourism. (Sic)

Ferries retain the “island mystiquce”.

Add new Auto Ferry Service & Facilities: “Prefer This” Comments:

Central Whidbey to mainland, not Camano; or to Camano and on to mainland due East! (1) Best
for me. (2) Takes pressure off Clintor.
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Depends where terminal would be and only “small” ferry service. Terminal in Oak Harbor OK -
not maybe base used. (Sic)
Best choice.

Camano Island residents need to be connected to Island for county business, jury duty etc.

“Worth Considering” Comments:

Tocus on foot traffic with public lransit conneclions.

On South Fnd Whidbey lsland “Only” _

Identified alternatives are a good slarling poinl. Evalualion should look at all equally without
respect to cost at this stage.

Why not put in the additional ferry on the North of W .1, it wouldn't take much to up date the
roads.

Add additional ferry service lo existing facililies (Pt. Townsend-Keystone) and (Clinton-Mukilteo)
routes during peak demand.

Add in Mukilteo/ Clinton if anywhere.

Walk on ferries.

Only solves Southend of Whidbey Island Mainland Link,

People who live on Whidbey Island chose it for its rural character and natural beauty. Ibelieve the
ferry service helps to prescerve that character best.

Whidbey is partly defined by ferry services. This strengthens Island character.

As temporary measure until roads/ bridges/ tunnels could be constructed.

All year at Mukilteo and vacation season at Keystone.

Al Mukilleo & Keystone /Tort Townsend.

]éhapeciaﬂl}r South Island - bigger ferry - maore frequent sailing during “rush hours”. )
Stenwooud would be ideal location. However, 532 would not handle extra traffic unless redone -
several serious or fatal crashes this last year wilh numerous caused by someone going over double
vellow., Would got l[ike SR 522 with crashes unless redone.

If something MUST BE DONE, let it be a fexry run.

Should consider passenger only service.

Tittle confidence in State responding to needs - always too little too late,

I'ourth chelce after new bridge, bridges to Camano & I'ir Island, and before auto formies to Camano
& Stanwond options, Or - inerease frequency of Clinton ferry,

Only problem is at the mercy of ferry service, mechanical, weather and tides.

If you create uninterrupted traffic flow to/from 1-5.

As an alternative to a bridge.

A bridge would be a better permanent solution.

Put it South of Oak Harbor to the mainland.

Worth the thought?

This cost would be covered by regular users. More realistic than bridges.

Add new Auto Ferry Service & Facilities: "Worth Considering” (Cont.):

Larger and faster ferries at both Mukilteo and Keystone.
Cood allernative to bridges.
At Clinton expand facilities for Mukilteo-Clinton for 3rd ferry

MeCiwre Cansulting
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Which would be more economical to do - bridges or ferry - considering purchase of land, ferry,
building supplies and new/improved roadways to and from these now constructions.

[ am hesitant to recormnimend ferry service as it is difficult to project future operating costs. I don’t
fecl it is a cost effective transportation alternafive for the long term.

I'd prefer passenger-only ferry addition & improved transit.

An auto ferry from Coupeville to Stanwood area would disperse away from congested North &
South locations.

A possible solution to mitigate some problems.

No practical long term solution until fransportation issues linked to land use planning. Any
improvement listed would only result in more problems in the I-5 corridor. Any increase in tratfic
capacity would only result in increased growth.

North Whidbey to mainland.

A ferry is probably a cheaper option than a bridge, but would not move traffic as efficiently.

Let people rather than the [sland bear some of the consequences and WAIT if they want to move
here.

What is being underutilized now?

A third ferry at Clinton would be helpful.

Use ferry to provide service while a new bridge is being built.

Walk-on ferries are best, but parking becomes a serious consideration. (security issues)

The most reasonable monetary solution.

My only concerns with this arc: the expense to patrons; and whether it would be as reliable as a
bridge, i.e. we often “drive around” rather than go south to the Clinton ferry because weather or
long lines could delay us for an unpredictable amount of time.

While this option is better than nothing, there are still many island residents u11w1]11ng to wait for
ferries.

Whidbey is an island - emphasize ferries.

Probably the best alternative but would it be most cost effective?

Can this be done without further congestion for Oak Harbor?

IHigh matntenance & operations costs va. bridge.

Wil require 4 lanes to I-5.

Maybe in the summer - services could be expanded somchow.

Needs to be south of Oak Harbor to serve central Whidbey without Oak Harbor congestion.
Consider passenger only ferries.

Where? Hoypus Pt (Cornet Bay) to Dewey Beach has infrastructure problems; uther north sites
worth consideration.

Clinton to Mukilteo or Clinton to Seattle, a larger vessel comimuter trip.

Add new Auto Ferry Service & Facilities: “ “Reject This” Comments:

Ferrics are inefficient for the long term. Sooncr or later a bridge must be built!
Ferry service should be avoided here and elsewhere when a bridge option is available.

Why not a passenger ferry?
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Ferrics are too unreliable, limited to tidal schedules and limited in size and nomber.

Consider foot ferries to either location, not auto ferries; foot ferry to Stamwood would aveid
necessity of county road access and bottleneck of Mark Clark Bridge. ‘Etate Hwy. access would be
ideal.

Should add new passenger ferry or two from Keystone to Scattle and Langley to Seattle - would
alleviate a great deal of “shopping™ traffic,

Lixpand service at Clihton.

Continuing cost forever with lmited service.

Good for freight truck traffic. Cheaper rates. More direct route,

Cost too much and people won't use it if they can cross a bridge for {ree.

As auto service. Passenger only service is plan by county from Coupeville to Camano,

If you're going Lo do something, do it right - ferrics are slow and we already have one for tourist
novelty. Ferries don’t move vehicles qL]J.C].(ij

Foot ferries only.

Costs too much for tratfic it could carry.

Creates more traffic waiting times,

Terries a} can’t handle the volume b) are expensive (ungoing personnel costs) ¢ run only so
many hours a day  d) are unreliable in inclement weather.

I dislike the ferry system with a PASSION!! My opinion is not limited to just service to or from
Whidbey Island but to the ferry system as a whole; fares continue to 1ise. There is NO alternatives,
long waits occur just as demands increase, cancellations due to weather or tides leave you
stranded, schedules are inflexible, unsafe driving condifions are instilled as drivers rush to catch
their ferries and night-time travel is impossible becanse the ferries do not run late at night,

DO NOT ADI!

This would always be al the whim of the State Ferrics for closore due to funds, weather, tides.
Never on time for always have to wait In line.

NOQ. The State can’t handic what it has now. Bestdes, you wait in line. Why???

PASSENGER I'ERRY ONLY.

Na infrastructure on Camano Island to support any ferry.

A bridge can be built to include mass transit compared to a forry,

Cost of ferrics continues to escalate and is labor inlensive.

A forry does not accommodate an emergency vehicle in same manner as a bridge.

Not to North Camano area!

Ferries ave not effective. _

These should not even be an-option! They are rural commmunitics. Why should any of these people
have to deal with the pollution, noise and unsightly view of a road and bridge for the convenience
of people that come and #o to the city when the Island would be changed forever because of it?
Except an emergency terry in case of earthquake or bombing of bridge.

Not economically sound because of the little revenue it might generate - not enough to “feed”
itself.

Add new Auto Ferry Service & Facilities: “ “Reject This™ (Cont.)

Would have serious economic impact on Oak Harbor because large numbers who now pass
through on their way to and from the Olympic Peninsula would bypass Oak Harbor completely,
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as well as existing growing business corridor from Dak Harbor/ Anacortes/ Mt.

Vernon/ Bellingham.,

Passenger ferry!

Enough ferry traffic, noise and pollution and EPA impact alrcady.

If we must have a new bridge or ferry, keep the mainland access well south of the Mt.Vernon-
Burlington area. SR 20 is already over-used and dangerous.

Increase number of runs Clinton to Mukilteo: least disruptive to citizens living in ferry terminal
areas,

Ferries cannot effectively handle the projocted tratfic increase.

A new ferry would create the same problems for the island as a new bridge.

Should use passenger only ferries.

Won't pay for themselves.

Considering future costs and traffic, a bridge would be more cost effective.

Ferries are more costly over the long run - a toll on a bridge would pay for itsclf - a ferry never
pays for itself

Ferry boats are the most expensive mode of ransportation. Bspecially if operated by
governments!!

Add passenger only ferry from Camano to Coupeville and Oak Harbor (or from Stanwoad).
Still too slow serviee.

The use of auio ferries adds time constraints (meeting scheduies), also weather consfra_mts {high
winds/tides). Ferries don’t run all night.

Those on south end of island will be needed simply to take care of increased population there.
These auto ferry options dump more cars onto North I-5 which is atready severely eongested.
Alrcady planned and started and totally inadequate already!

Qverall, ferries are too slow and schedules are restrictive. :

No matter how you cut it, it is cheaper to drive from Oak Harbor than take a ferry.

“Walk on” ferries only to downtown Seattle from Keystone and/ or Freeland

Too slow and unpredictable.

Prefer bridges, the ferry system would be too slow travel wise when I'm frying to make the bus.
(Bus cormmuter - Stanwood to Seattle)

Only a band-aid fix.

No - ferry fares too high, unreliable, long lines. Costs the comunuter, not free.

Add passenger ferry services at South end. [ncrease bus service. Quit catering to the dr caded car-
culture!

The idea is noble and it would probably cost less to implement, but it is likely the bulk of the traffic
would continue to use the bridge, because it is cheaper to drive around.

Service too restrictive (times available) and too labor intensive

Enjoy the peace/ quiet - plan ahcad!

Na more ferries.

Limited access/inlerruptions/high rates to ride.

Helping commmuters should NOT be encouraged.

Add new Auto Ferry Service & Facilities: “ “Reject This” {Cont.)

Takes too much time.
Congestion on both sides.

MeClure Consulting
108



North Whidbey Istand Access Feasibility Study — Public Cutreach Survey & Key Person nterviews

Too slow, too much congestion.
NO.

Long term operating & maintenance costs. Terry schedules interrupt the constant flow of traffic.
NO FERRIFS

Traffic would flow faster on a bridge than on ferries.

Won't save tme.

Ferries are low capacily transport means for vehicles not an officient, high volume solution,
Passenger forry,

This won't help me at all. T have tried driving 1o the Clinton Ferry. Too dangerous.

Where and What? Merely adding to Clinton - Mukilteo toute would net change the time or
improve traffic flow.

Possibly add more ferry boats Clinton Mukilteo,

Too costly, long term.

Ferries oreate congestion - lines - impact on commumibios.

NO

Merely a stop gap.

Rural, forestry and sensitive lands should be protected. This needs to be the top priovity. There is
no good reason to encourage a Scattle/Everctt commute from Whidbey Isiand.

I'm afraid people would not use this very much because of the cost factor,

Ferries are also much slower than bridges.

No - we don’t need maore cars here. Add another forry to the Clinton-Mukilteo run - they are
Jbacked-up now.

“No Opinion” Comments:

Improve current fevry service on Clinton-Mukilico ronte.
The ferry system from Whidbey to Mukilleo is acceplable. The ferry from Keystone to Port
Townsend sucks (numerous times spent waiting on cither side with backlog )

"No Answer” Comments:

Ineificient & too expensive
M O
Too slow and not as flexible as a bridge.

Add at Clinton/Mukilten, Build new slip so four ferries are running. Better, faster service would
e provided!

Add new Auto Ferry Service & Facilities
North Whidbey to Camano Island

YPrefer This” Comments:
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Not so convenient as a bridge, however.

At least have a walk on or car ferry from Coupeville tcr Camano for countty services access,

This option is in keeping with our NW spirit and would also create long term employment. The
ferry between Coupeville and Camano would greatly help citizens conducting business with
[sland County.

Provides 3rd ingress/egress, relieving volume on existing 2 enbry points.

Connects Whidbey and Camano.

This is a big negative for the wildlite habitat.

[ feel disconnected to Whidbey and Coupeville, our county scat.

I'm sick of relying on Stanwood for my needs.

Getting to Whidbey faster would be a boon for my family’s business.

This would be [ess expensive than a bridge, but would be less convenient.

Coupeville 1o Mollina (sp?) Beach.

Passenger only Coupeville {government offices) to Camano.

Closest point.

Fifth choice after new bridge, bridges to Camano & Tir Island, new auto ferry, and before auto
ferries to Camano & Stanwood options.

We would only have the same problems with the ferries: long waits, traffic jam and a new place to
have an accident. :

We do not need to have increased problems with Washington ferries {burcaucracy and the
Maritime Union),

Much better oplion than a bridge - less environmental impact & more in line with island’s
character.

Camano needs a better [ink to its county services - if only a passenger ferry

This is an idea whose time has come, but must also be ticd in with a modern, efficient transit
system.

GREAT IDEAIN

Please Yes - help us get where we need/want to go by bus, trolley, and ferry.

Depends where terminal would be and only “small” ferry service. Terminal in Oak Harbor OK -
not maybe base used. (sic)

“Worth Considering” Comments:

Would require a greal deal of other infrastructure improvements and development. Roads -
parking, congestion on existing bridge (332).

Cnly worth considering if people want to go to Stanwood or Camano--['ve lived on Whidbey
Island 14 years and have never been to either place.

This would help Island County citizens have casier aceess to the court house and involvement of

county affairs.
New Auto Ferry Bervice North Whidbey to Camano Island: “Worth Considering” (Cont)

Connection to Camano Island, as part of lsland County scems more important than to the
mainland.
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ldentified alternatives are a good starting point. Evaluation should look at all equally without
respect to cost at this stage.

Most people are heading further inland.

Ewven a passenger walk-on ferry - if not an auto ferry.

To enable Island County residents transportation to County seat.

People whao live on Whidbey Island chose it for its rural charvacter and natural beauty. I believe the
ferry service helps to preserve that character best.

Could strengthen identity and cohesion of Island County!

A mainland, Camane Island, Whidbey ferry connection would serve the same purpose as a bridge
(tunnel) - highway - bridge (tunnel) conneclion.

Impact on northern Camano roads and traffic impact needs to be identified. Road upgrades might
be too expensive.

A passenger only ferry from Camano to the Coupeville area is worth a try.

A bridge would be “all weather™.

Only if passenger only ferry.

This is for Camano residents to decide.

Improvement but slow between farry dock and 1-5 - perhaps new good by pass this distance

(ferry dock and 1-5) would make much feasible. (sic)

This cost would be covered by regular users. More realistic than bridges.

Since Coupeville is the county seat of Island County 1 think it would be beneficial to both the

county government and the citizens of Camano Island to have a ferry from Central Whidbey to
Camano Island. '

Foot ferry would be appropriate.

Would offer an alternate route to Oak Harbor without great impact on the “island environment™.
Which would be more ceonamical to do - bridges or ferry - considering purchase of land, ferry,
building supplies and new/improved roadways to and from these new conslructions.

Waorth considering enly if bridge alternatives are nol feasible.

Under no circumstances should a passenger ferry be considered. Tven with connecting bus lines, a
passenger ferry would not reduce congestion on existing SR 20 corridor accesses.

Would divert traffic from NAS, away from Deception Pass.

Very useful, especially for Camano Island residents.

Would help connect the county for povernment services. Bul, it is redundant for commuters since
SR 20 goes by here.

Some road improvements required

Use ferry o provide service while a new bridge is being built.

New Auto Ferry Service North Whidbey to Camano Island: “Reject This” Comments:
Ferry service should be avoided here and clsewhere when a bridge oplion is available.
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Berry service here would add burden to SR523 between Camano and [-5, noting in particular the
unsafe nature of {raffic to/from ferry landings.

Eyesore, disruptive to Camano Island community.

SR532 is already crowded,

Ferries are too unreliable, limited to tidal schedules and limited in size and number,

Too much traffic.

Consider foot ferries to either location, not auto ferries; foot ferry to Stanwood would avoid
necessity of county road access and bottleneck of Mark Clark Bridge. State Hwy. access would be
ideal.

[nfrastructure for auto ferrics to either location would be an expensive disaster. With single
entrance to Camano Island, the bottleneck would be unbelievable.

NO '

Camano doesn’t want extra traffic.

NQ - Mark Clark & #532 overload.

Foot ferries only.

Camane will never accept this, will require extensive property condemmation on Camano and
bottleneck will occur in Stanwood. '

Costs too much for traffic it could carry.

Camano Island has {few services (gas, food cte.), heavy traffic while Stanwood has services and the
ability to handle additional traffic and people.

I dislike the ferry system with a PASSION!! My opinion is not limited to just service fo or from
Whidbey Island but to the ferry system as a whole; farcs continue to rise. There is NO alternatives,
long waits ocour just as demands increase, cancellations due to weather or tides leave you
stranded, schedules are inflexible, unsafe driving conditions are instilled as drivers rush to caich
their ferries and night-time travel is iImpossible because the ferries do not run late at night.
Terribly unfair to Camano residents. We have only one access point. What would effect on
Camane traffic be? Exchanging one problem for another - improving quality of life for Whidbey at
expense of Camano’s.

Tremendous impact on North Camano - roadways inadequate unless widened entire distance to I-
5. High volume of traffic on SR 532 alrcady a problem during peak hours.

NO. ‘The State can’t handle what it has now. Besides, you waitin [ine, Why???

Camano can’t accommodate any additional traffic from Whidbey Island.

Route is over poor wintertime road and past school with 20 mph speed limit.

Would only cncourage comtmuters and cause decline in our standard of living. Development and
growth of Whidbey island should NOT be encouraged.

Passenger only service worth considering from Camano to Coupeville.

Local Cammano roads over-burdened, Mark Clark bottleneck.

Camano already has its own traffic problems, including single access to mainland.

Additional “Whidbey (raffic” would further jeopardize Camano lifestyle, environment and
cotnmmunity.

No infrastructure on Camano Island to support any ferry.

A bridge can be built to inchzde mass fransit compared to a ferry.

New Auto Ferry Semce North Whidbey to Camano Island: “Reject This” {Cuntj

{Cost of ferries continues to escalate and 1s labor intensive.
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A ferry does not accommodate an emergency vchicle in same manner as a bridge.

Walk-on only.

Camano is not a vast expanse of land which can take a lot of abuse.

An island (Camano) should be treated like a national treasure. It won't tale much to ruin it by
clear cutting, bulldoving and eventually destroying what limited aguifer there is. Once you
destroy the balance of nature on an Island, there's no recovering it

This would have a major impact on the Camano traffic. Tind a place from the mainland.
Camano/ Stanwood traftic problems,

Camano Island - existing traffic problems.

These should not even be an option! They ave rural communttics. Why should any of these people
have to deal wilh the pollution, noise and unsightly view of a road and bridge for the convenience
of people that come and go to the city when the Island would be changed forever because of 1t?
Why don't you hand everyone who uses the ferries a questionnaire to fill out and collect it before

they leave - ask how, why & where they are going & if they would use carpool-vanpool if it were
offered.

The ferry to Camana should be coniral - not north, _
Camano still has guiet country appeal and needs to remain this way, limiting growth and using
the Stanwood/Mark Clark Bridge areca for growth.

County roads inadequate for additional traffic.

Cost too much and people won't use it if they can cross a bridge for free.

Don’t disturb Camano island.

Would serve the same purpose as a bridge and less costly.

P'refer a bridge but a ferry would be better than nothing.

Need specitic options.

Camano-traffic is terrible now. Addilional traffic would require addiiional lanes and bridges
belween Camano and [-5. Not a good idea.

Whichever ferry service is casicst and least cost.

The seals and other sea lile have a lough enough time with the current ferry invasion.

Prefer bridges, the ferry system would be too slow travel wise when I'm frying to make the bus.
(Bus commuter - Stanwood to Seattle)

No - {erry fares too high, unreliable, long lines. Costs the commuter, not free. 1f itis a free ferry,
Fm for it,

A ferry from Camango, like a bridge, would have maximum negative impact on an existing arca, Tt

would have to displace many homoeowners and there would be major traffic congestion thru
Stanwood & Camane.

This will congest Camano. :

We have too much fraffic in Stanwood and Camano Island as it is!

I should not have to pay to solve their problems - especially when they choose to live there.
(Stanwood resident)

Having lived on Orcas Island for 15 years we know how poor the ferry system is. Poor service,
high cost. This should be the very last choice, if it is even considered as a temporary fix.

We don't want mainland traffic heve - our roads on Whidbey Island are already too crowded.
New Auto Ferry Service North Whidbey to Camano island: “Reject This” {Cont.}

Foot ferry only or we draw peninsula-bound traffic off 1-3 & across both islands
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Ferries are mote costly over the long run - a toll on a bridge would pay for itsclf - a ferry never
pays for itself '

No more ferries.

Camano & Stanwood are too congested to handle additional tratfic.

Camano Island traffic cannot sustain the impact of being a quick-easy passage to Whidbey Island.
We have already said we don't want fo be the thoroughfare-connector. Why aren’t we being
listened to?

Camano Istand roads have no room...

NO.

Camano residents would reject.

NO FERRIES

Add passenger only ferry from Camano to Coupeville and Qak Larbor (or from Stanwood).
Would just put the congestion elsewhere; namely SR 532 and the Mark Clark Bridge which are
congested already. Would ruin the quiet T have come to enjoy.

Would require 4 lane hishway across Camano Island; new Mark Clark Bridge and widening of
main street through Stanwood to make it work. Many homes and commercial properties
disrupted.

With a 2 lane road now off and on to Camano Island, this would be a stapid idea.

Merely a stop gap.

No wayl!

W have enough cars; hopefully Thorn will fight this as he rejects quiek growth.

I moved here from the Kirkland, Redmond area; in an attempt {o get away from the crowding and
traffic congestion. I am adamantly opposed to bringing morc congestion through Camano.
Camano Island has a major traffic constriction now {one 2 lane road on/off the island). Putting
movre traffic onto the island via bridge or ferry would mean major road expansion and destruction
of present rural environment. Use existing SR 20 corridor to get tratfic off/on Whidbey Island.
The use of auto ferries adds time constraints (meeting schedules), also weather constraints (high
winds/ tides). Ferries don't run all night.

Would cause terrible traffic problems.

Doubt Camano residents would welcome more traffic.

Not acceptable if I'm going to Seaftle - then Clinton-Mukilteo is still the best way.

Too slow, 2

Already too crowded on Camano Island.

Camano Island has its own rapidly developing traffic congestion problems. Growth continues
with nio DOT plans ($$$) to improve (widen) highways/Mark W. Clark bridge or resolve traffic
congestion within Stanwood area. Dumping Whidbey sland traffic into essentially rural
roadways is not the answer.

Camano Island has ils own rapidly developing traffic problems and cannot be considered as a
solution to Whidbey island’s traffic woes.

Camano is too rural to add a main highway through it.

Private citizen couldnt make it work, why should tax meney be used to create a service that has
shown no need?

New Auto Ferry Service North Whidbey to Camano Island: “Reject This” {Cont.)

Would be extremely expensive / would impact environment, private property, and forest tand,
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No matter how you cut it, it is cheaper to drive from Oak Harbor than take a ferry.

Rural, forestry and sensitive lands should be protected. This needs to be the top priovity. There is
110 good reason to encourage a Seatfle/ Everett commute from Whidbey Island.

Toe much impact on Camano and its already heavy traffic through Stanwood to access [-5.
Never on time/ or always have to wait in linc.

Anything that aggravates Camano’s own traffic problem should be avmd et

The Hwy. 532 corridor has vush hour problems now.

No - I can’t see transit/ roads expanding there: It's an island tool... and rural.

Camano Island should not be part of Tsland County,

Langley to Carmano [sland to mainland is a better idea.

This oplion wowld be OK for a small nuimber of cars.

1 low about all the traffic on Camano Island bridge and #5327

NO! We are nol a slepping stone.

Except an emergency ferry in case of carthquake or bombing of bridge.

Camano road systems madequate - adding traffic from Whidbey irresponsible.

Camana lsland to Stanwood to I-5 already has traffic saturation. Take No. Whidbey some place
else please, but not Camano or Stanwood, Do not route Whidbey traffic through Camano Island.
I would rather drive than take the ferry.

This would be a disaster. We alrcady have enough traffic!

Why??

Let’s not place Whidbey’s transportation problems on Camano’s roads and residents. Nope.

“No 'D"pinion” Comments:

No séfely landing area.

"No Answer” Comments:

Should Camano be part of Skagit or Sncheomish Couniy vs. Island County?
A passenger ferry is what's required.
Why!

Add new Auto Ferry Service & Facilities
North Whidbey to Stanwood or other Mainland Locations
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"“"Prefer This” Comments:

Think Stanwood areas around Twin City Foods weould be good location for passenger ferry site -
dredge both passages to allow access to Port Susan or Skagit Bays.

Can join SKAT, Island Transit and Snobomish easily.

Growing community with Medical, Recreativnal and Expanding Cultural Shopping Arcas.
Would cut the commute by road way down.

Whalt's wrong with Strawberry Point - Conway ferry? Possibly it is more cost effective than
bridge? ' :

Can disperse from here either N, 5., or to Camano.

Good tourism possible benefits,

Road expansion would serivusly impact some conumercial areas.

SR 532 already has heavy volume of traffic all 7 miles to 1-5.

Auto ferry connection this route preferable to ferry to Camaro to avoid severe congestion thru
Camano island & Stanwood.

If a new ferry is considered it should by all means gu to Stanwood.

Can connect to public transit.

Stanwood would be perfect to 1-5.

{Conunercial boost to these areas.

Stanwood doclc for public transit.

Stanwood is growing quickly and would be ideal location for an additional state ferry dock along
the channel, which would obviously necd to be dredged.

Ieleal to nerease Stanwood’s business district,

This would be shortest time to implement, and requiring least road improvement, when measured
from I-5. ferry cross to Gak Harbor or Coupeville.

We would only have the same problems with the ferries: long waits, traffic j jam and a new place to
have an accident.

We do not need to have increased problems with Washington ferries (bureaucracy and the
Maritime Union).

An excellent idea.

Would climinate slow Camano road across.

This needs 1o be considered, but equally impertant is the need to have it tied in with a modern
systom of public transit.

Excellent idea N. Whidbey to Stanwood.

Better access to I-5.

GREAT IDEAIN

In addition to new auto ferry and facilitics, would like to have passenger only ferrics to Seattle &
elsewhere (Le. Everett).

Sounds great. Stanwood needs something like this.

Some road improvements required

Best'option for a new ferry service.

Add new Auto Fetrry Service & Facilities

Ferry North Whidbey to Stanwood or Mainland: “Prefer This” (Cont.)
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May offer the most bang for the buck, and preserve the environmental/ rural feel of Whidbey
Island.

Reduces road travel of over 40 miles. Would expedite traffic to south HL“}uT'kd from North Whidbaey,
Reduce Clinton traffic.

Would preserve Camano’s rural atmosphere besl.

We think it would be better to route traffic to Stanwoaod rather than Camano, because traffic to &
from Camano is already increasing,

This is most acceptable for immediate implementation.

Depends where terminal would be and only “small” ferry service. Terminal in Quk Harbor OK -
not maybe base used. (Sic)

Passenger ferry for Everett Boeing maybe.

Creat / logrcal idea - saves lives! / saves resources [/ saves Bime [/ scaplane base to Stanwood area
= a natural.

Whichever ferry service is casiost and loast cost,

“Worth Considering” Comments:

Locate east of Coupeville.

Cnly worth considering if people want to go to Stanwood or Camano--I've lived on Whidbey
Island 14 years and have never been to either place.

How about ferry from Strawberry Point to Conway?

Wouldn't ferry service ultimately be much cheaper than building a bridge!?

Identified alternatives are a good starting point. Evaluatic-n should ook at all cqually without
respect to cost .

People wha Hve on Whidbey Island chose it for its rural chavacter and natural beanty. | belicve the
ferry servicehelps 1o preserve thal characler best.

Not to LaConner - too far north of 1-5 corridor, not much gained destination-wise from present
bridge,

Won't cut travel time very much due to load/ unload and slower speed and drives too.

But puts congestion om SR 532 throuph Stanwood which is already congested.

Would ruin the small towmn feel of Slanwood.

If must be, a far bettor alternative than from any part of Camano.

Stay north of Slanwoeod or down by Arlington - leave the Camano, Stanwood area alone.
Shorteuts long commuters (but how many felks really go that way? I'iscally unviable probably.
Last choice after new bridge, bridges to Camano & Fir Island, new anto forry, avto forry o
Camano options.

Would require more dreedging to make a channel,

Only it passenger only ferry.

This cost would be covered by regular users. More realistic than bridges.

Good alternative to bridges.

Believe Saratoga Passage is too deep to bridge economically.

Ferry North Whidbey to Stanwood or Mainland: “Worth Considering”™ (Cont.)
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Which would be more economical to do - bridges or fetry - considering purchase of land, ferry,
building supplics and new/improved roadways to and from these new constructions.

Worth considering only if bridge alternatives are not feasible.

Under no circumstances should a passenger ferry be considered. Fven with connecting bus lincs, a
passenger ferry would not reduce congestion on existing SR 20 corridor accesses.

This may improve the 2 major users (1) NAS Whidbey, (2) Navy Everett.

This connects the Navy and Oak Harbor most directly to the Navy and Everett. The only option
I'd consider.

What other mainland locations?

Would divert traffic from NAS, away from Deception Pass.

Possibly useful, but no practical long term solution until transportation issues linked to land use
planning. Any improvement listed would onty result in more problems in the I-5 corridor. Any
increase in traffic capacity would only result in increased growth.

Would be a feasible option for a ferry. Dredging would have fo be done for a fm'ry North of
Slanwood proper on Skagit Bay. Traffic congestion would still be a problem for [-5 thru
Stanwood, Possible Fir [sland from Conway would be a good spot for easy ferry access, minimal
impacl.

Good help to get to 1-5. 1If a ferry is the answer this will help relieve SR 20 and mid-island traftic.
Will help relieve ferry congestion.

Would be the best route for ferries as it would allow quicker access to -5 both north and south
bound.

Better for direct access to I-5.

This option appears to duplicate the North Whidbey to Camano Island opfion.

Frefer a bridge but a ferry would be better than nothing,

“Rejact This” Comments:

Ferry service should be avoided here and elsewhere when a bridge option is available.

Ferry service here would add burden to SR523 bebween Camano and 1-5, noting in particular the
unsafe nature of traffic to/ from terry landings.

Eyesore, disruptive to Stanwood community. Potential émpact to wetlands.

- Camano Island to Stanwood to I-5 already has (raffic saluration. Take No. Whidbey some place
else please, but not Camano or Stanwood. Do not route Whidbey fraffic to/through Stanwoed.
Ferries are too unreliable, limited to tidal schedules and limited in size and number,

I would rather drive than wait for a ferry.

Consider foot ferries to either location, not auto ferries; foot forry to Stanwoeod would avoid
necessity of county road access and bottleneck of Mark Clark Bridge. State Hwy. access would be
ideal.

NG

Merely a stop gap.

NO - #532 to [-5 overloaded now.

Cost too much and people won't use it if they can cross a bridge for [ree.

Ferry North Whidbey to Stanwood or Mainland: “Reject This” (Cont.}
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The use of auto ferries adds time constraints {meeting schedules), also weather constraints (high
winds/ tides). Ferrics don't ran all night.

Foot ferries only.,

5iill not as good as passenger ferries.

Costs too much for traffic it could catrry.

I dislike the ferry system wilh a PASSION!! My opinion is not limited to just service to or from
Whidbcey Island but to the forry systom as a whole; fares continue to rise. There is NO alternatives,
long waits occur just as demands Increase, cancellations due to weather cor tides [eave you
stranded, schedules are mblexible, unsafe driving conditions are instilled as drivers rush to catch
Lheir ferries and night-time travel is impossible because the ferries do not run late at night.

We have too much traffic in Stanwood and Camano Island as if is!

I should not have to pay to solve their problems - espeelally when they choose to live there,
{Stanwood resident)

NO. The State can't handle what it has now. Besides, youwait in line. Why??7?

Route is over poor wintertime road and past school with 20 mph speed limit.

Would only encourage comnmuters and cause decline in our standard of living. Development and
growth of Whidbey island shounld NOT be encouraged.

Skagit Bay is an important estuary for wildlife. This is not an environmentally responsible choice.
With continucd growth in Stanwood roads are full.

MNO.

No infrastructure on Camane Island to support any ferry.

A bridge can be built to include mass transit compared to a ferry,

Cost of ferries continues lo escalate and is labor intensive.

A ferry does not accommodate an emergency vehicle in same ranner as a bridge.

532 is nut capable of handling Camano/Stanwood growth and provide a convenient answer for
Whidbey Island's traffic. 532 [-5 interchange is ugly already! Previous DOT studies have
identified this interchange as high volume.

These shouald not even be an option! They are rural communilies. Why should any of these people
have to deal with the pollution, noise and unsightly view of a road and bridge for the convenienee
of people that come and go to the city when the Island would be changed forever because of it?
No roads.

Except an cmergeney terry in case of carthquake or bombing of bridgoe,

Otters and whales are alveady suffering as are the [ish & other sea creatures - enough with the
ferries already. '

Forries are more costly over the long run - a toll on a bridge wowld pay {or ilself - a [erry never
pays for itself

Add passenger only ferry from Camano to Coupeville and Oak Harbor {or from Stanwooed).
Slanwood already has traffic problems on main street. Where do the cars go after they reach 157
Not acceptable if I'm going to Scattle - then Clinton-Mukilteo is still the best way.

No matter how you cut it, it is cheaper to drive from Qak llarbor than take a forry.

Prefer bridges, the ferry system would be too slow travel wise when I'm tryving to make the bus.
{Bus commuter - Stanwood to Scattle)

Ferry North Whidbey to Stanwood or Mainland: “Reject This" {Cont.}
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No - ferry fares too high, unreliable, long lines. Costs the commuter, not free. Need free access to
mainland. '

Support only if ferry would go to Seattle.

Having lived on Oreas Island for 15 years we know how poor the ferry system is. Poor service,
high cost. This should be the very last choice, if it is even considered as a temporary fix.

We don't want mainland traffic “passing through” here - Whidbey Island roads are already too
crowded.

No more ferries.

Why?

Private citizen couldn’t make it work, why should tax money be used to creale a service thal has
shown no need? _

No one here wants to get to Stanwood.

NOI

“No Qpinion” Comments:

Too hard to keep the channcls open due 1o the mud in the flats.

“No Answer” Comments:

Travel ime/ arvival time reliability.
Walk on, passenger only.

MeClure Consulting
120



Novrth Whidbey Ivland Access Feasibifity Study — Public Owireach Swvey & Key Person Imterviews

Appendix D - Brochure & Questionnaire
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The Progress of Change on a State Transportation Project

Travelars & WaDOT Cotnmunity Analyza Communlty
Input j ’ Input , .
| sed Bosicnt D!;ﬁ ;c?s;?br;gﬁ fangs o Elxahrsis 2:2&1 |
Gﬂ;ﬁm hlitgg;l Zﬂd solutions ll}:e;:iﬂ?zs t feasible solutions . Purchase Right-of-Way
. ' [ +
acciaent risk tn;?é counts Selection of :
A e prefered  pS Start Construstion
altemativia” :

Are Fhere feasible solutions for inereasing
vehisle eapacily froms Mocth Whidbey Trland
to dhe Mainland?

& Hen-Traditional '
Expanded Ferry

Work Hours Hew or Expanded h
@ Trﬁﬂpfwemanl;s Bridge Servies
UPDATE COMPLETED MARCH 1999 STUDY COMPLETED JUNE 19599

Measuring the Success of the Access Feasihilily Study

The different agencies working on the access feasibility study
will be using criteria called “Measures of Effectiveness” to
compare altematives. You can help them do this by “voting”
for what is important to you (use form on facing pages). You .
have up to 10 votes to cast any way you want. You can pick complete form on facing page
10 different items that are important to you and give each a
single vote, you can use all 10 votes on a single item, or-any
combination you choose. To vote, simply write the number
of votas in the boxes ... remember to limit yourself {0 a total

of 10 votes, MoeChire Congufiing
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SR 20 Baseline Information

The North Whidbey Istand Access Feasibility
Study will use the following information
to ovaluate access allermatives

v Traffic Volume
Current traffic counts*
{actuaf counts Laken Auguet arnd October, 1998}
Seasonal Auctuations

Tourist vs. Commuter traveler counts
{from SIRTEO Survey Aprdl, 1993)

Traffic forecasts#*

{irom Isfard & Skagit County Comprefensive
Flans ard from 5006 Modef Updade)

k]

/ Safety Racord

1986: WSDOT designates SR 20 as High
Accident (1992-95 data)

199G: Safety Improvements List
develaped for SR 20

1998: Comparison of 1995-97 safety
data¥*

v Profile Usage of Deception Pass
Bridge

Current traffic capaclty

Impediments to traffic flow:
Landmark Attraction
Pedestrlans
Stop & Walk Traffic

Origin-Destination Data
(trom SIRTPC Survey April 1998}

+ Washington State Ferries Service
(For periad 1998 — 2018)

Planned increase in Mukilteo « Clinton
Service tied to Mukilteo dock expansion

——— A

* datz compied as part of this profect

Input from citizens will be presanted to the
Technlcal and Pollcy Steering Committees. The
Policy Steering Committee will then determine
the 3-4 most promising aftematives far further
analysis by the Narth Whidboy Access
Feasihility Shudy Teamnt.

Tochnical  Policy Steering
Committoo Committes
Island County

Island County

Tty of Qak Harbsar

Town of Coupeaville

Clty of Langley

Island Transit

Whidbey Naval Air Station
Skagit/Istand RPTO

v
v

S

Skagit County

Skagit County
Skagit Council of
Governments
Skagit Translt
Skagit/Island RTPO
Swinomish Tribe

LU S U

v

Snohomish CountyfOther Regional

Puget Sound Regional
CounellfSnoharish
County Tomomow

City of Mukitteo

City of Stanwood

Community Transit

Snohomish County

Zound Transit

CTARSASXN

State

Deapt, of Transportation
Washington State Ferries
Department of Fish

and Wildlire
Deceplion Pass State Park

AR

TS 8K

Federal

Envircnmental Protection
Agency
Army Corps of Enginears

AN
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Appendix E — Survey Distribution Partners & Placements

SR20 North Whidbey Island Access Feasibility Study

Survey DHstribution Participants

Financial Women Intsmnational

Fricnds of the Langley Library

Amabear Radin Emergency Service
American Association of University Women
American Legion George Motris Post
American Red Cross

Association of Naval Avialion

Camano Chamber of Commeyen
Cilizens for Quality Commumnity
Citizens on Patrel, City of Oal [Tarbor
Clinton Community Foum

The Coealition

Cnupeville Pestival Association

C.P.0O. Spouses

12.A 1L, Governor Tsaac Stevens Chapior
Eriends of the Oak Iarbor Library
Genealogy Club of South Whidbey
Greenbank Artists

Islandd Classic Muslang Chalr

Iskand County Amalenr Radio Claly
Island County,/W .S Beach Watchors
Island Districl Econ Developmoent Couneil
Eliwanis Club of South Whidboy
Langley Communily Club

League of Women Volers

M.A DD, of Island Counly

MNavy Wives Club #1350

North Whidbey Lions Cluly

Nurth Whidbey Sunrise Rolary

MNovember 10, 1398

zk Harbor Garden Clieb

(lak liarbor Lions

Crak 1farbor Rotary

OrdeHfellows

Orddfellows Rebekah Lodee

Chapter #26 Order of the Hastern Star
TPony Mailing

Praivie Centor Health Clinie

Retired Officers Assneiation

Sea Scout Ship 63

Shrine Club of Whidbey Island
Soroptimist Infernational of Coupeville
Suroptimist Infernational of Oak Hazbor
Soroptimist International of South Whidbey
South Whidbey Garden Club

South Whidbey Island Rotary Club

55 HHH

Whidbey Audobon Socicty

Whidbey Cruiscrs

Whidbey Environmental Action Network
Whidbey Island Bassmasters

Whidbey Island Computer Socicty
Whidbey Island Court, Order of Amaranih
Whidbey Island Slamyp Club

Whidbey Island Masonic Lodge #15
Whidbey Playhouse

Women of St. Hubert's Catholic Church
Youth Dynamics

MeClure Conaulting
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SR20 North Whidbey 1sland Access Feasibility Study

Survey Placements

" As of November 10}, 1998

Information packets and questionnaires will be available at local post offices, libraries, city halls,
Chambers of Commerce and other community locations throughout Whidbey 1sland and Western
Skagit County, including:

NAS Whidbey

Swinomish Tribal Center

Camango
Island

Clinton
Cnnwa}f

Coupeville

Freeland

Greenbank

La Conner

County Annex
Utsalady Store

TPost Office
Post Office

City Hall

Library

Post Office

County Courthouse

Library
Poat Mfice
Chamber of Commerce

Post Office

City Hall

Library

Post Office

Chambor of Commerce

Langley

Mt. Vernon

Oak Harbor

Stanwood

City Hall

Library

Post Office

Chamber of Commerce

County Courthouse

Library

City Hall

Past Office

Chamber of Commerce
“Chocolates for Breakfast”
Senior Center of Cak Harbor
Safeway '

City Hall

Library

Post Office

Chamber of Commerce
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