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STUDY PURPOSE 
Environmental impacts have weathered the Magnolia Bridge. We perform regular maintenance 
and frequent inspections on the bridge to ensure it is safe to use. However, in the long-term, 
we’ll need a replacement. In 2002, we identified more than 20 options. Ultimately, the 
community's desire drove the decision for an in-kind replacement south of the existing bridge. 
Unfortunately, we haven’t obtained funding to complete the design and construct it. The Levy to 
Move Seattle included funding to use the recommendations from the 2002 replacement study as 
a basis for identifying a lower-cost alternative that maintains a similar level of service similar for 
current traffic conditions and to draft a Magnolia Bridge Planning Study (planning study). 

Once a lower-cost alternative is identified, it will be presented alongside the cost and traffic 
analysis of the in-kind replacement selected through the 2002 Magnolia Bridge Study. This study 
creates a foundation for making decisions on next steps for funding and design. 
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Outreach Overview 
Outreach prior to June helped inform an Emergency Transportation Response Plan should one 
or more bridges to Magnolia be closed and identify possible lower-cost replacement 
alternatives. This summary focuses on June outreach to help rank the resulting 3 lower-cost 
alternatives and related components and to inform the planning study. The planning study will 
also update cost estimates and traffic data for the in-kind replacement. 

Our outreach objective was to work closely with the Magnolia community to understand their 
mobility needs as we move forward in determining the best alternative solution for the aging 
Magnolia Bridge. In June 2018, we hosted 4 drop-in sessions to share the history of the bridge, 
provide information about the planning study, introduce the three possible lower-cost 
alternatives, introduce the components that make up each of the three alternatives, and gather 
feedback on the community’s most and least preferred alternative and most and least preferred 
component. We also handed out comment cards and a link to the project email address to 
attendees for open-ended feedback.  

In addition to the 4 drop-in sessions, we also launched an online open house and survey from 
June 13 – July 1, 2018. The online open house provided the same information as the drop-in 
sessions. The survey asked for demographic information to help us assess how inclusive our 
outreach was, participants travel habits, and alternatives and components rankings. The survey 
also provided an opportunity for open-ended feedback. 

We promoted the events through local news sources and blogs including Queen Anne & 
Magnolia News, Seattle Times, the Magnolia Community Council (MCC), the project listserv, and 
the project webpage. We posted flyers throughout the community and shared information 
through the SDOT and MCC Facebook pages, respectively. For a full list of notifications and 
locations, please see Appendix A.  

The information gathered from these outreach events will be used in the alternatives analysis 
phase. Participant feedback is summarized in the following sections of this report. For a 
complete list of comments received, please see Appendices C-F.  

DROP-IN SESSIONS 
On June 12 and June 21, 2018, we hosted drop-in sessions for the Magnolia Bridge Planning 
Study project at Uptown Espresso (3223 W McGraw St) in Magnolia. The meetings were from 8 
AM to 10 AM.  

On June 14 and June 20, 2018, we hosted evening drop-in sessions at Magnolia Park Parking Lot 
(1461 Magnolia Blvd W) in Magnolia. The meetings were from 5 PM to 7 PM. 

We selected event locations for high visibility, and we held events over a period of two weeks to 
encourage as much participation as possible. 
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Stations 
The materials associated with each station are listed below. (The full display boards, handouts, 
project business cards, and comment cards are listed in Appendix B.) 

• SDOT sign-in table 
o Welcome board – sign-in sheets, handouts, project business cards, comment 

cards 
• SDOT Magnolia Bridge Planning Study boards 

o History of Magnolia Bridge board – history and background of the Magnolia 
Bridge 

o Description of the 3 alternatives board – graphical representations of each 
alternative and the components in each 

o Description of the 10 components board – graphical representations and 
descriptions of each component 

o Traffic analysis board – travel time analysis of current conditions versus each 
proposed alternative 

o Comparison chart board – criteria for alternatives analysis along with preliminary 
results of the 3 alternatives 

o Alternatives feedback activity board – graphical representation of the 3 
alternatives with space for participants to rank them using their green and red 
dots 

o Components feedback activity board - graphical representation of the 
components with space for participants to rank them using their green and red 
dots 

• Aerial map table – Magnolia neighborhood aerial map for reference 

Attendance 
A total of 277 people signed in at the 4 drop-in sessions.  Registration totals for each session are 
outlined as follows: 

• June 12, Uptown Espresso: 74 
• June 14, Magnolia Park Parking Lot: 110 
• June 20, Magnolia Park Parking Lot: 42 
• June 21, Uptown Espresso: 51 
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Photographs 

 

FIGURE 1: PROJECT MANAGER WES DUCEY ANSWERS QUESTIONS AT THE ALTERNATIVES TABLE 

 

FIGURE 2 - CONSULTANT LISA REID ANSWERS TECHNICAL QUESTIONS ABOUT THE ALTERNATIVES 
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Feedback Boards 
Each drop-in session featured feedback boards with space for participants to rank the 
alternatives and components using colored dots: green for most important and red for least 
important. Photos of these boards as well as summary tables are available in Appendix C. The 
comparison of rankings among the lower-cost alternatives are in the “Results” section. 

ONLINE OPEN HOUSE AND SURVEY 
On June 13, 2018 an online open house and survey launched at 
magnoliabridge.participate.online. The survey closed Sunday, July 1, 2018 and included 3 
sections:  

• About You – travel and commute habits 
• Alternatives Survey – ranking most and least important alternative and component(s) 
• Demographic Survey – open-ended comments and participant demographic information 

186 respondents took the survey. The full questions and results for each of these sections are 
available in Appendix F. A summary of responses is included below in the “Results” section. 

RESULTS 
Both the drop-in sessions and online survey solicited feedback on the lower-cost alternatives 
and components. While the focus of outreach was to get feedback on possible lower-cost 
replacement alternatives, most participants made it clear their preferred alternative was an in-
kind replacement. Many hesitated to rank the alternatives because they did not want feedback to 
be construed as support for a lower-cost one. Staff requested feedback on their preferred 
alternative via comment cards and the open-ended comment box on the online survey. Staff also 
encouraged participants to learn more about the other options to help better inform the final 
planning study. For those willing to participate, Alternative 1: Armory Bridge, etc. and 
Component 5B: W Armory Way Bridge ranked the highest of the 3 lower-cost options. Those 
living along Thorndyke and near the intersection of Halliday and Thorndyke, areas directly 
adjacent to Alternative 1 and Component 5B, shared concerns centered around quality of life and 
property investments. 

Drop-In Sessions 
As noted above, we asked participants to rank the lower-cost alternatives as most important and 
least important. The total number of stickers (votes) for most important (green) and least 
important (red) were totaled for each drop-in session and are shown in the graph below.  
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Attendees ranked Alternative 1 highest among the lower-cost alternatives with a total of 96 
votes. 

 

Attendees ranked Component 5B as most important with a total of 105 votes.  
NOTE: Component 5A was mislabeled on the display board and therefore received only one vote. 
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Online Survey 
Results of the online survey varied slightly from the feedback activity presented at the 4 drop-in 
sessions. We asked participants of the survey to rank the alternatives and components from 
most important to least important.  

 

Survey respondents ranked Alternative 1 highest among the lower-cost alternatives with a total 
of 104 votes.  

The graph below shows the components survey respondents ranked as most important.  

 

Survey respondents ranked Component 5B ranked as most important with a total of 94 votes. 
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What We Heard 
Below are key themes and questions from the comments we received. We received written 
comments through drop-in sessions, through the online survey, and via email can be found in 
their entirety in Appendix D, E and G. Personal information has been removed.  
 

• The majority of the Magnolia community who participated want the in-kind replacement 
of the Magnolia Bridge  

• Alternative I and Component 5B ranked highest  
• There is concern that implementing Component 5B W Armory Way Bridge would reduce 

parking and access to nearby residences, as well as increase light and noise pollution
• Based on current conditions and experiences, many participants did not feel W Dravus St 

could be improved to a level that would support the additional trips  
• Many believed emergency response times would be slowed with the 3 lower-cost 

alternatives  
• Some felt we did not fully understand the diminished accessibility of Magnolia during 

inclement weather, and they were not clear that the alternatives could provide secure 
access during these times 

• Some participants asked if we’d considered a Local Improvement District (LID) or tolling 
to secure funding 

The Magnolia Community Council created a community survey to solicit feedback from the 
community. This survey was not City or SDOT-led. The results of this survey in Appendix H. 
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Appendix A: Notifications 
Flyer 

 
Distributed to the following locations on June 7, 2018

• Uptown Espresso, 3223 W McGraw St 
• Magnolia Community Center, 2550 34th 

Ave W 
• Seattle Public Library - Magnolia Branch, 

2801 34th Ave W 
• Metropolitan Market, 3830 34th Ave W 
• QFC, 1600 W Dravus St 
• Alberstons, 2550 32nd Ave W 
• Niko’s Gyros, 2231 32nd Ave W 
• Serendipity Café, 3222A W McGraw St 

• Our Lady of Fatima Parrish, 3218 W Barrett 
St 

• Our Lady of Fatima Parrish School, 3301 W 
Dravus St 

Distributed to the following organizations on 
June 4, 2018 

• Queen Anne & Magnolia News 
• Magnolia Voice 
• Magnolia Community Council
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Listserv Update 

 

This listserv was sent to all emails subscribed to the project listserv on June 1, 2018. Subscribe here. 

https://el2.envirolytical.com/registration/form/29973
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Appendix B: Drop-In Session Materials 
Display Boards 
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Handouts 
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Comment Cards 
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Appendix C: Feedback Boards 
Components Ranking 

 
FIGURE 1 - FEEDBACK BOARD FOR REMAINING COMPONENTS, JUNE 12 

 
FIGURE 2 - FEEDBACK BOARD FOR REMAINING COMPONENTS, JUNE 14 
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FIGURE 3 - FEEDBACK BOARD FOR REMAINING COMPONENTS, JUNE 20 

 
FIGURE 4 - FEEDBACK BOARD FOR REMAINING COMPONENTS, JUNE 21 

[Note: The same feedback board was used for June 20 and June 21. The votes were recorded 
independently.] 
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Component 5B, which is included in Alternative I and provides a new access point, was most 
important (105 total votes) among all 4 drop-in sessions. 

 

 

Component 3 (56 total votes) was the least important over the 4 drop-in sessions. 

 

 

Date Components Ranked as Most Important Across all Drop-In Sessions 
1 2A 3 5A 5B 7 8 10 

June 12 1 0 2 0 23 0 0 2 
June 14 2 0 4 0 36 0 0 2 
June 20 5 2 3 0 28 0 0 4 
June 21 2 0 0 1 18 0 13 4 

TOTAL 10 0 9 1 105 0 13 12 

Date Components Ranked as Least Important Across all Drop-In Sessions 
1 2A 3 5A 5B 7 8 10 

June 12 5 0 7 0 0 3 0 5 
June 14 9 0 39 0 5 3 1 4 
June 20 6 0 10 0 9 7 3 1 
June 21 10 0 0 1 4 4 2 2 

TOTAL 30 0 56 1 18 17 6 12 
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Alternatives Ranking 

 

FIGURE 5 - FEEDBACK BOARD FOR ALTERNATIVES RANKING, JUNE 12 
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FIGURE 6 – FEEDBACK BOARDS FOR ALTERNATIVES RANKING, JUNE 14 
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FIGURE 7– FEEDBACK BOARDS FOR ALTERNATIVES RANKING, JUNE 20 
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FIGURE 8 - FEEDBACK BOARDS OF ALTERNATIVES RANKING, JUNE 21 

 

Date 
Alternative I Alternative II Alternative III 

Most 
Important 

Least 
Important 

Most 
Important 

Least 
Important 

Most 
Important 

Least 
Important 

June 12 19 9 1 12 1 21 
June 14 27 9 1 32 0 65 
June 20 32 16 3 23 3 35 
June 21 18 2 0 21 0 19 
TOTAL 96 36 5 88 4 140 

Based on all 4 drop-in sessions, Alternative I (96 total votes) was most important and Alternative 
III was least important. 
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Appendix D: Comment Cards – Full Comments 
Note: We provide all comments as submitted/written. We did not edit comments for content or clarity. All 
personally-identifying information has been removed. 

DATE COMMENT QUESTIONS 
June 12 Why is the 1:1 bridge repe. being abandoned? If there’s a 

scheme for bridge access to the marina & cruise ship 
docks, why not think of extending this to rest of the way 
at a later time? Spread out the cost? Where is our 
political representation? SDOT just continues to 
temporize on this issue… 

Why is the 1:1 bridge repe. 
being abandoned?  
If there’s a scheme for 
bridge access to the 
marina & cruise ship 
docks, why not think of 
extending this to rest of the 
way at a later time? Spread 
out the cost? Where is our 
political representation? 

We need better access between Mag Village (Our 
commerce area) and Downtown. Dravus is already over-
extended, as is 15th/Elliot Ave. You will never alleviate the 
traffic between Ballard & Downtown, only exacerbate it. 
The Armour St. bridge is a step in right direction as it is 
closer to Village.  

 

Replace existing bridge - only connect option   
None of the 3 alternatives are accaple. We need the 
Bridge as now in place to be replace. The three 
alternatives will harm this community and totally grid-
hock 15th.  

 

Want Magnolia Bridges to be replaced!   
- What would the configuration of Thorndyke Ave be for 
any of the alternatives 
- If city doesn’t maintain median on Thorndyke, then take 
it out & convert to traffic lane 
- New bike land and parking alignment is unsafe for 
residents exiting driveways 

What would the 
configuration of Thorndyke 
Ave be for any of the 
alternatives 
 

Widening Dravus for 5 blocks in one direction does 
NOTHING to alleviate morning rush hour traffic. As it 
stands now it can take 30-45 min to get from 28th Ave W. 
to 15th Ave W. in rush hour. 
A few yrs. ago when the Emerson St. overpass was 
“fixed” traffic to/from Magnolia was UNBEARABLE!! 
Please review the impact that had on traffic to this 
neighborhood!  

 

The bridge needs to be rebuilt. It moves traffic in a much 
more efficient manner than surface streets. It is already 
difficult to get on and off Magnolia at peak times. Lets 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  32 

 

learn from all the mistakes the transportation 
department has made repeatedly all over the city to date. 
Time to really stop and think and use the taxpayers 
dollars wiser. My taxes pay to maintain the Ballard 
Bridge, Freemont Bridge, Aurora Bridge, Montlake 
Bridge, the University Bridge, etc. I am not OK with the 
city saying they save no money to maintain and rebuild 
the Magnolia Bridge. This is not acceptable.  
Only 1 choice: replace the bridge! With continued 
development on 15th, the idea that 1 bridge can be 
exchanged with a spaghetti bowl of roads all connecting 
to 15th is developing a larger problem. I’m concerned 
about emergency access, busy (metro + school bus) 
access + endless traffic back ups all along 15th. Have you 
all been in Magnolia in the past years! It’s not your 
mother’s Magnolia or Interbay anymore! 15th is being 
developed at a rapid rate. What will happen when light 
rail comes? Develop a plan for funding + building a new 
bridge + stop wasting taxpayer money on subterfuge that 
won’t work in the long run. No alternatives!  

What will happen when 
light rail comes? 

June 14 I just want to be congruent we get a raise in taxes every 
year and the government + sdt wants to avoid replacing 
the bridge. Magnolia traffic + ways of exit would become 
miserable if you remove the bridge. We want a 1 to 1 
replacement. Or a hefty reduction of taxes to 
compensate for the loss of quality of the neighborhood  

 

Magnolia is growing, we need more capacity not less as 
we increase density, add schools and house more people 
in the neighborhood. You have already reduced capacity 
between nickerson/emerson and the 20th dravus 
intersection. Please rebuild the bridge capacity and 
increase the flow at the intersections you have chocked 
down. Don’t sell us a bill of goods by “cost optimizing” at 
a reduced capacity that we will have to pay to increase 
shortly.  

 

As a Magnolia resident, I strongly urge the decision 
makers to choose a 1:1 bridge replacement. I use the 
Magnolia bridge multiple times a day. In addition, I worry 
about the safety and access to the Magnolica community 
without it. Dravus is constantly backed up (and this has 
been made worse by the bike lanes) and widening it is 
not enough to absorb the traffic of residents and and 
others who daily visit (work, transit, etc.) the Magnolia 
community. Please decide on a 1:1 replacement – it is 
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the only thing that makes sense. By the way, I would vote 
for a LID if that was what it took.  
Replace the bridge –   
We must proceed with a 1:1 replacement of the Magnolia 
bridge. The alternatives proposed are not viable options 
for access to the Magnolia Village and our community. 
The Armory bridge alternative will create unacceptable 
congestion on 15th Ave Northbound as all vehicles 
traveling to Magnolia will need to cross over 15th Ave, 
which is already substantially congested without this 
major blocker. Similarly, improvements to Dravus will 
not offset the increased flow if we no longer have the 
Magnolia bridge. This is disconcerting across the board 
for the safety and livelihood of our community. There are 
concerns on so many levels it is just appalling to think 
that the city is even considering going down a path of not 
providing basic infrastructure needs to our community. 
Replace the bridge.  

 

My family has lived in Magnolia the past 13 years and we 
have used the Magnolia bridge as our primary entry + 
exit to the neighborhood this entire time. It does not 
matter the time of day. Dravus is always backed up + 
cannot handle to load of becoming one of two ways 
in/out. The addition of bike lanes to the 
Emerson/Nickerson exit has also limited traffic flow + its 
ability to handle an increased flow. I worry about access 
of emergency vehicles + fire trucks to/from the 
neighborhood as well. From where I live, going Dravus to 
head downtown adds 3-5 mins without traffic and that is 
an unacceptable addition should one of my family 
members or neighbors be rushing to a hospital or a fire 
truck to my home.  

 

How will fire trucks, specifically the ladder trucks from 
Ballard of 4th ave get to Magnolia in an emergency? Also 
redo the study on drains. Magnolia has already been 
hosed on the tunnel & Sound transit, DO NOT close us on 
this too! Replace the bridge. Take the tax money this 
area (zip code) pays for sound transit & put it towards 
paying for the Bridge (As is) replacement. Thanks.  

How will fire trucks, 
specifically the ladder 
trucks from Ballard of 4th 
Ave get to Magnolia in an 
emergency? 

Only 1:1 replacement is acceptable to the community  
All alternatives decrease access to interior of Magnolia – 
BAD 
Not enough info provided – travel times, EMT/police 
times 
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Cost to improve port access should not be included  
1-1 Replacement! There are no alternatives for Magnolia. 
100 million more to replace an awesome bridge is so 
little.  

 

Please fund a 1:1 Replacement. It is imperative for the 
region. Losing the Bridge will create utter chaos & 
backups on Elliot & 15th & the Ballard Bridge. Be creative 
Seattle! There are so many taxes & levies – Make it work! 

 

Will Expedia and Port of Seattle pay for repl. bridge 
shown in Alt I and Alt II? They are the beneficiaries. 
Everything I have seen from SDOT shows 1:1 
replacement from 15th West. What is the cost of the new 
bridge section from Expedia exit, not just a number for 
the entire repl. 
Answering the survey showing only the alternatives, not 
including 1:1 replacement skews the results so 
alternates get better ratings. This is a biased survey.  
Our neighborhood streets won’t support the increased 
traffic as people try to find alternative routes 
Magnolia village businesses depend on easy access. 
Congestion on 15th Ave West as a result of diversion from 
the Hwy99 tunnel, Expedia traffic and population growth 
will approach gridlock.  

Will Expedia and Port of 
Seattle pay for repl. bridge 
shown in Alt I and Alt II? 

Thank you for meeting with us today. My questions are:  
How much will it cost to remove the bridge? 
How much will it cost to build bridge from Port exit to the 
top of Magnolia (end of bridge) 
It is important to get feed back from people who live 
north of Magnolia who sue 15th Ave. They will be 
impacted by the back-up. 
Armory Street is too small to handle traffic. 
 Thorndyke was not designed to handle the additional 
traffic. Our neighbor street twill not support the 
additional traffic.  
I am worried about the businesses in the village. People 
from outside Magnolia will not want to deal with the 
traffic.  

How much will it cost to 
remove the bridge? 
How much will it cost to 
build bridge from Port exit 
to the top of Magnolia (end 
of bridge) 
 

None of the alternatives are preferred! You have been 
able to find money for bike lanes that have congested the 
Emerson egress so now that is not a viable entrance/exit. 
The Magnolia Bridge is the most traveled + easiest route 
on + off Magnolia. You found money for 1st Ave trolley that 
is designed only for tourists. You can find money for the 
bridge to be repaired or replaced. Expedia isn’t even in 
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yet + that will bring 2,000 more people onto Elliott Ave + 
possibly use of the Magnolia Bridge if the employees 
move to Magnolia.  
There is no viable alternative to replacement of the high 
rise part of the bridge. $250 M replaces the low rise part 
of the bridge. Another $100M to replace the entire 
bridge. 

 

Bike lanes @ Emerson + Gilman have clogged thot entry 
to Magnolia by eliminating left turn lanes at Gilman + 
again in front of Café Appassionato… why do bikes need 2 
lanes & gilman? If they stop their 1 lane would be fine + 
left turn lane could come back. At Café Appassionato 
merge bikes onto sidewalk 40 west + left turn lane + That 
intersection would still be there. Before you shift 
Magnolia again fix your other mess ups for our access to 
our homes 

why do bikes need 2 lanes 
& gilman? 

Wrong format for a “meeting” – not right!! No one wants 
alternative!! Put a toll on Bridge to pay extra costs  

 

This forum is not accessible for wheelchairs/ moms w/ 
babies due to location of boards and crowd, so I am 
unable to place dots. Please email me the alternatives.  

 

The alternatives are unacceptable. They lead to more 
through traffic in the neighborhood on streets not 
designed for that capacity; more drive time (what about 
the negative impacts of carbon emission son the 
environment)? People who live in south part of Magnolia, 
including the business district, will have to drive longer, 
circuitous routes. Not to mention EMTs, school busses, 
etc. You need an EIS of NOT replacing the bridge. Also, 
what is being required of Expedia as a corporate citizen 
to contribute to easing the traffic congestion?  

what about the negative 
impacts of carbon 
emissions on the 
environment 

Too many problems with all the alternatives 
Alt. 1 is best but I am very concerned about the width of 
Armory Way to carry all the current traffic + expected 
density increases. 
The intensification of Halladay W. in Thorndyke is poorly 
conceived. It will not handle the volume of traffic + will 
impede existing traffic moving N + South on Thorndyke. 
The Viaduct is the best alternative.  

 

Alternatives are bad and don’t save much. Replace 
bridge 

 

Scope/Schedule/Budget!! Infrastructure investment is 
pretty straightforward. If Seattle wants to be a 21st 
century city, we must invest in infrastructure. Having 
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socialist technologists make these decisions is complete 
waste of resources! Layout on the alternatives with 
costs/benefits expected useful life of each, then debate 
the merits of each. It is apparent that required due 
diligence has not been conducted. SDOT is a massively 
failed entity with a trunk record of missed 
objectives/deadlines/budget overruns.  
IN KIND 
TLDR 
FREE MAGNOLIA 
NO BRDIGE WE SECEDE 

 

Replace with a new bridge!  
To check if Dravus only will work, shut the bridge for a 
day and have 911 vehicles attempt to get in & out to 
south end of Magnolia during the day 
Other options using Thorndyke would mean removal of 
the bikes lanes to walk. What a waste of money 
How about replacing the bridge + tax drivers like the 520 
We should probably also consider replacing the entire 
city council who don’t have the population of Seattle as a 
priority. They are very short sighted about spending the 
tax payers money 
Basically none of the options I have been shown would 
work  

How about replacing the 
bridge + tax drivers like the 
520 
 

June 20 Reducing access points from 3 to 2 should not even be 
under consideration. Magnolia Bridge is the only reliable 
way in and out of Magnolia – Dravus and Emerson were 
not as easy even before the additional development + 
bike lanes made them more congested. Armory Way 
bridge is best of presented alternatives but there is no 
easy way for traffic to flow once it gets across bridge – 
look at a map, no streets south of the proposed bridge 
connect to 28th and are also offset at 28th – will turn 
Boston into defacto arterial b/c it is the first street way 
that actually connects. Will also drive more traffic onto 
Dravus, which is already problematic as arterial, and the 
section at 30th Ave W between Dravus and Barrett 
CANNOT handle additional traffic (I have no idea why it 
was ever designated an arterial in the first place). In 
short, I’m not opposed to a new bridge in a different 
location but the street grid and geography/topography in 
Magnolia makes any proposed alternate route VERY 
problematic!  
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We need a 3rd entry point to Magnolia. Alternative 1 would 
do this I think.  

 

Are you really interested in feedback? If so, NONE of 
these alternatives is acceptable. The new bridges lead to 
small residential streets. There are no connections to 
arterials.  
Solution: Replace the Magnolia Bridge at its current 
location. Nothing currently proposed makes sense.  

Are you really interested in 
feedback? 

I understand the large bridge up the hill may not be 
rebuilt. I believe that is a serious mistake to not connect 
component 1 and 10 so people can get to the Magnolia 
Bridge.  
A better way to say this would be Alternative 2 with 
component 10.  

 

Verify date of traffic data 
Why no improvement to Emerson bridge? 
Capacity of Emerson has been reduced due to bike lanes 
(bike lanes = good) 
Why not build a more “small bridge” that is only sized for 
(2 lanes) cars (no trucks, busses) 
Save old bridge for bikes & pedestrian only 

Why no improvement to 
Emerson bridge? 
Why not build a more 
“small bridge” that is only 
sized for (2 lanes) cars (no 
trucks, busses) 
 

The Armory Bridge will decrease property values, add 
noise and other pollution. The traffic on Dravis is already 
terrible with the new bike lanes and new condos. No 
matter what else is done Dravis needs to be expended. 
Preference is to replace the Magnolia Bridge. Without 
replacing Magnolia Bridge property values will go down 
drastically and businesses will be discouraged to 
move/stay in Magnolia.  

 

What solutions will be given to everyone who has 
suffered lowering of property values? 
- What have you been doing the last decade+? How have 
you not found a way to replace the bridge from one of 
your biggest tax bases?  

What solutions will be 
given to everyone who has 
suffered lowering of 
property values? 
What have you been doing 
the last decade+? How 
have you not found a way to 
replace the bridge from 
one of your biggest tax 
bases? 

Thank you for hosting this meeting. I wish some of my 
neighbors were more polite.  

 

Factor in Emergency Response time frames for each 
option. 
Combine option – Galer + Armory.  
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Don’t see any given options practical solution, therefore I 
would love to see total replacement of the Magnolia 
Bridge. Understand it would be more expensive, but it 
would be much longer sustained solution to the fast 
growing city. Thanks 

 

Alternative 3 
Concern 
Dravus is not steep and not safe when snow falls 
 - existing bridge is not as steep & well sanded/salted so 
safer 

 

June 21 Only viable option is a 1:1 replacement. Think long term. 
Cheaper solutions aren’t acceptable and won’t serve the 
community. Thank you! 

 

One of the alternatives presented should have been the 
1:1 replacement. It was very clear at the Magnolia 
Community Mtg on May 21st. That was one preferred 
alternative to those living + working in Magnolia. Not 
having the 1:1 replacement as an option to vote on was 
ridiculous! None of the other alternatives are acceptable 
as they would create conjestion to Magnolia streets, such 
as Thorndyke + they cannot handle that amount of traffic. 
The Magnolia Bridge 1:1 replacement is my vote. It’s the 
“only” direct route to Magnolia without a lot of 
conjestion. Dravus + Emerson are baked up every day. 
The added bike lanes to Emerson have ruined that 
access point. 
If cost is an issue, consider this = adding a toll, getting 
Federal $, only replacing slope of bridge that seismically 
needs it -        one part. Kit Loo was in a discussion on 
this option w/ an architect who attended.  

 

Please consider the following: 
In-kind replacement is what Magnolians prefer. Consider 
just replacing the west rise up to Magnolia if that is 
where the major issues are. Do we need to replace entire 
span? 
With Armory Alt. consider all infrastructure 
improvements to Magnolia; the bikes lanes added to 
Thorndyke + Emerson have really backed up traffic on 
Dravus + Emerson. Emerson is highly impacted by 
Ballard Bridge as well.  
Think about merge from Emerson to 15th  
Consider the return – left turn to Armory – this will back 
up 15th. North bound + block turning into whole foods 
shopping center. 

Do we need to replace 
entire span? 
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Southbound. Armory will back up considerably for a red 
light controlled intersection. Include a merge (no light) 
lane on to 15th.  
- Consider impact to residences on –  
Condon 
Thorndyke 
- Consider impact to businesses 
Animal shelter 
Whole Foods 
1 to 1 replacement is required. None of the available 
options are sufficient. SDOT took away 1 lane for 1 block 
over Emerson street at the railroad tracks. Now we have 
30 minute back ups regularly. No one of these options 
will work to replace 1) The main access to the Village – 
the economic center + life of the community 2) 2 
unmetered lanes leading into Magnolia. The traffic data 
is old + needs to be redone now that access over 
Emerson is restricted, Expedia is moving in + opening in 
2019 + more Amazon people move closer in + want a 
short commute from a “less expensive” community than 
downtown.  
1 to 1 or all options.  

 

I support a 1/1 replacement of the existing Mg Bridge. 
Allocate for time/efforts in IDing the funding sources and 
present any deficit to the community – seek funding 
options/alternatives and replace the existing bridge!  

 

Replace the bridge when it cannot be repaired.  
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Appendix E: Verbal Comments 
• Magnolia Bridge is a good way off the hill when it snows  
• Community has concerns about how emergency response will be impacted without Magnolia 

Bridge 
• Bike lanes slow down travel on Emerson, making it an undesirable access point 
• W Dravus St is congested and messy 
• 15th Ave W would be highly congested without a ramp from 15th Ave W to access Component 

5B 
• Consider an alternative that combines Component 10 to Component 1, allowing earlier 

access from northbound 15th Ave W to Thorndyke Ave W toward Magnolia Village 
• Northern access points would increase Ballard Bridge traffic, making these access points 

unappealing 
• Magnolia Bridge serves as a relief valve, reducing traffic and congestion along 15th Ave W. 

The 3 alternatives would remove this relief, increasing congestion and impacting Queen Anne 
and Ballard residents. 

• Some residents are concerned the Port wants a smaller structure (component 7) so they can 
redevelop property 

• Staff were encouraged to drive 15th Ave W during PM commute peak hours 
• Overall, people understood the City’s dilemma, however, it did not change the belief that an 

in-kind replacement is the only solution 
• Has the increase in traffic from parents from Queen Anne taking students to the renovation 

of Magnolia Elementary School on 28th Ave W and W Smith St been considered as part of the 
traffic analyses? 

• Has a value engineering been conducted for the in-kind replacement? Would a bridge similar 
in size as the existing bridge be less expensive? 

• Have improvements to Thorndyke Ave W or other streets affected by the 3 different 
alternatives been considered as part of the study? 

• Why isn’t the number of people per trip rather than the number of vehicles being considered 
as part of the traffic analysis? For example, even though the vehicles per day along Magnolia 
Bridge is low, there are 3 routes currently utilizing the bridge and those buses usually have 
40+ transit riders. Even if a bus is equivalent in length as 5 cars, it carries 10 times more 
people. 

• Why isn’t the City getting financial commitments from Port of Seattle, Expedia, BNSF, etc., to 
fund the in-kind replacement? 

• W Dravus St is challenging or impossible to traverse up or down during snow days. 
Alternatives 2 and 3 rely heavily on W Dravus St, which is problematic during inclement 
weather. 

• One resident had conversations with Metro, and suggested Metro was opposed to the idea of 
the Single Point Urban Interchange (SPUI) at W Dravus St because it does not accommodate 
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) along 15th Ave W. 
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• Most people do not believe that improvements at Dravus would be sufficient to handle all of 
the traffic moving to Dravus if the Magnolia Bridge is removed 

• W Dravus St west of 20th Ave W is too narrow to accommodate increased traffic for 
alternatives 2 and 3, which would add to the existing congestion 

• Would the configuration of Thorndyke under any of the northern options, new bike lane, 
parking and median could be reconfigured to accommodate the added traffic? How would 
transit affect traffic in the uphill direction if it couldn’t pull out of the through lane? 

• Community members request more details on the preferred alternative from the 2002-2008 
study 

• One attendee summarized 2 main concerns of Magnolians:  
o 1) Getting off the hill – Magnolia Bridge is a better grade than W Dravus St coming 

down from 28th Ave W especially in the snow  
o 2) Avoiding stops or “choke points”—currently Magnolia Bridge flows well because it 

does not have stops or lights between 15th Ave W an Clise Pl W 
• Some Magnolians are interested in a Local Improvement District (LID) to help fund the 

desired solution 
• The cost analysis should include costs amortized over time 
• People are concerned about local neighborhood impacts from shifting traffic to Thorndyke 

Ave W—increased noise, lights and traffic, as well as potential reductions in parking access. 
• How will the demolition of the viaduct impact Magnolia? 
• Want the free northbound right at the signal located at 20th Ave W and W Dravus St to be 

allowed 
• What past funding avenues were explored? 
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Appendix F: Online Survey 
Survey Questions 
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Survey Results – About You 
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Survey Results – Alternatives 
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Survey Results – Demographics Results 
Note: All personally-identifying information has been removed from the comments included in this survey. 
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Appendix G: Email & Mailed Comments 
Note: We provide all comments as they were submitted. We did not edit for content or clarity.  
All personally-identifying information has been removed. 

Email Comments 

Date Comment 

June 13, 
2018 

(No body text; Subject line only)  
 
What about putting weight restrictions on Magnolia bridge? Wouldn't that help to 
make it last longer? 

June 14, 
2018 

Hello:  
 
I’d like to know if any particular section of the existing bridge is worse than 
another. Why? Financially, it would be wise to consider full, in-kind replacement of 
the ‘sloped’ (west-most) portion first, if the ‘level’ portion (east-most) portion is 
considered sufficient as-is, (and then do the east-most section later, when 
required).  
 
Of course, the reverse argument would be made if the ‘level’ section needed 
updating before the ‘sloped’ section.  
Dear Dawn and Wes,  
 
The significant and large neighborhood, and island, of Magnolia cannot lose four 
congestion-less   
lanes of traffic in/out.   I work in downtown Seattle 6-7 days a week, and often 
drive several times back and forth  
to my home in Magnolia each day.  I cannot ride a bike to work because I carry 
heavy equipment to and from my job  
consistently.   
 
The suggestion that Magnolia does not need the Magnolia bridge is like saying 
Ballard does not need their bridge.  
Further the "traffic modifications" on Thorndyke at Dravus and Emerson- both 
juggernauts into Magnolia- are substantially worse  
traffic sites at all times now.    
 
We purchased a modest home in Magnolia because it was so well designed for 
commuters going to downtown Seattle.  
That includes our bus routes!  
 
If the Magnolia bridge is torn down and not replaced 1-1, we will sell and move out 
of Seattle and stop paying taxes into  
the disaster of non-improvements made to all of Seattle traffic and our beloved 
peaceful, quiet Magnolia neighborhood.  
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Dear Dawn and Wes,  
 
I just attended an informational meeting in Magnolia to look at the “cheaper” 
bridge replacement options for our huge community.  
 
What a tragic sick joke the city is playing on the 6th largest neighborhood in the 
city-  
not to mention an island.  
 
It’s such an insult and unacceptable to be told 360million is too much to replace a 
perfectly functioning traffic corridor- one of the only in Seattle now.  
 
We need Town Halls with Mayor Durkan and Sally Bagshaw hearing from every 
single resident of Magnolia that a 1-1 replacement is the only option.   
 
(Also, Please forward this to your employers and the people deciding on “cheaper” 
Magnolia Bridge solutions.   
 
They are wasting your time and putting you in an awful predicament with our 
whole Magnolia community.  They should be ashamed. )   
Only acceptable solution is replacement of Magnolia Bridge 1:1.  Think positive 
and get it done for Magnolia! 

June 18, 
2018 

I would like to see a detailed cost study explaining why a replacement Magnolia 
Bridge would cost $400 million. Where is that publicly available for free? If not 
already publicly available, I am requesting that you make it publicly available for 
free.  
I would like to see a practical study done on the effect of the Magnolia Bridge 
removal and the role it plays on the  Seattle city traffic flow all hours of the day 
.this can be done simply enough Shut the bridge down for two day's for a solid 24 
hours mid Business week on a Tuesday and Wednesday or for a solid seven days 
even better so we can study the effect it would have on none Business days. as a 
60 year resident of the Magnolia district ( not one of the affluent mind you merely 
raised in a Boeing family) i remember after the Nisqaully  quake and how bad 
traffic was trying to get back into Magnolia at 7pm in the evening at Dravus or 
Emerson.and considering the recent influx of people at 1,100 people per week for 
the last few years . i can not imagine it be any better .But lets not imagine Shut 
Bridge Down for a week 24-7 and lets see Dravus and Emerson handle influx of 
day to day traffic. 

June 21, 
2018 

I attended the Magnolia Bridge meeting in the park last week and have a few 
comments.  
Of the three routes in and out of Magnolia, the bridge is the only one that 
maintains a good flow of traffic.  This is the route I take back and forth 
daily.  Neither Emerson nor Dravus could absorb the Magnolia Bridge traffic.  
Emerson street: heading out of Magnolia gets very back up by the Ballard Bridge 
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traffic.  It is especially frustrating trying to get to Nickerson.   
Emerson street: heading in to Magnolia backs way up because the car right turn 
lane was removed for a bike lane.  (Bad move).  Should perhaps build a bike bridge 
and get us our right turn lane back.   
Dravus Street: heading out of Magnolia gets backed up per which appears to be 
very poor timing of the lights with the new bike lane.  
Dravus Street: heading into Magnolia gets backed up because you can no longer 
turn right on a red per the new bike lane.  When pedestrians are using the 
crosswalk when you finally get a green light makes the situation even worse.  
Dravus Street: when all of those new apartments on both sides of Dravus and 
15thare filled with renters, I can’t even imagine how bad the traffic is going to be.   
The best solution is for the city/state to come up with the money to rebuild the 
bridge.  It not only provides great access for residents to their homes, it also 
provides good access to the Village shops and restaurants and to Discovery Park.  
I know you had an alternative third route into Magnolia which at least would not 
dump everyone onto the other two routes. I just wanted to mention the farther you 
move North on Elliot Avenue/15thAvenue towards the Ballard Bridge the more 
traffic gets backed up and when the Bridge is open, which is quite often, it is even 
worse.  That is a big advantage to having an entry into Magnolia at the current 
location.  Also, the new third route into Magnolia does not lend it self as an easy 
route into the commercial area of Magnolia.   
Thanks for taking my comments. 
These are the facts:  
Magnolia is/has been a community forgotten, overlooked and reportedly all 
residents are wealthy. In the 1950’s residents promised a high school in 
Interbay.... instead we got a garbage dump. The pool was ours in the 1970’s but 
went to QA instead. Oh and please remember Magnolia got the sewage treatment 
plant with 25-40 trucks leaving the area daily. And now the bridge REALLY?  
Can I stop paying the majority of our house taxes? Did West Seattle get a bridge? 
Find a way to get this done and refurbish the bridge and stop allowing Magnolia 
residents to be short changed! 
Hello!  
 
I was not able to make the sessions, but I am a resident in Magnolia (outside of the 
Village) and wanted to provide a few pieces of input below.    
 
One general question, have these options been vetted through the lens of Expedia 
moving their headquarters to Interbay next year (bringing thousands of new 
commuters onto 15th right by the Magnolia bridge)?  
 
 
**What options are there to include the Dravus improvements in Alternative I?  **  
 
As someone who takes this road in and out of Magnolia almost daily, the traffic 
has become increasingly bad given the number of new apartments in 
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Interbay.  Without exaggeration, it can take up to 10-15 minutes (on an off traffic 
time) to go from 20th to 15th Street.    
 
If you're going to funnel more traffic on this road, it needs to be improved 
regardless of which alternative.  
 
I would heavily prioritize Alternatives I and III.  
The specific reason is the bridge off of 15th.  No matter the time of day, the 
current bridge is the only sure fire way to get into Magnolia (coming northbound) 
without backing up traffic onto 15th.  It is helpful because it pulls cars out of 15th 
vs. backing them all up at Dravus (where it already gets congested per prior 
comment).  
 
Given Expedia's new HQ in Interbay opening next year, we should prioritize pulling 
people off of 15th, not stacking cars on it.  
 
Thanks for the consideration! 
 
Replace the Magnolia Bridge. New bridge same place.  
I live in Magnolia and use the bridge daily and if you tear it down and do not 
replace it, how are we supposed to get on off the hill ?  
 
Dravus ? No Way  
 
We need a bridge.  

June 22, 
2018 

I live at 2550 Thorndyke Ave W so will be greatly affected by this decision.  
 
I believe that the ways the alternatives were presented, only the W Armory Bridge 
would provide any relief.  The 2 Dravus  alternatives would have made getting onto 
Magnolia impossible.  There has been so much building on Dravus, at least 4 
apartment buildings either completed or in the process of being built, within the 
past year so data is already out of date.  In addition there has been increased 
building  around Emerson that is not reflected in any of your data.  I feel that the 
presentations were stacked so that only the W Armory Bridge would be chosen.  
 
If the W Armory Bridge is built how will you mitigate the noise?    
How will you mitigate the light that will come straight into our units?    
How will you mitigate the air pollution?   
Will we still have safe access to our parking lot?  
What improvements on Thorndyke Ave W will you make?  The presentations did 
not show any except a light at Halladay.  Do you plan turn lanes?  
The SDOT consult at the June 20 presentation said the bridge would be about 35 
feet in width, is that really the width?  
What will happen to the bike lanes on Thorndyke?  
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What will happen to the off street parking?  
 I wonder if we will be able to even use our decks or open our windows.  
What about  our property values over the next 6 years.  It appears that you won't 
even try to get funding until 2024.  Who will buy an unit in a building that has the 
potential to be right next to a bridge?  There was a Magnolia resident at the June 
20 presentation who put his house up for sale the day before the Seattle Times 
article about the bridge and he has gotten one offer, not even a low ball one.  I feel 
that we are left out to hang for the next 6 years.  
 
None of the above was covered in your presentations.  What about added cost to 
mitigate these problems?  Does the $250 million cover any of these issues?  
 
I think the port should pay to replace the part of the Magnolia Bridge that services 
the port and then you would have the money to replace the bridge.  Was this even 
considered?  
 
If you are going to build the W Armory Bridge I suggest that the bridge comes up 
further south, in between Hallady and 23rd Ave.  It would impact fewer people 
living on Thorndyke and provide better access to the southern part of Magnolia. I 
realize this might cost more but it would provide better service for Magnolia.  
 
A very upset Magnolia resident 
Hi.  Noticed that your survey is conspicuously missing entering/leaving Magnolia 
by foot/bike via the Elliott Bay Trail as it intersects with 21st Ave W and again at 
20th Ave W/Thorndyke Ave W.  
 
You might want to fix that as right now it's completely ruining your data for cyclists 
and pedestrians coming from the south.  
 
That being said, I've taken those routes and ended up taking the bridge instead (via 
the sidewalk) by bike as it's by far the least unpleasant route for me to get up into 
Magnolia on a bike.  

June 23, 
2018 

Dear Seattle Department of Transportation,  
 
Please put the Magnolia Bridge replacement plan at the top of your infrastructure 
agenda!  

June 25, 
2018 

Seems like it would be the right time to go back to the State shoreline Board, this 
time with some money for the groups via a settlement.  Can we do that?  I’d like to 
see more solutions before this southern magnolia community loses its access 
in/out. There are only SEVEN houses between the beach and the marina (most in 
complete disrepair).  Given the costs of replacing the bridge, perhaps we can buy 
them all out and get our access.  
Murphy called CSB on 6/8/18 regarding a number of transportation issues. 
Murphy said for the past two days one of the exit lanes from I-5 at Seneca had 
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been blocked off with cones with no notice or signs requiring drivers to merge and 
causing traffic back ups. Murphy said he believes the lane was closed due to a 
repaving project on 6th Ave. Murphy is unhappy the city does not plan to replace 
the Magnolia Bridge and he disagrees with putting a rapid ride bus lane on Denny 
Way. 
Dear SDOT,  
 
I FULLY SUPPORT A 1:1 MAGNOLIA BRIDGE REPLACEMENT.  
As a longtime resident of Magnolia, I have been attending the presentations put 
forward by SDOT. I strongly support a direct replacement of the Magnolia bridge 
over the many other options the study is considering. It is also apparent that there 
has not been enough direct collaboration by the agency employed by SDOT with 
Light Rail and Metro.  
 
The recent additions of the bike lane to W. Emerson near the Fisherman’s 
terminal, and the new signal configurations on Dravus have had the opposite 
effect of mitigating traffic on both of these access points into and out of Magnolia.   
 
This makes the use of the bridge even more important. I encourage SDOT to 
consider increasing the frequency of the left turn signal at the base of the bridge 
to run more often. This would allow residents to turn north on 15th Ave. West in a 
timely manner, and would alleviate some of the outbound traffic on the other two 
roadways during peak travel times.  

June 26, 
2018 

Wes, thank's for getting back to me on the subject of the Magnolia bridge.i read 
somewhere numbers from a city traffic study suggesting Dravus street has a 
higher volume of traffic usage daily than the Magnolia Bridge ?even Emerson 
street show's more volume of traffic than the Magnolia Bridge? if this is example 
what your traffic analyses yeild's.  i suggest you or one of your staff take drive into 
Magnolia and  over to commodore way at 4thirty pm today and try leaving 
Magnolia using Emerson street.and then tomorrow try the same experiment using 
Dravus and the following day try the same experiment using the Magnolia Bridge 
and repeat once a week for a month and throw in trying leave Magnolia at the 
same time on Saturday at the same time from emerson ,Dravus And the Magnolia 
bridge.then you'll have a realistic traffic analyses .i'am curious since the Magnolia 
Bridge is on Port of Seattle property why is the city involved and considering in the 
late 1920's when the bridge was built  after the fire on the west wheeler trestle.the 
cost of the bridge was paid for by an assement of the Magnolians covering 50% of 
the cost and the railroad paid for over 25% bridge building cost as the property the 
bridge is on now then was rail road property then and since they the Rail road 
created the fire on the Wheeler street trestle and the city of Seattle covering less 
than a quarter of the bridge building cost.what changed why is the bridge a city of 
Seattle issue? my understanding the port of Seattle and City of Seattle are 
separate from each their own? if that is true then isn't the bridge the ports 
problem?  i'll say this ever since the Marina at Smith cove opened and the people 
with the Boats moored in that marina coming down the Magnolia Bridge and 
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making illegal  u-turns to get to their boats i have wondered when something 
would change. thank you.  

June 28, 
2018 

For each of the alternatives under consideration, please retain an independent 
third party, such as Salmon-Seattle, to evaluate the design vis-à-vis fish friendly.  
Thank you,  

June 29, 
2018 

To Project Management of the Magnolia Bridge Planning Study:  
 
I am writing to express my concern regarding the upcoming demolition of the 
Magnolia Bridge and the three options that are being given to the community.  I 
feel strongly that none of these options are viable options.  One has to live in 
Magnolia to understand what the impact will be.  It is necessary to replace the 
Magnolia bridge in kind.  It is the only access point to West Magnolia.  
 
I live at Monterra of Magnolia condominiums, 2551 Thorndyke Ave West, which is 
at the intersection of Thorndyke and Halladay, where it is proposed that the 
Armory Street Bridge would end.  If option 1 were chosen, it appears that the 
entrance to the garage of our building would be in the middle of the intersection of 
the Armory Street Bridge and Thorndyke Ave West.  It would also have a huge 
negative impact on our residential neighborhood.  Noise, pollution, and traffic 
would be increased as well as lights.  The additional traffic would create 
pedestrian safety issues.  The addition of the bridge would also take away parking 
at the intersection of Halladay and Thorndyke and I believe the end result would be 
decreased property values.  
 
After attending one of the sessions that you offered to the community, I 
understand that the city needs to look at alternatives and that the city could 
possibly obtain money from other sources to fund smaller projects, however, if 
property values decrease, the city should be taking into consideration that as 
property values decrease taxes on property decrease.  Therefore, the additional 
cost of replacing the Magnolia bridge in kind may end up being a financial wash.    
 
On a slightly different note, the city needs to do more advance planning regarding 
roads and infrastructure.  There have been and are in the process of building 
multiple high density apartment and/or condominium buildings along 15th Street 
near Dravis.  This currently has a very negative impact on traffic build up on both 
Dravis and 15th.  No matter what fixes are done in place of the Magnolia Bridge, 
Dravis Street needs improvements as well as 15th Street. The city needs to be 
charging developers for infrastructure improvements prior to approving building 
permits.  
 
As far as the Project Management of the Magnolia Bridge Planning Study is 
concerned, I advocate for the replacement of the current Magnolia bridge.  
 
I hope that SDOT and the City Council will take my concerns seriously. 
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Our property tax is outrageous, our streets are a disaster and the most important, 
we need safe transportation over our Magnolia Bridge.  Magnolia families are not 
the only people that drive our bridge.  Tour busses, delivery trucks, 
visitors,etc.  enough BIKE LANES, we need a new Magnolia Bridge for the Safety of 
our community!! 
This is a message to state my strong support for a Mafnolia Bridge one for one 
replacement. No alternative comes close to serving the community’s needs. The 
alternativeS would require longer drive times, particularly by public transit and 
lead to more pollution, more wasted time, and ultimately few savings. If 
necessary, the community might be willing to contribute a small amount toward 
the completion of the bridge.  
We have lived in Magnolia since 1987 and can’t image not having the Magnolia 
bridge as a vital transportation link to downtown Seattle and about.  My husband 
has always used and depended upon public transportation to get to his job in 
downtown Seattle.  His 96 y.o mother lives in downtown Seattle and it is the 
quickest way for us to see and help her with doctor’s appointments and grocery 
shopping.  The bridge is also vital for us locals should a disaster like an 
earthquake occur.  We need this bridge and not having the foresight to keep it 
would be foolish.  Stop studying it and fix it!   We never miss a vote!!!   Do the right 
thing and replace it!!!!! 
To Whom It May Concern:  
 
The attached letters are from the Monterra at Magnolia Condominium and the 
Holly Terrace Condominiums, bearing the signatures of homeowners and 
residents of both condominiums.  The homeowners and residents of the Monterra 
at Magnolia Condominium and the Holly Terrace Condominiums have reviewed 
the three Magnolia Bridge Replacement Plan proposals.  We believe that an in-
kind replacement of the Magnolia Bridge remains the only viable option.  
 
Of the alternatives, we believe that Alternative #1, building the Armory Way Bridge 
to connect to Thorndyke Avenue at Halladay Street, would have the most negative 
impacgt to the surrounding residential neighborhood.  Thorndyke Avenue would 
become a main route between Downtown and Magnolia, serving up to 17,000 
vehicles per day that previously used the Magnolia Bridge.  The neighborhood 
would suffer increased noise, pollution, and traffic; and reduce property values 
along Thorndyke Avenue, and by extension, Magnolia as a whole.  We believe that 
lost property value should be added to the cost of the alternatives, and we haven't 
seen this addressed in the cost estimates.  
 
Our property values would be impacted particularly significantly, as they are 
positioned at the corner of Thorndyke Avenue and Halladay Street--directly 
adjacent to the intersection at the end of the proposed Armory Bridge.  
 
We appreciate your consideration of our concerns, and we hope you will join us in 
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advocating for replacement of the existing Magnolia Bridge.  
The attachment bears the signatures of homeowners and residents of both 
Condominiums. 

June 30, 
2018 

Subject line: I support a 1:1 replacement  
 
Thanks 
I am a lifetime Magnolia resident 58 years.I only support a 1:1 replacement of the 
Magnolia bridge.The other alternatives are almost as costly and are traffic and 
emergency vehicles nightmares.  
I lived here when the bridge was closed for repairs.The traffic was horrible.Since 
then the traffic has tripled in the area.Also two of the remaining routes have been 
diminished by bike lanes.The only logical answer is a 1:1 replacement of the 
bridge.  
The idea of not replacing the Magnolia bridge, and significantly isolating 
thousands of homes, just as you have a giant business like Expedia move into the 
area is absolutely ridiculous.  
 
I support a 1:1 replacement of the Magnolia bridge.  
I am a life long Magnolia resident and home owner who attended the Magnolia 
Bridge Survey information session ran by SDOT. It was very informative but also 
brought up many more questions and concerns for me regarding the long-term 
planning for dealing with the Magnolia Bridge.   
 
It is my understanding that the city is now treating the fixing of or replacement of 
the Magnolia Bridge when the need arises is the "preferred" option by most. The 
alternatives that are being "shopped" do not provide a reasonable option for 
entry/exit for Magnolia in lieu of the Magnolia Bridge for numerous reasons.  
 
Reduced emergency response times will put residents' safety and security at risk, 
particularly because we don't have our own police station. It will also put all the 
residents at increased risk in the event there is a natural disaster.   
 
Dispersed entry/exit across the width of the neighborhood is very important to the 
overall flow of  traffic. When there is a back up or change to one route, there is a 
notable change to the other routes.  
 
It is clear that the city does not have an accurate understanding of traffic patterns 
at the Dravis and Emerson routes since recent bike lane and traffic light changes 
have created major delays. Dravis and Emerson are no longer viable options for 
many commuters and would only  get worse with the removal of the bridge.  
 
Changing demographics from individual or dual retiree home owners to two 
professionals with young kids will exponentially increase the number of cars and 
commuters using the various entry/exit points during peak traffic on any given day. 
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It does not appear that  this was taken into consideration during the traffic pattern 
analysis.   
 
The Armory Street bridge option is not a comparable alternative to the Magnolia 
bridge because it basically funnels the traffic to the same part of the neighborhood 
as the Dravis route.  
 
Although the fixing or replacement of the Magnolia Bridge is the most expensive, it 
is also the best option so I would be curious how the city weighs the cost 
difference against the benefits of the most viable option.  The city has no problem 
spending money on bike lanes that do not serve an essential function like the 
bridge but claim that they can't find the money to support critical infrastructure 
like the bridge. This is unacceptable.   
 
I would be happy to participate in any further discussion on this matter. Please 
continue to seek neighborhood feedback.   
Dear Mr. Ducey:  
 
I am writing to express my concern regarding the upcoming demolition of the 
Magnolia Bridge and the three options that are being given to the community.  I 
feel strongly that none of these options are viable options.  One has to live in 
Magnolia to understand what the impact will be.  It is necessary to replace the 
Magnolia bridge in kind.  It is the only access point to West Magnolia.  
 
I live at Monterra of Magnolia condominiums, 2551 Thorndyke Ave West, which is 
at the intersection of Thorndyke and Halladay, where it is proposed that the 
Armory Street Bridge would end.  If option 1 were chosen, it appears that the 
entrance to the garage of our building would be in the middle of the intersection of 
the Armory Street Bridge and Thorndyke Ave West.  It would also have a huge 
negative impact on our residential neighborhood.  Noise, pollution, and traffic 
would be increased as well as lights.  The additional traffic would create 
pedestrian safety issues.  The addition of the bridge would also take away parking 
at the intersection of Halladay and Thorndyke and I believe the end result would be 
decreased property values.  
 
After attending one of the sessions that you offered to the community, I 
understand that the city needs to look at alternatives and that the city could 
possibly obtain money from other sources to fund smaller projects, however, if 
property values decrease, the city should be taking into consideration that as 
property values decrease taxes on property decrease.  Therefore, the additional 
cost of replacing the Magnolia bridge in kind may end up being a financial wash.    
 
On a slightly different note, the city needs to do more advance planning regarding 
roads and infrastructure.  There have been and are in the process of building 
multiple high density apartment and/or condominium buildings along 15th Street 
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near Dravis.  This currently has a very negative impact on traffic build up on both 
Dravis and 15th.  No matter what fixes are done in place of the Magnolia Bridge, 
Dravis Street needs improvements as well as 15th Street. The city needs to be 
charging developers for infrastructure improvements prior to approving building 
permits.  
 
As far as the Project Management of the Magnolia Bridge Planning Study is 
concerned, I advocate for the replacement of the current Magnolia bridge.  
I hope that SDOT and the City Council will take my concerns seriously.  
Hello,  
As a citizen and home owner in of Magnolia I am amazed that in reviewing the DOT 
Magnolia online Open House that the cost of the Bridge replacement is ranked as 
being twice as important as Community Input. Considering the property taxes we 
pay (which continues to go up drastically) I would think that the needs of those 
being affected by your reducing access to their homes and businesses should be 
weighted higher. As a taxpayer I understood that the purpose of city agencies was 
to protect and to serve the constituents. I guess that is a no longer a reality.  
I may be misinterpreting the Washington State Constitution, but it is my 
understanding that if a citizen is deprived of the major access to his property (by a 
government entity) which existed at the time the property was purchased, that the 
citizen is appropriately compensated. Since many people in Magnolia commute 
regularly using the Magnolia Bridge, that might be a large compensation. Is that 
your understanding?  
Please replace the bridge. It is in the best interest of the Magnolia Community.  

July 1, 2018 

As a longtime resident of Magnolia, I am one of thousands of Seattle citizens who 
depend on the Magnolia Bridge for access to the rest of the city.  Magnolia has 
only 3 access points, all of which are heavily used on a daily (hourly!) basis. To 
alter the bridge to something other than a 1:1 replacement is foolish and 
irresponsible.  The other 2 access points into Magnolia are at full capacity and 
have become more choked in the past year by bike lanes.  The backups at Dravus 
and Emerson have increased dramatically because of the addition of bike lanes 
(and loss of car lanes).   
 
The option of a 1:1 bridge replacement MUST be included in the city's review of the 
Magnolia Bridge replacement. 
Replacement Bridge is the only way to  
keep traffic moving...will also limit traffic  
issues for Interbay, Queen Anne, Ballard  
areas!  Forward thinking at its best.  Thank  
you for supporting us!  

July 2, 2018 To: MagnoliaBridge@Seattle.gov 
Please accept these comments to your on-line open house via email, to support a format 
that is more readable for you.  
(Dawn, thank you for offering us an extension to early this week.)  Best, Geri Poor, Port 
of Seattle 

mailto:MagnoliaBridge@Seattle.gov
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Survey questions 
Currently reside in Magnolia? yes, some port employees do, as well as at Elliott Bay 
Marina 
Commute regularly in and out of Magnolia for work?  No, but to T-91. 
Which mode of transportation?  Varies 
Which route do you take when leaving/entering? Varies, often Magnolia Bridge for T-91 
activities 
Overarching Comments: 

• We believe it’s not possible to make a choice among alternatives, nor to rank the 
components without further information on traffic and component costs. 

• What costs are included by component? The alternatives’ cost estimates seemed 
to be too optimistically low ($216K - $250K). 

• We have heard the community’s concerns about the full bridge replacement, 
and believe that all alternatives should be compared against the full bridge 
replacement (presumably after some value engineering of the last bridge design 
& cost estimate).  Please ensure that the costs of the replacement and the 
alternatives are comparable when presented – construction only, or including 
design & mobilization, etc. 

• Further, we agree that coordination and compatibility with ST3 West Seattle & 
Ballard Link extension is critical. 

 
Specific Component Comments: 
COMPONENT 1:   

a) Design:  Wouldn’t this trail have to be widened to be able to accommodate the 
traffic volume that this study is meant to address and handle?  How many lanes 
is this road way and how is the replacement bike path designed (AASHTO 
standards?)  

b) Costs:  What’s the cost of acquiring extra land/space needed for widening and 
reconfiguring the space up there?  Currently there are marshalling yard and a 
few yard leases on the west side of T91 uplands. Relocation and dislocation 
costs? Cost of mitigation traffic impact to T91 upland area (vs. now – only a bike 
path)? Do the costs include new fence line to secure the terminal? How was the 
cost estimate for slope stabilization and Port property value performed? 

c) MMNO (port maintenance building) will be separated from the rest of the 
Terminal with a public road. How do we mitigate that? Costs? 

d) Would the same road be serving cruise traffic into the cruise parking lot too? 
Traffic control? Safety?  

COMPONENT 2A:  same question as above regarding terminal security/fencing. 
 
COMPONENT 5B:   

a) Design:  how many lanes?  How will this accommodate oversized loads and large 
project cargo?  Will large vehicles need to use alternate routing, requiring 
improvements to 22nd Ave or another street north of Thorndyke to make 90 
degree turns into the terminal (5B <-> 6D or 6D <-> 2A)? 

b) Costs:  what costs have been captured? 
c) Feasibility:  what is the likelihood BNSF will support this alternative? What is 

their response to date? 
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COMPONENT 7:   
a) We heard City staff say that this component is needed to “maintain access to the 

Port.”  If there is insufficient capacity on Galer for the variety of users 
anticipated, please consider a flyover farther south of Galer. 

b) Design:  We have a meeting set up to understand how North/South terminal 
traffic currently using this area can be accommodated, including single and 
double wide trailers.  We cannot weigh in on this open house prior to that 
information. 

c) Costs:  What costs are included for this component? How was the cost estimate 
for Port property value performed? 

d) Construction:  What is the construction impact on port activities? 
COMPONENT 8:   

a) Traffic:  How much traffic is expected on this route, and what is the 
origin/destination? 

b) Design:  We have a meeting set up to understand how North/South terminal 
traffic currently using this area can be accommodated, including single and 
double wide trailers.  We cannot weigh in on this open house prior to that 
information. How does the footprint of this component impact the T-91 East 
Entrance gate, Alaskan Way W, the bike path and access to the sub-station? Is 
the pedestrian bridge and replacement staircase included? 

c) Costs:  What costs are included for this component?  
d) Construction:  What is the construction impact on port activities? 

COMPONENT 10: 
a) Design:  Can this component be designed for a future extension if additional 

funding is available to connect to the top of Magnolia?  Can other access points 
be explored?  Does it maintain existing center ramps to main gate and access to 
Anthony’s? 

b) Costs:  What costs are included for this component?  Is a bike/pedestrian path 
included? 

c) Traffic:  How much traffic is expected on this route to access the Marina, 
commercial uses there, wastewater plant, park, etc? 

d) Construction:  What is the construction impact on port activities? 
Additional Alternative: 
Please consider an alternative that constructs  Components (3), (5B), (7-in location 
farther south), & (10)? Would that meet all needs and still come in less than 1:1 rebuild? 

Benefits of this are that it would: 
a. Improve Dravus – Component 3 
b. Provide a third, south end access to Magnolia and the Village – 

Component 5B 
c. Accommodate future traffic expectations for Alaskan Way – Component 

7 (in location farther south) – Or, could Component 10 incorporate a left 
exit lane that could fly over or under eastbound traffic onto Alaskan Way 
to accomplish same without expense of another route over the tracks?  

Maintain T-91 West gate access, main gate access and good access to Smith Cove Park 
and the Marina – Component 10 
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Mailed Comments 

Date Comment 

June 22 
I use the Magnolia Bridge Monday thru Firdy to come in from the south and leave to 
go home south. The Dravus traffic will add an additional 10-25 minutes to my 
commute. Replace or repair the bridge. 

June 25 

I personally use the Magnolia Bridge every day, morning & evening, Monday through 
Friday going to & from work. I choose this route because Dravus Street is already so 
congested. The City of Seattle would do a great disservice to the public if the Magnolia 
Bridge is removed. Why does commercial real estate always win over the common 
good of the public… just like the removal of the Alaska Way Viaduct. 

June 28 

To whom it may concern: 
The removal and not rebuilding of the Magnolia bridge would be an utter catastrophe 
for residents and businesses. The traffic is already severely impacted by the $12 
MILLION DOLLAR bike lanes that have been added. Not to mention safety vehicles 
would not be able to access during heavy traffic times. I can’t imagine aside from 
financial gain why ANYONE would feel this was in the best interest of the people. It’s 
to line the pockets of those with financial interest ALWAYS. Follow the money and it’s 
always to only help a few and hurt the masses. 
Dear Ms. Schellenberger: 
 
I am writing this letter to express my concern regarding the upcoming demolition of 
the Magnolia Bride and the three options that are being given to the community. 
None of these options are viable options. One has to live in Magnolia to understand 
what the impact will be. It is necessary to replace the Magnolia bridge. It is the only 
access point to West Magnolia. Also, all of the buses into Magnolia take this route. 
 
Traffic is already bad in rush hour, so if buses took Dravis Street, commute times 
would e extended and the desirability of living close in would diminish. If the Armory 
Bridge was constructed buses, as well as anyone, whould have to take a long circuitous 
route to enter Magnolia. 
 
I liver at the intersection of Thorndyke and Halladay, where it is proposed that the 
Armory Street Bridge would end. If option 1 were chosen, the entrance to the garage 
of our luxury condominium building would be in the middle of the intersection of the 
bridge if built. Construction of the Armory street bridge would add noise and 
environmental pollution to the area as well as additional traffic and light, eliminate 
parking, create safely issues and reduce our property values.  
 
I understand that the city needs to look at alternatives and there may be money from 
additional sources by having smaller projects, but if property values decrease, in 
essence, the cost of bridge construction increases. One cancels out the other. 
 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  126 

 

The city needs to do more advance planning regarding roads and infrastructure. There 
have been or are in the process of building multiple high density apartment or 
condominium buildings along 156h Street causing 15th Street to back-up terribly. This 
makes the traffic on Dravis very bad in rush hour. No matter what fixes are done in 
place of the Magnolia Bridge, Dravis Street needs improvements as well as 15th. The 
city could be charging developers for infrastructure improvements in order to help 
with the costs of improving infrastructure. 
 
My vote is for replacement of the Magnolia Bridge with the Magnolia Bridge. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Susan Tanner 

June 29 

The magnolia Bridge must be repaired or replaced. Traffic in & out of the Magnolia 
area is already clogged w/ delays. This will be a major problem for everyone working & 
living in the Magnolia/Interbay area. Something must be done! 
SDOT –  
Thank you for letting me express an opinion on the replacement of the Magnolia 
Bridge. 
Frankly I would like to see the bridge replaced with a new one. The costs could be 
shared with the Port of Seattle who needs to access Pier 90/91. Also maybe “good to 
go” passes could be added to the bridge to help pay for a new one. My vote is for a 
new bridge. Not any of the other options. Thank you, Chuck Cathey 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
The homeowners and residents of the Monterra at Magnolia Condominium and Holly 
Terrace Condominiums have reviewed the three Magnolia Bridge Replacement Plan 
proposals. We believe that an in-kind replacement of the Magnolia Bridge remains the 
only viable option. 
 
Of the alternatives, we believe that Alternative #1, building the Armory Way Bridge to 
connect to Thorndyke Avenue at Halladay Street, would have the most negative 
impact to the surrounding residential neighborhood. Thorndyke Avenue would 
become a main route between Downtown and Magnolia, serving up to 17,000 vehicles 
per day that previously used the Magnolia Bridge. The neighborhood would suffer 
increased noise, pollution, and traffic; and reduced parking and pedestrian safety. 
These negative factors are likely to reduce property values along Thorndyke Avenue, 
and, by extension, Magnolia as a whole. We believe that lost property value should be 
added to the cost of the alternatives, and we haven’t seen this addressed in the cost 
estimates. 
 
Our properties would be impacted particularly significantly, as they are positioned at 
the corner of Throndyke Avenue and Halladay Street – directly adjacent to the 
intersection at the end of the proposed Armory Way Bridge. 
 
We appreciate your consideration of our concerns, and we hope you will join us in 
advocating for replacement of the existing Magnolia Bridge. 
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Signed, 
[From: Residents of Monterra at Magnolia] 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
The homeowners and residents of the Monterra at Magnolia Condominium and Holly 
Terrace Condominiums have reviewed the three Magnolia Bridge Replacement Plan 
proposals. We believe that an in-kind replacement of the Magnolia Bridge remains the 
only viable option. 
 
Of the alternatives, we believe that Alternative #1, building the Armory Way Bridge to 
connect to Thorndyke Avenue at Halladay Street, would have the most negative 
impact to the surrounding residential neighborhood. Thorndyke Avenue would 
become a main route between Downtown and Magnolia, serving up to 17,000 vehicles 
per day that previously used the Magnolia Bridge. The neighborhood would suffer 
increased noise, pollution, and traffic; and reduced parking and pedestrian safety. 
These negative factors are likely to reduce property values along Thorndyke Avenue, 
and, by extension, Magnolia as a whole. We believe that lost property value should be 
added to the cost of the alternatives, and we haven’t seen this addressed in the cost 
estimates. 
 
Our properties would be impacted particularly significantly, as they are positioned at 
the corner of Throndyke Avenue and Halladay Street – directly adjacent to the 
intersection at the end of the proposed Armory Way Bridge. 
 
We appreciate your consideration of our concerns, and we hope you will join us in 
advocating for replacement of the existing Magnolia Bridge. 
 
Signed, 
[From: Residents of Holly Terrace Condominiums] 
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Appendix H: Magnolia Community Council Survey Results 
Note: These results are included upon request from the Magnolia Community Council and only include 
certain questions.  

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  129 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  130 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  131 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  132 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  133 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  134 

 

 
 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  135 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  136 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  137 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  138 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  139 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  140 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  141 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  142 

 

 
 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  143 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  144 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  145 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  146 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  147 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  148 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  149 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  150 

 



Magnolia Bridge Planning Study: Drop-In Sessions Summary Report |  151 

 

 
 


	STUDY PURPOSE
	Outreach Overview

	DROP-IN SESSIONS
	Stations
	Attendance
	Photographs
	Feedback Boards

	ONLINE OPEN HOUSE AND SURVEY
	RESULTS
	Drop-In Sessions
	Online Survey
	What We Heard

	Appendix A: Notifications
	Flyer
	Facebook Posts
	Listserv Update

	Appendix B: Drop-In Session Materials
	Display Boards
	Handouts
	Comment Cards

	Appendix C: Feedback Boards
	Components Ranking
	Alternatives Ranking

	Appendix D: Comment Cards – Full Comments
	Appendix E: Verbal Comments
	Appendix F: Online Survey
	Survey Questions
	Survey Results – About You
	Survey Results – Alternatives
	Survey Results – Demographics Results

	Appendix G: Email & Mailed Comments
	Email Comments
	Mailed Comments

	Appendix H: Magnolia Community Council Survey Results

