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FHWA, WSDOT, and the City of Seattle appreciate receiving your
comments on the Bored Tunnel Alternative. The Final EIS

Chapter 2, Alternatives Development, describes the environmental
documentation and alternatives analysis that occurred prior to the 2010
Supplemental Draft EIS.

The lead agencies have identified the Bored Tunnel Alternative as the
preferred alternative due to its ability to best meet the project’s identified
purposes and needs and the support it has received from diverse
interests. Specifically, compared to the Cut-and-Cover Tunnel and
Elevated Structure Alternatives, it avoids substantial closure of SR 99
during construction and it can be built in a shorter period of time than the
other two alternatives. Extended closure of SR 99 would have severe
adverse effects on Seattle and the Puget Sound region. Chapters 5
(Permanent Effects) and 6 (Construction Effects) in the Final EIS
provides a more in-depth comparison of tradeoffs for the three
alternatives.
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The lead agencies identified the Bored Tunnel Alternative as the
preferred alternative due to its ability to best meet the project’s identified
purposes and needs, as outlined in Chapter 1 of the Final EIS, and the
support it has received from diverse interests. Specifically, compared to
the Cut-and-Cover Tunnel and Elevated Structure Alternatives, it avoids
substantial closure of SR 99 during construction and it can be built in a
shorter period of time than the other two alternatives.

Your comment about making Mercer Street the beginning of both 520
and 1-90 is noted. However, connecting Mercer Street with 520 or 1-90 is
not within the scope of this project.

All of the build alternatives being considered would be designed to
current seismic standards.
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