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The "side-by-side" comparative information you've requested for

the alternatives under consideration was included in the 2006
Supplemental Draft EIS. The information presented in the 2006
Supplemental Draft EIS is updated in the Final EIS. Specifically, please
refer to the following chapters:

Summary and Chapter 3 - Alternatives Description. These chapters
provide a clear and thorough "side-by-side" comparison of the
alternatives currently being considered, including cost of each
alternative.

Chapter 6 - Construction Effects. Provides a detailed description of the
construction effects for each alternative.
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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 be more
disruptive to Seattle and the Puget Sound region. Chapters 5
(Permanent Effects) and 6 (Construction Effects) in the Final EIS provide
a more in-depth comparison of trade-offs for the three alternatives.
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