Summary of Preliminary Impacts and Feasibility of the Range of Reasonable Alternatives Retained for Continued Screening

June 2002
Purpose and Needs Physical and Biological Environment
o N @ ) P 2 @
< 2 @ o 5 $ S & 2 2 S s &
S L S NP O D s &/ &8 S S S & S~ & 4 S a S~ /9 &
E /S 8) S8/ S/ FS) S8/ 8T/ SE/ S/ & /8 £/ 8E/EED
< > P & N °o¢/ OF 5 &S s &/ s S S S ) S
/&) /§ /Y Es /& /)TT/S5E/S S /85 /¢ /& J&F
& < NS 3 S < < & o
No-build no no
1-4B-1 no no 375 | 2.9/37.0 | 4375 8/0 165 2.8 244 0.0 0.8 5 10.4 42.2 0
2B*3 yes | yes 27.8 | 4.1/24.4 | 5/27.8 6/2 93 0.0 120 0.0 10.5 0 17.1 23.3 0
2BEF | yes | vyes 65.6 | 10.8/62.2| 11/65.6 11/2 175 0.0 219 0.0 16.0 0 20.1 37.8 0
2BE3K | yes | ves 53.9 | 9.3/51.2 | 11/53.9 11/1 170 0.0 209 0.0 15.1 0 8.8 39.3 0
3EIK ves | yes 46.8 | 4.5/45.5 | 8/46.8 7/0 211 3.2 226 0.0 7.4 0 4.1 20.5 0
3EIK-1 | yes | yes 48.0 5/42.4 | 7/48.0 8/0 205 13.9 204 0.0 15.6 0 7.9 22.7 0
3A-BEIK-1] yes | vyes 50.0 | 5.6/48.2 | 5/50.0 8/1 182 125 205 0.0 22.8 0 9.3 22.2 0
4B ves | yes 444 | 3.2/435 | 3/44.4 10/0 253 138 276 0.0 0.8 0 6.9 18.6 0
S5A2EF | vyes | vyes 79.9 | 18.6/76.1|24/79.9 9/0 193 0.0 252 0.0 5.9 0 32.9 45.6 0
5A2E3K | yes | yes 68.6 |19.6/65.0 |24/68.6 9/0 195 0.0 249 0.0 6.7 0 31.7 49.9 0
5B2EF | ves | vyes 80.2 |15.6/73.5|18/80.2 11/1 179 46 250 0.0 11.6 0 15.9 46.0 0
5B2E3K | yes | vyes 66.7 | 15.3/60.3|18/66.7 10/2 179 16 243 0.0 115 0 15.0 49.0 0
Land Use Cultural Resources Engineering Feasibility
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No-build no
1-4B1 | 11.2]| 287 10.4 | 165 29.5 244 15 6’ 165 0 no 10.2 6/2,572] 4.9 — — — — — [ 13 ] — [ o050
2B23 0.0 4.9 17.1 93 55 120 3 0 200° 0 no 5.8 7/4,354] 0 0.89 0.91 | -0.03 37 29 4 [1.13] 0.58
2BEF | 0.0 15.0 201 | 175 8.6 219 7 0 120 1 yes 10.2 | 10/3,820] O 1.72 182 | -0.10 47 27 | 7 |087] 052
2BE3K | 0.0 10.9 88 | 170 18.6 209 8 0 73 1 yes 10.1 8/3,021] 0 1.59 158 | 0.01 47 27 | 6 |1.10] 0.67
3EIK | 1.5 25 4.1 211 6.4 226 2 0 22 0 yes 10.4 | 10/3,948] 0 1.90 219 | -0.29 66 37 | 4 |154] 055
3EIK-1 1.0 4.1 7.7 205 6.9 224 4 1 21 0 yes 10.2 7/2,797 0 2.19 2.18 0.01 75 56 4 1.45| 0.78
3A-3EIK-1] 0.0 7.9 10.9 | 182 16 205 8 0 41 0 yes 9.2 7/2,809] 0 211 210 | 0.01 75 62 | 3 |1.36] 0.75
4B 1.0 9.3 6.9 | 253 6.2 276 4 17 31 0 yes 11.0 | 11/3,486] 0 4.08 3.84 | 0.24 82 64 | 9 |203] 054
5A2EF | 0.0 13.6 32.9 | 193 13.0 252 5 0 131 1 yes 11.0 | 11/4,074] 0 2.55 2.75 | -0.20 66 44 | 7 [ 090 0.63
5A2E3K | 0.0 9.3 31.7 | 195 12.8 249 5 0 84 1 yes 10.9 9/3286] 0 2.48 261 | -0.13 64 44 | 5 |1.03] 0.77
5B2EF | 2.0 18.8 15.9 | 179 34.8 250 10 1 126 1 yes 11.4 | 11/4,281] 0 2.33 219 | 0.14 47 49 | 9 |086] 046
5B2E3K | 2.0 14.6 15.0 | 179 32.5 243 12 1 79 1 yes 11.3 9/3,492] 0 2.18 2.00 | 0.18 47 49 | 7 | 093] 059

Notes:

! Hydric soils were considered to be wetland areas.

2 Connects to Route 9 between Davis Road and Chemo Road

% Impacts from alternative include impacts along its entire length of Route 9 to the east of East Eddington providing for equal comparison between alternatives

* A residence was considered displaced if it was directly impacted by an alternative’

® Proximity is defined as within 500 ft. on either side of a proposed alternative.

® New column added in June 2002

7 Results in operational impacts to the Boy Scouts of America, Camp Roosevelt

8 47 houses and businesses in proximity along portion of alternative on new alignment between 1-395 and Route 9. 153 houses and businesses in proximity along Route 9
between portion on new alignment and where other alternatives join Route 9 to the east of the village of East Eddington

Source: Adapted from "The Highway Methodology Workbook," U.S. Army Corps of Engineers — New England Division. 1993 Last Updated:7/08/02



