
Summary of Preliminary Impacts and Feasibility of Alternatives Considered
April 2003
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No-build no no  
2B-1 yes yes 35.4 5.9/34.5 9/35.4 5/2 186 0 222 0 10.7 0 18.8 37.0 0

2C-1/2B-1 yes yes 37.5 9.0/32.6 12/37.5 9/1 189 0 225 0 10.6 0 16.7 43.0 0
2C-1 yes yes 34.8 13.6/31.9 12/34.8 5/1 165 0 204 0 11.6 0 19.5 47.6 0

3A-3EIK-14 yes yes 48.0 5.6/46.4 7/47.9 9/1 190 12 208 0 23.7 0 8.8 23.2 0
3EIK-2 yes yes 43.2 6.8/37.9 10/43.2 6/0 215 0.7 232 0 9.6 0 6.2 20.5 0

Land Use Cultural Resources Engineering Feasibility
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No-build no
2B-1 0 10.0 18.8 186 6.9 222 9 0 61 118 0 yes 10.7 7/2,232 1.74 1.75 -0.01 56 50 5 1.1 0.7

2C-1/2B-1 0 9.6 16.7 189 9.9 225 10 0 54 93 0 yes 10.7 7/2,232 1.94 1.91 0.03 75 50 5 1.1 0.7
2C-1 0 11.1 19.5 165 8.7 204 8 0 63 89 0 yes 9.3 8/2,469 1.93 1.94 -0.01 77 50 6 1.2 0.7

3A-3EIK-14 0 3.5 8.8 190 5.3 208 8 0 12 46 0 yes 9.5 6/1,774 2.11 2.13 -0.02 75 62 5 1.4 0.8
3EIK-2 1 2.8 6.2 215 6.7 232 4 0 12 46 0 yes 10.6 6/1,948 2.12 2.13 -0.01 63 42 6 1.5 1.0

Notes:
1 Hydric soils were considered to be wetland areas.
2 A residence was considered displaced if it was directly impacted by an alternative.

3 Measured from the limit of disturbance on either side of a proposed alternative.
4 3A-3EIK-1 revised to avoid the mobile home park since January 2003 meeting.

Source: Adapted from "The Highway Methodology Workbook," U.S. Army Corps of Engineers — New England Division. 1993 Last Updated:4/18/03


