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Homes/businesses/farms (number within the corridor) 60 38
Potential historic properties (number of sites) 2 2
Parks, recreation areas and wildlife facilities (number within corridor) 0 0
Prime Wetlands (acres of Type 1 or 2 wetlands within corridor) 11 6
Total Wetlands (acres within corridor) 30 20
Farm land (acres within corridor) 192 273
Habitat for Threatened or Endangered Species (acres) 0 0
Floodplains (yes or no: Does the corridor encroach into a floodplain?) yes no
Noise receivers (number of residences and other active uses within 1000-foot 68 47
corridor plus 300 feet either side)
Air Quality—sen§itive facilities (number of. schools, nursing homes, hospitals) within 0 0
1,000-foot corridor plus 300 feet either side)
Other important resources affected PLEASE COMMENT TBD TBD
Public acceptance PLEASE COMMENT TBD TBD
Compared with the other alternatives, is this a reasonable corridor location? TBD TBD

*

Impacts shown are proportional to a 250-foot right-of-way within a study corridor 1,000 feet wide. Since
there is room to shift the right-of-way within the corridor, most impacts shown could probably be avoided.




