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-f "This alternative was reeemmended as the preferred for the VAT e EEe e A,
fﬂ"ﬂ'ﬂlng reasons: Preferred Alternative
* Improves safety and traffic flow better than Alternative 2 = o2 Alternative 1
1 Only requires 1 bridge over Maries River S 0 Attemative 2
* Uses as much of existing upgraded alignment as possible P & vt
= Redur.ee traffic on exlshng rt:1+ad'..".raz.ir theugh Westphalla

As a reeult of puhlie input and no 5|gnff'eant differenee hetween ' _
e impacts, this emerging eptien was net reeemmended as the preferred - i~
g Altematwe 1 was not reeemmended as the preferred fer the following reasons:
G e g Requires 2 large bridges over Maries River |
o Ifereﬂrfﬁt&,, " * Requires removal and replacement of large amounts of earthen material
| L * Does not use existing lanes and right of way south of town
o * Not as desirable to connect from existing Route 63 to new highway
* Twice the construction cost of other alternatives
* Potential impact to 4 hlsterle prepertles
# :-'*'-TM : ; - . Y
<Alternative 2 was net reeemmended as the preferred for the following.. .
reasons: |
* 39 access points leading to the potential for increased crashes
- _1* Westphalia has 2nd highest number of crashes in the
g study area
1 * Westphalia has highest traffic volume in the study area
.5 * Widening the existing highway would potentially impact 13
& y 8 -;l commercial and 6 residential properties
A Westph a| | al : Q g ; e . Weld net ellew fer Imprevements te hIII on nerth end of town
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Thle alternative was reeemmended as the preferred fer the fellemng reeeens
,.-5 Avoids impacting businesses along the existing route
. * Less costs than Alternative 1
* Shortens the length and travel time
i Has Ieee eurveture in the ellgnment than the other alternatives -
il £y ﬁ.f Y rE T e A
7 Alternative 1 was not reeemmended as the preferred for the following reasons:
| * Longest alternative; resulting in more costs
N " * Less direct route

“|Alternative 2 was not rer:emmended as the preferred for the fellpwfng reasons:
%" Has 4 more commercial and 5 more residential impacts than
1 the other alternatives
* Less desirable alignment
_4* More eeete then the preferred due to dieplaeemente
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