Table 1
Preliminary Summary of Potential Impacts

$27.26M $31.61M $23.64M $24.38M
Source: URS Team, June 6, 2012

@ = Higher public preference for alternative / © = Some public preference for alternative / O = Lower public preference for alternative.

The defined quality ranking from “low” to “highest” is a unique classification system specific to the site and is intended for planning purposes only.
*Number of locations where noise sensitive land uses (residential and places of common use) are assessed a noise impact when project noise levels exceed
the Minnesota State Noise Standard of 65 dBA (measured as Ly [h]).

*Number of locations where noise sensitive land uses (commercial) are assessed a noise impact when project noise levels exceed the Minnesota State
Noise Standard of 70 dBA (measured as Ly [h]).

“After selection of preferred alternative, Phase 1 Archaeological survey recommended for one site where land owner permission was denied.

*Fifteen persons filled out comment cards at the first public open house in June 2009. Alternative 3 was supported by six persons. Alternative 4 was
supported by 2 persons. One of these individuals expressed concern about Alternative 3’s impact on Little Comfort Lake by Concept 3, which has since
been changed to have a similar alignment through the isthmus between Big and Little Comfort Lakes. Alternative 5 was supported by three persons.
Alternative 5A was supported by three persons. One person expressed equal preference between Alternatives 3 and 5.




