Issue scores (1 = Low/Green, 2 = Medium/Yellow, 3 = High/Red) were assigned to each criterion for all alternatives based on the anticipated effect. See below woa the impacts scores for each criterion:

Effects Analysis Issue Score .
Milepost| Structure Name Natural/Cultural Environmental Structural Roadway Construction Utilities Average
“ 5 E] £l . = » £ 5 e
£ P 2_ .13 S|E 1% Elss i} £ gl . c zlBlegs |%® g 1 u T £
R o = w8 o o= " b = & |55 g & e s
AR L L L A bR L A HE R EHE
2 < @ 5 ND & m 20U o g & W E Jials E aw .m o 3 2
PC 1,20 | NS RR over WMerchant Strast
Mew RR Structure with Increased Vertical Clearance 2 L ¥
Replace Structure with Raised Profile/Lower Road 2 2 2 2 BiN 2| 2
| ower Road/Replace structure at grade 2 1 2 2
PC 1.60 North Avenus over NS RR
Mew Structure with Increased Vertical Clearance 2 2 i £ 2 2
Replace Structure with Raised Profilef/Lower Tracks 2 2 2 2 F 2
Lower Tracks (future replacement at grade) 2 2 e
Mo Build {Leading to eventual structure closure) ) .
PC 1.82 |Pennsylvania Avenue over NS RR
Mew Structure with Increased Vertical Clearance < 2 aw 2 212 1,63
Replace Structure with Raised Profile/Lower Tracks 2 2 ) 2 2 212
Lowwer Tracks (Tuture replacement at grade) 2 2 B o LS ;
No Build {Leading to eventual structure closure) 2 =3 = e E 1 E 1 £ Sk &) 4 i B8 e 1.73

Note: The Merchant Street alternatives do not reflect that the project as proposed is a like-kind replacement and the railroad does not require vertical clearance increase.




