ComPARATIVE RouTING ANALYSIS
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« The proposed route would affect the fewest number of
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natural resources and is less desirable from an engineering + The proposed route would follow an existing transmission line, Big Sandy Substation to Beaver Creek Substation
perspective. minimizing disturbance to natural resources, prime farmland, « The proposed route would follow an existing transmission line
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fewer landowners. affect Bonny Lake State Park.
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« Step 4: Identify potential proposed and alternative routes affect fewer homes. « The proposed route would follow an existing transmission line,
based on the lowest level of effects. - The proposed route would affect fewer homes, avoid sandy and have fewer effects to natural resources.
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to homes) in modifying the choice between proposed and « The proposed route is more favorable for natural resources, middle of ste?Nardshi trgst lands Big Sandy Substation to 125-mile Substation
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«+ Step 6: Present the proposed and alternative routes to
the public and agencies to get additional information and
comments.




