TIER 2

» Detailed Environmental analysis including field studies

» Scoping will define route of alternatives to be considered within approved
corridor

» Screening of Alternatives including review of data, public input and agency
comments
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TIER1

» Interstate of{40-50 miles connecting Paducah to Cape
Girardeau through as many as 5 counties in southern
llinois

* Projectis paft of the “High Priority Corridor 3 :
Transamerica Corridor From Kansas to Kentucky” (ISTEA
Section 1105)

= Establish project purpose and need (example of potential
needs)
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o To openinew economic development opportunities
and faciltate interstate freight movements (including
intermodal freight movements)
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o Second Round: Screening of Route Corridors

¢ : o o EIS Alternatives: Detailed analysis of alternatives for
y! ‘ st | impacts, performance and cost (GIS analysis
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« Each Corridor is approximately 2,000 feet wide

Archaeclogy Resource Potential B & - : s * FHWA will agprove corridor in Record of Decision (ROD)
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