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The comments received from the USFWS on I-73 South were incorporated where applicable. At the 
time of the FEIS, no decision had been made concerning the use of wildlife crossings. Section 3.15.7 
(refer to pages 3-228 through 3-230) includes a discussion pertaining to the potential impact of cell 
towers on wildlife. Section 3.12.13 (refer to pages 3-181 through 3-184) discusses the applicable 
BMPs that have been implemented and determined to be successful. A detailed mitigation plan will be 
developed prior to the Section 404 permit application. The ACT has agreed to develop mitigation 
based upon the USACE SOP, which will provide guidance in determining the appropriate magnitude 
and type of mitigation to be performed. Potential noise impacts to resident or transient wildlife 
populations is included in Section 3.14.4 (refer to page 3-206). A discussion of long term air quality 
impacts has been added in Section 3.9.3 (refer to pages 3-133 through 3-135). 

The current status of the Bald eagle is explained in Section 3.15.4 (refer to pages 3-222 and 3-223). 

The text has been modified in Section 3.15.3 (refer to pages 3-213 and 3-214) to include the phrase 
“jeopardize the continued existence of”. 
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The use of portions of existing corridors was evaluated and found to have greater impacts. Existing 
corridors typically have residences, businesses, churches, and other facilities along both sides. 
Converting an existing two or four lane roadway to a fully-controlled access roadway requires the 
construction of frontage roads to maintain access for property owners. This increases the width of the 
impact corridor. The results of the quantification of potential impacts have consistenly been more 
displacements of residences, businesses, and community facilities, more impacts to existing communities, 
higher impacts to cultural resources, and greater wetland impacts than the new alignment alternatives. 

The DEIS and the FEIS both state: 

The purpose of the proposed project is to provide an interstate link between the 
southernmost proposed segment of I-73 (between I-95 and the Myrtle Beach Region) 
and the North Carolina I-73/I-74 Corridor, to serve residents, businesses, and travelers 
while fulfilling congressional intent in an environmentally responsible and community 
sensitive manner. 

This defines the underlying purpose, “...to serve residents, businesses, and travelers...”, which is then 
further defined by the project needs. 
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None of the 1,896 preliminary Build Alternatives were eliminated due to failure to meet the primary 
needs of the project (refer to Section 2.4.2, page 2-11). The use of existing roadways was considered 
during alternative development (refer to Chapter 2, Section 2.1, page 2-1 and the Alternative Development 
Technical Memorandum) and during refinement of the Preferred Alternative. As explained, the use of 
existing roadways increased potential relocations to residents and businesses, which would also 
negatively impact the economics of the area. As stated in Chapter 1, page 1-12, a primary need of the 
project is to promote economic development. 

Section 1.3.6 (page 1-30) includes a discussion of how the project would increase safety on current 
roads in the project study area. Section 1.3.5 (page 1-28) includes how the project may benefit travel 
and tourism in the four-county area. 

The project seeks to plan for future transit options by preserving a corridor adjacent to the proposed I
73. This corridor could provide a connection between the Southeast High-Speed Rail corridor and the 
Myrtle Beach region (refer to Section 1.3.7, page 1-32). In addition, the Preferred Alternative will only 
preserve 100 feet for future multimodal accommodations. 
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The use of existing roadways was considered during alternative development (refer to Chapter 2, Section 
2.1, page 2-1 and the Alternative Development Technical Memorandum) and during refinement of the 
Preferred Alternative. As explained, the use of existing roadways increased potential relocations to 
residents and businesses, which would also negatively impact the economics of the area. As stated in 
Chapter 1, page 1-12, a primary need of the project is to promote economic development. 

Section 2.6.1.1 (page 2-32) discusses the substantial economic benefits arising from the travel efficiencies 
of the project. The Preferred Alternative potentially generates more benefits than the No-build Alternative 
or the other reasonable Build Alternatives (refer to Table 2.8 on page 2-33 and Section 2.6.1.2 on pages 
2-33 through 2-35). 
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A discussion of estimated reduction in average annual daily traffic volumes on local roadways is included 
in Section 1.3.6 (pages 1-30 and 1-31). Section 2.6.2.1 (pages 2-37 and 2-38) describes the traffic 
benefits from the Preferred Alternative in vehicle hours traveled and vehicle miles traveled. In addition, 
the levels of service for the local network are included in the Traffic Technical Memorandum on page 
26. 

On page 1-31 of Section 1.3.6 accident data for the main routes through the project study area are 
evaluated. 

Farm sizes in the project study area range from one acre to over 1,000 acres. As such, it was determined 
that no divided parcel would be too small to farm (Section 3.10.9, page 3-147). Even though farmland 
may be split, it may not be removed from active production as it could be kept or acquired by a 
neighboring farm. Maintaining access to farms or property divided by the Preferred Alternative has 
been incorporated into the design where feasible. 

As discussed in Chapter 2, Alternative 2 was determined in the DEIS to be the Preferred Alternative 
because it would have the least amount of wetland impacts (114.3 acres), the least impact to total 
farmland (1,505 acres), the least impact to prime farmland (805 acres), the lowest cost, low relocations, 
would not directly affect any known historic resources, be in close proximity to existing infrastructure, 
would be centrally located to serve the communities of the project study area more equally, and is 
supported by agencies, local governments, and the public. 
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Section 3.14 (pages 3-206 through 3-212) includes an extensive discussion on potential impacts to 
wildlife and their habitat, including fragmentation. The impacts to physical, chemical, biological, and 
human uses are discussed in detail throughout the Chapter 3 of both the DEIS and the FEIS. The 
comparison between the levels of impacts was documented in Chapter 2 of the DEIS and is contained 
in Chapter 2 of the FEIS. 

The potential cumulative impact from I-73 South (I-95 to the Myrtle Beach Region) has been addressed 
by applicable resource (Land Use in Sections 3.1.11 and 3.1.12 on pages 3-18 to 3-25; Communities is 
dispersed throughout Section 3.2 on pages 3-26 to 3-88; Historic Resources in Section 3.6.4 on page 3
106 to 3-109; Farmlands in Section 3.10.10 on pages 3-148 to 3-150; Wetlands in Section 3.12.11 on 
pages 3-178 through 3-180; Wildlife and Habitat in Section 3.14.6 on pages 3-209 through 3-212; 
Federally protected species in Section 3.15.7 on pages 3-228 through 3-230; and Water quality in 
Section 3.17.10 on page 3-261). 

As discussed in the I-73 South Final EIS, the ACT decided on December 9, 2004, to not move forward 
with the corridor in the vicinity of S.C. Route 9 because, relative to other corridors, it had over 100 
more acres of wetland impacts, minimal economic development opportunities for Marion County (due 
to the limited length in that County), and more potential natural resource impacts that could result from 
the extension of I-73 north of where the alternative would intersect with I-95 (refer to Interstate 73 
FEIS: I-95 to the Myrtle Beach Region, Chapter 2 Section 2.5 on page 2-11). 
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The location of each corridor generated by the Corridor Analysis Tool (CAT) is dependent upon the 
avoidance of features according to the levels of importance as designated by the Agency Coordination 
Team (ACT), as well as the start and end points selected. For this reason, during the development of 
potential alternatives, start points were selected in areas with few features and each start point was 
evaluated with each end point. The map attached as Exhibit A reflects a corridor that would be the least 
impact corridor (the darker areas indicate high correlation with the low impact corridor) between the 
two points selected, not necessarily the corridor that would have the least impact overall. That was 
determined after evaluation of 141 initial corridors developed using all starting and ending points. The 
fact that the CAT had a route in the eastern part of the study area is due to the selection of the easternmost 
starting and ending points. 

Given the lack of credible issues raised, and especially in light of the significant public and agency 
input into the development of the purpose and need and the alternatives, it was determined to proceed 
from the DEIS to the FEIS. 
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