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alignment had better roadway geometry for the interchange since it had three less curves and
crossed Ghio Road at closeto aperpendicular angle. Therefore, it was adopted and is depicted
on Figure 2-21 (refer to page 2-58).

A multitude of comments were received from individual property owners that requested shifts
in the vicinity of their homes. In all cases, the suggestions were evaluated. However, in the
majority of cases the modification would simply shift the potential impacts from one property
owner to another.

2.7.3 What is the estimated cost of the Preferred Alternative?

The estimated cost to construct the Preferred Alternative was determined in 2008 dollars, and then
factored up by six percent per year to the Years 2013 and 2018 (refer to Table 2.16). The cost
estimates are based upon unit pricing for estimated quantities derived from the conceptual design
and as such are subject to change. In addition, the materials costs can be very volatile given the
current instability in energy costs.

Table 2.16
Total Estimated Cost for Alternative 2
(Preferred Alternative)

Year 2008 Year 2013 Year 2018

Total Estimated Cost $841 million $1.125 billion $1.505 billion

Following the evaluation of the proposed modifications, the Preferred Alternative was requantified
and asummary of theimpactsis presented in Table 2.17 on page 2-60 and depicted on Figure 2-22
on page 2-61.
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