Hancock / Academy PEL Level 1 Screening Analysis
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Alternatives are analyzed to determine if they meet the purpose and need criteria for the project: Meets Purpose & Need o Does not meet P & N O Not Applicable to P&N
Alternatives are also analyzed to determine if they would support Project Planning goals: Supports Planning Goals @ Does not support Planning Goals (%] or Planning Goals
Transportation elements that would be complementary to Multi-Modal Transportation Alternatives
Transportation elements that would create the foundation for Multi-Modal Transportation Alternatives
Transportation elements that do not meet Purpose and Need Criteria
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