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Transportation Impact Analysis
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Eastowne UNC Health Tree Canopy Height

e N T R < v P 5
b Pine Stand (Height)

Value
2 1 Pine B <1201t
Deciduous Hardwood B <90 ft.
Mixed Pine-Hardwood I <60 ft.

Hardwood Stand (Height) B <30 f.
Value Mixed Stand (Height)

Bl <1201t Value

B < 70 ft. B < 120 ft.

B < 50 ft. B < 70 ft.
B < 50 ft.
B < 20 ft.
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Eastowne UNC Health Campus Hydrology
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150 ft. " SWAMP/MARSH
100 ft. Wetlands
> 50 ft. . Freshwater Emergent Wetland
Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetland
| Freshwater Pond
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Streams
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Eastowne UNC Health Campus Slope
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Eastowne UNC Health Campus Steep Slopes

Eastowne UNC Health Campus
Steep Slopes .
Value

Slopes = 25%
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Eastowne UNC Health Campus Suitability AnaIyS|s (Welghted Overlay)

e PP A TS
H Su |tab|l|ty Analysis Results

Composite Score
= 0 | Constrained by Regulation |

O e S
* Suitability Criteria | Criteria Weight (%)
. " Hardwood Stand 35
Pine Stand 20

"| 4 | Least Suitable 2 Yol 4
f + < Mixed Stand 15
| Slope 14

Jordan Buffer

9 | Most Suitable
1 Regulating Plan Alternate 1
.\ Setback (10 ft.)

Preservation Area

| Tree stand classifications are represented by stand
height, where taller stands are more ecologically
valuable and therefore less suitable for
development.

Slopes are more suitable as percent rise decreases,
and and steep slopes are slopes greater than 25%
rise.

77 7

Jordan buffers are classified as Constrained by
Regulation due to the various processes required
prior to initiating allowable and/or mitigated
impacts to a regulatory buffer.

Resource Conservation District (RCD) buffers are
| progressively less restrictive as buffers distances
| | increase. Overall, stream buffers do not affect

§ suitability outside of the buffered area.




Eastowne UNC Health Campus Suitability AnaIyS|s (Welghted Overlay)

e PP A TS
H Su |tab|l|ty Analysis Results

Composite Score
= 0 | Constrained by Regulation |

O e S
* Suitability Criteria | Criteria Weight (%)
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| Slope 14
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Preservation Area

| Tree stand classifications are represented by stand
height, where taller stands are more ecologically
valuable and therefore less suitable for
development.

Slopes are more suitable as percent rise decreases,
and and steep slopes are slopes greater than 25%
rise.

77 7

Jordan buffers are classified as Constrained by
Regulation due to the various processes required
prior to initiating allowable and/or mitigated
impacts to a regulatory buffer.

Resource Conservation District (RCD) buffers are
| progressively less restrictive as buffers distances
| | increase. Overall, stream buffers do not affect

§ suitability outside of the buffered area.




Eastowne UNC Health Campus SU|tab|I|ty Analysis (Weighted Overlay)
SU|tab|I|ty Analysis Results | S Suitability Criteria | Criteria Weight (%)
\ o Hardwood Stand 35
Value £ =M Pine Stand 20

W 0 | Constrained by Regulation F& N Rep 15

I E | S 0l

Jordan Buffer |

3 Tree stand classifications are represented by stand
height, where taller stands are more ecologically
valuable and therefore less suitable for
development.

| Slopes are more suitable as percent rise decreases,
. and and steep slopes are slopes greater than 25%
rise.

Jordan buffers are classified as Constrained by
Regulation due to the various processes required
prior to initiating allowable and/or mitigated
impacts to a regulatory buffer.
Resource Conservation District (RCD) buffers are
progressively less restrictive as buffers distances
% increase. Overall, stream buffers do not affect
suitability outside of the buffered area.
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