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Alternatives with two or more red criteria did not pass the
Purpose and Need Screening

Alternative containing Section BN1

1 N/S Pairs: State Farm Insurance S Campus (TAZ 170) and TAZ 11, Uptown
Normal Multi-Modal (TAZ 73) and TAZ 168

2 E/W Pairs: Uptown Normal Multi-Modal (TAZ 73) and TAZ 353, St.
Joseph Medical Center (TAZ 114) and TAZ 353

3 Major Travel Generators: Mitsubishi Motors (TAZ 57), Uptown Normal
Multi-Modal (TAZ 73), Country Insurance (TAZ 83), St. Joseph Medical
Center (TAZ 114), Central Illinois Regional Airport (TAZ 117), Bloomington
CBD (TAZ 129), State Farm Insurance S Campus (TAZ 170)

Alternative containing Section BN2

Alternative containing Section BN3

Alternative containing Section BN4

Alternative containing Section BN5




