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Town of Montreat: Site Evaluations Site Analysis: Location

. Proximity to Center of Montreat (Lake Susan) . Proximity to Gate
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. Setback

Area

D Property

Area

. Easement

Buildable
Area*

*Area capable of
constructing a
footprint with an

efficient building
width.

Site 1:
4,583 sf
7,348 sf

Site 2:
18,375 sf
23,747 sf

Site 3:
8,346 sf
12,500 sf

Site 4:
21,434 sf
21,434 sf
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Site Evaluations
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Site Analysis: Site
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Town of Montreat: Site Evaluations Site Analysis: Site
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Town of Montreat:

Site Evaluations

Site A
SUMMARY:

-No Existing Vegetation

-SE Exposure

-Catchment Tanks

-Active Creek on Site

-No Soil Problems Anticipated

Site B
SUMMARY:

-Park Landscaping, Dedicated 1953
-SSE Exposure

-Retention Basins

-Active Gully on Site

-Clay Soil Anticipated

Site Analysis: Environmental
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Site

SUMMARY:

-Majority of Vegetation Will Be Displaced
-SE Exposure

-Little Room for Retention Basins

-No Active Creek on Site

-No Soil Problems Anticipated

Site D
SUMMARY:

-Most of Vegetation Will Remain

-W Exposure

-Retention Basins with Small Catchment
Tanks

-No Active Creek on Site

-No Soil Problems Anticipated (Geotech
Confirmed)

Town of Montreat: Site Evaluations Site Analysis: Environmental



SUMMARY (Site D: Florida Terrace):
-Viable Site

-/ | -Worst for Location

— -Best for Site Configuration & Access
-No Delay to Project

-Costs Good, at Par with Site C

i LOCATION SITE ENVIRONMENTAL COSTS
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SITE #1

-Not Viable Site
-Configuration, Access & Parking Critically
Poor

_ -Very Good for Environmental Issues
S ITE #2 i -Some Delay to Project

-Most Expensive to Develop

|
|
|
| SUMMARY (Site A: Above the Gate):
|
|
|

SUMMARY (Site C: Next to Post Office):
-Viable Site
-Best For Location
-Poor for Configuration & Access
-Poor Environmental Issues
S ITE #3 1 | -Major Delay to Project

——— -Costs Good, Slightly Higher Than Site D
-Potential Land Costs Not Analyzed
-Property Acquisition is Not a Certainty

D SUMMARY (Site B: Pratt Park):

-Viable Site

-Very Good for Location

-Very Good for Site Configuration & Access
0 -Worst for Environmental Issues

_~____ -Greatest Potential Delay to Project

-Least Expensive to Develop

| -Potential Land Costs Not Analyzed

| -Property Acquisition is Not a Certainty

| -Loss of Public Park Space

SITE #4

Town of Montreat: Site Evaluations Evaluation Summary





