














Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project
Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina
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Note: The alternatives are still conceptual in design, so the corridors shown are 500 feet wide. Additional fieldwork, engineering, and public input will
be used in the next phase of the project to identify the actual proposed width of the alternatives analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement.
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Note: The alternatives are still conceptual in design, so the corridors shown are 500 feet wide. Additional fieldwork, engineering, and public input will
be used in the next phase of the project to identify the actual proposed width of the alternatives analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement.
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Note: The alternatives are still conceptual in design, so the corridors shown are 500 feet wide. Additional fieldwork, engineering, and public input will
be used in the next phase of the project to identify the actual proposed width of the alternatives analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement.
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Note: The alternatives are still conceptual in design, so the corridors shown are 500 feet wide. Additional fieldwork, engineering, and public input will
be used in the next phase of the project to identify the actual proposed width of the alternatives analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement.

Municipal Boundary

Alternatives I, N, T 0_0'5 1 2Mi|es August 2019
%  NRHP - Eligible or Listed Resources I Freshwater Pond Alternative | N
++  Cemetery | Freshwater Wetland m Alternative N

-——— Railroads B Forested Wetland NNNE Alternative T
—— Rivers & Streams 1 Parcels
B Riverine ]




