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I. INTRODUCTION

The Philadelphia Electric Company (PE) has petitioned the Pennsylvania
Public Utility Commission (PUC) regarding siting review requirements of
proposed power transmission lines. PE's petition included 1istings of
previously recorded historic sites within two miles of the proposed lines,
and described general steps taken to reduce potential visual effects to
those sites. The PUC requested additional information regarding the visi-
bility of the proposed lines from each identified historic site, and the
extent to which current views would be adversely affected. To assist PE

in responding to the PUC request, John Milner Associates, Inc. prepared

a report entitled: An Investigation of Potential Visual Effects upon
Previously Recorded Historic Sites in the Vicinity of Proposed Limerick
Transmission Lines, Montgomery and Chester Counties, Pennsylvania (Struthers
and Zatz 1982). Subsequently, design changes which will affect historic
sites in Norristown have been made, and visual effects to numerous sites

in Chester County which were not included in the original site listings
have been evaluated. These supplementary data are presented in the follow-
ing report. In the interest of clarity, the report is divided into major
sections concerned with Norristown and Chester County. The Chester County
section is further divided in chapters describing the methods and results
of the evaluation, discussions of engineering and other environmental
constraints and mitigative options. The final chapter presents recommenda-
tions to reduce or eliminate identified potential adverse visual effects

to the historic sites. Tables, figures, plates, and appendices complete
the report.



II. NORRISTOWN

This initial report (Struthers and Zatz 1982:Table 2.2) included 16 his-
toric sites in Norristown Borough which were expected to suffer adverse
visual changes related to the Cromby-Plymouth Meeting line. Although in-
itiated for a variety of reasons, effective mitigative design changes have
subsequently been implemented which will eliminate negative changes in the
view sheds of the historic site. 1

The original plan called for conductors to be supported by extension of
approximately 50 feet to existing railroad "H"-shaped catenary structures
on the easterly side of Norristown (Plate 1). Under the current design,
more aesthetic and less obtrusive tubular steel structures will be used
and the catenary structures will be removed. The total number of support
structures will be reduced from the present 32 catenary structures and
seven wood poles to approximately 21 single-pole structures. To the
extent possible, these structures will be located in mid-block areas to
take advantage of screening afforded by buildings and to prevent
unobstructed views down streets to the support structures. The overall
result of these modifications will be positive visual changes to the
existing view sheds. Based on these and other mitigative measures to be
taken by PE, the Borough of Norristown has passed a resolution in support
of PE's proposal and has withdrawn an earlier resolution to the contrary
(Appendix 1).



II1. CHESTER COUNTY

Historic sites in Chester County may be visually affected by the proposed
westerly Limerick-Cromby transmission line and/or the proposed Cromby-
Plymouth Meeting line. The former generally parallels the Schuylkill

River and occupies an existing railroad right-of-way. The latter follows

an existing transmission line at the eastern end of the project area north
of Phoenixville (Figure 1). Its existing lattice structure will be replaced
with more aesthetic and less obtrusive tubular structures. Both the current
conditions and proposed facilities are described more fully in the initial
report. The following sections describe the methods and results of the
current investigation and provide additional information necessary to
develop feasible and effective measures for mitigating potential adverse
effects.

A. Methods

Mectings were held with Mrs. Estelle Cremers and Mrs. Samuel Morris of

the French and Pickering Creeks Conservation Trust, Inc. to obtain informa-
tion generated by the Trust's historic sites inventory. Sites ranging in
significance from a pending National Register Historic District to sites
probably not eligible for the National Register were listed by site number
and owner, and locations were identified on the 7.5 minute Phoenixville
quadrangle. Chester County-Architectural Inventory forms for each site

were obtained at the Chester County Historical Society. Subsequently, an
on-site inspection was conducted to define and record the right-of-way
visibility and current viewing conditions from each site. Visibility was

at a maximum during fieldwork due to the absence of lush spring and summer
vegetation. After the completion of field work. sites were intially divided
into groups which have no view of the proposed rights-of-way, and those from
which proposed facilities may be visible. The latter group was further
divided into those from which the visual change will be negligible, due to
low visibility or currently negative viewing conditions, and those which

are expected to suffer adverse visual changes. Recommendations to reduce
or eliminate the adverse changes were developed based on field observations
and technical data provided by PE.




B. Results
1. No Visua) Effect Anticipated

Of the 47 sites investigated, six have no view of the right-of-way due to
intervening natural or cultural obstructions. An additional three sites
have view sheds which include the right-of-way but, based on a conversation
with Mrs. Cremers and a brief field view, are not considered potentially
eligible for the National Register. These sites are listed in Table 1 and
identified in Figure 1. Since the proposed lines will have no effect upon
significant historic characteristics of the sites, they are not considered
further. '

2. Negligible Visual Effect Anticipated

Sixteen of the remaining sites will have views of the proposed facilities
but are not considered to be potentially adversely affected by them. As
detailed below for each site. the no effect evaluation is based on the
anticipated minimal view shed changes, or on very negative viewing condi-
tions already present. The sites are listed in Table 2 and are indicated
in Figure 1.

Sites 004 and 005 are well removed from the Limerick-Cromby line, but have
limited views of =xisting lattice structures on the Cromby-Plymouth Meeting *
line from their side and back yards. Neither site faces the right-of-way
and both have mature yard trees which will further reduce the right-of-way
visibility during the spring, summer, and fall months. The closest site,
004, is approximately 1,850 feet from the lattice structure to the south-
west and 2,400 feet from one to the southeast. Although the lattice
structure will be replaced with lower, more narrow, and less obtrusive
pole structures, the change is considered negligible due to the limited
visibility of the right-of-way.

Sites 145 and 146 are connected houses and are also removed from the
Limerick-Cromby right-of-way. The existing Cromby generating station and
facilities cn the Cromby-Plymouth Meeting right-of-way are slightly visible
from the rear of the properties. Yard trees and woods along the Schuylkill



River may complietely block the view with summer foliage. The change
from lattice to pole structures is considered negligible due to the low
visibility of the right-of-way.

Site 147 may also have a limited view of structures on the Cromby-Plymouth
Meeting right-of-way looking northeast down the road on the eastern side
of the property. With the exception of road-side woods, the view shed is
dominated by the Cromby generating plant and by a fenced substation facing
the property. Accordingly, the view shed change from lattice to pole
structures is considered negligible.

Sites 092, 093, and 080 also have current views of the Cromby generating
plant from their side or back yards, although its visibility is limited

by yard trees and woods. In addition, site 092 is within 300 feet of

an existing PE right-of-way with lattice structures. Although pole
structures will be added to the site's view sheds, the change is considered
insignificant due to the limited visibility and negative qualities of
current view sheds.

Site 099, located in Spring City, fronts onto Main Street and faces away
from the right-of-way. From the rear of the property, facing the right-
of-way, the view shed includes an intervening railroad spur, commercial
structures, a fenced storage yard, rubble piles, and other negative visual
elements. Although proposed tubular poles may be visible over these ob-
structions, the intrusion is insignificant compared with the present view-
ing conditions.

Site 103, also in Spring City, is located on the west side of Main Street
on a hill facing the right-of-way. Its view of the right-of-way and other
industrial development is limited to breaks in screening provided by yard
trees and two story buildings on the opposite side of Main Street. The
very low visibility and extant industrial development within the view shed
lead to the conclusion that effects of the proposed transmission line

will be negligible.



Site 097 lies on a hill facing northeastward towards the right-of-way.
However, its view of the right-of-way is obscured by a heavily wooded rise
between the site and right-of-way. It is possible that the tops Jf pole-
type support structures may be slightly visible, but thic intrusion they
may present is expected to b» minimal.

Site 061 may also have a slight view of support structure tops L . is
screened by an embankment with mature trees between it and the right-of-
way. Excavation related to an artificial impounding basin and numerous
abandoned automobiles and other debris are also included in the view to-
wards the right-of-way. Accordingly, any change which may result from
the transmission facilities is considered insignificant.

Sites 050 and 036 are l~cated on Sanatoga Road southwest of the Limerick
generating plant. Site 036 faces the right-of-way but is screened by a
building on the opposite side of the road, while site 050 faces away from
the right-of-way. Both have partial views of the Limerick generating plant
and the existing Limerick-Whitpain transmission lines. The tops of support
structures on the proposed Limerick-Cromby line may be visible, but are
insignificant rompared with the current view of the generating facilit:

Site 038, River Bend Farm (Appendix 2), and Site 039 1ie on opposite sides
of Sanatoga Road. Both have views of the Limerick generating plant and
existing lattice structures but are screened by yard trees and outbuildings
(Plate 2). Although proposed pole structures will present additianal nega-
tive elements to the site's view sheds, the change is expected to be minimal
due to the low visibility of the right-of-way and the visual dominance of
the cooling towers and existing lattice structures.

3. Adverse Visual Effect Anticipated

The remaining sites are expected to suffer adverse visual impacts from

the Limerick-Cromby transmission line. They include a pending National
Register District and associated structures (Parker's Ford, Sites 085
through 093), four nearby properties (Sites 095, 096, 074, and 075), and
an additional group of historic structures (Fricks Lock, Sites 041 through



049; Fiqure 1, Table 3). For each of these areas, the following section
present brief descriptions of the sites and proposed facilities. Mitigative
measures to reduce the adverse effects are recommended in the final report
chapter.

a. Parker's Ford

Parker's Ford. or 01d Parkerford, is a pending National Register Historic
District loca.ed between Route 724 and the Schuylkill River, south of
Linfield Road (Figure 2). As specified in the District's Nomination
(Appendix 3), it is significant in the areas of transportation, military,
and industry. It served travellers on the "Great Road" between Reading

and Philadelphia, an important transportation corridor prior to the Revolu-
tion. During the Revolution, it was the site of Washington's crossing of
the Schuylkill with the Continental Army in pursuit of General Howe. The
District's industrial significance stems from eighteenth century grist and
saw mills powered by a race from Pigeon Creek, and by its close association
with nineteenth century canal and railroad developments.

Five properties are identified in the District Nomination, including a

1766 tavern (site 086), associated stables (087) and residence (085), and
two additional residences (sites 088 and 089). To the south on 01d Schuyl-
ki1l Road are four additional properties (sites 090, 091, 092, and 093)
which were not included in the Nomination but which may merit consideration
as historic resources potentially eligible for the National Register. The
formal District boundaries include the Schuylkill River, the East Vincent-
East Coventry Township line, and a current property line. The western
boundary is narratively defined as the center lineof Route 724, but is
graphically depicted as the railroad. '

Although the District is located near commercial and industrial developments,
its setting is almost rural in character. Route 724 bypasses the District,
serving to maintain its integrity, but commercial development and traffic
volume along the highway present some audible and visual intrusions. The
railroad is adjacent to Route 724 and is separated from the historic
structures by a distance of 300 feet or more occupied by a fallow field and
irregular stands of mature and immature deciduous trees.



Proposed support structure locations all lie within the railroad right-of-
way as indicated in Figure 2. Four support structures (field numbers 19,
20, 21, and 22) will present visual intrusions of varying severity to
Parker's Ford. The structures proposed are tapered steel poles, rust
brown in color, with delta configurations. Structure 19 is 99 feet high
to accommodate other utility crossings at Linfield Road, structures 20
and 22 are both 80 feet in height, and structure 21 is expected to be 85
feet high. It should be noted that these structure heights are among the
lowest proposed for any of the five transmission lines.

Structure 21 will present the greatest visual intrusion due to its
central location, absence of railroad-side screening, and breaks in
other intervening vegetation. As can be seen in Plate 3, National Re-
gister properties to the north are less visible than non-Register sites
to the south due to screening provided by mature deciduous trees and
brush. From support structures 20 and 22, the visibility is further
obscured by small trees and brush adjacent to the railroad (Plates 4
and 5).

Although at least portions of the proposed facilities will be visible

from various viewpoints within the District, their impact is expected to
be low. The lines will tend to reinforce the visual definition of the
District boundary currently provided by Route 724 and the railroad, but
will change neither the location nor character of the boundary. It should
also be recalled that the transportation, military, and industrial signi-
ficance of the District are related to 01d Schuylkill Road, the canal and
race remnants, and the Schuylkill River. The proposed facilities are
marginal to these elements, and will be somewhat visible only from 01d
Schuylkill Road.

b. Sites 074 and 075

Located north of 01d Parkerford and west of the right-of-way, sites 074

and 075 are situated almost directly across from the proposed location of
support structure 19 (Figure 2). As indicated in Plate 6, minimal screen-
ing is present between the sites, existing utility lines, Route 724, and
the proposed structure location. Within 100 feet of the sites, the support
structure will be highly visible from them.



c. Sites 095 and 096

Sites 095 and 096 are located south of 01d Parkersford, proximate to
support structures 24 and 25 (Figure 2). Site 095 fronts onto 01d
Schuylkill Road, and faces the right-of-way. It lies within approximately'
150 feet of structure 24. Site 096, the Heess property, faces away from
the right-or-way but is immediately adjacent to it. Some screening is
provided by existing yard trees, brush, and small trees adjacent to the
railroad.

Through discussions with the landowner, PE has undertasen design modifi-
cations to reduce the adverse visual changes to the Heess property.
Support structure 25 has been moved to the eastern property line and the °
opposite side of the railroad. As indicated in Plate 7, it will be
-partially screened by yard trees and other trees and brush. PE has also
agreed to install adaitional plantings to further screen the proposed
facilities. From structure 24. the Heess property is screened by existing
trees adjacent to the railroad (Plate 8), as is site 095 (Plate 9). How-
ever, the top of the structure may be visible from a viewer standing in
front of site 095 and facing away from the site.

d. Fricks Lock

Fricks Lock includes nine sites identified in the Chester County Survey
(sites 041 through 049). According to the inventory forms, John Frick

owned sites 048 and 049 in 1873, and by 1883 he had also acquired sites
045 and 046. The Futhey and Cope History of Chester County (1881:554)

indicates that John Frick, born in 1811, "moved with his parents, when

two years old, o the farm he now owns, and on which he has even since

resided," but makes no further mention of Fricks Lock.

The buildings are clustered along an isolated segment of Fricks Lock Road
between the railroad right-of-way and the Schuylkill River (Figure 3).
Immediately to the west are large industrial buildings and to the east,
across the river, are the cooling towers and associated buildings of the
Limerick generating plant. Despite such close proximity of these negative
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elements, their intrusion upon Fricks Lock is Timited to some extent by
irregular topography, the tightly clustered buildis4 pattern, and most
importantly, by the surrounding trees and dense undergrowth (Plate 10).

It should be further noted that Fricks Lock was acquired by PE as part of
its Limerick Site acquisition. It is unlikely that the property would be
attractive for private restoration or rehabilitation, under incentives of
the Economic Recovery Tax Act of 1981 for example, regardless of the pro-
posed transmission facilities. The significance and National Register
eligibility of Fricks Lock may have been compromised by its proximity to
Limerick and the plant's effect on the site's integrity of setting,
feeling, and association.

Three support structures are required in the Fricks Lock vicinity. The
first, near the western bank of the Schuylkill River, will be approximately
122 feet in height, and the second, located 800 feet to the southwest,

is designed at approximately 116 feet. These two structures will be
screened by an expanse of woods approximately 150 feet deep. The con-
ductors will pass overhead within approximately 50 feet of site 046 to a
129 feet high support structure on the railroad. This span of approximately
865 -feet takes maximum advantage of existing vegetation to screen proposed
tower locations. The conductors, however, will be highly visible as they
cross Fricks Lock Road and adjacent cleared areas. Frum elsewhere, their
visibility is expected to be variable, depending upon the extent to which
vegetation and buildings block sight Tines.

C. Engineering and Other Environmental Considerations

To facilitate selection of mitigative measures, a brief discussion of
engineering and other environmental constraints is in order. It should
be noted that the proposed transmission lines have been designed from the
outset to present the most pleasing appearance possible while maintaining
acceptable standards of safety and reliability. Since 1968 the design,
location, and maintenance of PE's overhead transmission lines have been
guided by a formal statement of its intent to minimize the visual impacts
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of overhead transmission lines. The appended brochure outlines PE's
Policy and Program towards this end (Appendix 5).

A factor specific to the proposed Limerick-Cromby line in Chester County
is the right-of-way width and its influence on the height and span of
support structures. As indicated in our previous report, the line will
occupy an existing Conrail right-of-way for 8.63 miles. The use of exist-
ing utility corridors is greatly preferred to the establishment of new
corridors, although it may impose certain design constraints. For example,
delta configurations are generally preferred over vertical configurations
because adequate space between conductors can be maintained with Tower
support structures (Plate 11). However, on the Limerick-Cromby line, the
narrow right-of-way is insufficient in many areas to accommodate the

wider expanse of the delta configurations. The space between structures,
and the number of structures required, are also influenced by the width
and configuration of the right-of-way. Numerous curves on the right-of-
way require additional structures at turning points to keep the Tines
completely within the right-of-way. Reduced spans are also required by

a narrow right-of-way to limit the horizontal swing-out of conductors.

An alternate route, along an existing transmission line south of the pro-
posed route, was considered by PE at the request of the Chester County
Planning Commission. It was rejected due to its greater length and cost,
and because it would be disruptive to established current use of the
right-of-way by adjacent landowners. In addition, the proposed route
makes use of existing access roads and will be made available to the
county for recreational use. Based on these and other consideraticns,
the County of Chester has withdrawn its objection to the proposed trans-
missicn 1ine (Appendix 6).

It should be noted that underground transmission 1ines may reduce visual
impacts but are generally less desirable than overhead lines for a number
of reasons. Their installation requires extensive excavation, total
clearing of vegetation, and precludes replanting of trees and shrubs.
Cable failures may require additional post-construction excavation and
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clearing. In addition, heat generated by buried cables may adversely
affect vegetation and the use of oil in underground conduits introduces

the risk of ground and water pollution. The cost differential between
overhead and underground facilities may also be sufficient to make the
latter infeasible. As an example, a cost differential of $7,800,000 was
estimated in 1980 for a transmission line segment of approximately 2 miles
in length. Even if the above factors are acceptable, underground trans-
mission lines may not eliminate adverse visual effects. Fenced terminal
yards are required at each end of the buried route and above ground markers
are required at all angles in the line.

D. Mitigative Cptions

Within the above constraints, several options are available to reduce or
eliminate adverse visual effects to the historic resources. These options
include design and location adjustments to proposed support structures,
and the installation of visual barriers between the resource and trans-
mission line facilities. Specific techniques and considerations of

these options are outlined as follows:

Structure Design Changes. Although the structures have been designed from
the outset to minimize visual intrusions, additional refinements may be
possible in some cases. For example, it may be possible to reduce the
height of structures by suspending the conductors in delta rather than
vertical configurations. Such a change may require lowering existing
facilities which cross or parallel the right-of-way, and may also require
additional right-of-way width to accommodate the necessary distance be-

tween conductors.

Structure Location Changes. Support structures may be made less visible
by changing their location within the right-of-way. By shifting structures
up or down the right-of-way it may be possible to take advantage of screen-
ing provided by existing vegetation, buildings, or other barriers, in addi-
tion to increasing the distance between the structure and resource. In
some cases, it may be possible to shift a structure location from on top
of the railroad embankment or other high ground to a lower setting near

the edge cf the right-of-way.
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Visual Barriers. Vegetative screens are the type of visual barrier most
often appropriate for historic sites. Their effectiveness depends upon

the height, density, location, and type of vegetation used. In most cases,
it is more effective to locate plantings near the resource rather than along
the transmission line. Such placement enables lower, less mature plantings
to screen the line from viewers on the historic property. Numerous factors
should be considered in the selection of specific plantings. Evergreens
provide winter as well as summer screening but, due to their conical shape,
may present a more open canopy. Ideally, trees or shrubs would be of suffi-
cient height at the time of planting to completely screen the line and
would blend with existing vegetation. The property owner's consent is,

of course, required for on-site planting, and the owner's involvement in

the selection and placement of plantings would also assist in providing
effective and acceptable visual screening.

E. Recommendations

The following paragraphs suggest specific mitigative measures to reduce

or eliminate the identified potential adverse effects. In addition to

the site-specific measures, close adherence to PE's Policy and Program
(Appendix 5) will further 1imit visual impacts. In the vicinity of
historic resources, clearing and trimming should be kept to a minimum,

. and access roads, staging, and storage areas should be restricted. Heavy
equipment operation and other construction-related disturbance should also
be minimized to the extent possible. Site-specific recommendations are

as follows:

1. Parker's Ford

As indicated above, support structures 20, 21, and 22, located along the
western District boundary, will be partially visible from Parker's Ford.
sites to south, those not included in the District Nomination, will have
less restricted views of the proposed facilities than will sites included
in the District. It is believed that these visual intrusions can be
successfully mitigated by the installation of additional trees &.d shrubs
between the right-of-way and sites on the western side of 01d Schuylkill
Road. Rather than a straigh' line row of trees, blending new plantings
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with the existing patch-work of trees would be more in keeping with the
District's current and historic environments. In addition to screening
the District from proposed power lines, the recommended plantings will
also serve to reduce the visual and audible intrusions from Route 724.
Other mitigative measures, such as structure design changes or relocation,
are not considered suitable or necessary. The currently specified struc-
ture heights are low, &nd their relocation up or down the right-of-way

is unlikely to provide a significant decrease in visibility. It is be-
lieved that trees and shrubs similar to those currently present and
planted in an unobtrusive pattern can eliminate or greatly reduce adverse
visual effects to the Parker's Ford Historic District.

2. Sites 074 and 075

As indicated in Plate 6, sites 074 and 075 .2 almost directly across Route
724 from proposed support structure 19. The shallow set-back of the houses
and the proximity of Route 724 and the right-of-way 1imit the possibilities
for effective visual screening. Relocation of the structure to north of
Linfield Road was considered but is not ractical for a variety of reasons.
To maintain required clearance and to stay within the right-of-way, a
vertical conficuration structure over 100 feet high would be required,

and either an additional structure would have to be added or all structure
locations southward to 01d Schuyikill Road, including those near Parker's
Ford, would also have to be relocated. Raising the height of one structure
and adding and additional structure would cost approximately $25,000 and
may be only minimally effective in reducing the lines' visibility. Relo-
cating the remaining structures would place Structure 21 closer to the
historic Parker's Ford properties and is not recommended.

An additional option to reduce the effects to sites 074 and 075 has been
developed by PE and is recommended. It is to relocate Structure 19
approximately 50 feet to the south, and would require no additional ad-
justments. Although the distance is minor, it would significantly re-
duce the visual intrusions for two reasons. First, the structure would
be located to the sides rather than directly in front of the sites, and
secondly, it would be viewed against a background of high sycamore trees
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rather than against a more open horizon. Although closer to the Parker's
Ford Historic District, the relocated structure is not expected to affect
it.

3. Sites 095 and 096

As indicated previously, mitigative measures including structure relocation
and screening have been agreed to for the Heess property (site 096). It
is recommended that additional vegetative screening be provided between

site 095 and support Structure 24.

Relocation of Structure 24 to the northwest would further reduce its
visual impact. However, its location is directly tied to that of
Structure 25. Due to the narrow and curvilinear configuration of the
right-of-way, relocation of Structure 24 would require a similar reloca-
tion towards the Heess property of Structure 25, or it would require the
installation of an additional support structure. Neither option is consi-
dered desirable because they are likely to increase, rather than decrease,

overall visual intrusions.

Another option may be to acquire additional right-of-way from property
owners adjacent to the existing railroad right-of-way on its northern side.
An increase in the right-of-way width would allow a greater span between
Structures 24 and 25. The additional right-of-way cost and the owners'
willingness are unknown. In addition, relocation of structures off the
existing railroad may affect nearby archeological site Ch-56. Further
evaluation of these factors may determine that the option is neithér

feasible nor appropriate.

4. Fricks Lock

As described previously, the proposed facilities will cross over Fricks
Lock. Although support structures are generally well screened by existing
vegetation, conductors will be highly visible as they cross Fricks Lock

Road between sites 046 and 049. An option considered to reduce or eliminate

the visual intrusion was to move the river to right-of-way crossing to
the north or south, outside of the Fricks Lock community. Relocation to




the south, perhaps along the existing Peach Bottom-Whitpain transmission
corridor, was preferred because it would avoid Fricks Lock completely and
may also eliminate any change to the view shed of River Bend Farm, a
National Register site. However, ad#itional considerations decrease the
practicality of such an approach. The northern terminus of the line is
determined by the location of a substation at Limerick. The more acute
angles formed by a southward relocation would require two additional
heavy angle structures and one additional tangent structure, resulting in
a cost increase of approximately $150,000. Additional significant costs
may also be incurred in adjusting the existing Peach Bottom-Whi tpain
facilities to accommodate the proposed line. Such expense may not be
justified when consideration is given to the site's undetermined Natioral
Register eligibility, and the dominance of current visual and other
intrusions from the generating plant over those which may result from the
proposed transmission facilities.

Nevertheless, it is believed that effective and efficient mitigation can
be achieved if the lines are constructed as originally proposed. It is
recommended that clearing in the Fricks Lock vicinity be kept to a minimum
to retain existing vegetation which serves to screen the sites from the
generating plant as well as from proposed transmission facilities. Addi-
tional spot plantings in Fricks Lock are also recommerided, as necessary
and practical, to further reduce the conductors' visibility. Although

they may not be eliminated, the visual intrusions could be significantly
reduced without inordinate expense.
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Site Number

001
002
008
077
078
079
108

TABLE 1: NO VISUAL EFFECT ANTICIPATED

Name

01d Phoenixville
Seitler
Szczepanski

Bliss
Griffin
Maxwell

PA, DGS
Zion Church

Out of
Viewing Range

> > >X >

Not National
Register Potential




TABLE 2: NEGLIGIBLE VISUAL EFFECT ANTICIPATED

Site Number Name
004 Zimmerman (Lodzuk)
005 Lobock
036 Bauer
038 River Bend Farm
039 Wolag Corp. :
050 McKee
061 Klipple
080 Kulp
092 Brown
093 Ottinger
097 Mitchel
099 Harker
103 Ferguson
145 0'Connor
146 Wells

147 Szabo



TABLE 3: ADVERSE VISUAL EFFECT ANTICIPATED
(Prior to Mitigation)

Site Number Name
Fricks Lock 041 Philad<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>