






































[ Name: B18
Height: 15’
Percent in Favor: 50%
Response Rate: 23%
Vote: Not In Favor of Barrier

Percent in Favor: 70%
Response Rate: 26%

—
o,
-t
=
. "gn:" -
~
b1,

g - Ty T
R Name: B20 1 a | N e
Height: 15' =1 HSSS -

Percent in Favor: 50% e T . ;"E., . L

{ Response Rate: 14% o e e TR k. il e
{ Vote: Not In Favor of Barrier e 1 8 = ol - iy
i u‘ . A

5 f b - : %) P 4: i

N : 1 : — LR

= , e : " ; Pt \ I : - _al (l"' Y- Il_‘.
St L 2y

f"_;_ | AR B b A -L =

s Congress lil_(WV T30 s

: | S B B g .
el e s Harrison:St o = = : =
, < = uclid — S—— S i g e et
: £ e e
= - - - . 3 — —
- — 5 - - A = - - =
-~ Z r— ——— IR —— —
- - . v, —_—— | ——— i sl = 3 —-— e — S
v . i e = - : — = = ——t e " - - - ” T "*_r—,g:n}-'—"" e s -
- Eisenhower' EXpwy' . e T e 290 - e e M L - R
2 — — ———————— = T e, - AR ™ ¥ e L) —
— = - - - = e =n, - — . —
/._.. > — - ii_,f' —— = - o — _.J; ! g 9 ﬁ ___RSSW A_{‘ 7| R56 T |
X - —r = B . B & opd Ll .4 ‘ 008 ¢ a
— 5 " — _ B b 8
B BT Lt S Wi ——— il e Art i Af |
K] I ' < - =i - - — ' i‘
et smrepate (N o a2 g |
i, YT SRS i (G | 5

s '_,.1
R

AW AN

|

1‘!th Ave
N
'rl 3 3 3
‘ y "
i‘ i
“j |
4 i
|
.

il | = -

| Name: B17
Height: 15’
W Percent in Favor: 85%
' | Response Rate: 53%
Vote: In Favor of Barrier

Name: B16

Height: 15’

Percent in Favor: 91%
Response Rate: 28% .
Vote: In Favor of Barrier [~
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| Name: B19

i Height: 15’
Percent in Favor: 78%
Response Rate: 18% ‘
Vote: In Favor of Barrier

Aerial Source: USDA-FSA-APFO NAIP MrSID Mosaic, 2012
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