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VISUAL QUALITY ASSESSMENT-RAISED VE NORTH
ALTERNATIVE

March 28, 2001

Summary

The additional analysis and Re-assessment of the “Raised VE North Alternative”
alignment in the vicinity of the SR 2 Interchange produced visual quality umpacts that are
very similar 1o the ¥E North assessments. The Raised VE North Alternative alignment
proposes a design change consisting of a raised vertical alignment shift, as compared 1o
the previously proposed VE North alignment. This change is presently being considered
because a perched water table was found to exist in the vicinity of the SR2/Farwell Rd
Vicinity, requiring the roadway cormridor to be engineered at a hugher vertical elevation.
These comparisons resulted in very similar Visual Quality values, due to the Raised
vertical alignment design. The “FROM the Proposal” Visual Quality values within the
proposal remained the same. The “TOWARD the Proposal” Visual Quality values
illustrate very munor additional minor impact (5.67 compared to 5.87), due 1o the
proposed alignment being vertically raised, and slightly more visible from the
neighborhoods adjacent to the corridor.

Studies and Coordination

This Visual Quality Re-assessment of the “‘Raised VE North Alternative™ alignment was
prepared by WSDOT Eastern Region Environmental Office personnel, and used similar
methodology and criteria as the previous analyses preformed for the FEIS and FEIS
Supplement.

To assess the proposed alignment changes of the Raised VE North Alternative in relation
to visual quality from and towards the proposed corridor, five viewpoints were
reanalyzed and compared to the original assessment of the alignment Alternatives
documented in the North Spokane Freeway Final Environmental Impact Statement,
WSDOT, April 1997, and the VE Study altenatives documented in the FEIS Supplement.

FROM THE PROPOSED ALIGNMENT

* One viewpoint (NF1A) was within the vertical alignment modification, and was
assessed directed FROM the proposal at the surrounding lerrain, as a typical
driver/passenger.

* One viewpoint (GGA) was within the vertical alignment modification, and was
assessed OF the proposal, analyzing views from/of the proposed roadway structure
itself, as a typical driver/passenger.

TOWARD THE PROPOSED ALIGNMENT
e Three viewpoints (NT1A, NT2A, and X’A) were within the vertical alignment
modification, and were assessed representing typical neighborhood views TOWARD

the existing and proposed alignment structure and/or noise barrier locations from the
surrounding neighborhood (E = Existing, P = Proposed).
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Alternative Overall Total Score | No. of Areas | Average Score
Analyzed

VE North Corridor - 15.2 (8.7 + 6.5) 2 7.60
“From/Of” the Project
Raised VE North Comdor - 15.2 (8.7 + 6.5) 2 7.60
“From/Of” the Project
VE North Cormdor - 19.1(7.0+ 7.7 + 4.4) 3 6.37
“Toward” the Project (Existing)

17.6(5.9 + 7.0 + 4.7) 3 5.87

(Proposed)

Raised VE North Comdor - 17.0(5.7+ 6.8 +4.5) 3 5.67
“Toward” the Project (Proposed)

Summary of the “Raised VE North Corridor” in the SR 2
Intersection Vicinity for Visual Quality Assessment

Table 1
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VISUA. QUALITY ASSESSMENT VIEW ,uWARD THE ROAD
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