Response Comment C-23 (Continued)

The expensive Arterial Improvenenta Recemmended in the far nerth area #'s
40, 42, 43, S0, 52, 53, 56, 66, & 67 would ne lenger be necessary.
Letters are being sent & seme have already been sent to major industries
in the Spekane Area asking feor their consideratien(s) & endersements of
this preposed Belt Line Preemay as the -g lg Tenge selution to the
Spekane Area traffic and air pellution problems.

Tine is shert in which the neceseary properties can be sbtajned fer cem-
pleting thie preject, before these areas alse beceae beavily pepulated er
industrialised. I urge you te act new te appreve this prepesal!

Thank you!

Vo SIS M’
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1203 B. Dmlton Ave,
Spokane, Yash. 99207
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Comment C-23 (Continued)

Response
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Response

Comment C-23 (Continued)

4

9. A request vas made for . asideration of a one-way coupley aloug Division Street
corridor from Interstate 90 to the North Hill.

Response: '
Division Street/Ruby-Lidgerwood Streets wvas analyzed in

A one-way couplet along the
this plan update process. The TTC and CACT voted that it sot be included ss one of
the final test alternstives; s number of traffic operational and land use impact

reasons for its excluaion are in the report "Corridor Social, Econcale, Environmental
Effects of Alternative Arterisl T portation Imp [T9

10. A request was male for consfderation of reconstruction of Division Street to provide for
reversible lsne operation. There would be five travel lanes with the center lane ve-
versing direction of flow during peak periods. Left turns would be prohibited.

Response:
Additional rights-of-vay along Divisfeon would need to be purchased in order to develop

five-lanes. This would probably entsil purchasing businesses along one side which would
be distuptive and expensive. Prohibition of left-turns would create a ouaber of traffic
operational probil d traffic vol in the Division Street corridor will
produce grester traffic congestion in the Central Business District at the Interstate
90 fnterchange. If Browne and Division Streets carry more traffic, then Second and
Third Avenues will recelve less green signal time and result in greater congestion.
Reconstruction of the interchange of Browne Street/Division Street aud Interstate 30
would be disruptive and expeusive.

A beltline freeway uas proposed. The proposed corridor location of this beltway 1s
llustrated f{n Figure 5.

Response:
The proposed beltline freeway bas some characteristics that are similar to the pro-

posed circumferential arterial consisting of the following routes: Northside Arterial,
Stoneman Road, Bruce Road and Argonne Rosd. That arterisl would comnect the north
Spokane suburban area with the Spokane Valley in wuch the same sanner as the proposed
beltway. The projected travel demsnd on a circumferential route could be served by an
srterial.

Based on the presently sdopted City and County Land Use Plans {upon which the transpor-
tation planning process depends), there would be very little travel demand along 2he g
south and west sections of the proposed beltway. ;. 5 THECS
HEory”?
Mwmwtw
Tize the Spokane urban area. Futuré Tesidences and commercial uses would be even more
dependent upon the automoblle for mobility. This tends to be inconsistent with the
Energy Policy and Conservstion Act of 1975, which calls for promotion of carpooling,
and increased use of mass transportation.

A 6-lane -Way was proposed. The appoximate TOTTi00T location of this facility is

12. "
1llustrated in Figure 6.

Response:
The proposed L-Wey is similar to the Havana Arterial and the Northside Arterfal, project

numbers 32 and 52, vespectively. Also, the Havans Arterial would be connected with
North Market Street near Hawthorne Road; thus, the movements tecoumended by the L-Way
could then be made using either Mawthorne Road or the Northside Arterial in conjunction

with the Havana Arterial.
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Response Comment C-23 (Continued)
Fom-171. Egsune Pglile, ourerencs
BELT LINE FREEWAY PROPOSED BY PATRIC NS, 1203 E.DALTON AVE., SPOKANE  wa.
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SKETCH OF L—WAY PROPOSED 8Y PAUL P LUGER, RT. 2 BOX 85, SPOKANE
(SKETYCHMED FRON MAP PROVIDED BY “R_LUER)
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Response

C-24 Patty Weeks

Comment C-24
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Response

1. Comments noted. The
preferred option is listed at the
end of Chapter 2 in the FEIS.

Comm

ent C-24 (Continued)

x,L 47/ / /é(e >4c cc,LZZLAA.— o
clirand LT 2l gl aL&,X'Q/
ﬁ_&p& L/a\“f. a»u:/é ZLe »..Lﬁ/./c ’6 g g«
A m«; /7@1642- o el
cﬁé{L awtgl/ rd t/J
weeler /ma-w che. (ar Z&Ldé ész
and ZL ,,qéﬂlc/t/ Wl 45 %/(7
el Aecsl , (eciea .ty Z
%4«9& ) WL&Q% NP D /géffng

[dZ’Z/ayé foecac an’LQ/]/J:( P ?ém%
o ol wi tweedol faie
7/ww€ ac( Kool fracea,

' dmc—/%aéz CoeCtst CChu_

d§ ﬁ /mménéj 774‘16/%/04’&26 e
772 u\b(,,/(_/ (2/)7(? 24 K 74//\ Neer
GElecu., Lltac B&a,a@ Blgac

A 20 . [}Jé
el teetaty, . Krfé
Z%L/Zﬁeuﬂ,(z /044 oo ame[ am&(

CA.G/&
{72} aap an Z/cf? P2xlesx
cc Zec G/afzau _,4(’ b heaetes
cf’L. Al ' /rwaz Y /,)77(@/;
/géffue aX Arcace Ly /gu&m
o bl 5&4&2)\ (BOLY 5¢6-56/5
wbiplee /0 20 aecee O Lot

Tacona., Wy 9Eves
)Z/Kci,c, 4

%'—"‘ /)/ /Léfz»‘/’-j

N

Page 1.-96

Appendix L

Comments and Responses

Final EIS

North Spokane Freeway



Response Comment C-25

C-25 Patricta Walt (Havana)

North Spokane Freeway Environmental Impact Study

1. See Figure H2, page D-16 of
the FEIS. The Havana
Alternative does not cross college
facilities. It is located to the
south and east of the Spokane
Community College.

Comment Sheet

Please use this form to express any comments that you have conceming this project.

Name: _f4TR10.4 it LT Date /2 - Jo=Fs=

Address: £ 4({/ CLEVEL 4NN

Telephone: __ 4 ¢ 7 430/

Comments: 720 COSTEY. / C#/Vl/(r‘f }?Tj

/ Y fosss  THE  LoLEFES I1
5 Tze CtLoese Tu IATHES THines of F FRem

2. The Havana alignment does
not impact the flight path at Felts
Field.

3. The proposed reconstruction Frors #18ep =)y THER 1574,
of the substation should not pose
any harm to the public. Site
planning would have to take
place as to relocation of these

facilities.
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4. Only a portion of Beacon Hill
will be disturbed. See figure H3,
page D-17 of the FEIS.

£ £S5 3 HEST Posns wi ks

3
4
5
6
7
8
9
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N MBS/
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5. See Chapter 6 for avoidance
mitigation., meetings are needed
to develop a mitigation plan for
properties effected by the RECEWVED
preferred alternative. The Ber 23 198
preferred alternative is the HARDLD WHITE. PE.
Market Greene build alternative
which does not impact the golf
course.

Better Mobility Through Spokane

by the HavanaAlternative. This park section. From Beacon Hill to
6. Cooper School is 335 meters  is 15.75 hectare (38.92 acres) in size.  Longfellow Avenue no streets are

(1100 feet) from the center line of The amount acres). The freeway is closed. From Longfellow

the Havana alignment. No on a structure over the park, allowing Avenue to Francis Avenue

adverse impacts have been pedestrian access through the park. approximately ten, east west

identified. residential streets will be closed.
8. The water tank near Wellesley Traffic from these areas will be

7. Aside from Your Place Park, Avenue is not impacted by the 9. rerouted to arterial streets such as

which is common to both the Havana Alternative. Wellesley and Francis Avenues.

Havana and Market/Greene

alternatives, Minnehaha Park is The freeway is elevated from [-90 10. See Beltway/Bypass section

the only park directly impacted to Beacon Hill. Most roadways will of FEIS

required for the construction of be able to pass under this elevated

the freeway is 2.8 hectares (6.9
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Response

C-25 Patricia Walt (Market
Greene)

1. Comment noted.

2. Interchange spacing was
developed with the city of Spokane
to provide a balance of local and
regional access. Additional
interchanges would increase the
number of short trips that are better
served on existing arterial streets.

3. A pedestrian overcrossing is
planned to cross both the NSF and
the BNRR track at Wild Horse Park.
Pedestrians will also be able to cross
the NSF at arterial street crossings.

4. Noise readings were taken in the
< udy area and noise walls were
::commended in selected areas. See
the Noise section of Chapter 4 of the
FEIS.

5. Land from residential and
commercial property will be
required for this facility. Any
property that is needed for right of
way will be purchased at fair market
value.

6. The WSDOT will assist
businesses directly affected by the
freeway in relocating to new sites.
See the Relocation Section, Chapter
4, of the FEIS.

7. Major concerns of Spokane
Community College are noise, air
pollution, loss of building sites, loss
of parking and visual and esthetic
impacts. See the response to SCC
comment letter.

{(Comment B-9, Appendix L)

8. See Beltway/Bypass section of
FEIS.

Comment C-25 (Continued)

North Spokane Freeway Environmental Impact Study

Comment Sheet

Please use this form to express any comments that you have concemning this project.

Name: pA;T RIC Li. l‘/é: L7 Date /2 - Qp - F.5~

Address: & Y1 G LEVELLANN

Telephone: __ /¥ 7 430/

Comments: /AR T

Jo. wibE N ALk

T Fs

Better Mobility Through Spokane

9. Chapter 1 of the FEIS, Purpose and
Need for this Action, includes a multi-
discipline needs statement that is the basis
for this study. In this chapter roadway
capacity and demand are compared for
1990 and the projected design year of
2020. A 53% growth in traffic demand
between the year 1990 and 2020 was
projected (table 1-2, p. 1-5). This growth
causes most existing roadway
intersections in the study area to exceed
their capacity. This study addresses
methods to deal with the lack of capacity,
and associated impacts on the
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RECEWVED

existing system.

10. Alternative 4 -- Improvements to
Existing Facilities, p 2-17 of the FEIS,
summarizes this type of improvement.
The alternative was rejected from
further consideration, p 2-33, because
it was not able to meet the needs
established for the project.
Insufficient level of service would be
provided and air quality would
degrade.
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Response Comment C-26

C-26 Thomas H. Rogers

1.) See response to C-4. LA

10820 E. Maxuell ave. poy 235 1995
Sporane, WA 992C06-«894

Gzt. Z0. 1995 O s ok Uyl
2.) Comment noted. Harold L. Wnite, P.E. SPORAET. WA B9y

Washington State Dept. of Iransportation
2714 North Mayfair Street
Sgpokane. WA 39207-2090

Dear Mr . White:

Building a North-South Freeway would have several delererious
effects upon the Spokane community.

1. According to a recent news article, the freeway would
displace hundreds of homes, when Spokane already is suffering an

acute shortage of housing. It would also encourage expensive
urban sprawl.

2. The freeway would encourage commuters to keep on driving
their private cars. This would continue to pollute the air. It
would encourage higher speeds, uwhen Spokane is trying to reduce
speeds in the interest of safety. Higher speeds also reduce gas
mileage and increase tire wear, this latter putting more
particulates into the air for people to breathe. They also
increase the wear on paving, requiring more frequent, expensive
street repair. Further, higher speeds increase noise pollution.

3. The freeway would cost millions, which would be better
spent otherwise, on desirable community projects, or taxes
wouldn’t have to be increased or might even be able to be
decreased.

4. The freeway, by encouraging the private auto, would hasten
the depletion of the world‘'s petroleua reserves, which of course
are virtually nonreplaceable. Right now we are importing some 50
percent of the petroleum we use, further wWorsening our trade
deficit.

We should be encouraging, in fact demanding, that commuters
turn to mass transit, in which one bus would take the place of
some 20 or more autos, thus alleviating congestion, helping clean
the air and making the streets safer. Encouraging the private
auto will do just the opposite.

inefficient means of transportation ever devised. It should be

The private auto has’ with good reason been labelled the most
obvious that this is true. I

kespactfully,

jk:n~—¢4 A kL?;}ddg =§i
Thomas H. Rogers{ Sr.
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Response Comment C-27

C-27 Bill Chaisson

North Spokane Freeway Environmental Impact Study

1. Changing Market Street and Comment Sheet
Nevada Streets to a one way
couplet such as Maple/Ash
Street would improve their
ability to carry traffic over the
existing two way streets. This
however, would not add enough
additional capacity to carry the
projected 2020 traffic increase.
Other issues would also arise
with Market Street and Nevada
Street being over one half mile
apart. The additional traffic
would use east/west streets to
crossover between the two
arterials. This would add traffic
to arterial and residential
streets.

Please use this form 10 express any comments that you have conceming (his project.
Name: BiLL CHAI Sson Dae 2) ok 9%
Address: s p 7920

Teleph (co9) Yi7-4407

Comments:
T e ia O e gt Al o g

Gned make Neraelo o pp :

ty Through Spokane

bili
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