Response

B-3 Logan Neighborhood

1. The added height to the
vertical concrete barrier would
cost approximately $88,000
with a non measurable
difference in dBA reduction.
Table 4-14 on page 4-29 of the
draft EIS shows mitigation to a
64 dBA level for both 12 and
14 foot wall heights. This added
cost to the mitigation is not
justified without added benefit
to adjacent residents.

2. Research on special barrier
types is being conducted at this
time. The results of the
research will be used in final
design of the project. (Results
will be contained in the

~ research report: Special Noise
Barrier Applications Phase III).
A copy of this report will be
provided for review by request.

3. Noise measurements are
taken to quantify existing noise
conditions. Traffic is counted
when the measurement is made
in order to be able to validate
the noise model. The noise
measurement is only a snap
shot in time of the condition at
that particular date. The
predictions of the existing
condition are based on traffic
levels at peak hour for the area
which produces the worst case
scenario.

4. The receptor locations in
Table 4-9 to which you may be
referring are numbers
2,3,10,15,31,32,34 and 35.
Mitigation is considered for
areas which approach or exceed

Comment B-3

oG

September 28, 1995
Harold White, P.E.
Project Bngineer, WSDOT
2714 N. Mayfair Street
Spokane, WA 99207-2090
Dear Mr. White:

Thank you for two copies of the

especially hard to live with.

time:

(NSFD, p. 4-29).

between 1990 and 1993~ (NSEFD, p.
NSFD figures.

noise level iall

(NSFD) ,. September 1995.
Neighborhcod Steering Committee(LNSC) is pleased that yocu are not
considering Hamilton-Nevada for the North Spokane Freeway. We are
also glad that Mission Ave is not a freeway exit.
and Migsion Ave. are plagued with traffic.
It is increasing even though these
streets are not designated truck routes.

exceed the

the noise abatement criteria or
when noise levels substantially
exceed the existing levels in
comparison to the design year
under the build
alternatives.(DEIS p. 4-27)

5. It is recognized that urban
recreation trails will cross or
parallel transportation facilities
which have high traffic volumes
and thus high noise levels. The
noise levels predicted are for

NEIGRHB8°RH®D
1510/51/530/530/53%

RECEIVED
DEPARTWELI” OF TRANSPORTATION
SEP Z 81995
SHORANS. ViR 83.07-208¢
K Fr.

The Logan

Hamilton St.
The trxuck traffic is

In additiaon, we have the following that we'd like to say at this

1. LNSC supports the Chief Garry Park Steering Committee’'s
{CGPSC) request that the noise wall in the "Trent-Mission
interchange to Grace Street" (NSFD, 4-29) be "14 feet high" l

More noise mitigations may be necessary such as an extension
slanting inward over the freeway.
the effectiveness of the different types of deflections and noise
mitigations including wall density and wall surface treatments.
We consider your 10 minute monitoring of 79/13/91 at 10:03am
(NSFR, P. 4-21) too ¢l1d and from an hour of little traffic. Also

the county population has increased )substantially -- "22,236 I 3
3-5). '
at this location is, and undoubtedly will be, mich louder than

LNSC asks for documentation on I 2

Present and future noise

Even 1931 NSFD figures show a noise impact that is out of
compliance with federal and state standards. The Pederal Highway
Administration Noise Standards consider noise impact sufficient
to justify funding mitigation actions when *"the predicted traffic

b ds existing noise level. As 4
defined by WSDOT, a noise level within 2dBA of the Noise
Abatement Criteria {NAC) is considered to approach the NAC; a
noise level greater than or equal to the NAC is considered to
NAC: and a 10--dBA increase is considered to be a
substantial increase” (NSFD p. 4-16).

RECHIVED
SEP 29 195
HAROLD WHITE, P.E

SPOKANE, WASHINGTON

peak hour traffic volumes and so
at off peak times the noise levels
near the freeway will be lower.
The people walking the trail will
also notice a drop off of noise
levels with every doubling of
distance from the highway.
Mitigation is proposed in the
Spokane River area and this
should reduce the impacts to the
trails. (DEIS p. 4-30 Table 4-16)

Final EIS
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6. Noise levels are predicted to be
69 dBA at 60 meters (200 feet)
from the centerline of the freeway.
The parking areas are not impacted
because they are not considered
frequent outside human use area
and other noise from parking
vehicles will contribute to high
noise levels. No frequent outside
human use areas have been
identified outside the school
buildings within 120 to 150 meter
(400 to 500 feet) from the
centerline of the freeway that are
not shielded by buildings on
campus. Exterior noise levels are
predicted to be 65 to 66 dBA
outside of the school buildings in
the design year, thus if windows
and doors are closed on the
freeway side, the contribution to
interior noise levels would only be
40to 41 dBA. (DEIS p. 4-14 & p.
4-15; CFR 772.11(a, b)) The
worst case condition with windows
and doors open would be a 55 to
56 dBA noise level contribution to
the interior of the buildings from
the freeway.

7. A detailed description of the
barriers is contained in the
discipline report entitled “North
Spokane Freeway Noise Discipline
Report, June 1994. A copy will be
made available upon request from
the WSDOT eastern region. The
final barrier design and location
will be dependent on final project
design and public involvement
findings.

8. The shielding from the roadway
surface and jersey barriers at the
edges of elevated structures does
reduce noise levels for receivers
undemneath and immediately
benefit.

9. A Roadside Master Plan will be
developed to provide guidance to

Comment B-3 (Continued)

PG

Federal and state standards direct that the noise should be 67
dBA for recreation areas, residences, and schools (NSER p. 4-16).
When two people walk on nearby Centennial Trail, Tuffy's Trail,
or on the Greene St. Bridge, conversation is impossible. The
roar of traffic is too loud. The dBA are certainly higher than
70, an amount of noise that makes *telephone use difficult™ (NSED
p. 4-14).

NEIGHBRH®D
BIBITDINBIBI

It is cutragecusly wrong to say that "Because of the shielding
provided by the buildings, no ocutside or interior impacts are
predicted for the Spokane Community College campus® (NSFD p. 4-
23). Will the students and staff have to wear ear plugs?

| s
7
|
E
|1o

Noise mitigation wall lengths of 3,200 feet on the west and 2,200
feet on the east (NSFD p. S-xv) seem inadequate. The length
between Trent-Mission to Grace Ave. is at least 6,500 feet (NSFD
pP. S-x). What segments are to be walled? How close are the
walls to the freeway shoulders?

Extraordinary means must be going to have to be taken to mitigate
noise both at ground level and high levels. Obviously, *road-way
surface and a standard jersey barrier® will not block noise from
elevated segments (NSFD, p. 4-17).

2. LNSC further supports CGPSC's request that the massive

concrete structures be ed with landscaping. However, make
sure long range maintenance plans are in place before choosing
materials. The LNSC has had much heartache and anger over trees

planted by WSDOT along Nevada and Ruby Streets being left to die.

3. LNSC supports CGPSC'S request that parking be made available
for the two river trails and for SCC which will lose parking.
Also please make plans to facilitate daily commmuting between SCC,
SIRTI and GU for students that don't depend on private cars.

xhcerely,

S’

Jgdn Moran
o-Chair

Jea
Co-

tte Harras
ir

¢: Sherril Pierson, Chief Garry Park Steering Committee Secretary
RECRIVED
SEP 29 1995,

SPOKANE, WASHINGTON HARDLD WHITE, P.E.

adjacent to the over pass. However,
receivers which have a clear line of
sight to the traffic passing overhead
receive little

the design process. Native trees,
shrubs, and grasses are proposed, to
visually soften the structural
elements. Some non-native shade
trees and/or shrubs may be
interspersed among the native
plantings to provide continuity and
cohesiveness with vegetation found
with the parks and residential
neighborhoods bordering the
proposed alignment. The plan will

address long term maintenance of
the landscaping. The public and
local agencies will be involved in

10. Parking issues will be
coordinated with the Spokane Parks
and Recreation Department and the
Spokane Community College for
their respective facilities.

Spokane Transit Authority will be
contacted as to the campus commute
needs when the construction of the
freeway reaches this area. The
development of Park and Ride Lots
or an inter-campus bus system could
be developed.
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B-4 Alt Trans, Washington
Coalition for
Transportation Alternatives

1. Itis acknowledged that
current projected revenues are
insufficient to fund this
project through completion.
Additional revenues will be
required. The Washington
State Legislature will make
the decision on any revenue
increases.

2. The time-scale could be
shortened if sufficient funding
is made available.

3. Correction noted.

4. The intent of Table 2-10
was to compare the
intersection volume-to-
capacity-ratios. Refer to page
2-27 for an explanation of
traffic analyses methodology.

Comment B-4

Solmmm o & H B
LI L IR AN S

AV2SAINGton COnNROn Fir Transsornation Allemaives

—_——
Inland Northwest Chapter

S. 2028 Adams

Spokane, WA 99203-1238

October 9, 1995
Harold White, P.E. RECHIVED
Project Engineer, WSDOT
2714 N, Mayfair Street ocr9 WS
Spokane, WA 99207-2090 WARGLD WHITE. P.E.
Dear Ms. White,
This letter is to provide comments on the Draft Eavi ! Impact S *North Spol

Freeway™ (NSF), FHWA-WA-EIS-95-4-D dated September 1995. Our organization appreciates the
opportunity to submit the comments contained herein.

ALT-TRANS is 2 501(c)3 organization which adv lternative transportation

modes which are economically, socially, andmvnonmemallyvuﬂe Althoughompmmryemphass
is on the reduction in the use of single occupancy vehicles, we also have concems on the movement

of fraght.
Our specific comments, not necessarily in order of importance, are as follows:

1. The estimated cost, page S-ix, of $2 billion —~ independent of questions of benefits - is not .
consistent with reality. To explain, the Nov. 1994 Regional Transportation Plan lists 52.88 billionas [ 1
total potential expenditures for the next 20 years. Is it realistic 1o spend $2 billion on the NSF and

only $880 million on all other transportation needs during the next 20 years?

2. Onpnges-wslhesmemun,"rhemndineneedlsforreﬁef .The NSF is designed to
lish this.” The estk umeforarbmaomp!euonbymeyuﬂozoﬂu:sﬂmme 2
prob!emsbemgaddrusedwouldmhmaﬁxﬂsolunonforaqumeroﬁmry Considering the
cusrent traffic problems and the predicted growth in population and in portation needs, the NSF
time scale is not viable. ’

3. On page 2-13, the length of the LRT, kisted as about 8 miles, should be about 18 miles. K3

4. On page 2-28, Table 2-10 there are numbers in the sections “TSM Al ive” and "Mass Transit
& TSM Combined” which are not consistent. | totaled the numbers in the New Intersection Volume
columns for TSM Alernative and Mass Transit & TSM Combined and got, respectively, 167,697
and 166,573 for the totals of the 34 intersections. The total difference of 1,124, due to the

MEMBERS INCLUDE: Aldus Corp. « Atmosphere Allmnce » Alisnce of Southworth Commusters « Cascade Bicyche Club « Clalant Tranait «
Coabibon of Washington C. Commuzuties + Cmnmiry de Energy Outreach Center « Global Telertmtive + Greendiuse Action + Greenpeace *
buttute for Tr and the £ * League of Women Voters « The Mowntuineers ¢ Novthwet lacycle Foundadon «

Palovee-Clearwater Enviconsental kintinute = Pcm-uh Newghborhood Assec. + Post Townsend Bie Advisory Conmnitiee + Puget Sound Counal of
Senwx Citizens « Puget Sound Light Rail Transit Soiety * Seatile Electric Vetucle Asans Siema Clab - Cascade Chupser, Upper Columbaa Rever
Gaoup + Sonnd Resource 3lanegement Uroup « Susface Transportstion Pobicy Project « Lrban Esology -Seatike + Walla Walla 2020 « WA Auin of
Railraad Passengers « Washington Citizens for Recydling « Washingron Exvinvnmental Councll « WA State Dept. of Traneporianon - TRIP Tnson
WA Stuie Eergy Office *WA State Rideshare Orgaruzabon = WA State Transit Asan. » WA Truchang Assns WERPAC « Zero Populanon Gronth
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Response
5. Correction noted.

6. See Beltway/Bypass section
of FEIS.

7. Considerations of current
and projected transportation
network needs were used for the
alternatives described in the
DEIS. Provisions for
evaluating Transportation
System Management (TSM)
and Transportation Demand
Management (TDM) included
but were not limited to signal
coordination, HOV lanes ride-
sharing, increased public
transportation and so on. Refer
to Chapter 2, Alternatives
Considered, pages 2-1 to 2-28
and Alternatives Considered
But Rejected, pages 2-29 to 2-
33.

8. It is not within the scope of
this environmental impact
statement to evaluate the
impacts the construction of a
freeway would have on global
warming.

Comment B-4 (Continued)

contribution of Mass Transit, was the result of improvements at only 5 of the 34 intersections.
Therefore, using the data in Table 2-10, Mass Transit made no differeace in 29 intersections.
Yﬂ.mwmpmngthemmmVolmf«tbehqwedmZONo-BuﬂdMﬂanTmm
out of 34 had improvements due to Mass Transit. My
tonlsfonhe lmuseeuonVoiumsfouhePropaed 2020 No-Build and the Mass Transit

are, respectively, 178,782 and 170,329 with the difference being 8,453. Mass
Tnmnxsloycaﬁymdi‘mwwbmusedwlthmnTSMthnwhmusedwnhTSM,bmbya
factor of 7.57 The combination of *no imp at29i ions” dve to Mass Transit and
the above mentioned factor of 7.5 in the intersection volumes destroys credibility in the numbers in
Table 2-10. (Totals shown for each column in Table 2-10 would allow citizens to better understand
and hence 10 better evaluate the information presented.)

5. Tabie 2-1 has what appears to be a wrong position of the numbers 261, 417, and 348. Perhaps
they should be one row up and two columns to the right.

6. A Beitway has been and is still proposed instead of the NSF. In fact, a major issue raised at &
wdl-umdedOnobu!MwbhcmeeungwxstheopumoﬁBdtwaynmpAnum The

Al ive of & Beltway was not d d in the Draft EIS. Without objectively dealing with a
Beltway Alternative, this Draft EIS is not credible.

7. Buedmmywuasystmmﬂyn,themﬂgsmmofﬂmummﬂu
Bulldopnomluksob)emvny Exxmphsabmndofsystemsunlystsprovmgwhmw:sw:medto
be proven. Itls d that objecti results will not be obtained without competant

ng and rep tharrsuhswﬂhmnmyhasonthemhsdmtdbmg
mdudedwnhormﬂufmskslnmm {On the SRTC MIS for the Valley corridor, the contractor
will utilize 3 or 4 different teams to work on the different transportation aiternatives such as
roadways, TSM, light rail, etc. in order to have a fair treatment of each alternative.)

8. In view of the 20 years projected for construction, the Final EIS should deal with issues in the
time frame at least until NSF completion, i.e., year 2020. Global Warming is increasingly recognized
by many scientists, foreign and d ic, 2s being quite well understood and is now a likely cause of
the warming of the global atmosphere. Twenty-five percent of the primary Global Warming gas,
carbon dioxide, produced in the world is generated in the US, nndmotorvdnclamrsponsﬁefor

about 60% of the US-generated carbon dioxide. Any forward-} EISon P
motor vehicles should ize and, as 3 mini discuss the p nnpm(ol'sgmﬁamm
such as Global Warming.
H is requested that this Jetter and approp P be published in the Final EIS.
Sincerely,
?“"'&;&n L ertine
Julian Powers

Chapter Coordinator

|
|.
|
|
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B-5 Spokane Area Good
Roads Association (Dale
Stedman)

1. The NSF study is funded
through completion of the
FEIS. No funding is provided
beyond this environmental
stage.

2. Alternate staging plans for
the build alternative are being
investigated. Additional
environmental studies may be
required if design or
construction staging is
revised.

Comment B-5

Better Mobility Through Spokane

North Spokane Freeway Enviropmental Impact Study

Comment Sheet

Piease use this form 10 expius any comments that you have concemning this project.

N: SPOKANE /REA GOOD ROARS SSOCIATION Date  October 1k 1225
Attens Dale F. Stedman, Spcretary

Address: 2.k07 W, 29th, Spokane, WA 99203-1710

Telephone: _(509) 838159 (Fax- 509-U58-0506)
Comments:

Either of the proposed routes for the North Spokane Freeway will
serve Spokane citizens well with neither having any highly negative
impacts.

We would enc.ou:age the Jepariment to wove ahead promptly with a1l
Tequired hearings and meetings in order that some immediate progTress can te
made shounld revenue be found for right of way purchase or necessary
desizn work %o satisfy the Federal reguirements aof the Znvironmental

Impect iggues.

Spokane's North Spokepe traffic wovement is growing more difficult
each day, B problez that has existed to one degree or other for wore than
LO years, and if sose progress on the proposed Freeway is not possible

.in a relively short period of time, we would urge immedizte studies as

to possible alternztives to the proposed North Spokane Freeway, perhapa
even a less costly facility in the same projected corridors.

We, the 5.od Eoads 4ssociation, will work with the Depertesss of
Transportaticn in any way you might sugzest, to sove this very cvitical
issue forward,

h

|

Further, we appreciate the dedicated service of the DOT stzff and comzend

themw for the korth Spok-ne Freeway work done and the work yed to be done,

REVLVED
oCT 16,595

Final EIS
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Response Comment B-6

B-6 Ramm Associates

RECEIVED

1. Comments noted. 0Ci 23 1995
HARDLD YITE, P.E,

2. Background information October 20, 1995 RxVIV1 &ng\\ﬁ ) LRTATIOR

used in the development of the wmm 938%

: H 1 , P.E., i ’ 0

DEIS included potential Wartingtm Stets Do taert ot Trensportation N

: : 2714 North Mayfair Street -p\)\@‘

impacts to this and all affected B e o 69207-2090

pro;{erty based on cgrrer.lt RE: North Spokane Freeway

Zoning. As the Zoning is not Draft Environmentai impact Statement (DEIS)

being revised by the feasibility Dear Mr. White:

StUdy and formal master plan, The losed are submitted on behalf of our client,. Burlington Northern

no additional impacts have
occurred. Only after the site
plan is approved and
development commenced,
would the additional on site
impacts occur.

Railroad (BNR}, regarding the alternative routes proposed for the North Spokane
Freeway.

In 1894 Ramm A i Inc. leted an ex feasibility study and formal
master plan for development of an industrial park on BNR property in Hillyard. The
240 acre project site included all the industrial zoned BNR-owned property lying north
of Wellesley Avenue, south of Lincoln Road, east of Market Street, and west of Freya
Street. The Market/Green Alternative route propased in the DEIS encompasses the
majority of BNR’s property. Construction of a freeway along this route would
sub wtially & the develop T p ial of BNR’s property and eliminate the
opportunity for development of 3 mixed use industrial park as currently planned.

BNR ns maving forward wnh development plans for the industrial park. Ramm
A Inc.is y under contract with BNR for preparation of a preliminary
binding site plan for the nonhem (north of Francis Avenue) portion of their site. Other
approvals regarding utilities and public services to serve the site are currently in
process, including annexation into the City of Spokane sewer service area, annexation
into North Spokane Irrigation District’s water service area, and potential annexation
into Fire District No. 6. Assuming all these approvals are acquired, BNR plans to
proceed with a final binding site plan for thls property in 1996. BNR also plans to
proceed next year with a req for preli binding site plan approval from the
City of Spokane for their property south of Francis Avenua

_The feasibility study and master plan pleted 1vr the proj site detailed its

potential for development as a food pr istribution center geared
toward rail-served tenants. As stated on page 1 -2 of the North Spokane Freeway
DEIS, "The current mtermodal demand between rail and truck transportation has a
strong expansion p ial.” In ion, prment of a rail-based industrial park

LAND PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

Suite 217, Lilxc Flag Building » 104 South Freya

Strect
Spokane, Washington 99202 « $09/534-8086 » FAX 509/534-8159
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Response Comment B-6 (Continued)

3. Comment noted. The
preferred option is listed in
113 M » . Mr. Harold Whi
the .Preferred Alterr.latlve Ocober 20, 1695
section of Chapter 2 in the Page -2-

emp!oymem opportunities, increased demand for housing and commercial services,
an ion for redevel of Hillyard’s commercial and residential areas.

FEIS on BNR property would impact the surrounding area by providing increased I : 2

On behalf of BNR we request that the Market/Green Alternative route for the North
Spokane Freeway not be selected as the preferred sl i This req is
substantiated by: (1) the development potential of BNR's property slong the .
Markethreen Alternate route, (2) the fact that BNRis cuvrenﬂy proceeding with formal 3
for deveiop of an industrial park, including environmental .

cleanup of suspectod hazardous waste oontammated sites, (3) the overwheliming

1 of an industrial park would have on Hillyard and the
surroundmg area, and (4) the availability of an alternative route {Havana Alternative).

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the DEIS for the North Spokane
Freeway. Please contact us if you have any questions regarding the above or would
like further information regarding BNR’s plans for development of their property.
Sincerely,

RAMM ASSOCIATES, INC.

Patricia S. Idlof
Associate/Senior Planner

PShkdi

¢. Steve Kuzma - Burlington Northemn Railroad

Final EIS Appendix L Page L-27
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Response Comment B-7

B-7 Burlington Northern

Ratlroad
H BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD
Comment noted Burtngion Northem RR
2100 FIC, 999 Third Ave.
T
(206
The proposed Fax (206) 467-3443
Market/Greene alternative will RECEIVED
. . October 20, 1995 .
conflict with the proposed BNR o DEPASTHAENT OF THANSPORTATION
. Mr. Harold Whi 5
development plans. At this Project Engineer 0CT 2 31995
F Washington State Dept. of Transportation .
stage of the development, it is 2714 North Mayfair Street SPOKANE, WA 95207-2090
unknown to what extent impacts Spokane, WA 99207-2050
could be expected on the A
Dear Mr. White:

marketability and value of this
Refer ta your 9/11/95 letter regarding project FHWA-WA-EIS 954-D conceming the
property. Draft EIS for the North Spokane Freeway.

Burlington Northern owns approx. 240 acres in Hillyard along the proposed Market /
Grcen Altcmamt route discussed in the North Spokane Freeway DE!S. BN has made

toward develop of its property as a rail served industnial park
and construction of a freeway along this proposed route would eliminate the

development potential of this prop
Ramm Assocnalcs, Inc. has complc(ed an extensive feasibility study that included
g 8 and financial I The study developed
i g lnd’ “lﬁ:llm.lsterpllnforthemdumllpark BN is 2
ding with the lined in the study by requesting approval of
s prehmmary binding site plan for the nonhem pomon in 1995 and the southern
portion in 1996. Various t dous waste PTO} have been pleted
in preparation for future develop of the site.

Along with the financial impacts, the possibility of a freeway through BN's property
will severely impact future marketing plans for the industrial park. As long as the
Market / Green Al { ins a viable al ive, BN cannot successfully
market the industrial park as proposed. The Railroad believes the proposed industrial
park would have some very positive impacts on the surrounding community by
providing increased employment opportunities as well as stimulating growth of the
housing market and supporting businesses.

RECEVED
0Ci 23 995
HAROLD WNITE. P.E.

Page 1-28 Appendix L Final EIS
Comments and Responses North Spokane Freeway



Response

3. Comment noted. The
preferred option is listed at
the end of Chapter 2 in the
FEIS.

Comment B-7 (Continued)

BN requests the North Spokane Frecway be constructed east of the proposed
industrial park along the Havana Alternative route. The Market / Green altemative
severely impacts BN's present / future development efforts and further eliminates the 1
positive benefits of a high quality industrial park in the Hillyard community.

If there are any questions, please contact me at the above address. Thank you for your
continued cooperation.

Stephen M. Kuzma
M - Industrial Devel

File: Hillyard - Spokane, WA

Final EIS
North Spokane Freeway
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B-8 Hart Enterprises

|. The offer to purchase
property from you in the
Thor/Freya interchange area
was predicated on the proposed
improvements as detailed in the
Environmental Impact
Statement, 1-90 - Four Lakes to
Idaho State Line. The offer was
not accepted and was therefore
rescinded. It is expected that
this study will supersede [-90;
‘Four Lakes to Idaho State
Line’ study of improvements on
1-90 between the Hamilton
Street Interchange and Sprague
Avenue Interchange. This
project will need this property
prior to construction of the
interchange. Even if this
project is not built,
improvements to 1-90, including
adding lanes, and capacity
improvements at the Thor/Freya
Interchange will be required.
Additional study and public
input will be required prior to
any other plans being
implemented.

2. See Beltway/Bypass section
of FEIS.

Comment B-8

L0788 VA TR
Hart Enterprises

W. 1828 Riverside
Spokane, Wa. 99201
(509) 747-3859

Se6l 9¢ 10

B SRR

October 24, 1995
Mr. Harold White, P.E.

WSDOT Project Engineer

2714 N. Mayfair Street

Spokane, Wa. 99207-2090

RE: Draft EIS NORTH SPOKANE FREEWAY
Dear Mr. White:

We attended the September 28, 1995 meeting held by WSDOT and
received a copy of the draft EIS for the NORTH SPOKANE FREEWAY.

As requested by this EIS document, the following comments are
submitted:

The Hart family owns 3.44 acres bonded by Third Avenue to the
north, Thor Street to the east, Fourth Avenue to the south, and Ray
Street to the west. Over the years, the Hart family has discussed
this piece of property as it relates to the freeway system with
WSDOT. In fact, WSDOT tendered an offer to buy our property and
then rescinded that offer September 23, 1993.

The options included in the EIS report had as the number one option
NO BUILD, which we concur with. The freeway systems proposed in
the EIS, in our opinion, are too costly for the benefit. A better
option would be a beltway around the city. 1In addition, we were
informed that there is no funding to implement any options
contained in the EIS except NO BUILD.

At this time, we are proceeding to build a much needed and wanted
grocery store on our property which will directly benefit the
neighborhood.

If further information is needed, please contact the undersigned
and we will be happy to discuss our project in relationship to your

proposed project.
Sincerely youz,

udy L. Hart
WSDOT.EIS
cc: Leonard Cash, P.E. WSDOT
Mr. Charles Dotson, Planning Director
Mr. Todd Whipple, Inland Pacific Engineering

Certified P 433 222 928

RECEIVED
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