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• Environmental Reevaluation/Consultation Form (NEPA) 

23 CFR §771.129 
Washington State Department of Transportation/Federal Highway Administration 

REGION 

Eastern 

SR 

395 

PROJECT PROGRAM NO. FEDERAL AID NO. PROJECT NO. 

F1-l\~A -WA -EI S -9 5 -4 ~ 

PROJECT TITLE. ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT TYPE & DATE APPROVED: 

North Spokane Corridor, FSEIS, Sept. 2000 
ROD si gned 11/13/00 

REASON FOR CONSULTATION: 
Phase 1, US 2 Profile Change 

DESCRIPTION OF CHANGED CONDITIONS: I 
Geotechnical inves t i ga tions det ermi ned that per ched water tabl es would be I
af f ec ted wi th NSC/ US 2 i nterchange as shown in 2000 SEIS. Interchange. pro-' 

j file has been rever sed , so tha t US 2 is l ower ed and the NSC ov r passes US ~ 
-erounctwa:t:e~l be d:rrec- a ura ara1.nage cour se. Foo rin of-inte r 

• ~~t!ANty~~~~tJt~~ws OR REGULATIONS BEEN ISSUED SINCE APPROVAL OF I 

THE LAST ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT THAT AFFECTS THIS PROJECT? YES ( ) NO IX] (If 
yes explain , use additional sheets if necessary) 

WILL THE CHANGED CONDITIONS AFFECT THE FOLLOWING DIFFERENTLY THAN DESCRIBED IN THE 
ORIGINAL ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT (If yes explain in the comment section the impacts and mitigation. 
if any; and note any additional consultation conducted with resource and regulatory agencies regarding the 
change.) 

1) THREATENED or ENDANGERED SPECIES YES I ) NO IX] 
Comment: 

I 2) PRIME & UNIQUE FARMLAND 
I Comment: 

YES I 1 NO IX l 

I 
I 3) WETLANDS YES ( ] NO [X] 
I Comment: 

! 4) FLOODPLAINS YES I ) NO IxlI Comment: 
I 
I 5) HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE S YES I ] NO Ix] 

Comment: 

• 
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•
 6) HISTORIC or ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES YES [ ] NO rx]
 
Comment: 

I 
7) 4(f) LANDS YES! ] NO pl.] 

Comment: j 

8) 6(f) LANDS YES [ ] NO IX] 
Comment: 

I 

I 
9) WILD & SCENIC RIVERS YES [ ] NO [X]
 

Comment:
 

I 
10) COASTAL BARRIERS YES [ ] NO [X] 

Comment: 

11) COASTAL ZONE YES [ ] NO IX) 
Comment: 

WILL THESE CHANGES RESULT IN ANY CONTROVERSY? YES [ 1 NO [ Xl 
(If yes explain) 

Public meeti ng in neighborhood, May 24, 2001, to discuss des ign changes. 
County s taf f i ncl uded in mee t i ng . 

WILL THE CHANGES CAUSE ADVERSE IMPACTS IN THE FOLLOWING: 
(If yes, explain in comment section)

IComment: 

1) AIR QUALITY YES [ ] NO [xJ.1
2) NOISE YES [ 1 NO [x) 
Comment 

13)LAND USE YES [ ] NO [Xl 
Comment: 

YES [ ] NO Ix] 

YES [ 1 NO Ix ] 
, 6) ECONOMIC GROWTH & DEVELOPMENT 

Comment: 
YES [ 1 NO rx 1 

,7) WATER QUALITY YES ( 
Comment:I

) NO Ix ] 

8) VISUAL QUALITY YES [ 1 NO rx] 
Comment: 
9) NATURAL RESOURCES & ENERGY YES [ ) NO rx J 
Comment: 

1 10) PUBLIC SERVICES & UTILITIES YES [ ) NO [xJ 
, Comment 
II 11) VEGETATION & WILDLIFE YES [ 1 NO [xJ 

Comment: 
1 12) RECREATION 
I Comment: 

YES [ 1 NO [xJ 

I

•
13) SOCIAL IMPACTS 
Comment: 

YES [ ] NO [ X] 
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CONCLUSIONS and/or RECOMMENDATIONS (SEIS NOT REQUIRED) 

There have been no significant changes in the proposed action, Conclusions reached with regard to the 
anticipated impacts of the selected alternative were not changed by the additional analyses concluded since 
the publication of the document 

Additional mitigation is not required as a result of changed conditions, 
-OR-

Additional mitigation measures have been incorporated into the project to address the changed condrtions. and 
are required to reach the conclusion. 

As a result of the foregoing, it is the conclusion of this reevaluation and consultation that the document 
continues to be valid. It is not deemed necessary to supplement the document prior to proceeding with major 
authoriza tions. 

I concur with the conclusions and recommendations above , 

: WSDOT Regional Official WSDOT Service Center Official FHWA Division Official 

0~£~ ~/y trYl~ p. ~Ji 
ID a te:lI_i~dL Date: 1/,,_14,.0 J__._ _ I - I 5 ... 02--

•
 
, Date:
 
-.- _ ._-- --- - - 

CONCLUSIONS andior RECOMMENDATIONS (SEIS REQUIRED) 

There have been significant changes in the proposed action. As a result of the foregoing , it is the 
conclusion of this reevaluation and consultation that the document does not continue to be valid, It is 
deemed necessary to supplement the document prior to proceeding with major authorizations. 

I concur with the conclusions and recommendations above. 

WSDOT Regional Official WSDOT Service Center Official FHWA Division Official 

Date:Date: Date: 

cc: FHWA Regional Office 

•
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