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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS
FHWA

Federal Highway Administration

I-580

Interstate 580

I-80
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KOP

key observation point

mm
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Nevada Department of Transportation
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United States Highway 395
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1

PROJECT OVERVIEW AND NEED FOR THE PROJECT

The Spaghetti Bowl (Interstate 80/Interstate 580/U.S. Highway 395 [I-80/I-580/US 395]) is a
freeway-to-freeway interchange that was constructed between 1969 and 1971, when Washoe
County had a population of about 130,000 people. At that time, about 90,000 vehicles per day
used the Spaghetti Bowl. In 2015, the combined population of Reno and Sparks was about
327,000 people and the population of Washoe County was about 435,000 people (U.S. Census
Bureau 2016). About 260,000 vehicles per day used the Spaghetti Bowl in 2016, making it is the
busiest interchange in northern Nevada.
The Spaghetti Bowl’s 1960s-era design is obsolete for several reasons:
•

Interchange ramps are spaced too closely to one another. Vehicles entering or exiting the
freeway at these closely spaced interchanges must cross paths with other vehicles traveling
in the same direction, sometimes across two or more lanes of traffic, which is referred to as
weaving. In general, short “weave segments,” like those found in the Spaghetti Bowl, result
in increased congestion.

•

There are five locations on I-80, I-580, and US 395 in and around the Spaghetti Bowl where
a freeway lane ends. These “lane drops” are bottlenecks that cause congestion.

•

There are four low-speed ramps in the Spaghetti Bowl that do not have the capacity to
accommodate existing traffic volumes. These low-speed ramps are bottlenecks and are
regularly congested during rush hour.

•

There are multiple locations throughout the length of I-80, I-580, and US 395 where design
guidelines and standards are no longer met. These locations result from design exceptions
incorporated into prior projects and changes to design guidelines and standards applicable
to the freeways. These affect some travelers’ ability navigate the project limits comfortably
at speed, adding to congestion.

These deficiencies create congestion, contribute to a higher-than-average crash rate, and delay
drivers. Based on data the Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT) prepared for the
project’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement, there is on average one injury crash in or
around the Spaghetti Bowl each day. The average delay for drivers is anticipated to increase by
53 percent between 2016 and 2040 if no improvements are made to the freeway system in the
study area (Federal Highway Administration [FHWA] and NDOT 2016). The Reno Spaghetti Bowl
Reconstruction Project (Spaghetti Bowl Project; project) is designed to address the obsolete
design of the interchange, improve safety, and reduce travel delays by eliminating lane drops,
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improving ramp spacing, and replacing the low-speed loop ramps with new ramps that have
more capacity and allow safe travel at higher speeds.
The study area encompasses the area within which the proposed construction activities would
occur and includes the Spaghetti Bowl, each of the four legs of the freeway-to-freeway system,
and 16 service interchanges that connect the freeways to local roads.
The project is in Washoe County, Nevada, within the cities of Reno and Sparks, and has the
following limits:
•

I-80 between Keystone Avenue on the west and McCarran Boulevard on the east, a distance
of approximately 5 miles.

•

I-580/US 395 between Meadowood Mall Way on the south and Parr/Dandini Boulevard on
the north, a distance of approximately 7 miles (Figure 1-1).

The lead agencies for this project are NDOT and FHWA.
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Figure 1-1. Project Vicinity
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
NDOT and the FHWA are studying several alternatives along I-580/US 395 from the
Meadowood Mall Way interchange on the south to the Parr Boulevard/Dandini Boulevard
interchange on the north and along I-80 between Keystone Avenue on the west and McCarran
Boulevard on the east. The alternatives would bring the freeway up to current standards,
improve operations and safety, and increase capacity. They would also reduce travel delays in
the I-80 and I-580/US 395 corridors and in the freeway-to-freeway interchange that connects
these two freeways (known locally as the “Spaghetti Bowl”). Reconstruction of the interchanges
could include new or modified ramps and frontage roads on new alignments.

2.1

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT ELEMENTS

Three preliminary project alternatives are being considered and are presented on the following
pages.

2.1.1

Alternatives

2.1.1.1 Alternative 1
Alternative 1 would keep all existing access between the local roads and freeway system while
maximizing traffic movement through the Spaghetti Bowl interchange by:
•

Using longer sweeping ramps with more gradual curves to increase ramp speed (up to
50 miles per hour) in the Spaghetti Bowl.
This would increase the footprint of the
interchange compared to its current
footprint.

•

Reconstructing the Wells Avenue, Oddie
Boulevard, E Second Street/Glendale
Avenue, Mill Street, Prater Way, Rock
Boulevard, and Pyramid Way interchanges
into configurations that “braid” (see inset for
a description of braided ramps).

2.1.1.2 Alternative 2
Alternative 2 would modify the access between
the local roads and freeway system, and it would
reduce the project footprint compared to
Alternative 1, by:
•

Reconstructing the Spaghetti Bowl into a configuration similar to the existing configuration,
including converting the south-to-east and north-to-west low-speed loop ramps to longer
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ramps with more gradual curves that allow higher speeds and increase capacity to meet or
exceed the minimum design speed standards.
•

Reconstructing the Wells Avenue and Oddie Boulevard interchange so that its on- and offramps are braided with the adjacent Spaghetti Bowl ramps. At these locations, freeway
access would be limited to the freeway on which the interchange is located. The Oddie
Boulevard interchange would provide access to US 395, and the Wells Avenue interchange
would provide access to I-80.

•

Reconstructing the Second Street/Glendale Avenue interchange and then braiding the
ramps with the adjacent Spaghetti Bowl ramps and Mill Street ramps.

•

Relocating the I-80/Fourth Street/Prater Way interchange and the Rock Boulevard
interchange to Kietzke Lane and then braiding the Kietzke Lane interchange on- and offramps with the adjacent Spaghetti Bowl ramps.

•

Reducing the Spaghetti Bowl’s footprint compared to Alternative 1 by modifying
interchanges and reducing on- and off-ramp connections.

2.1.1.3 Alternative 3
Alternative 3 would modify the access between the local roads and freeway system and reduce
the project footprint compared to Alternative 1 and Alternative 2 by:
•

Reconstructing the system interchange into a configuration similar to the existing
configuration, while increasing capacity to meet or exceed the minimum design standards.

•

Reconstructing the Wells Avenue, Oddie Boulevard, and Second Street/Glendale Avenue
interchanges as partial clover loop ramp configurations to increase interchange separation
between those interchanges and the Spaghetti Bowl.

•

Eliminating the I-580/Fourth Street/Prater Way interchange to increase interchange
separation from Rock Boulevard.

•

Modifying the Mill Street interchange to access I-580 indirectly via frontage road
connections to the Second Street/Glendale Avenue interchange to increase interchange
separation from the Spaghetti Bowl and Plumb Lane.

•

Reducing the project footprint, compared to Alternative 2 and Alternative 3, by modifying
service interchanges to increase spacing and minimize the need for ramp braiding.
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NO BUILD ALTERNATIVE

The No Build Alternative serves as the baseline for assessing the potential impacts of
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3. The No Build Alternative does not include any safety or capacity
improvements of the freeway system in the study area. Only routine maintenance would be
performed on I-80 and I-580/US 395. Other planned transportation improvement projects in
the study area may still move forward. The impact-causing activities of the No Build Alternative
relate to its lack of action. It does not address the problems on the study area freeway system.
Under the No Build Alternative, bottlenecks and vehicle crashes would continue to increase,
resulting in greater travel times and less reliable travel throughout the corridor. The condition
of the freeway bridges would continue to deteriorate, requiring more frequent and extensive
maintenance. Additionally, more commuter traffic would shift to local streets to avoid the
congested freeway, which could diminish the neighborhood and business environments along
several streets in the primary study area by increasing pedestrian-vehicle conflicts. The No Build
Alternative also does not provide the opportunity to treat stormwater runoff before it enters
the Truckee River because there is currently no engineered treatment (e.g., detention ponds) to
capture runoff. This indirectly affects water quality in the Truckee River.
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3.0 METHODOLOGY
3.1

FHWA METHODOLOGY AND GUIDANCE

The FHWA visual quality assessment methodology and guidance that this visual impact
assessment is based on are documented in Visual Impact Assessment for Highway Projects
(FHWA 1988). This method has been successfully applied by the FHWA and state highway
departments, as well as by other visual resource specialists, to evaluate the visual impacts of
numerous transportation and other projects. The FHWA developed this assessment method in
response to National Environmental Policy Act requirements that project proponents assess the
effects of proposed federal actions or projects on the quality of the human environment,
including effects on the environment’s visual quality. The method was designed to provide a
systematic and objective approach to evaluating the visual changes that would potentially
result from implementation of proposed projects.
The FHWA methodology consists of six steps. The following describes how the assessment
addressed each of the steps:
1. Establish the proposed project’s area of visual influence and applicable landscape units.
The area of visual influence is the area from which a proposed project can be seen and
potentially influence visual quality and character. The distance from which a proposed project
can be viewed greatly affects the project’s visual influence. The project would be constructed
on fairly level to rolling terrain. The north and west legs tend to pass through areas with more
topographic variety, whereas the terrain the east and south legs would pass through tends to
be more level. Most of the project would be next to developed areas and would occur
alongside existing highway infrastructure. Views of the components of the project would be
somewhat limited due to the adjacent terrain and existing features such as buildings and
vegetation that would tend to block, or intrude upon, views of the project’s components. For
this assessment, it is assumed that the outer reaches of the area of visual influence of the
project would range from several hundred yards beyond existing highways to approximately 0.5
mile, depending on the presence of buildings, signs, vegetation, and the elevation of the project
components.
“Landscape units” are useful on linear projects such as highways to compartmentalize the
project’s area of visual influence into contiguous and uniform areas. These areas contain similar
views of a proposed project. Landscape units have internally consistent features such as
topography, land use, and viewer types that make them distinct from other landscape units.
Eight landscape units were used for assessing impacts associated with the Spaghetti Bowl
Project. Each of the four legs (north, east, south, and west) of the project beyond the “central”
(Spaghetti Bowl) portion of the project was considered a landscape unit. In addition, the
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quadrants (northeast, southeast, southwest, and northwest) immediately surrounding the
Spaghetti Bowl were also designated as landscape units.
2. Describe and assess the landscape that exists before project construction (the “existing
environment”).
The description in Section 4.0, Existing Conditions, was based on site visits, examining Google
Earth, and reviewing aerial photographs. Existing conditions photographs from key observation
points (KOPs) within the study area are contained in Attachment A (Photo-Simulations from Key
Observation Points).
3. Determine which viewers within the proposed project’s area of visual influence would have
views of, and from, the proposed project.
Viewers are people who have views of a project. Viewers are usually discussed in terms of
general types (such as residents, workers, motorists, or recreationists) or the activities they are
engaged in (such as recreational boaters or bicyclists). Motorists can include subgroups such as
commuters, neighbors, and leisure travelers. The type of viewer and their activities influence
their sensitivity to changes in the viewed environment (see item 4 below). The locations of the
various viewer types and activities they are engaged in throughout the study area were
determined through site visits, examining Google Earth, and reviewing aerial photographs.
4. Assess the response of viewers looking both “at” and “from” the project, before and after
project construction.
The response of viewers to changes in a viewed landscape as the result of implementation of a
project varies and is based on factors such as “viewer sensitivity,” distance, changes to the
viewed landscape, etc. Per the FHWA methodology, viewers looking “at” a project would do so
from adjacent, or nearby areas, whereas viewers looking “from” a transportation project would
be people (motorists) traveling on the project being evaluated (such as driving on a new
elevated ramp), who would look out at the adjacent landscape.
Viewer sensitivity to changes in a viewed landscape is categorized as low, moderate, or high.
People with low viewer sensitivity are not particularly concerned about the view or changes to
it, and/or see a view for brief periods of time (such as when driving along a highway). These
types of viewers might include people working or shopping in an area that are engaged in their
activities and not concerned with the condition of the visual setting. Moderate viewer
sensitivity indicates that viewers have some concern and/or familiarity with a viewed landscape
to a degree that is greater than those with low sensitivity, but less than viewers with high
sensitivity. People with high viewer sensitivity are very aware of the existing viewed landscape
and are concerned about changes to it. These viewers typically include residents, recreationists,
or others for whom the viewed landscape is important.
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5. Determine and evaluate views of and from the project for before and after
During the scoping phase of the project, meetings were held with project stakeholders to
identify issues of concern, including visual issues. The stakeholders that were consulted
included members of the general-public along with staff from various local, state, tribal, and
federal government agencies. The meetings did not reveal much stakeholder concern related to
potential visual impacts associated with the project. The Reno-Sparks Indian Colony (RSIC) was
the only stakeholder to specifically identify areas of concern related to how the project might
change views from RSIC lands. The RSIC requested that photographic simulations be prepared
to show RSIC staff how the alternatives might be viewed from areas within and near the RSIC.
Potential visual impacts to historic and cultural resources were identified during scoping, but
NDOT staff felt that it was important to select specific KOPs to assess potential impacts.
To address the concerns of the RSIC and NDOT staff regarding historic and cultural resources,
nine locations within the study area were selected as KOPs to represent how the proposed
project would change views towards I-580 and I-80 (see Figure A-1 in Attachment A). The
locations of the KOPs were selected with input from NDOT and RSIC staff. Photographs from
the KOPs were used to represent existing views towards I-580 and I-80, and to illustrate via
photo-simulations how the project would change those views (see Section 3.2, Developing
Photo-simulations). The existing views from each KOP as well as photo-simulations are
presented in Attachment A.
6. Describe the potential visible changes to the study area and its surroundings that would
result from the proposed project (“project impacts or effects”).
The description of visible changes to the study area from the proposed project focuses on how
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would change the visual character and visual quality of views seen by
viewers looking towards I-80, as well changes seen by viewers (motorists) looking outward as
they travel along I-80, I-580, and US 395. Visual character and visual quality are defined below.
Visual Character. Visual character is an impartial description of the components of the viewed
landscape and is defined by the relationships between the existing visible natural and built
landscape features. These relationships are considered in terms of dominance, scale, diversity,
and continuity. Visual character-defining resources and features include:
•

Landforms: types, gradients, and scale

•

Vegetation: types, size, maturity, and continuity

•

Land uses: the types of uses and the height, bulk, scale, and architectural detail of
associated buildings and ancillary site uses

•

Transportation facilities: types, sizes, scale, and directional orientation
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•

Overhead utility structures and lighting: types, sizes, and scale

•

Open space: type (e.g., parks, reserves, greenbelts, and undeveloped land), extent, and
continuity

•

Water bodies, historic buildings and other structures, and downtown skylines

•

Apparent “grain” or texture, such as the size and distribution of structures and unbuilt
properties or open spaces of the landscape

•

Apparent upkeep and maintenance

The character-defining resources and features described above contribute to what in this
assessment are termed visual character types. The study area has a wide range of visual
character types that I-80, I-580, and US 395 pass through and near. The most common types in
the study area are residential, commercial, retail, industrial, vacant, and transportation.
•

Residential-character types in the study area include areas with single-family residences and
multifamily residential developments. In the study area, single-family residences/yards tend
to be well established and are found in subdivisions, semirural areas, in-city neighborhoods,
and mobile-home parks. The residences are characterized by one- or two-story buildings
with yards containing mature landscaping and trees. Where the residences are adjacent to
I-80, I-580, and US 395, they tend to have walls, fences, and/or trees to screen views of the
freeways. Multifamily areas are characterized by both single buildings and larger
multibuilding complexes. Many of the multifamily areas in the study area have parking
areas adjacent to I-80, I-580, and US 395 and the “backs” of the buildings are oriented
towards the parking lots and freeways. Trees and/or shrubs are commonly found along the
edge of residential properties where they are adjacent to I-80, I-580, and US 395 to provide
buffering or screening of the freeways.

•

Park-character types in the study area include several parks adjacent to I-580 and/or I-80 as
well as the area where I-580 passes over the Truckee River. This character type is
characterized by open areas, abundant vegetation (and/or lawns), and improvements such
as trails, playgrounds, and picnic facilities.

•

Retail-character types in the study area include shopping centers, isolated retail buildings,
and shopping districts composed of retail stores and attractive streetscape elements (for
example, sidewalks, landscaping, and street furniture) along main thoroughfares.

•

Commercial and industrial-character types in the study area include office buildings,
warehouses, casinos, outside storage and parking areas, storage facilities/structures, and
other utilitarian structures.
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Transportation-character types in the study area include the main alignments of I-80, I-580,
and US 395 and their associated components such as ramps and overpasses; the Spaghetti
Bowl; and streets adjacent to, or passing under, I-80, I-580, and US 395. All of these
freeways have large-scale elements that include multiple travel lanes, open rights-of-way,
embankments, off- and on-ramps (above, at, and below grade), bridges and overpasses and
their support structures, drainage basins, and a variety of landscaping/ground treatments.
Local streets have various widths, layouts, and relationships to the three freeways
(paralleling them, crossing under or over them, dead-ending against them, etc.).

Visual Quality. Visual quality is an assessment of the composition of the character-defining
features for selected views. This assessment asks: Is this particular view common or dramatic?
Is it a pleasing composition (with a mixture of elements that seem to belong together) or not
(with a mixture of elements that either do not belong together or are eyesores and contrast
with the other elements in the surroundings)? Visual quality is evaluated in terms of vividness,
intactness, and unity. These three characteristics are described below:
•

Vividness is the degree of drama, memorability, or distinctiveness of the landscape
components. Vividness is composed of four elements that usually influence the degree of
vividness. The four elements are:
–
–
–
–

•

Intactness is a measure of the visual integrity of the natural and human-built landscape and
its freedom from encroaching elements. This factor can be present in well-kept urban and
rural landscapes, as well as in natural settings. High intactness means that the landscape is
free of eyesores and is not broken up by features that appear to be out of place. Intactness
is composed of two primary elements that influence the degree of intactness. They are:
–
–

•

Landform
Vegetation
Water features
Human-made elements

Development
Encroachment

Unity is the degree of visual coherence and compositional harmony of the landscape
considered as a whole. High unity frequently attests to the careful design of individual
components and their relationship in the landscape.

The ratings of the three characteristics (vividness, intactness, and unity) are then averaged to
determine a total visual quality rating. The FHWA methodology for detailed assessments uses a
seven-point numeric rating scale and associated word descriptors to establish the visual quality
of a view. These ratings range from I (Very Low) to 7 being Very High).
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The approach used to determine visual quality in this assessment was somewhat simplified due
to the relatively low level of concern for visual resources expressed by stakeholders as well as
the setting of the project being assessed. Because transportation infrastructure like freeways in
urban areas are frequently large in scale and utilitarian in nature, they are generally not
considered particularly attractive. Even though some state departments of transportation (such
as NDOT) improve the aesthetic characteristics of freeways by implementing aesthetic
measures (see Attachment B, Existing Landscaping and Aesthetic Features for Highways in the
Study Area), based on the visual analyst’s experience, the overall visual quality of views towards
and from urban freeways typically range between Very Low and Average. Some parts of the
study area have somewhat higher than average visual quality ratings for a freeway in an urban
area than most freeways and therefore have a greater range than most urban freeways do. The
visual quality ratings used in this assessment are:
•
•
•
•

Low
Moderately Low
Average
Moderately High

3.2

DEVELOPING PHOTO-SIMULATIONS

Photographic simulations (photo-simulations) were prepared through a process that entailed
photographic documentation of the views from each of the KOPs using a single-lens-reflex
digital camera set to take photos equivalent to those taken with a 35-millimeter (mm) camera
using a 50-mm focal length. This is the camera lens setting that is commonly used in visual
assessment because it closely resembles the viewing angle (or cone) of the human eye. For
each view, computer modeling and rendering techniques were used to produce the simulated
images. Existing topographic and site data provided the basis for developing an initial digital
model. Engineers provided site plans and digital data for the preliminary design of alternatives.
These were used to create three-dimensional digital models of the alternatives. These models
were then combined with the digital site model to produce a complete computer model of the
alternatives.
For each KOP, the terrain and project features seen from it were digitized from topographic
maps and scaled from aerial photographs using 5 feet as the assumed viewer eye level.
Computer “wire frame” perspective plots were then overlaid on the photographs of the views
from the simulation viewpoints to verify scale and viewpoint location. Digital visual simulation
images were produced based on computer renderings of the three-dimensional model
combined with high-resolution digital versions of the base photographs.
It should be noted that although the results provide an accurate and realistic depiction of
changes to the existing view (based on current levels of design), engineering design work
associated with Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 is preliminary, and many details need to be finalized.
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Final design and design refinements will occur after the project’s Environmental Impact
Statement process is complete. In addition, aesthetic treatments that would be used for the
project are not known at this time. The final treatments will be developed during final design
and it is assumed that they will be similar to the aesthetic treatments used by NDOT for
highway projects in the study area that are described in Section 4.2, Aesthetic Characteristics of
the I-80, I-580, and US 395 Corridors.
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4.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS
4.1

STUDY AREA SETTING

The study area is found along the western edge of the 300,000-square-mile Basin and Range
physiographic province, which is bounded to the west by the Sierra Nevada Mountains. The
foothills of the Sierra Nevada Mountains approach the west and north ends of the study area.
The elevation of most of the study area ranges from between approximately 4,400 and 4,500
feet above mean sea level, with the highest elevations (approximately 4,950 feet) found at the
north end. The study area is within the Truckee River Valley and is generally relatively flat. The
Truckee River is the primary water feature in the study area. As the river flows eastward from
Lake Tahoe through Reno on its way to Pyramid Lake, it crosses underneath I-580
approximately 0.4 mile south of the Spaghetti Bowl. The other water major features in the
study area are human-made. The approximately 77-acre Sparks Marina (which is a small lake) is
at the east end of the study area, and the approximately 25-acre cooling pond of the Grand
Sierra Resort is adjacent to the east end of the southern leg of the project.
The native vegetation zones within the study area include Salt Desert and Sagebrush Grassland
in lower elevations, Pinyon-Juniper Woodland in higher elevations, and the Great Basin riparian
zone along the Truckee River. With the exception of parts of the Truckee River corridor, most of
the original vegetation on lands adjacent to the project has been removed over time. Planted
vegetation on adjacent properties and within the rights-of-way of I-580 and I-80 includes a
mixture of ornamental and replanted native vegetation.
The study area is largely developed and hosts a variety of land uses that greatly influence visual
character and quality. Most of the land adjacent to the project beyond highway rights-of-way is
privately owned and land use can be generally characterized as a mixture of residential (singleand multifamily), commercial (stores, casinos/resorts, offices, and associated large parking
areas), industrial (warehouses, light industry, storage), airport, and parcels of
vacant/undeveloped lands. The RSIC is found along part of the southern leg of the project and
includes lands used for residences, education, operations, and commerce. Several public parks
are scattered adjacent to the project (and under it along the Truckee River) and offer varying
views of the existing highways.

4.2

AESTHETIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE I-80, I-580, AND US
395 CORRIDORS

I-80, I-580, and US 395 are major visual/aesthetic components of the freeway corridors they
pass through. The US 395 corridor begins at the north end of the project and continues south to
the Spaghetti Bowl. The freeway corridor heading south from the Spaghetti Bowl is I-580, and
the east-to-west freeway corridor that passes through the study area is I-80.
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The influence of the freeways and their components on the aesthetic characteristics of the
corridors varies. The freeways are existing parts of the viewed landscape for areas adjacent to
them. The degree to which the freeways are visible to sensitive viewers in adjacent areas is
related to factors such as elevation of the freeway components and the viewers, and adjacent
development and screening by buildings and trees. The use of aesthetic treatments can make
the components more attractive/less visually disruptive. These factors are described below in
the discussion of each landscape unit.
To help address aesthetic concerns related to freeway projects, NDOT has developed policies
related to the aesthetic treatment of the projects it builds and maintains. The document
Pattern and Palette of Place: A Landscape and Aesthetic Master Plan for the Nevada State
Highway System (NDOT 2002) provides guidelines related to the consideration of aesthetics
when developing major projects. Many of the policies and guidelines contained in the
document have been implemented within the I-80, I-580, and US 395 corridors. Attachment B
contains photographs of aesthetic treatments that have been implemented along the three
freeway corridors in the study area. Aesthetic treatments in the study area include:
•

Use of color, patterns, and designs on elements such as traffic noise barriers,
embankments, bridge abutments, and bridges

•

Landscaping (plants, rock, concrete blocks)

•

Artwork, special fencing and walls, lighting, and signage

It is assumed that similar treatments would be used for the proposed project.
NDOT also developed the I-80 Landscape and Aesthetics Corridor Plan for I-80, including the
part of I-80 that passes through the study area (NDOT 2005). The corridor plan provides
landscape and aesthetic recommendations for the entire I-80 corridor that passes though
Nevada. Like the Aesthetic Master Plan document (NDOT 2002), the I-80 Corridor Plan includes
descriptions and illustrations of landscape and aesthetic treatments that are suggested to be
implemented along the corridor. The study area is within the Sierra Nevada Great Basin
Crossroads Landscape Design Segment. The corridor plan has specific recommendations for
portions of I-80 within the study area, such as signage, landscaping, art treatments for bridges,
etc.
In addition to the components of freeways described above, there is another component
associated with freeways that influences the aesthetic characteristics of the I-80, I-580, and US
395 corridors. These components are the high-intensity lights that have been installed along
the sides the freeway corridors and throughout the Spaghetti Bowl interchange. Light standards
along the sides of the corridors have been selected to meet state and federal highway safety
requirements. These light standards are noticeable along the sides of the freeways during the
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day and are very visible at night. Closer to the Spaghetti Bowl, the light standards are
supplemented by high-mast lighting, which provides additional safety lighting at this major
freeway-to-freeway interchange. These lights are higher than the smaller lights found along the
edges of the freeways and cast a much wider illuminated footprint. High-mast lighting similar to
that now found near the Spaghetti Bowl is the type of lighting anticipated to be used for the
proposed project.

4.3

LANDSCAPE UNIT DESCRIPTIONS

The eight landscape units within the study area (see Figure 4-1) are described below, starting
from the north (the north leg) and moving clockwise. Descriptions for the four legs that are
landscape units (Landscape Unit 1: North Leg, Landscape Unit 3: East Leg, Landscape Unit 5:
South Leg, and Landscape Unit 7: West Leg) begin at the outer end of the leg and proceed
towards the center of the study area. The central part of the study area near the Spaghetti Bowl
is divided into four landscape units (Landscape Unit 2: Central-Northeast, Landscape Unit 4:
Central-Southeast, Landscape Unit 6: Central-Southwest, and Landscape Unit 8: CentralNorthwest).
Descriptions of the existing visual resource conditions found within each landscape unit are
presented below. Attachment A contains existing condition photographs of views from KOPs.
The photographs assist in describing the visual conditions of representative areas within several
of the landscape units.

4.3.1

Landscape Unit 1: North Leg

Landscape Unit 1 begins at the north end of the study area approximately 0.3 mile northwest of
Dandini Boulevard. It continues southeast and south approximately 2.75 miles to the US 395
crossing of N Wells Avenue (to the west) and Oddie Boulevard (to the east). Approximately 1
mile of the northern portion of Landscape Unit 1 is composed of commercial and undeveloped
land uses that do not contain sensitive viewers.
From approximately 0.6 mile northwest of Clear Acre Lane to immediately southeast of Clear
Acre Lane, US 395 passes two residential areas at an elevation that is higher than the adjacent
terrain. The adjacent neighborhoods include both single- and multifamily residences, have a
residential landscape character, and contain residents with high viewer sensitivity. Views of US
395 from these two areas include the freeway right-of-way (some of which is an embankment
with naturalized low-growing vegetation) and passing vehicles. There are no traffic noise
barriers along this section of US 395 to block views of passing vehicles. Fences, walls, and
vegetation in yards of most single-family residences along Chablis Drive that back up to the
freeway may screen or block views of US 395 from residences along the west side of Chablis
Drive. Views of US 395 from multifamily buildings accessed from Selmi Drive are somewhat
screened by parking shade structures and terrain. The visual quality of views towards US 395
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Figure 4-1. Landscape Units
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from these two areas is Moderately Low. Views from US 395 by motorists of the adjacent
terrain and beyond are generally wide open and of Average visual quality.
From Clear Acre Lane south approximately 1 mile to the southern boundary of Landscape Unit
1, US 395 passes several residential areas on both sides of the freeway. These areas include
single-family residences, multifamily residential buildings, and a mobile home park. Several
commercial and industrial areas are also adjacent to this part of US 395. The residential areas
contain the greatest number of people who have high viewer sensitivity in Landscape Unit 1.
Along the west side of US 395 is a single-family residential area that has residences on a variety
of lot sizes whose residential landscape character ranges from suburban to rural. The area east
of US 395 is composed of a series of multifamily residential buildings whose entrances are
separated from the toe of the freeway embankment by a long parking lot. To the south of the
multifamily area is a mobile home park that continues south to Oddie Boulevard.
This portion of US 395 is higher in elevation than the adjacent terrain, but not to the same
degree as the area north of Clear Acre Lane. Aesthetically treated traffic noise barriers line the
freeway and screen views of passing vehicles from the adjacent residential areas (and restrict
views to within the freeway surface for travelers). Trees and shrubs have been planted within,
or adjacent to, the freeway right-of-way along most of the parts of the freeway next to
residential areas and screen views of the traffic noise barriers and freeway to varying degrees.
The landscape character of the residential areas in this portion of Landscape Unit 1 can be
subdivided into areas having multifamily, suburban single-family, and rural character. The visual
quality of the views by adjacent residents towards US 395 ranges from Average (west side of US
395) to Moderately Low (east side). The visual quality of views from residences beyond those
immediately next to the freeway in the direction of the freeway is generally Average. Sideways
views by motorists in this area are constrained by traffic noise barriers, and the visual quality of
the views is Moderately Low.
Views by motorists travelling on US 395 through Landscape Unit 1 north of McCarran Boulevard
tend to be expansive and of Average visual quality. As the freeway passes next to residential
areas south of McCarran Boulevard where traffic noise barriers have been constructed, views to
the side if the freeway tend to be constricted by the traffic noise barriers and adjacent trees.
The visual quality of the views ranges from Average to Moderately Low.

4.3.2

Landscape Unit 2: Central – Northeast

Landscape Unit 2 is contained within the area northeast of the Spaghetti Bowl. Its northern
edge is Oddie Boulevard, its western boundary is US 395, and its southern border is I-80. The
landscape unit extends east to El Rancho Drive/N Kietzke Lane. Because the predominant land
use in Landscape Unit 2 is residential, this landscape unit has a number of people with high
viewer sensitivity. The predominant landscape character of Landscape Unit 2 is residential
(single-family, mobile home, and multifamily).
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The northwest corner of this landscape unit includes a large mobile home park that has private
internal roads that serve residences and connect to Silverada Boulevard via a private road
(Orchid Way). Immediately south of the mobile home park is a multifamily complex containing
multistory buildings, internal circulation, and parking areas. The portion of US 395 adjacent to
these two areas is higher in elevation than the adjacent terrain. Views of the freeway and
vehicles using it by residential viewers are generally blocked by traffic noise barriers established
on top of slopes along the edges of on-/off-ramps and/or the freeway. Scattered vegetation
planted along the edge of the freeway and boundaries of some of the residential areas and
storage unit complex blocks western views of US 395 to varying degrees. The visual quality of
views towards the freeway from these residential areas is Moderately Low. Motorists traveling
past these areas on US 395 cannot see the nearby residences to the east because their views
outward are blocked by the traffic noise barriers. The visual quality of sideways views from the
freeway is Moderately Low.
South of the multifamily housing complex and immediately east of US 395 is a storage complex
consisting of several storage buildings. To the immediate east of this complex are the back
yards of single-family residences accessed via Nyala Street. Views to the west of US 395 from
these residences are generally blocked by buildings in the storage complex and/or trees. The
visual quality of views towards US 395 from the residences is Average.
The rest of Landscape Unit 2 is composed of single-family residential subdivisions that were
built on east-west-oriented blocks divided by north-south cross streets. Some of the blocks
contain cul-de-sacs. These subdivisions have an established suburban residential character.
Street trees and residential vegetation contribute to the residential character of the
subdivisions and screen views of traffic noise barriers lining I-80 and ramps within the Spaghetti
Bowl. The ramps in the Spaghetti Bowl from I-80 to US 395 and the freeways themselves are
higher in elevation than the terrain of the nearby residential areas. Views of the freeway and
passing vehicles are generally blocked by aesthetically treated traffic noise barriers that are
built atop the slopes that steeply rise from adjacent terrain and/or screened by vegetation
planted on slopes within the freeway right-of-way. The US 395 to I-80 ramp and overpass are
clearly visible from E Ninth Street. The visual quality of the views from residences immediately
adjacent to the freeway and ramps are Moderately Low, whereas the visual quality of views
towards the freeway and ramps from residences not adjacent to these elements is Average due
to screening by intervening residences and trees. People traveling on the freeways through this
area experience restricted outward views in areas with traffic noise barriers. The visual quality
of views in areas of the freeways with traffic noise barriers is Moderately Low.
Motorists approaching and leaving the Spaghetti Bowl from US 395 and I-80 primarily pass by
residential areas lined with traffic noise barriers. Side views in the direction of the residential
areas are blocked by traffic noise barriers, whereas views to the southeast and towards the
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Spaghetti Bowl are expansive. The visual quality of views from the portion of the freeway
passing through Landscape Unit 2 ranges from Average to Moderately Low.

4.3.3

Landscape Unit 3: East Leg

The east end of Landscape Unit 3 begins in Sparks near Sparks Marina Park and N McCarran
Boulevard. The landscape unit continues west along I-80 for approximately 2 miles to its
western terminus at N Kietzke Lane in Reno. The portion of I-80 in this landscape unit is higher
in elevation than adjacent areas and passes a wide range of land uses that influence character
and visual quality.
Victorian Avenue passes along the north side of Landscape Unit 3 while paralleling I-80. Land
uses along Victorian Avenue are largely commercial (motels, retail stores, casinos, restaurants,
etc.) and many occupy former single-family residences. The City of Sparks has established wide
sidewalks along much of Victorian Avenue. Street trees, a bike lane, landscaped strips, and
street furniture visually tie areas along Victorian Avenue together and have resulted in a
pleasant streetscape that reinforces the areas retail character. A number of north-south
oriented side streets intersect the north side of Victorian Avenue. Some of these streets contain
residences (single- and multifamily) and have a strong residential character. From just east of
Pyramid Way to 15th Street, a series of parks and public spaces have been established along
both sides of Victorian Avenue. These amenities provide park-like character to east-west views
along the street. West of Pyramid Way and north of Victorian Avenue, a series of multifamily
residential buildings between approximately Tenth Street and 15th Street will be completed in
the near future. When complete, this area will have an urban, residential character. To the
south of this area, I-80 and the Nugget Casino Resort complex dominate views. The visual
quality of this part Landscape Unit 3 ranges from Average to Moderately Low. People in this
part of Landscape Unit 3 that have high viewer sensitivity include residents living on side streets
(although they generally do not have direct views of I-80 from their residences), people living in
the multifamily buildings north of Victorian Avenue, and park users.
The land use and character of the portion of Landscape Unit 3 south of I-80 is very different
than the portion to the north. The eastern part of the southern side of Landscape Unit 3
contains industrial land uses such as warehouses and a fuel tank farm. This part of the southern
side of Landscape Unit 3 has an industrial character and does not contain sensitive viewers. The
Nugget Casino Resort complex begins west of Pyramid Way and is composed of large-scale
buildings including hotels, a casino, and parking structures. The complex is flanked by large atgrade parking lots. The elevated I-80 is adjacent to the north side of this complex and some of
the complexes buildings are located underneath it. With the exception of a mobile home park
west of the Nugget Casino Resort complex (between 18th and 19th streets), and a small, 200lineal-foot-long undeveloped portion of Pinon Park near N Kietzke Lane, land use and visual
character in this portion of the southern part of Landscape Unit 3 is a combination of resort,
commercial, and industrial. The residents of the mobile home park and recreationists using
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Pinon Park are the only sensitive viewers in this area. The visual quality of views to the north
towards I-80 from this part of Landscape Unit 3 is Low.
Views by motorists travelling on I-80 are expansive, especially where the freeway is elevated.
The fuel tank farm west of S Stanford Way and the two 29-story towers of the Nugget Casino
Resort complex adjacent to the freeway are very vivid visual elements. Traffic noise barriers in
the residential part of this landscape unit have been built below the freeway main-line
elevation and do not restrict outward views. The visual quality of views from I-80 ranges from
Low to Average.

4.3.4

Landscape Unit 4: Central – Southeast

This landscape unit is southeast of the Spaghetti Bowl. Its eastern border is N Kietzke Lane,
which it follows to just north of the Truckee River. From the river it heads south to its southern
boundary at E Second Street. The portion of the landscape unit north of the Truckee River
contains a mixture of land uses including industrial, commercial (motels, retail, etc.), and a
mobile home park between E Fourth and E Fifth streets. I-80 is somewhat higher in elevation
than the adjacent terrain in the northern parts of this landscape unit. Given the lack of traffic
noise barriers (due to a lack of residents), views from the freeway by passing vehicles are
unencumbered. Despite the presence of the small mobile home park (containing people with
high viewer sensitivity), this area has an industrial/commercial landscape character. The visual
quality of views towards I-580 and I-80 from the mobile home park is Low. There are no traffic
noise barriers in this part of the freeway and the visual quality of views seen by motorists is
Low.
I-580 is elevated as it passes over the Truckee River and N Kietzke Lane. Fisherman’s Park #1
and the Tahoe-Pyramid Bikeway pass between N Kietzke Lane and the north bank of the
Truckee River. The river, its banks, and the linear park contain riparian vegetation and have a
somewhat natural character, although nearby human-made elements such as buildings, the I580 bridge, the bridge’s concrete pier in the middle of the river, and the bridge’s retaining walls
beyond the river are very visually strong elements. The park follows the southern bank of the
river as it passes through this landscape unit, and both the river and park have a generally
natural and park-like visual character. The visual quality of the view along the river and park
towards and under the I-580 overpass is Average. Between Fisherman’s Park #1 and E Second
Street is a Walmart store and its extensive parking lot. The elevated retaining walls of I-580 and
its landscaped slope are very visible to the west from the store and parking lot.
Motorists driving towards and away from the Spaghetti Bowl have expansive views due to the
lack of traffic noise barriers (and lack of adjacent residential areas) and the relatively elevated
mainline. Brief views of the Truckee River from the I-580 bridge over the river are notable and
of Moderately High Visual Quality. The visual quality of the views of most of the lands near the
freeway is Low to Moderately Low due to the industrial and commercial nature of the adjacent
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land uses. Distant views of surrounding mountains and foothills are possible from many parts of
the freeway.

4.3.5

Landscape Unit 5: South Leg

Approximately 4.4 miles of I-580 pass from south to north through Landscape Unit 5. From S
McCarran Boulevard near the south end of this landscape unit, I-580 passes next to areas along
both sides of the freeway that are primarily composed of commercial land uses (retail and
office) that contain buildings of various sizes surrounded by expansive parking lots. The visual
character of this part of the landscape unit is typical of late 20th Century automobile-oriented
commercial areas containing large shopping centers, and the visual quality of views towards I580 is Moderately Low.
Near E Peckham Lane there are several established multifamily complexes on both sides of I580 that contain residents with high viewer sensitivity. The buildings in these residential
developments are separated from I-580 by parking areas (and covered structures) and
screening provided by trees planted along the parking lot and/or by trees planted within the
freeway right-of-way embankment. The visual quality of views towards I-580 is Average. There
are no traffic noise barriers along the top of the I-580 embankment in this area. People driving
on I-580 have wide-open, unencumbered views with Average visual quality.
Along the east side of I-580 between E Peckham Lane and E Moana Lane are several areas that
contain sensitive viewers (the west side contains a mix of commercial and industrial areas).
These areas include a multifamily residential complex, Miguel Ribera Park, and a single-family
neighborhood. Views to the west of I-580 from these areas are generally not screened and
there are no traffic noise barriers to block the view of passing vehicles or block outward views
from vehicles on I-580. The visual quality of views towards I-580 from these areas is Moderately
Low, as is the visual quality of views by motorists from I-580.
The area between E Moana Lane and E Plumb Lane contains mobile home parks on both sides
of I-580. Traffic noise barriers close to some of the residences and sparse vegetation block
views of passing vehicles by sensitive viewers. The visual quality of views towards I-580 from
these areas is Moderately Low. Farther to the north on the west side of I-580 are two
multifamily developments where traffic noise barriers and vegetation block most views of
passing vehicles. The visual quality of views towards the freeway from these developments is
Average. The visual quality from this portion of I-580 that is lined with traffic noise barriers is
Moderately Low.
The areas between E Plumb Lane and Mill Street contain a mix of commercial (manufacturing,
warehouses, hotels, and airport-related businesses) land uses on both sides of the freeway and
a large school (Wooster High School) on the west. This segment of I-580 does not contain
sensitive viewers.
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North of Mill Street I-580 passes east of the RSIC. Between Mill Street and E Second Street, the
freeway passes next to a large undeveloped area that separates I-580 from tribal property
containing residences, administrative facilities, and a playground. This part of the RSIC contains
people with high viewer sensitivity. The area between I-580 and the residences is vacant, and a
traffic noise barrier along I-580 (and ramps) blocks views of passing vehicles. The visual quality
of the view to the east from this area is Moderately Low. On the east side of this segment of I580 is the Grand Sierra Resort. This resort development has a large multistory building that is
surrounded by extensive parking areas. To the south of the building is a large water feature
used for building cooling that has the appearance of a pond. This area has no sensitive viewers
and does not have traffic noise barriers.
Motorists driving on this part of I-580 generally have expansive views due to the elevated
stature of this part of the freeway and extensive areas of adjacent nonresidential land uses that
do not require traffic noise barriers. Where there are adjacent residential areas, traffic noise
barriers line some parts of I-580 and restrict sideways views. Other residential areas are too far
ways to require traffic noise barriers and the views towards them are not blocked. Distant
views of surrounding mountains and foothills are possible from many areas in this landscape
unit. The visual quality of views from I-580 by motorists from Moderately Low to Average.

4.3.6

Landscape Unit 6: Central – Southwest

This landscape unit is situated southwest of the Spaghetti Bowl. Its southern boundary is E
Second Street, west of N Kietzke Lane. The edge of the landscape unit then turns northwest
over the Truckee River to the north and along the north and west sides of Governor’s Bowl Park
next to I-80. To the north of E Second Street and to the west I-580 is a residential subdivision
that is part of the RSIC. Traffic noise barriers along the west side of I-580 and ramps block views
of passing vehicles on the somewhat elevated part of I-580 that passes next to this
neighborhood. Most of the residences have planted vegetation in their yards that helps screen
views of the freeway. The visual quality of views towards I-580 from the residences is
Moderately Low, as is the visual quality of views by motorists from the freeway.
To the north of the RSIC, I-580 passes over the Truckee River, Fisherman’s Park #2, and the
Tahoe-Pyramid Bikeway. The people who recreate in this area have high viewer sensitivity. The
river and park contain riparian vegetation, and this area has a somewhat natural visual
character, although nearby human-made elements such as buildings, the I-580 overpass, the
concrete bridge pier wall in the middle of the river, and the retaining walls beyond the overpass
are very visually strong elements. The area along the river has a parklike character and the
visual quality of views along the river and park under the bridge are Average. The visual quality
of views seen by motorists as they pass by on I-580 is also Low, except for areas where brief
views along the Truckee River are possible. In these areas the visual quality is Moderately High.
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Much of the rest of the land in this landscape unit is industrial in use and visual character. It
contains material storage areas, warehouses, extensive parking areas, and vacant/unused lots.
Several motels and commercial businesses are found along E Fourth Street. Governor’s Bowl
Park is a sunken baseball field and parking area that is situated immediately southwest of the
Spaghetti Bowl. Recreational users of the park are considered sensitive viewers. The visual
quality of the views over the park towards the Spaghetti Bowl are Moderately Low. Views by
motorists from I-580 of this area are of Low visual quality.
Between Governor’s Bowl Park and Sutro Street, I-80 passes north of a mixture of commercial
buildings and single-family residences. This section of the freeway has a traffic noise barrier
along the top of an embankment that contains some screening vegetation. Views of the
freeway from residences in this area are blocked by the embankment and traffic noise barrier.
The visual quality of the views towards I-80 is Moderately Low.
Motorists driving to and away from the Spaghetti Bowl have a range of view types. Where they
pass near residential areas, traffic noise barriers restrict views into the residential areas. The
views beyond the residential areas tend to be expansive due to the lack of traffic noise barriers
somewhat elevated mainline. The visual quality of views of most of the lands near the freeway
is Low to Average. Brief views from the I-580 bridge of the Truckee River are vivid and of
Moderately High Visual Quality. Distant views of surrounding mountains and foothills are
possible from portions of the freeway.

4.3.7

Landscape Unit 7: West Leg

The western end of Landscape Unit 7 begins at Keystone Avenue and continues east to just
west of Governor’s Bowl Park. I-80 passes a variety of land uses that influence visual character.
Much of the section of I-80 in the western and central portion of this landscape unit is lower
than the adjacent terrain and has landscaping that, to varying degrees, screens views to and
from the freeway. The areas north of this segment are a mixture of commercial, residential, and
park (Whitaker Park) land uses. The residential areas and the park contain people with high
viewer sensitivity. South of I-80 is a mixture of vacant lots, commercial businesses, a major
medical center, and parking areas that service these businesses. A series of residences at the
west end of the landscape unit along Eighth and Seventh streets that face the south side of I-80
have a single-family residential neighborhood character. Views towards I-80 from the
residences are somewhat screened by vegetation and terrain, and the visual quality of views
ranges from Average to Moderately Low. There are no traffic noise barriers along this sunken
portion of I-80, so views from the freeway are restricted along the freeway by the adjacent
higher terrain and vegetation, and the visual quality of the views is Average.
From the N Sierra Street overpass, I-80 continues east to approximately Valley Road at an
elevation lower than the adjacent terrain and does not have adjacent traffic noise barriers.
From Valley Road, the freeway gains elevation and passes over N Wells Avenue approximately
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0.25 mile to the east of Valley Road and stays slightly above grade through the rest of the
landscape unit to Sutro Street. There are no traffic noise barriers along this section of I-80, so
people driving on the freeway have unencumbered outward views. Land uses north of I-80 are
varied and include commercial (including a drugstore built on a platform above I-80),
institutional, governmental (U.S. Agricultural Research Service center), a park (Evans Park), and
vacant property. Single-family residential areas north of I-80 are scattered along or between
Ralston Street and N Sierra Street, and between Evans Avenue and Valley Road. These
neighborhoods are established and have a residential visual character. Views of I-80 from these
areas are somewhat screened by vegetation and the freeway’s lower elevation. The visual
quality of these views is Average, as is the visual quality of views from the freeway outward.
Along the south side of I-80 between N Sierra Street and Sutro Street are several scattered
areas with sensitive viewers consisting of residents living along Seventh and Eighth streets, and
users of Whitaker Park. The views from these areas looking towards I-80 include the vegetated
embankment of I-80 and/or Eighth Street Park and passing vehicles (no traffic noise barriers are
present in these areas). The visual quality of the views is Moderately Low. The visual quality of
views by passing motorists looking beyond the freeway is Average to Moderately Low.
Much of this part of I-80 passes through terrain that is lower than adjacent terrain. Where this
is the case, views by motorists are restricted by the adjacent terrain. In addition, several
residential areas are located next to the freeway and traffic noise barriers further block
outward views. Many of the higher buildings in downtown Reno are visible to motorists from
the eastern portion of this landscape unit. The visual quality of views along I-80 ranges from
Moderately Low to Average.

4.3.8

Landscape Unit 8: Central-Northwest

The western boundary of this landscape unit northwest of the Spaghetti Bowl is Montello
Street. From its western edge, the landscape unit extends in an arc northward to Oddie
Boulevard. Landscape Unit 8 is primarily residential and includes a multifamily residential
complex as well as duplexes and single-family residences. This area has landscaping and a
suburban residential visual character. The views from adjacent residences in the western part
of Landscape Unit 8 focus on traffic noise barriers (with vegetation in front of parts of the
barriers). The visual quality of most of these views is Moderately Low. The residences (and
associated landscaping) adjacent to the freeways and ramps somewhat screen views of the
freeway for residences that are not adjacent to the freeways and ramps, the visual quality of
the views towards the Spaghetti Bowl from the more distant residences is generally Average.
Views by motorists from I-80 and its ramps are confined by adjacent traffic noise barriers and
the visual quality of these views is Moderately Low.
In the northern part of the landscape unit, US 395 is slightly higher in elevation than the
adjacent terrain and residences. Views to the east towards US 395 and its embankment and
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traffic noise barrier are screened in some places by trees in the yards of the residences. The
visual quality of the views from the adjacent residences is Moderately Low. The visual quality of
views towards US 395 from nearby, nonadjacent residences is Average because much of the
view is screened by the adjacent residences (and vegetation in their yards). Motorists’ views
from US 395 are confined by adjacent traffic noise barriers and the visual quality of the views is
Moderately Low.
The ramp from southbound US 395 to westbound I-80 is lined with traffic noise barriers, and
additional at-grade traffic noise barriers are adjacent to residences. The ramp also crosses over
E Ninth Street and is a very visible feature from nearby residences. The visual quality of the
view of the ramp and nearby freeway features from adjacent residences is Moderately Low.
The visual quality towards the ramp and other Spaghetti Bowl features from more distant
residences is generally Average, due to screening by the adjacent residences and landscaping.
Motorists passing through this landscape unit have a range of view types. As they pass near
residential areas, most views towards the residences are blocked by traffic noise barriers
adjacent to the freeway and in some areas, by trees. Views away from the residential areas and
towards the Spaghetti Bowl are not encumbered by traffic noise barriers and tend to be
expansive. The visual quality of views that motorists see ranges from Average to Moderately
Low.
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5.0 VISUAL IMPACTS
This section provides an assessment of how the No Build Alternative and Alternatives 1, 2, and
3 would impact the visual character and quality of views by sensitive viewers towards I-80, I580, and US 395, and by views from these freeways by people traveling on them. The
evaluations are by landscape unit. Conclusions related to how the alternatives would impact
the character and visual quality of views within the study area were determined in various
ways. One way was to examine the photo-simulations NDOT developed for Alternatives 1, 2,
and 3 as seen from various KOPs (see Attachment A) and then compare the changes with
existing conditions photographs. Another analysis method was to examine .kmz files of the
alternatives’ footprints and components on Google Earth. This allowed changes within the
study area by each alternative to be determined and provided a way to compare impacts
among the alternatives.
Note that the visual impacts assessment assumed that the aesthetic treatments used by NDOT
within the study area to improve the appearance of existing facilities will continue to be used
for the project. Section 4.2, Aesthetic Characteristics of the I-80, I-580, and US 395 Corridors,
describes the treatments, and Attachment B contains images of implemented NDOT treatments
within the study area. Potential general types of mitigation measures that would be
appropriate for areas where impacts would occur are discussed in Section 7.0, Mitigation
Methods to Consider. Additionally, in any location where there is an existing traffic noise
barrier, there will be a replacement traffic noise barrier or screening wall in the future. To
mitigate disproportionately high and adverse environmental justice impacts, NDOT will
construct screening walls in locations that currently have a traffic noise barrier but no longer
meet NDOT criteria for traffic noise mitigation. The screening walls will provide a visual buffer
between the nearby residents and the freeways and ramps, and will reduce noise levels.

5.1

NO BUILD ALTERNATIVE

With the No Build Alternative, the existing visual conditions described in Section 4.0, Existing
Conditions, would likely continue into the near future. As development patterns in Reno and
Sparks change and evolve over time, changes to areas adjacent to US 395, the Spaghetti Bowl,
I-580, and I-80 would also likely occur. These changes could alter the location, type, and
sensitivities of nearby viewers. Physical changes to areas between sensitive viewers and US
395, the Spaghetti Bowl, I-580, and I-80 could influence the character of views towards these
features as well as the visual quality of the views.

5.2

ALTERNATIVE 1

Alternative 1 would expand freeways throughout the study area, which would require the
removal of adjacent vegetation and residences and necessitate the reconfiguration of streets in
some areas. The Alternative 1 bridges within the Spaghetti Bowl would be approximately 40 to
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50 feet higher than existing bridges. The new bridges would be seen from greater distances
than existing bridges. The following subsections describe the impacts that Alternative 1 would
have within each landscape units.

5.2.1

Landscape Unit 1: North Leg

Alternative 1 would result in changes to views in the direction of US 395 from several
residential areas along both sides of the freeway. Residences and vegetation would be removed
west of US 395 (along Chablis Drive) and northwest of where Clear Acre Lane passes under US
395. The removals would open views of US 395 to the remaining residences on the west side of
Chablis Drive and along streets entering it and would change the character of those views from
residential to transportation. The unobstructed view of US 395, its embankment, and passing
vehicles would lower the visual quality of the view to the east from the remaining residences
from Average to Moderately Low.
Buildings in the multifamily residential development west of US 395 and north of Clear Acre
Lane would not be removed with Alternative 1. The embankment of the expanded southbound
US 395 off-ramp to Clear Acre Lane would be closer to the residences and the development’s
parking area than the current embankment. The expansion would not change the view enough
to reduce its visual quality, which is currently Moderately Low.
Alternative 1 would have greater impacts to the residential areas south of Clear Acre Lane than
it would to areas north of it. Alternative 1 would remove mature trees planted along property
lines adjacent to both sides of the US 395 right-of-way that currently screen views of it to
varying degrees. On the west side of US 395, Alternative 1 would expand the freeway and its
embankment west into what are now back yards and pastures and remove four single-family
residences accessed via Clear Acre Lane. The existing traffic noise barrier along the west side of
US 395 would be removed for the expansion and replaced with a new traffic noise barrier. The
removal of the trees that currently provide screening of US 395 in conjunction with the western
expansion or the freeway would change the somewhat rural visual character of views to the
east from this area to transportation and would lower the current visual quality of the view
from Average to Moderately Low.
The eastern expansion of US 395 into the multifamily residential complex south of Wedekind
Road would shift the toe of the freeway embankment into what is currently the center of the
complex’s parking lot. To make room for the expansion, trees within the freeway right-of-way
and on the edge of the parking lot would be removed. The trees currently screen (to varying
degrees) views of the US 395 embankment, its traffic noise barriers, and passing vehicles from
the adjacent parking lot. Several three-story multifamily buildings in the complex would also be
removed. The removal of existing vegetation and buildings would result in US 395 being more
visually dominant when viewed by residents in remaining multifamily buildings. Alternative 1
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would change the existing multifamily character of views from these remaining residences to
transportation and reduce the existing Average visual quality of the views to Moderately Low.
To the immediate south of the multifamily residential complex, 15 residences in a mobile home
park and vegetation within and adjacent to the freeway right-of-way would be removed. The
removal of the mobile homes and vegetation along with the eastward extension of the freeway
would change the residential character of view towards US 395 to transportation for the
remaining viewers in the mobile home park. The Average visual quality of views to the west
from remaining residences would be reduced to Moderately Low.
The extent and visual quality of views by motorists on US 395 north of McCarran Boulevard
would not change with Alternative 1. Where US 395 passes residential areas south of McCarran
Boulevard, most of the trees (that are now partially blocked by traffic noise barriers) adjacent
to the freeway would be removed, which would in some areas further open up views. The
removal of residences next to the freeway would likely not be very noticeable due to the
construction of new traffic noise barriers along the edges of the freeway. The extent and visual
quality of the views from US 395 in the part of Landscape Unit 1 south of McCarran Boulevard
would not change.

5.2.2

Landscape Unit 2: Central – Northeast

Alternative 1 would greatly expand the portion of US 395 that enters Landscape Unit 2 from the
north and introduce new transportation features such as on-ramps and off-ramps. The ramps
to and from US 395 would require the removal of mobile homes within the mobile home park
immediately south of Oddie Boulevard, which would open up views of the expanded US 395
from remaining mobile homes whose views of it are currently screened to varying degrees. The
ramps would also require the demolition of a storage complex and the removal of two-story
multifamily residential buildings between Orchid Way and Mannington Street. The residential
character of views towards US 395 from remaining buildings in this multifamily complex would
change to transportation, and the Average visual quality of the views would change to
Moderately Low.
South of the multifamily residential complex and northeast of the Spaghetti Bowl ramps from I80 to US 395, Alternative 1 would remove single-family residences, street trees, and vegetation
within the freeway right-of-way and near it. These removals would follow an arc from
Mannington Street in the north to Shone Street in the south. Alternative 1 would remove
residences on or near Nyala Street, Tybo Avenue, E Ninth Street, and Trident Way. Between
Shone Street to the west and El Rancho Drive/N Kietzke Lane to the east, Alternative 1 would
remove several multifamily buildings, additional single-family residences, and vegetation
associated with the buildings and within the freeway right-of-way. The alternative would also
change existing street configurations in these areas, most notably creating cul-de-sacs at G
Street, Inyo Way, and Trident Way. The elements associated with Alternative 1 would be very
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visible from nearby remaining residences and would change the residential visual character of
parts of this neighborhood to transportation. The visual quality of views towards Alternative 1
components from the remaining residences (that currently do not have unobstructed views of
the freeway) would be reduced from Average to Moderately Low.
The views of motorists approaching and leaving US 395 and I-80 via Alternative 1 bridges and
ramps would somewhat change with Alternative 1. The construction of the alternative’s bridges
and ramps through the residential neighborhood would remove residences and trees that are
currently partially visible above traffic noise barriers. Views of remaining residences from the
bridges and ramps, however, would likely be blocked by new traffic noise barriers. The tall
bridges towards the center of the Spaghetti Bowl, which would not be lined with traffic noise
barriers, would offer motorists higher and more expansive views than are currently possible
from bridges and ramps in the Spaghetti Bowl. The visual quality of views by motorists would
remain Average to Moderately Low.

5.2.3

Landscape Unit 3: East Leg

From the east end of Landscape Unit 3 (N McCarran Boulevard) west to Pyramid Way, the
improvements associated with Alternative 1 would be adjacent to industrial areas on the south
side of I-80 and commercial areas on the north. The expansion of I-80 would be very apparent
along this section of its route. The reduction in the width of the north sidewalk along Victorian
Avenue, the removal of planting areas and vegetation, the removal of a large and highly visible
landscaped park area at the southeastern corner of Victorian Avenue and Pyramid Way, and
the elimination of Lillard Park (which begins at the southwest corner of Victorian Avenue and
Pyramid Way and continues west for half a block) would be very noticeable (see Figure A-3b in
Attachment A for the photo-simulation of Alternative 1 as seen from KOP 2 on Victorian
Avenue). These changes would have the most influence on the visual character of the
commercial areas along Victorian Avenue. Alterations to streets north of Victorian Avenue
would require the removal of some street trees and landscaping, which would be noticeable, as
would the removal of Bandstand Park. The visual character of the area near Victorian Avenue
and the parks would change from retail and park to transportation with Alternative 1. The
Average visual quality of views in the direction of I-80 would be reduced to Moderately Low.
From Pyramid Way west to Rock Boulevard, the Alternative 1 expansion of I-80 to the north
would require the removal of large nonresidential buildings north of I-80, the Centennial Plaza
Transit Center, and a series of single-family residences north of A Street. It would also
reconfigure some streets and remove street trees and sidewalk landscaping. Some new lanes
along the north side of I-80 would be supported by embankments, while other sections would
require bridges. The existing visual character of areas along those parts of I-80 (commercial and
residential) would be changed to transportation. The Average to Moderately Low visual quality
of existing views from these areas towards I-80 would become exclusively Moderately Low. On
the south side of this part of I-80, Alternative 1 would displace buildings in the Nugget Casino
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Resort complex. The complex’s two 29-story hotel towers could be demolished, which would
remove two large-scale objects from views within this landscape unit. These changes would be
seen by residents in the multifamily buildings to the north of the Nugget Casino Resort and
Victorian Avenue.
From Rock Road to N Kietzke Lane, Alternative 1 would remove a series of single-family
residences along A Street (on the north side of I-80), street trees, and vegetation within and
adjacent to the freeway right-of-way. The scale of the I-80 expansion associated with
Alternative 1 would change the appearance of the I-80 corridor when viewed from remaining
residences. The existing residential and transportation character of the views from the
remaining residences would change to transportation, and the Average to Moderately Low
visual quality of the views towards I-80 would become Moderately Low to Low.
The views that motorists have along on I-80 would change with this alternative. The current
expansive views (without traffic noise barriers) would allow motorists to see Alternative 1
changes such as the removal of the Nugget Casino Resort complex (including the two 29-story
high towers) as well as changes and building removals the wider freeway would require north
of I-80 along Victorian Avenue and A Street. The character of areas seen from I-80 would
change with Alternative 1, but the expansiveness of the views and the visual quality of the
views would not.

5.2.4

Landscape Unit 4: Central – Southeast

Alternative 1 would require an expansion of both I-580 and I-80 as well as several new ramps in
Landscape Unit 4 southeast of the Spaghetti Bowl. The new ramps would pass through lands
that are currently primarily industrial in use and visual character. The one residential area in
this landscape unit, a mobile home park between E Fourth and Fifth streets, would be removed
for an exit ramp to E Fourth Street. The commercial and industrial character of parts of this
portion of the landscape unit would be changed to transportation by replacing warehouses and
their associated facilities with elevated transportation features. These changes would not be
viewed by sensitive viewers due to the removal of the mobile home park.
Alternative 1 would increase the width of I-580 as it passes over the Truckee River. Three new
bridges would be built east of the current bridge. The wider mainline bridge and additional
bridges would extend the I-580 crossing of the river approximately 300 feet to the east.
Recreationists accessing the river or its shoreline and path via Fisherman’s Park #1 would notice
the wider overhead mainline and additional bridges along this section of the river and park (see
Figure A-5b in Attachment A for the photo-simulation of the Alternative 1 crossing of the river
as seen from KOP 4, which is on the south bank of the Truckee River east of the I-580 crossing).
The I-580 bridge currently passes over approximately 170 feet of the river. The various
structure associated with Alternative 1 would collectively pass over approximately 650 feet of
the river. The increased overhead presence of the bridges would likely impact riparian
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vegetation due to a reduction in sunlight and create more shaded areas along the river and
park. Alternative 1 would somewhat change the natural-park character of the area it would
pass over to more of a transportation character. This change in character would likely diminish
the recreational/aesthetic experience of recreationists, who have high visual sensitivity. The
Average visual quality of views under I-580 from along the river and park would be reduced to
Moderately Low/Low.
Motorists driving towards and away from the Spaghetti Bowl along I-80 and I-580 would notice
Alternative 1’s new taller bridges and ramps in this area. The new bridges and ramps would add
larger-scaled features to the views and potentially intrude upon views of distant features. The
elevated bridges with no traffic noise barriers would allow views from them that would be
higher than current views, including more elevated views of the Truckee River. These changes
would not alter the existing visual quality of views from the freeways in this landscape unit.

5.2.5

Landscape Unit 5: South Leg

Sensitive viewers in several areas along the I-580 corridor in Landscape Unit 5 would have clear
views of changes associated with Alternative 1. In the southern part of the landscape unit,
between S McCarran Boulevard and E Moana Lane, several residential areas (multifamily
residential complexes containing numerous buildings) that are adjacent to I-580 would view the
changes resulting from the removal of screening vegetation and expansion of I-580. Changes
associated with Alternative 1 would also be seen from Miguel Ribera Park and from singlefamily residences along the east side of the freeway north of the park. Alternative 1 would not
remove buildings in these areas but would require new retaining walls beyond the current
edges of the freeway. The expansion would remove some vegetation (trees) currently used to
screen views of the freeway from most residential areas (less so from Miguel Ribera Park) and
place retaining walls and traffic noise barriers closer to the residences and the park. Despite
these changes, Alternative 1 would not change the existing transportation character of views
towards I-580 from these areas. In some areas the existing Average visual quality of views
towards I-580 would change to Moderately Low.
Farther north, between E Moana Lane and E Plumb Lane, the Alternative 1 expansion would
occur next to several residential areas along both sides of the freeway. In most of these areas
the expansion would require the removal of scattered groupings of vegetation that somewhat
screen views of the freeway from adjacent residences. It would also require the removal of
mobile homes next to I-580 in the large mobile home park between Gentry Way and Snowbird
Lane. North of Snowbird Lane, the expanded I-580 would pass next to multifamily residential
developments, but essentially stay within the existing I-580 footprint. It would change the views
towards I-580 from these areas very little. Alternative 1 would not alter the transportation
character of views towards I-580 from the areas between E Moana Land and E Plumb Lane or
reduce the Moderately Low visual quality.
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Alternative 1 would cross over Mill Street on its way north (see Figure A-10b in Attachment A
for the photo-simulation of the Alternative 1 Mill Street overpass as seen from KOP 9 on Mill
Street). Between Mill Street and E Second Street, Alternative 1 would expand I-580 to the west
into what are now undeveloped/vacant lands east of the RSIC. This vacant area is east of the
RSIC’s residential area and administration facility. Off- and on-ramps would be constructed in
part of the undeveloped area, and part of the existing southbound on-ramp for E Second Street
would be eliminated. Some of the southbound off-ramp from I-580 to Mill Street would be
elevated over the southbound ramp to I-580 from E Second Street. The elevated section of the
new off-ramp would be directly east of the RSIC administration complex and playground, which
would be approximately 300 feet away (see Figure A-9b in Attachment A for the photosimulation of Alternative 1 as seen from KOP 8 near the RSIC administration complex). Existing
views to the east of the vacant land and I-580 from this area would be replaced with closer
transportation elements, including the elevated bridge off-ramp. Although the transportation
visual character of the views towards I-580 from areas within this part of the RSIC would not
change, the new Alternative 1 elements would be very apparent. These changes would not be
enough, however, to change the existing Moderately Low visual quality of eastern views
towards I-580.
Alternative 1 would require the construction of a new E Second Street overpass. The overpass
would not change the existing transportation character of the view towards it or alter the
Moderately Low visual quality of the view (see Figure A-8b in Attachment A for the photosimulation of the Alternative 1 E Second Street overpass as seen from KOP 7, which is on E
Second Street west of the overpass).
Motorists driving on portions of I-580 that are not lined with traffic noise barriers would see
some Alternative 1 changes to adjacent areas (primarily the removal or trees). These changes
along this generally elevated freeway would not alter the expansiveness of views or change the
visual quality of the views from I-580.

5.2.6

Landscape Unit 6: Central – Southwest

From Sutro Street to Governor’s Bowl Park, Alternative 1 would curve from west to south and
remove residential buildings (single- and multifamily) adjacent to I-80 that are accessed via E
Seventh Street. The residential and transportation character of views past the residential area
towards I-80 when viewed from E Seventh Street would change to entirely transportation with
Alternative 1. However, Alternative 1 would not change the Moderately Low visual quality of
the view enough to reclassify it.
Alternative 1 would construct two ramps through the outfield of Governor’s Bowl Park’s
ballfield, removing approximately half of the grass field. In addition to eliminating the use of the
park for ball games, the presence of the ramps would change views within the park as well as
add more transportation features into the view, although there would be fewer viewers if no
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games were played at the park. The existing Average to Moderately Low visual quality of views
towards the Spaghetti Bowl would be reduced to Moderately Low.
From Governor’s Bowl Park, Alternative 1 would continue south through largely commercial
areas. It would cross E Fourth Street (see Figure A-4b in Attachment A for the photo-simulation
of the Alternative 1 E Fourth Street overpass as seen from KOP 3 on Fourth Street west of the
overpass) and continue south towards the Truckee River.
Two new bridge crossings of the Truckee River would be built with Alternative 1 west of the
current I-580 bridge. The new bridges would extend the segment of the river crossed by I-580
approximately 80 feet to the west (see Figure A-5b in Attachment A for the photo-simulation of
Alternative 1 as seen from KOP 4 on the N Kietzke Lane bridge). It would somewhat alter the
park-like visual character of views along the river by recreationists using the Tahoe-Pyramid
Bikeway and Fisherman’s Park #2. The Average visual quality of views under the I-580 overpass
would be reduced to Moderately Low with the expanded overhead presence of the bridges.
After passing over the Truckee River, the Alternative 1 alignment (the southbound off-ramp to E
Second Street) would connect with the existing off-ramp. The new off-ramp would not extend
into the RSIC residential area to the west, but would remove vegetation that currently screens
some views of I-580 to varying degrees and would introduce new ramps (including a traffic
noise barrier) next to the back yards of several residences. Many of the changes associated with
Alternative 1 would be difficult to see from the residences. From the pedestrian bridge over E
Second Street in the RSIC neighborhood, Alternative 1 changes would be more clearly seen, but
would not change the transportation character of views towards the Spaghetti Bowl (see Figure
A-7b in Attachment A for the photo-simulation of Alternative 1 as seen from KOP 6 on the
pedestrian bridge). The transportation character of the view to the north and west from areas
in this part of the RSIC west would not change, but the existing Moderately Low visual quality of
views towards Alternative 1 I-580 ramps from adjacent residences would be reduced to Low.
Motorists driving to and away from the Spaghetti Bowl would notice the increase in the number
and size of bridges and ramps that would be built within this landscape unit. The additional
Alternative 1 bridges over the Truckee River would offer brief and more elevated views of the
river to motorists. The new bridges and ramps would also provide new views of the
reconfigured Governor’s Bowl Park, mountains and foothills in the distance, and remaining
residences along E Seventh Street. The alternative would not change the existing visual quality
of the views.

5.2.7

Landscape Unit 7: West Leg

Between Keystone Avenue and N Sierra Street, Alternative 1 would require the removal of
much of the existing vegetation growing along both sides of the freeway. Sensitive viewers that
would potentially notice the removal of the vegetation would be found in several scattered
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residential areas north of I-80 and from Whitaker Park. Much of this portion of I-80 is similar in
grade, or lower in grade, than the areas to the north that contain the sensitive viewers. The
removal of vegetation in the freeway right-of-way would not necessarily result in views of
passing vehicles or the surface of the freeway, or change the transportation character of views,
but the removal of vegetation along with the expansion of the freeway to the north would be
noticed by viewers. The Average visual quality of views south towards I-80 would be reduced to
Moderately Low.
From the N Sierra Street overpass to approximately Valley Road, the elevation of I-80 continues
to be lower than the adjacent terrain. Existing vegetation within and adjacent to the freeway
right-of-way would also be removed in this area. East-west surface streets (E Eighth and Maple
streets) adjacent to I-80 and three north-south streets (Sierra, Virginia, and Center streets) that
pass single-family residences would be widened, as would the intersections of these streets.
The wider streets and wider corner turning radii would require the demolition of several
buildings (including two single-family residences) and removal of street trees on both sides of I80. These changes would not alter the existing transportation character of views towards I-80.
A large retail building located over I-80 between N Virginia and N Center Street would be
removed, which would be very noticeable from nearby areas. The visual quality of views
towards I-80 from these areas would be reduced from Average to Moderately Low.
From Center Street east to Valley Road, Alternative 1 would require the construction of
retaining walls along both sides of the freeway. This would require the elimination of vegetated
embankments within the freeway right-of-way as well as the removal of three single-family
residences on the north side of I-80 to the east of N Center Street. The removal of vegetation
and the wider freeway would be noticed by remaining residents in a series of single-family
residences north of I-80 between Record Street and Valley Road. The changes would also be
seen from residential areas south of I-80 accessed from Seventh Street between Center Street
and Evans Avenue, and another group of residences along Eighth Street between Record Street
and Valley Road. The wider freeway would extend southward into the existing freeway right-ofway adjacent to, and north of, the residences accessed via Seventh Street (but at a lower
elevation). The widening of I-80 in this area would remove vegetation within the right-of-way,
some of which screens views of the freeway. Alternative 1 would have similar impacts to views
towards I-80 from some residences along Eighth Street and to the Eighth Street Park (a narrow
pocket park between Valley Road and Record Street). Trees in the park would not be removed,
but trees within the right-of-way would be, which would open up views of the wider freeway
and passing vehicles traveling on it. The transportation character of views towards I-80 would
remain with Alternative 1. The existing visual quality of views from these areas towards I-80
ranges from Average to Moderately Low. With the removal of vegetation and expansion of the
freeway, views with Average visual quality would be reduced to Moderately Low.
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From Valley Road east to E Sutro Street, Alternative 1 would remove additional vegetation
along the freeway and between N Wells Avenue and E Sutro Street. It would also remove a
series of single-family residential buildings along E Seventh Street. Sensitive viewers who would
notice the changes would be found in the remaining single-family residences along the south
side of E Seventh and Eighth streets that are west of N Wells Avenue as well as the remaining
single-family residences between N Wells Avenue and E Sutro Street. Although residents would
notice the closer freeway, the removal of vegetation within the right-of-way, and the
elimination of residences, Alternative 1 would not change the transportation visual character of
the views towards I-80 from the residences or reduce the visual quality from Moderately Low.
Most of the changes that would occur in this landscape unit (particularly in the west and central
sections) would not be viewed by motorists from the portion of I-80 that is lower in elevation
than adjacent terrain. Motorists in this part of the freeway would primarily notice the removal
of roadside vegetation. The most noticeable change from Alternative 1 to motorists would be
where a large retail building sited above I-80 between N Virginia and N Center Street would be
removed. Motorists farther to the east would see how the expansion would remove trees and
residences. People driving on nearby surface streets in the center of the landscape unit would
see changes in street patterns. In areas where trees are prominent parts of the viewed
landscape and where the current visual quality is Average, areas of the Alternative 1 expansion
that would remove the trees would lower visual quality to Moderately Low.

5.2.8

Landscape Unit 8: Central – Northwest

Alternative 1 would affect sensitive viewers in Landscape Unit 8 who are residents and would
alter the composition of the residential neighborhood northwest of the Spaghetti Bowl. Singlefamily residences along both sides of Butler Street west of US 395 would be removed as well as
multifamily buildings between E Tenth Street and E Ninth Street. South of E Tenth Street,
single-story multifamily buildings would be removed (see Figure A-2b in Attachment A for the
photo-simulation of Alternative 1 as seen from KOP 1 on E Ninth Street). In addition, vegetation
within the US 395 right-of-way as well as vegetation and street trees associated with the
residences would be removed.
Alternative 1 would also alter street patterns within this area. A connector from southbound US
395 to westbound I-80 that would be south of Carville Drive and east of Barstow Street would
eliminate/reconfigure roads and create cul-de-sacs at the southern ends of Butler Street and
Manhattan Street, and reconfigure other streets. Some of the Alternative 1 elevated ramps
northwest of the Spaghetti Bowl would be higher in elevation than current ramps and would be
visible at greater distances. Although the transportation character of existing views towards US
395, the Spaghetti Bowl, and I-80 from adjacent and nearby residences is influenced by the
presence of these ramps, the higher and more expansive Alternative 1 ramps would be seen
over a wider area and influence the character of views from these areas. The Alternative 1
ramps would be visible from some residences that currently have no, or limited, views of the
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existing ramps. These changes along with the removal of residences and vegetation would
change the character of views towards the Spaghetti Bowl from remaining residences from
residential to transportation. The existing Average visual quality of views by people in the
remaining residences towards US 395 and the Spaghetti Bowl would be reduced to Moderately
Low.
The connector ramp to I-80 from southbound US 395 would remove Sage Street Park and a
two-story multifamily residential building. Farther to the west, commercial buildings on the
south side of E Eighth Street (as well as street trees and landscaping) that are across the street
from a series of single-family residences would be removed. The removal of the buildings and
nearby landscaping along with the construction of the connector would change the character of
the view towards I-80 from commercial to transportation. Alternative 1 would reduce the
Average visual quality of the view to Moderately Low.
Motorists travelling on US 395 and I-80 in this landscape unit would have very different views
than they currently do. The removal of the edge of a residential neighborhood (trees,
residences, and streets) would be noticeable, although traffic noise barriers would block direct
views towards the remaining residences. New elevated bridges would be seen from the
freeways and ramps as well as providing elevated views to motorists. The existing Average
visual quality of views from some parts of the freeway in this landscape unit would be lowered
to Moderately Low.

5.3

ALTERNATIVE 2

Alternative 2’s widening and expansion of freeways in the study area would require the
removal of vegetation and residences adjacent to the freeway as well as some reconfiguration
of streets. Alternative 2 bridges within the Spaghetti Bowl would be approximately 30 to 40 feet
higher than existing bridges. The new bridges would be seen from greater distances than the
existing bridges. The following subsections describe the impacts that Alternative 2 would have
in each landscape unit.

5.3.1

Landscape Unit 1: North Leg

In Landscape Unit 1, Alternative 2 would change views in the direction of US 395 from
residential areas on either side of it. None of the residences (single- or multifamily) in the area
northwest of where Clear Acre Lane passes under US 395 would be removed. The widening of
US 395 would, however, bring the edge of the freeway approximately 45 feet closer to the rear
property lines of residences along the east side of Chablis Drive. It would also require a
retaining wall at the bottom of the embankment near the rear property lines which, on some
properties, would remove existing concrete block walls, wooden fences, and screening
vegetation. If new traffic noise barriers are required along sections of the leg, they would
provide some visual screening of US 395 from the residences. Although Alternative 2 would
result in US 395 being closer to these residences, it would not change the transportation
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character of the view towards of US 395. The alternative would not reduce the existing
Moderately Low visual quality of views towards US 395 from these residences or reduce the
existing Average visual quality of residences on the west side of Chablis Drive enough to
reclassify it.
Views towards US 395 from the multifamily residential complex along the west side of US 395
immediately north of Clear Acre Lane would not change greatly with Alternative 2. The
additional lanes and earthwork west of the southbound exit ramp from US 395 would be
noticed from some residences just beyond the complex’s parking lot (and parking shade
structures). The expansion would not change the transportation visual character of views
towards US 395 or change the Moderately Low visual quality of the views.
South of Wedekind Road, Alternative 2 would remove the mature trees along the property lines
of residences backing up to the west side US 395. The expanded freeway’s embankment would
be moved west into what are now pastures and back yards. No residences would be removed.
The existing traffic noise barrier along the west side of US 395 would be replaced with a new
traffic noise barrier along the approximate centerline of the existing trees that line the edge of
the properties. The removal of the trees that currently provide screening of US 395 and the
expanded freeway would change the somewhat rural residential character of views to the east
from this area to transportation and would lower the visual quality of the view of US 395 from
Average to Moderately Low.
Along the east side of the portion of US 395 south of Wedekind Road, Alternative 2 would
remove a series of trees along the bottom of the US 395 embankment that is adjacent to the
parking lot of a multifamily residential complex. It would also remove trees planted along the
eastern edge of the mobile home park south of the multifamily complex and north of Oddie
Boulevard. Alternative 2 would remove a few residences in the mobile home park. The existing
trees along the toe of the embankment currently screen (to varying degrees) views of the east
edge of the freeway (which is at a higher elevation) and passing vehicles from areas to the east.
The expansion of US 395 farther east would move the freeway embankment to the edge of the
parking lot and adjacent to some residences. The elevated freeway would require retaining
walls and traffic noise barriers next to the mobile home park. The expansion of the freeway to
the east and removal of the trees would be noticed by many viewers living in the residences.
Although the visual character of the views of US 395 from the areas would remain
transportation, the existing Average visual quality of the view would be reduced to Moderately
Low.
The extent and visual quality of views by motorists on US 395 north of McCarran Boulevard
would not change with Alternative 2. In the areas south of McCarran Boulevard where US 395
passes near residential areas, the majority of trees that can be seen over adjacent traffic noise
barriers would be removed. Owing to the presence of rebuilt traffic noise barriers, the removal
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of residences adjacent to US 395 would not be clearly seen. The extent and visual quality of the
views from US 395 would not change with Alternative 2.

5.3.2

Landscape Unit 2: Central – Northeast

Alternative 2 would expand on-ramps, off-ramps, and a wider US 395 into the area northeast of
the Spaghetti Bowl as well as changing existing street configurations. The expansion would
remove residences in the mobile home park south of Oddie Boulevard and several multifamily
buildings in the multifamily housing complex south of the mobile home park. The entire storage
complex adjacent to US 395 would be removed and replaced with several on- and off-ramps
that would be seen from the back yards of residences to the east. Alternative 2 would change
the residential character of views towards US 395 from remaining residences. However, the
Moderately Low visual quality of existing views towards US 395 from remaining residences
would not be lowered enough to be reclassified.
New ramps along the northeast side of the Spaghetti Bowl would extend into the residential
areas accessed via Trident Way, Inyo Way, and G Street. These features would require the
removal of nearby single-family residences. The expansion would move a ramp north into the
currently landscaped freeway right-of-way next to the remaining residences immediately north
of I-80, but would not extend into their backyards. The residential character of the portions of
the neighborhood where the changes would occur would be changed by the presence of largescale transportation infrastructure. The residential character of views from remaining
residences towards the Spaghetti Bowl would be replaced with a transportation character. The
Average visual quality of views towards the Spaghetti Bowl from the remaining residences
would be reduced to Moderately Low.
Farther to the east, Alternative 2 would expand I-80 to the north and require the removal of
vegetation within the freeway right-of-way. These changes would be seen by residents from
nearby multifamily buildings and several scattered single-family residences. The transportation
character of the views towards I-80 from these areas would not change and would not lower
the Moderately Low visual quality of views towards I-80 enough to reclassify it.
The views that motorists have when approaching and leaving US 395 and I-80 via Alternative 2
bridges and ramps would change due to the alternative requiring these features to pass
through residential areas along both freeways. The construction through these neighborhoods
would remove residences and trees (although views towards these areas from the freeway may
be blocked or partially screened behind traffic noise barriers). Views of remaining residences
from the ramps and bridges would, in some areas, be blocked by new traffic noise barriers. The
taller bridges near the central part of the Spaghetti Bowl would offer motorists higher and more
expansive views than current views from this area (unless it is determined that traffic noise
barriers would be required). The visual quality of the views by motorists would remain Average
to Moderately Low.
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Landscape Unit 3: East Leg

The Alternative 2 improvements would generally stay within the footprint of the portion of I-80
that passes through this landscape unit. The alternative would produce little change to views of
I-80 from areas along Victorian Avenue north of I-80 and would require no changes to Victorian
Avenue or the landscaped areas and parks along it. From Pyramid Way west, the footprint of
Alternative 2 would somewhat expand into adjacent areas. The expansion would reach the
southern edge of Lillard Park and require the removal of some vegetation but would not change
the park character of views from the park (and adjacent area) towards I-80, or reduce the
Average to Moderately Low visual quality of the views.
From Victorian Plaza Circle west to Rock Boulevard, the Alternative 2 expansion of I-80 would
require the removal of much of the existing roadside vegetation within the freeway right-ofway. The removal of the vegetation and the new freeway components that would be closer to
residences on the north side of A Street would be noticed by residents in the multifamily
buildings between Tenth and Eleventh streets. The vegetation removal and expansion of the
freeway would not greatly change the transportation character of views towards I-80 from
these locations or reduce the view’s Moderately Low visual quality.
The vegetation and existing traffic noise barriers along the north side of I-80 between Rock
Boulevard and N Kietzke Lane would be replaced with expanded lanes that would also remove
single-family residences along the north side of A Street. The current semi-vegetated slope
between A Street and the I-80 traffic noise barrier along the north side of A Street would be
removed and replaced with a new traffic noise barrier. Alternative 2 would not change the
transportation character of the current view but would place a large transportation element
closer to the residences. Alternative 2 would reduce the visual quality of views towards I-80
from some remaining residences from Moderately Low to Low.
The views that motorists have along I-80 would change very little with Alternative 2.

5.3.4

Landscape Unit 4: Central – Southeast

The multiple ramps that would be required in Landscape Unit 4 would be constructed through
and over lands that are primarily industrial in use and character. The two areas in this landscape
unit that contain sensitive viewers are the mobile home park between E Fifth Street and E
Fourth Street and the area along the Truckee River that incorporates Fisherman’s Park #1 and
the Tahoe-Pyramid Bikeway. Views to the north from the mobile home park that currently
include warehouses, loading facilities, and parked vehicles would be replaced with a series of
ramps. The industrial character of the viewed landscape would not change with Alternative 2,
but the new elevated ramps would insert large-scale features into the view seen by residents of
the mobile home park and would add transportation character elements. The current
Moderately Low to Low visual quality of views towards the freeway from the mobile home park
would not change with Alternative 2.
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Alternative 2 would increase the width of the portion of the east side of the I-580 bridge that
passes over the Truckee River by approximately 20 feet (see Figure A-5c in Attachment A for
the photo-simulation of Alternative 2 as seen from KOP 4 on the N Kietzke Lane bridge). Several
mature trees along the side of the river within Fisherman’ Park #1 would likely be removed, as
would additional riparian vegetation during construction. Recreationists using Fisherman’s Park
#1 and the Tahoe-Pyramid Bikeway might notice an overpass that would extend eastward
somewhat more than the existing overpass (see Figure A-6c in Attachment A for the photosimulation of the Alternative 2 crossing of the river as seen from KOP 5, which is on the south
bank of the Truckee River east of the I-580 crossing). Some viewers might find the expansion of
the existing large-scale human-made element bothersome, and others might notice a
difference in views along the river corridor compared to existing views. The park character of
the viewed landscape would not change, nor would the Average visual quality of the view
under the overpass.
Motorists driving towards and away from the Spaghetti Bowl along I-80 and I-580 would notice
the higher Alternative 2 bridges and ramps. The elevated bridges with no traffic noise barriers
would allow views of the Truckee River and other areas that would be higher and more
expansive than current views seen from the freeways. These changes would not alter the
existing visual quality of views from the freeways in this landscape unit.

5.3.5

Landscape Unit 5: South Leg

Alternative 2 would remove no residences along the southern portion of Landscape Unit 5 but
would require new retaining walls west of the current edge of most of this section of I-580. As a
result, vegetation (trees) that currently screen views of the freeway from residents on both
sides of the freeway would be removed and retaining walls and traffic noise barriers
constructed closer to residents than existing walls. Alternative 2 would change the residential
(multifamily) character of views towards I-580 to transportation in most of this area, but would
not reduce the Moderately Low visual quality of the view enough to reclassify it.
Farther north, between E Moana Lane and E Plumb Lane, Alternative 2 would expand I-580 into
several residential areas on both sides of the freeway and Miguel Ribera Park on the east side.
No residences would be removed, but expanding I-580 would require the removal of existing
vegetation, some of which screens views of I-580 from nearby residences. These changes to
views towards I-580 from the residences and Miguel Ribera Park would not alter the
transportation character of the views towards the freeway or lower the existing Moderately
Low visual quality enough to reclassify it.
Between Mill Street and E Second Street, Alternative 2 would expand I-580 west into what is
now undeveloped land between I-580 and an RSIC residential area. Off- and on-ramps would be
constructed through this area. An off-ramp from southbound I-580 to E Second Street would
circle back to E Second Street and take up much of the northern portion of the undeveloped
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area. Existing views of the vacant lands and I-580 from the residences would be replaced by
transportation elements, including the off-ramp. The off-ramp would be directly east of the
RSIC administration complex and would be visible from this area (see Figure A-9c in Attachment
A for the photo-simulation of Alternative 2 as seen from KOP 8 near the RSIC administration
complex). Existing views to the east of the vacant land and I-580 from this area would be
replaced with closer transportation elements, including the elevated bridge off-ramp. Although
the transportation visual character of the views towards I-580 from areas within this part of the
RSIC would not change, the new Alternative 2 elements would be very apparent. These changes
would not be enough, however, to change the existing Moderately Low visual quality of eastern
views towards I-580.
Alternative 2 would construct a new E Second Street overpass. The new overpass would not
change the existing transportation character of the view towards it or alter the Moderately Low
visual quality of the view (see Figure A-8c in Attachment A for the photo-simulation of the
Alternative 2 E Second Street overpass as seen from KOP 7, which is on E Second Street west of
the overpass).
Motorists traveling along this part of I-580 generally have expansive views due to the elevated
stature of this part of the freeway and the extensive areas of adjacent nonresidential land uses
that do not require traffic noise barriers. Where there are adjacent residential areas, new traffic
noise barriers would restrict sideways views into these areas. Other residential areas are too far
away to require traffic noise barriers, and the views towards them would not be blocked.
Distant views of surrounding mountains and foothills would continue be seen from many parts
of I-580 in this landscape unit. The visual quality of views from I-580 by motorists would not
change.

5.3.6

Landscape Unit 6: Central – Southwest

Between Sutro Street and Governor’s Bowl Park, Alternative 2 would displace residences
adjacent to and beyond the south side of I-80 that are accessed via E Seventh Street. The
character of the view towards I-80 from the remaining residences would somewhat change
with the alternative due to the presence of the expanded I-80 and removal of residences that
previously screened views of I-80. The Moderately Low visual quality of the views towards I-80
would not change.
The existing off-ramp that is next to and north of the edge of the Governor’s Bowl Park outfield
at the top of a slope would be replaced with an off-ramp that would pass through the north
edge of the outfield (approximately 20 feet of which would be encroached upon by fill for the
off-ramp). The Alternative 2 off-ramp would be approximately 50 feet closer to home plate
than the current off-ramp and would reduce the size of the outfield (the edge of which would
be a fence at the bottom of the proposed off-ramp’s embankment). This new ramp would not
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change the transportation character of the view of the ballfield. Alternative 2 would lower the
existing Average to Moderately Low visual quality of the view to Moderately Low.
The Alternative 2 crossing of the Truckee River would require a bridge that would somewhat
wider (approximately 20 feet) on the west side of the crossing than the existing bridge. Because
the width of the new bridge would be similar to the existing bridge, it would not change the
visual character of the views under the bridge along the Truckee River by recreationists using
Fisherman’s Park #2 or the Tahoe-Pyramid Bikeway or lower the existing Average to
Moderately Low visual quality of the views.
After passing over the Truckee River, Alternative 2 would approach the RSIC. No residences
within the RSIC would be removed with Alternative 2. The western expansion of I-580 would
place the bottom of the I-580 embankment and traffic noise barrier approximately 20 feet
closer to residences than the current I-580 embankment. Alternative 2 would also eliminate the
E Second Street off-ramp. These changes would not alter the transportation character of views
towards I-580 from the residences north of E Second Street or reduce the existing Moderately
Low visual quality of the views.
From the pedestrian bridge over E Second Street, changes associated with Alternative 2 within
Landscape Unit 6 would be seen, but they would not change the transportation character of
views towards the Spaghetti Bowl and I-580 (see Figure A-7c in Attachment A for the photosimulation of Alternative 2 as seen from KOP 6 on the pedestrian bridge).
Motorists driving towards and away from the Spaghetti Bowl on I-580 and I-80 would notice
higher bridges and ramps in this area, but not a great change in the locations of these features.
The Alternative 2 bridge over the Truckee River would offer a new, brief, higher view of the
river to motorists than the current bridge. Views from the new bridges and ramps would also
provide new views of the altered Governor’s Bowl Park, mountains and foothills in the distance,
and remaining residences along E Seventh Street. The alternative would not change the existing
visual quality of the views.

5.3.7

Landscape Unit 7: West Leg

Between Keystone Avenue and Center Street in Landscape Unit 7, Alternative 2 would stay
within the existing footprint of the I-80 right-of-way and there would be little change to views
of it from adjacent areas. From Center Street to Valley Road, Alternative 2 would alter the
alignment of the freeway on the south side of I-80 and along an on-ramp from Center Street to
eastbound I-80. The new on-ramp would require the construction of retaining walls and
removal of vegetation within the freeway right-of-way. These changes would be visible to
residents in the single-family residences south of I-80 accessed from Seventh Street between
Center Street and Evans Avenue, and from residences along Eighth Street between Record
Street and Valley Road. The widening of I-80 in this area would remove vegetation within the
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right-of-way, some of which partially screen views of the freeway from residences and the
Eighth Street Park. Trees in the park would not be removed, but trees within the right-of-way
would be, which would open up views of the expanded freeway and passing vehicles. It would
change the residential and park character of views towards I-80 from the residences and Eighth
Street Park. The Moderately Low visual quality of the views towards I-580 from these areas
would not be reduced by Alternative 2.
From Valley Road east to E Sutro Street, Alternative 2 would remove additional freeway
vegetation. Between N Wells Avenue and Sutro Street, Alternative 2 would remove a series of
residential buildings that are accessed via E Seventh Street. The north parts of Morrill Avenue,
Spokane Street, and Quincy Street that currently connect with E Seventh Street would be
eliminated and turned into cul-de-sacs. The removal of residential buildings and associated
mature vegetation, the elimination of vegetation along the I-80 right-of-way, and the expansion
of I-80 ramps to the south would change the residential character of views to the north from
remaining residences to transportation. It would also lower the visual quality of views from
remaining residences towards I-80, but not enough to lower the existing Moderately Low visual
quality.
Alternative 2 would produce little change to the views by motorists of areas along I-80. In some
areas, trees would be removed for expansion, but the overall changes from Alternative 2 to
areas seen from the freeway would not change existing visual quality.

5.3.8

Landscape Unit 8: Central – Northwest

Alternative 2 would impact sensitive viewers who are residents and alter the composition of
this residential neighborhood northwest of the Spaghetti Bowl. It would displace residential
properties and buildings throughout the landscape unit. Residential properties on both sides of
Butler Street (to the west of US 395) would be displaced. Between E Tenth Street and E Ninth
Street, multifamily residential buildings would be removed. South of E Tenth Street, additional
residential properties would be displaced.
Some of Alternative 2’s elevated ramps would be higher in elevation than the ramps currently
in this area. The higher ramps would be seen from greater distances than the existing ramps.
Although components of US 395, the Spaghetti Bowl, and I-80 are visible from nearby
residences and other nearby areas, the Alternative 2 ramps would be seen over a wider area
and would be visible from residences that currently have no views of the existing ramps. The
existing residential character of views towards US 395, the Spaghetti Bowl, and I-80 from
remaining residences would change to transportation with Alternative 2. The current Average
visual quality of the views towards US 395, the Spaghetti Bowl, and I-80 from the remaining
residences would change from Average to Moderately Low with Alternative 2.
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The westbound Alternative 2 on-ramp to I-80 from southbound US 395 would remove most of
Sage Street Park and would remove one multifamily residential building west of it. These
changes would not alter the transportation character of views towards I-80 from nearby by
residences or reduce the existing Moderately Low visual quality of views towards I-80 enough
to reclassify it.
Motorists traveling though this landscape unit on US 395 and I-80 would notice changes from
Alternative 2. The alternative would removal residences, trees, and streets along the edge of
the residential neighborhoods adjacent to the freeways. Traffic noise barriers would block
direct views towards the remaining residences from new ramps and bridges, but the removal of
trees would be noticed by motorists. New elevated bridges would be seen from the freeways
and would provide elevated viewing platforms to motorists. The Average visual quality of views
from some parts of the freeway in Landscape Unit 8 would be lowered to Moderately Low.

5.4

ALTERNATIVE 3

Alternative 3 would expand freeways throughout the study area. The expansion would require
the removal of adjacent vegetation and residences and necessitate the reconfiguration of
streets in some areas. The Alternative 3 bridges in the Spaghetti Bowl would be approximately
10 feet higher than existing bridges. The new bridges would be seen from somewhat greater
distances than the existing bridges. The following subsections describe the impacts that
Alternative 3 would have within each landscape unit.

5.4.1

Landscape Unit 1: North Leg

In Landscape Unit 1, Alternative 3 would remove no residences west of US 395 in the area
northwest of the Clear Acre Lane US 395 underpass. Widening US 395 would, however, expand
the freeway closer to the rear property lines of residences along the east side of Chablis Drive
and require a retaining wall at the bottom of the embankment. At some residences this would
require the removal of existing concrete block walls, wooden fences, and screening vegetation.
New traffic noise barriers would provide some visual screening of US 395 from the residences.
Alternative 3 would not change the transportation character of the view towards US 395 from
the residences or reduce the Moderately Low visual quality of views towards US 395 from these
residences.
On the west side of US 395, south of Wedekind Road, Alternative 3 would remove mature trees
found along the property lines of adjacent single-family residences as well as some residences.
The new freeway embankment would expand into what are now pastures and back yards. The
removal of the residences and trees and the expansion of the freeway would change the rural
residential character of views to the east from remaining residences to transportation.
Alternative 3 would lower the visual quality of views from Average to Moderately Low.
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Along the east side of the portion of US 395 south of Wedekind Road, Alternative 3 would
remove a series of trees along the bottom of the US 395 embankment that are adjacent to the
parking lot of a multifamily residential complex. It would also expand the freeway into the
parking lot of the complex and remove nearby two-story multifamily residential buildings. The
removal of the buildings and trees and closer presence of the freeway would be noticed by
many viewers living in the remaining residences. Alternative 3 would change the residential
character of views from some of the remaining buildings to transportation and lower the
existing Average visual quality of the views to Moderately Low.
Alternative 3 would incorporate northbound on- and off-ramps between US 395 and Oddie
Boulevard, which would extend into the western third of the mobile home park just south of
the multifamily residential area described above. The extension would require the removal of
the majority of mobile homes in a mobile home park, reconfiguration of the mobile home
park’s internal street system, and removal of trees and other vegetation that currently screen
views of US 395 from many residences. The northbound on-ramp would rise from Oddie
Boulevard to connect with the higher-elevation US 395. The ramp would add another
transportation element to the westward views towards US 395 seen by nearby residents whose
residences would not be removed. It would also change the character of views to the west from
these residences from residential to transportation. The ramp’s presence (and removal of
mobile homes and vegetation) would reduce the Moderately Low visual quality of views
towards US 395 to Low.
The extent and visual quality of views by motorists on US 395 north of McCarran Boulevard
would not change with Alternative 3. In the areas south of McCarran Boulevard where US 395
passes near residential areas, the majority of trees that can currently be seen over adjacent
traffic noise barriers would be removed. Owing to the presence of rebuilt traffic noise barriers,
the removal of residences adjacent to US 395 would not be clearly seen from the freeway, if
seen at all. The biggest change to what would be seen by motorists would occur near the new
on- and off-ramps to Oddie Boulevard. The ramps would be built through an existing mobile
home park and most of the mobile homes would be removed. Traffic noise barriers along the
ramps and mainline would prevent views into the remaining part of the mobile home park by
motorists. Alternative 3 would not change the extent and visual quality of the views from US
395.

5.4.2

Landscape Unit 2: Central – Northeast

In Landscape Unit 2, Alternative 3 would remove residences along the western edge of the
mobile home park south of Oddie Boulevard that is adjacent to US 395, and some three-story
multifamily buildings immediately south of the mobile home park. The improvements
associated with Alternative 3 would change the residential character of views towards US 395
from remaining residences to transportation. The Moderately Low visual quality of existing
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views towards US 395 from the remaining residences, however, would not be reduced enough
to change.
South of Orchid Way, the Alternative 3 expansion to the east would remove two-story
multifamily residential buildings. To the south of this area, single-family residences on the west
side of Nyala Street would be displaced as would single-family residences along E Ninth Street.
Along E Tenth Street and E Trident Way, additional single-family residential buildings would be
removed. The residential character of views towards US 395, the Spaghetti Bowl, and I-80 from
many of the remaining residences would change to transportation. The Average visual quality
of views from these residences would change to Low.
Farther to the east, Alternative 3 would not remove any residences but would remove freewayside vegetation that somewhat screens views of I-80 from nearby residences. It would not
change the transportation character of views from the residences towards the freeway. The
alternative would reduce the Average to Moderately Low visual quality of the views enough to
change it to Moderately Low.
The views that motorists have when approaching and leaving US 395 and I-80 via Alternative 3
bridges and ramps would somewhat change because construction would remove nearby
residences and trees (although they are currently partially screened behind traffic noise
barriers). Views of the remaining residences from the Alternative 3 ramps and bridges adjacent
to the residences would be blocked by new traffic noise barriers. The taller bridges near the
central part of the Spaghetti Bowl would offer motorists higher and more expansive views than
the current bridges. The visual quality of the views by motorists would remain Average to
Moderately Low with Alternative 3.

5.4.3

Landscape Unit 3: East Leg

In Landscape Unit 3, Alternative 3 would have changes to the portion of Landscape Unit 3
between N McCarran Boulevard and Victorian Plaza Circle similar to those for Alternative 2. It
would not alter parks or landscaped areas along Victorian Avenue. Alternative 3 would
reconfigure portions of A Street west of Victorian Plaza Circle that have single-family residences
along the north side. On- and off-ramps associated with the alternative between I-80 and Rock
Boulevard would require the removal of vegetation along I-80, existing traffic noise barriers,
and some street trees along A Street. These changes would be seen by residents along A street
and by people in the multifamily residential buildings north of Victorian Avenue. The removal of
vegetation along I-80 and the expansion of the freeway would not greatly change the
transportation character of views towards I-80 from these locations or reduce the view’s
Moderately Low visual quality. Farther west, the alternative would require reconfiguring
another section of A Street by building a cul-de-sac on it immediately west of the Rock
Boulevard I-80 on-ramp. New corners connecting A Street to 16th and 18th streets would also
be required. In the portion of A Street just east of Rock Street, Alternative 3 would displace
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single-family residences along A Street for a new off-ramp and cul-de-sac. I-80 is currently a
dominant element of the view from the residences that would remain; therefore, Alternative 3
would not change the transportation character of existing views towards I-80. It would,
however, change the existing Moderately Low visual quality of the views from the remaining
residences to Low.
The views from I-80 that motorists have within this landscape unit would change very little with
Alternative 3. Some changes in adjacent areas such as the removal of most of the residences
along A Street (due to the elevated nature of the freeway and lack of traffic noise barriers along
the freeway) would be noticed, but there would not be a lowering of the visual quality of the
views seen by motorists.

5.4.4

Landscape Unit 4: Central – Southeast

Alternative 3 would require several new ramps that would be farther from viewers in the
mobile home park (which would remain) than other alternatives in Landscape Unit 4. The
industrial character of the views from the mobile home park would not change with Alternative
3, nor would the existing Moderately Low to Low visual quality of the views be changed.
The increased width (approximately 25 feet) of the Alternative 3 I-580 bridge over the Truckee
River would introduce a larger-scale overhead element into the view of the river and overpass
compared to the existing bridge. This change would be seen by sensitive viewers from the river,
Fisherman’s Park #1, and the Tahoe-Pyramid Bikeway that passes next to the river (see Figure
A-6d in Attachment A for the photo-simulation of the Alternative 3 crossing of the river as seen
from KOP 5 which is on the south bank of the Truckee River east of the I-580 crossing). The
slightly wider bridge would not change the park character of views up and down the river in the
vicinity of the bridge or reduce the existing Average to Moderately Low visual quality of the
view.
Motorists driving in this landscape unit on I-80 and I-580 would notice the Alternative 3 bridges
and ramps, although their location and height would not be dramatically different than the
current alignments of ramps and bridges. The higher bridges would allow somewhat higher
views of nearby areas, including brief views of the Truckee River. These changes would not alter
the existing visual quality of views from the freeways in Landscape Unit 4.

5.4.5

Landscape Unit 5: South Leg

Between the south end of Landscape Unit 5 and Mill Street, Alternative 3 would expand I-580
near sensitive viewers to essentially the same degree described in Alternative 1 and have
similar impacts. This alternative would remove mobile homes adjacent to I-580 in the mobile
home park located between E Moana Lane and E Plumb Lane.
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Between Mill Street and E Second Street, Alternative 3 would require a southbound off-ramp
and southbound on-ramp that would connect with a new road constructed between Mill Street
and E Second Street. The new road would be sited along the west side of the currently vacant
parcel east of the RSIC and would be directly east of several residences fronting Reservation
Road as well as the back of the RSIC administration complex. Existing views of the vacant lands
and I-580 from the residences would be replaced by transportation elements, including the offramp (see Figure A-9d in Attachment A for the photo-simulation of Alternative 3 as seen from
KOP 8 near the RSIC administration complex). The construction of the new road and on- and
off-ramps would not change the transportation character of views to the east from these areas,
but would bring transportation features much closer to sensitive viewers. It would not change
the Moderately Low visual quality of the view.
Alternative 3 would require a new overpass over E Second Street. The new bridge would not
change the existing transportation character of the view towards the overpass or alter the
Moderately Low visual quality of the view.
Motorists driving on I-580 would see some Alternative 3 changes to adjacent areas (primarily
the removal of trees and mobile homes in an adjacent mobile home park). These changes
would not alter the expansiveness of views or change the visual quality of the views from I-580.

5.4.6

Landscape Unit 6: Central – Southwest

No residences along E Seventh Street would be removed in Landscape Unit 6, but existing
vegetation in the freeway right-of-way would be eliminated. The Moderately Low visual quality
of the view towards I-80 from the residences would not be reduced enough to change.
Alternative 3 would include an eastbound off-ramp to I-580 that would curve beyond the
outfield of Governor’s Bowl Park and replace some of the existing slope with a retaining wall.
The alternative would allow the park to continue to be used. The presence of the new off-ramp
would not change the transportation character of the views towards the Spaghetti Bowl from
this park, or the Average to Moderately Low visual quality of the views.
The Alternative 3 crossing of the Truckee River would extend westward slightly more than the
existing bridge (see Figure A-5d in Attachment A for the photo-simulation of Alternative 3 as
seen from KOP 4 on the N Kietzke Lane Bridge). Its width would be similar to the existing bridge
and would not change the park character of views seen by recreationists up and down the
Truckee River, or the views from Fisherman’s Park #2. It would not alter the existing Average
visual quality of views along the river.
After crossing the Truckee River, Alternative 3 would approach the RSIC. I-580 would extend
farther west than the current freeway alignment and would remove the existing southbound
off-ramp to E Second Street that passes to the east of residences in the RSIC. Views towards I-
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580 from nearby residences within the RSIC would include a closer I-580 and retaining walls
within what is now the somewhat vegetated embankment of I-580. The transportation
character of the eastward view towards I-580 would not change, nor would the Moderately
Low visual quality of the view.
From the pedestrian bridge over E Second Street, changes associated with Alternative 3 in
Landscape Unit 6 would be seen, but they would not change the transportation character of
views towards the Spaghetti Bowl and I-580 (see Figure A-7d in Attachment A for the photosimulation of Alternative 3 as seen from KOP 6 on the pedestrian bridge).
Motorists on I-580 and I-80 would notice some changes in the number of bridges and ramps in
this area. The Alternative 3 bridge over the Truckee River would offer a new brief, higher view
of the river to motorists than is currently possible. Views from the new bridges and ramps
would also provide new views of the Governor’s Bowl Park, mountains and foothills in the
distance, and remaining residences along E Seventh Street. The alternative would not change
the existing visual quality of the views.

5.4.7

Landscape Unit 7: West Leg

Alternative 3 would start farther east than the other alternatives in Landscape Unit 7. It would
begin between Ralston Street and Sierra Street, and would be essentially built within the
existing I-80 footprint and produce little change to views of it from adjacent areas. Virginia
Street north and south of I-80 would be widened and reconfigured, and the turning radius on
the northeast corner of Virginia Street and E Eighth Street would be increased (which would
require the removal of an existing building). E Eighth Street between Virginia Street and Evans
Avenue would be slightly rerouted and reconfigured adjacent to some residences and Evans
Park. The character and visual quality of views from the north side of this part of I-80 for
sensitive viewers would not change with this alternative.
On the south side of I-80, the Maple Street eastbound on-ramp to I-80 would be moved farther
south than the current alignment. The realigned on-ramp would require retaining walls and
removal of vegetation within the freeway right-of-way. These changes would be visible to
viewers in the single-family residences south of I-80 accessed from E Seventh Street between
Center Street and Evans Avenue, and from residences along E Eighth Street between Record
Street and Valley Road. No residences would be removed. The widening of I-80 in this area
would remove vegetation within the right-of-way, some of which partially screens views of the
freeway from residences and the Eighth Street Park. Trees in the park would not be removed,
but trees within the freeway right-of-way would be, which would somewhat open up views of
the expanded freeway and passing vehicles traveling on it and change the residential and park
visual character of views towards I-80 from the residences and Eighth Street Park to
transportation. Alternative 3 would not change the Average to Moderately Low visual quality of
views towards I-80 from these areas.
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On- and off-ramps on the southwest side of the I-80 N Wells Avenue overpass would introduce
large-scale ramps that would remove existing buildings (no residences) and cut off the E
Seventh Street connection with Wells Avenue. The changes would be very visible to sensitive
viewers seeing the changes from the series of single-family homes on the south side of E
Seventh Street across the street from a motel and its parking lot. Although residents could
notice the changes (loss of some vegetation and closer I-80 elements), the residential character
of the views towards I-80 from the residences would not change and the existing Moderately
Low to Low visual quality of the view would remain.
Motorists in the central and eastern parts of the landscape unit would see changes from the
widened I-80 and the Alternative 3 on- and off-ramps to N Wells Avenue. This alternative would
not remove a large number of roadside trees and would not change the existing visual quality
of views from the freeway.

5.4.8

Landscape Unit 8: Central – Northwest

In Landscape Unit 8, Alternative 3 would impact sensitive viewers who are residents and alter
the composition of the residential neighborhood northwest of the Spaghetti Bowl. It would
displace residential properties along the east side of Butler Street adjacent to US 395 and
several on the west side of the street. Between E Tenth Street and E Ninth Street, two-story
multifamily residential buildings would be removed, as would single-story multifamily buildings
south of E Tenth Street.
Some of Alternative 3’s elevated ramps would be higher in elevation than current ramps and
would be seen from greater distances. Although components of US 395, the Spaghetti Bowl,
and I-80 are visible from nearby residences and other nearby areas, the Alternative 3 ramps
would be seen over a wider area and would be visible from residences that currently have no
views of the existing ramps. The transportation character of views from residences towards US
395, the Spaghetti Bowl, and I-80 would remain with this alternative. The current Average
visual quality of the view from residences who do not have views (or limited views) of US 395,
the Spaghetti Bowl, and I-80 due to view blockage by residences and trees that would be
removed with Alternative 3, would change to Moderately Low with Alternative 3.
Expansion to the north of I-80 would remove vegetation within the freeway right-of-way and
the southern edge of Sage Street Park, but no residences. It would not change the character of
views towards I-80 or reduce its Moderately Low visual quality.
Motorists traveling on US 395 and I-80 would travel on freeway footprints that would be fairly
similar to current footprints. There would be some removal of residences (particularly along US
395) and trees whose absence might be noticed over traffic noise barriers from new ramps and
bridges. These changes would not lower the Average visual quality of areas in this landscape
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unit that are seen from the freeways. The new higher bridges would provide motorists
somewhat expanded viewing opportunities.
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6.0 SUMMARY OF VISUAL IMPACTS TO
LANDSCAPE UNITS
Overall visual impacts can be summarized as follows:
•

Alternative 1 would generally have the greatest visual impacts of the build alternatives. It
would have the largest footprint of the alternatives, would displace the greatest number of
residences, remove the most screening vegetation along the freeway corridors, and require
the greatest reconfiguration of streets in residential areas. Alternative 1 would require the
highest bridges (40 to 50 feet higher than existing bridges in the Spaghetti Bowl) of the
alternatives and would remove the buildings (including two highly visible 29 story buildings)
of the Nugget Casino Resort complex that are adjacent to I-80.

•

Alternative 2 would have a smaller footprint than Alternative 1 in most places and would
require the removal of fewer residences and less screening vegetation than Alternative 1. It
would have somewhat lower bridges (30 to 40 feet higher than existing bridges in the
Spaghetti Bowl) than Alternative 1.

•

Alternative 3 would have a footprint similar in size to Alternative 2 and would remove the
fewest residences and least amount of screening vegetation of the build alternatives.
Alternative 3 would require lower bridges (approximately 10 feet higher than existing
bridges in the Spaghetti Bowl) than Alternatives 2 and 3. It would produce the fewest visual
impacts.

Specific visual impacts within each landscape unit that would be associated with Alternatives 1,
2, and 3 are summarized in Table 6-1. The impact summaries describe impacts shortly after
construction and do not include the mitigation measures to consider that are identified in
Section 7.0. As described in Section 4.2, Aesthetic Characteristics of the I-80, I-580, and US 395
Corridors, NDOT has an established policy of implementing aesthetic measures for the projects
it builds and has already employed many of these measures on projects within the study area.
Attachment B contains images of examples of aesthetic measures that have been used on
NDOT projects within the study area. Although it can be assumed that similar measures would
be used for the proposed project, it is not possible at this stage of the project’s evolution to
identify specific aesthetic measures that would be used.
The most significant change to existing views and visual quality for sensitive viewers in the
study area would occur when views of I-80, I-580, and US 395 that were previously screened or
blocked by trees or buildings would be opened as the result of the removal of the trees or
buildings. This situation would generally affect views from remaining residences. The
implementation of mitigation measures described in Section 7.0 would reduce the degree of
the impacts. Some measures, such as using color, patterns, and designs on concrete features,
JUNE 2019 | BI0523181251LAS

SUMMARY OF VISUAL IMPACTS TO LANDSCAPE UNITS | 6-1

Spaghetti Bowl Project

Visual Impact Assessment

would provide immediate benefit to views seen by adjacent viewers as well as motorists
traveling on freeways. Measures related to planting screening vegetation would take longer to
be effective, perhaps as long as 10 years for some trees to become effective visual screens.
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Table 6-1. Visual Impacts Summary
Landscape
Unit
1: North Leg

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Summary

North of McCarran Boulevard,
the widening of US 395 would
remove a series of residential
properties adjacent to, and
west of, US 395. The closer
freeway embankment, with
no residences or vegetation to
screen views of it from
remaining residences, would
change the existing Average
visual quality of views towards
US 395 to Moderately Low.
The existing Moderately Low
visual quality of views towards
US 395 from several
multifamily buildings on the
west side of the freeway
would change very little.

North of McCarran Boulevard,
no residential properties would
be displaced. The expanded US
395 would be noticeable but
would minimally change the
existing Moderately Low visual
quality of views towards US 395.

North of McCarran Boulevard, the
impacts from Alternative 3 would
be very similar to Alternative 2.

North of McCarran
Boulevard, Alternative 1
would have the greatest
change in the visual quality
of views towards US 395
from the greatest number or
residences. Alternatives 2
and 3 would change the
visual quality of views
towards US 395 to fewer
sensitive viewers than
Alternative 1 would.
Alternatives 2 and 3 would
not change the visual quality
of views towards US 395
from several multifamily
buildings.

South of Wedekind Road, US
395 would expand west,
which would remove several
residences and all mature
trees along the base of the
existing embankment. The
new embankment and a
traffic noise barrier at the top
of the embankment would be
seen from remaining
residences. The existing
Average visual quality of views
towards US 395 would change
to Moderately Low.

South of Wedekind Road, the
extension of the US 395
embankment would require the
removal of trees along the west
side of US 395, but no
residences. The closer
embankment and traffic noise
barrier at the top of the
embankment would be seen
from adjacent residences. The
existing Average visual quality of
the view towards US 395 would
change to Moderately Low.

South of Wedekind Road along
the west side of US 395, the
changes to the visual quality of
views from residences towards
US 395 with Alternative 3 would
be similar to Alternative 2.

South of Wedekind Road,
Alternative 1 would produce
changes to the visual quality
of views towards US 395
from the greatest number or
residences. All three
alternatives would change
the existing Average visual
quality of views towards US
395 to Moderately Low.
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2: Central –
Northeast

Visual Impact Assessment

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Summary

On the east side of US 395, US
395 would extend into the
parking lots of multifamily
complexes and the west side
of a mobile home park.
Several adjacent multifamily
buildings, mobile homes, and
trees along the freeway and
on adjacent property would
be removed. Views from
remaining residences towards
US 395 would include a closer
embankment and traffic noise
barrier. The existing Average
visual quality of the view
towards US 395 would change
to Moderately Low.

Along the east side of US 395, US
395 would extend into the
eastern edge of the parking lot
of multifamily residences and a
mobile home park but would not
remove residences. It would
remove trees and other
vegetation. These changes
would lower the existing
Average visual quality of the
view towards US 395 to
Moderately Low.

On the east side of US 395,
Alternative 3 would remove
several multifamily residences
and most of the residences in a
mobile home park. The existing
Average visual quality of views
towards US 395 would change to
Moderately Low.

Along the east side of US
395, Alternative 3 would
change the visual quality
(Average to Moderately Low)
of views towards US 395 for
the greatest number of
residences. Alternative 1
would change the visual
quality (Average to
Moderately Low) of views
towards US 395 from more
residences than Alternative 2
would.

The removal of residences
next to the freeway would
likely not be very noticeable
to motorists on US 395 due to
the construction of new traffic
noise barriers. The extent and
visual quality of views by
motorists on US 395 would be
very similar to the existing
conditions.
In the area east of US 395, the
expansion of the freeway
eastward and construction of
a ramp would remove a series
of residential properties
adjacent to US 395. These
properties include multifamily
residential complexes, mobile
homes, and single-family

The extent and visual quality of
views by motorists on US 395
would be very similar to
Alternative 1.

The extent and visual quality of
views by motorists on US 395
would be very similar to
Alternative 1.

None of the alternatives
would greatly change the
existing views seen by
motorists or the visual
quality of the views, due in
large part to the
reconstruction of traffic
noise barriers near
residential areas.

In the area east of US 395, this
alternative would require the
removal of multifamily
residential complexes and
mobile homes. The Average
visual quality of views towards
US 395 from remaining
residences would remain
Moderately Low.

In the area along US 395,
Alternative 3 would change the
visual quality of views towards US
395 from remaining residences as
Alternative 2 would.

Alternative 1 would change
the visual quality of views
towards US 395 for all
remaining residences east of
US 395. Alternative 2 would
require the removal of fewer
residences and would change
the visual quality of views
from fewer residences
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Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

residences. The existing
Average visual quality of views
from remaining residences
towards US 395, would be
lowered to Moderately Low.

In the residential area
northeast of the Spaghetti
Bowl, ramps to and from I-80
would remove residential
properties containing singlefamily residences and
reconfigure streets.
It would also remove a series
of single-family residences
that are adjacent to I-80 and
several multifamily buildings
farther to the east. The
removed buildings and
associated trees (and to some
degree trees along the I-80
right-of-way) would open
views of the expanded I-80 to
remaining residences. The
existing Average to
Moderately Low visual quality
of views to the southwest and
south from the remaining
residences would be reduced
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Summary
(several mobile homes) than
Alternative 1 or 3.
Alternative 3
would remove fewer
multifamily buildings next to
US 395 than Alternative 1.
Alternative 3 would reduce
the visual quality of views
from remaining residences
towards I-80 for a similar
number of residences as
Alternative 1.

In the residential area northeast
of the Spaghetti Bowl,
Alternative 2 would remove
several single-family residences
near E Ninth Street, remove
vegetation in the freeway rightsof-way, and slightly change
nearby street patterns. It would
not change the Average visual
quality of views towards the
Spaghetti Bowl in most of this
area.
No residential properties would
be displaced next to I-80. The
removal of vegetation in the I-80
right-of-way behind the back
yards of residences lining I-80
and relocation of a traffic noise
barrier closer to the residences
would reduce the existing
Average to Moderately Low
visual quality of views towards I80 from the residences to
Moderately Low.

In the residential area northeast
of the Spaghetti Bowl and along I80, a new on-ramp from I-80
would remove several singlefamily residences that are
adjacent to I-80 while realigning
some streets. Some of the
removed residences currently
block views of freeway structures
from residences to the north.
With the removal of these
residences, the existing Average
to Moderately Low visual quality
of views towards the freeway
from the remaining residences
would be reduced to Moderately
Low.

Alternative 1 would reduce
the visual quality of views
towards I-80 from the
greatest number of
remaining residences of the
three alternatives. It would
do so along much of the part
of I-80 that passes through
this landscape unit.
Alternative 2 would not
remove residences adjacent
to I-80 but would remove
vegetation along the
freeway. The removal would
lower the visual quality of
views towards it from
adjacent residences.
Alternative 3 would remove
residences along the western
portion of I-80 in this
landscape unit, which would
reduce the visual quality of
views towards I-80 from
remaining residences.
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Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Summary

Changes to the views of
motorists in the portion of the
Spaghetti Bowl in this landscape
unit would be very similar to
Alternative 1, although the
bridges in Alternative 2 would be
lower in elevation and views
somewhat less expansive than
with Alternative 1.

Changes from Alternative 3 to the
views of motorists in the portion
of the Spaghetti Bowl in this
landscape unit would be very
similar to Alternative 1, although
the bridges in Alternative 3 would
be lower in elevation than those
associated with Alternatives 1
and 2, and views would be
somewhat less expansive.

There would be relatively
little change to views seen by
motorists with any of the
alternatives. Traffic noise
barriers would be rebuilt
adjacent to residential areas
where traffic noise barriers
are currently located, where
the greatest changes to the
existing visual setting would
occur.

The expansion to the north side
of I-80 along Victorian Avenue
would extend into the southern
edge of Lillard Park but would
leave most of the park intact. It
would not alter the appearance
of the streetscape of Victorian
Avenue. The existing visual
quality of views towards I-80
would generally be retained.

Alternative 3 would have the
same impacts to the visual quality
of views along Victorian Avenue
towards I-80 as Alternative 2 and
would not change the visual
quality of views towards I-80 from
Lillard Park.

Alternative 1 would have the
greatest impacts to the visual
quality of views from
Victorian Avenue and
residential areas north of it
due to the extent of its
expansion to the north.
Alternative 2 would result in
little change to the visual
quality of views towards I-80.
Alternative 3 would have
very similar impacts along

to exclusively Moderately
Low.

3: East Leg

The views of motorists
approaching and leaving US
395 and I-80 via Alternative 1
bridges and ramps would
change. Views of remaining
residences from the bridges
and ramps would likely be
blocked by new traffic noise
barriers. The tall bridges
towards the center of the
Spaghetti Bowl, which would
not be lined with traffic noise
barriers, would offer
motorists higher and more
expansive views than are
currently possible from
bridges and ramps in the
Spaghetti Bowl. The visual
quality of views by motorists
would remain Average to
Moderately Low.
The expansion of I-80 would
require eliminating Lillard Park
and other landscaped areas
along Victorian Avenue that
contribute to the streetscape,
replacing these elements with
a wider I-80 and a series of
ramps. Other buildings and
developments such as the
Centennial Plaza Transit
Center and buildings
associated with the Nugget
Casino Resort would also be
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Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

removed. These changes
would be seen by residents
north of I-80. The existing
Average to Moderately Low
visual quality of views towards
I-80 from areas to the north
would be reduced to
Moderately Low/Low.

Summary
Victorian Avenue as
Alternative 2.

Alternative 1 would displace
most of the residences (singlefamily) along A Street. It
would also reconfigure streets
and remove trees along the
freeway. The existing visual
quality of views towards I-80
from remaining residences
would be lowered from
Average/Moderately Low to
Moderately Low/Low.

Alternative 2 would displace
several residential properties on
A Street and remove existing
vegetated embankments
between A Street and I-80. The
embankments would be
replaced with a new retaining
wall that would be closer to
remaining residences along A
Street. The existing Average/
Moderately Low visual quality of
views towards I-80 from
remaining residences would be
reduced to Moderately
Low/Low.

Residential properties on A Street
that face I-80 and are located on
both sides of Rock Boulevard
would be displaced.
The existing Average/Moderately
Low visual quality of views
towards I-80 from remaining
residences would be reduced to
Moderately Low/Low.

Alternative 1 would reduce
the visual quality of views
towards I-80 for the greatest
number of remaining
residents along A Street of
the three alternatives.
Alternative 3 would change
the visual quality of views for
the second greatest number
of residences, and
Alternative 2 would change it
for the fewest.

The views that motorists have
along on I-80 would change.
Current expansive views
(without traffic noise barriers)
would allow motorists to see
Alternative 1 changes such as
the removal of the Nugget
Casino Resort complex (and
two 29-story towers) as well
as other changes and building

Views by motorists on I-80
would not change greatly with
this alternative. Changes to the
north and south of I-80 would be
visible but not as noticeable as
those associated with
Alternative 1. The visual quality
of the views would not change.

Motorists would see some
changes to views from I-80 with
Alternative 3, but not to the same
degree as with Alternative 1. The
visual quality of views from the
freeway would not change.

Building removals with
Alternative 1 would produce
the greatest changes to
views from I-80 of any of the
alternatives. The visual
quality of the views would
not change.
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Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Summary

The mobile home park would
be removed for an exit ramp
to E Fourth Street, so there
would be no more residential
sensitive viewers.

A series of new elevated largescale features would be seen by
residents of the mobile home
park (which would remain). The
visual quality of views towards
I-580 would remain Low.

Alternative 3 would require fewer
ramps and structures near the
mobile home park (which would
remain) than Alternative 1 or 2.
The visual quality of views
towards I-580 from the mobile
home park would remain Low.

Alternative 1 would remove
the mobile home park, so
there would be no residents
to see changes. Alternative 3
would have slightly less
visual impact to residents
than Alternative 2 because
structures would be more
distant than with Alternative
2.

With Alternative 1, the wider
mainline I-580 bridge and
ramp bridges would cross
over approximately 670 feet
of the river (part of which
would be in Landscape Unit
6). The new structures and
expanse of overhead
elements along the river
would lower the existing
Average visual quality of views
seen by recreationists using
the river, park, and trails
under the bridge to
Moderately Low/Low.
No residences between S
McCarran Boulevard and E
Peckham Lane would be
removed, but new retaining
walls constructed near
residences would require
removal of trees and
vegetation that in some places
screen views of the freeway.
The existing visual quality of
views in some areas would

The expansion of I-580 would
increase the width of the I-580
crossing over the river by
approximately 20 feet to the
east. Recreationists using the
paths along the river would likely
not notice much of a difference
from the existing condition. The
Average visual quality under the
I-580 bridge would not be
lowered enough to reclassify it.

The portion of I-580 over the east
side of the Truckee River would
be approximately 25 feet farther
east than the current bridge.
Recreationists using the paths
along the river would likely not
notice much of a difference from
the existing condition. The
Average visual quality would not
be lowered enough to reclassify
it.

Alternative 1 would create
the greatest change to visual
quality along the Truckee
River of the three
alternatives due to the
increased width of the
portion of I-580 that would
cross over the river.
Alternatives 2 and 3 would
have similar visual impacts
along the Truckee River.

Between S McCarran Boulevard
and E Peckham Lane, changes to
visual quality would be similar to
Alternative 1.

Between S McCarran Boulevard
and E Peckham Lane, changes to
visual quality would be similar to
Alternative 1.

The three alternatives would
produce very similar changes
to the visual quality of views
towards I-580 from adjacent
residences.
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Landscape
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Visual Impact Assessment

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Summary

lower from Average to
Moderately Low.
Between E Peckham Lane and
E Moana Lane, expansion next
to residential areas (both
sides of I-580) and next to
Miguel Ribera Park would
remove existing vegetation
and eliminate screening of I580 in some locations (but no
residences would be
removed). Traffic noise
barriers would be relocated
closer to residences. Visual
quality would remain
Moderately Low.

Between E Peckham Lane and E
Moana Lane, impacts would be
similar to Alternative 1.

Between E Peckham Lane and E
Moana Lane, impacts would be
similar to Alternative 1.

All three alternatives would
produce minimal changes to
the visual quality of views
towards I-580 from adjacent
residences.

Between E Moana Lane and E
Plumb Lane, residences along
the west side of the freeway
would be removed as would
vegetation. Traffic noise
barriers would be moved
closer to remaining
residences. The visual quality
of views towards I-580 would
remain Moderately Low.

Alternative 2 would displace two
residences in the northwest
quadrant of the Moana Lane
interchange and remove
vegetation along the freeway. It
would also move traffic noise
barriers closer to residences. The
visual quality of views towards I580 would remain Moderately
Low.

Between E Moana Lane and E
Plumb Lane, residences on the
west side of I-580 would be
displaced and vegetation along
the freeway removed. The visual
quality of views towards I-580
would remain Moderately Low.

All three alternatives would
expand I-580 and change the
appearance of views towards
it. They would not, however,
reduce the existing visual
quality of the views.

Between Mill Street and E
Second Street, ramps from the
wider I-580 would extend into
the vacant land east of
residences in the RSIC, but
their presence would not
further lower the Moderately

Between Mill Street and E
Second Street, a new access
ramp would be built in the
northern part of the vacant area
near the residences. The
appearance of the north part of
the vacant area would change
with this alternative, but the

Between Mill Street and E Second
Street, a new access road would
be built in the western part of the
vacant area near the residences,
as would new ramps to the access
road. The appearance of the west
part of the vacant area would
change with this alternative, but

The height of some of the
Alternative 1 elevated
structures in the area
between Mill Street and E
Second Street would produce
more visible project
components in the vacant
area east of the RSIC
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6: Central –
Southwest

Visual Impact Assessment

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Summary

Low visual quality of views
towards I-580.

Moderately Low visual quality
would not be reduced.

the Moderately Low visual quality
would not be lowered.

residential area than the
other alternatives but would
not lower the existing visual
quality of views towards I580 from the residential
area.

Motorists driving on portions
of I-580 that are not lined with
traffic noise barriers would
see some Alternative 1
changes to adjacent areas
(primarily the removal or
trees). These changes along
this generally elevated
freeway would not alter the
expansiveness of views or
change the visual quality of
the views from I-580.

Motorists on I-580 would see
essentially the same changes
that would be seen in
Alternative 1.

Motorists would see essentially
the same changes from I-580 as
they would see with Alternative
1.

None of the alternatives
would greatly change views
by motorists along this part
of I-580.

Residential properties south
of I-80 that are accessed via E
Seventh Street would be
displaced and vegetation
along I-80 removed. The visual
quality of views from
remaining residences towards
I-80 would remain Moderately
Low.

Residential properties adjacent
to the south side of I-80 (and
others farther away) that are
accessed via E Seventh Street
would be displaced and
vegetation along I-80 removed.
The visual quality of views from
remaining residences towards I80 would remain Moderately
Low.

No residential properties along
the south side of I-80 accessed via
E Seventh Street would be
displaced, but vegetation in the
right-of-way would be. The visual
quality of views from residences
towards I-80 would remain
Moderately Low.

Alternatives 1 and 2 would
displace similar numbers of
residences and vegetation
south of I-80 and would not
change the Moderately Low
visual quality of views
towards I-80 by remaining
residences. Alternative 3
would not displace
residences but would remove
vegetation and place freeway
elements closer to sensitive
viewers. It would not change
the existing Moderately Low
visual quality of views
towards I-80.
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Visual Impact Assessment

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Summary

The two ramps that would be
built through the Governor’s
Bowl Park outfield would
eliminate use of the facility for
ball games and change views
from the stands of the
ballfield and park. The existing
Average/ Moderately Low
visual quality of the view
towards the new Spaghetti
Bowl would be changed to
Moderately Low.

One ramp would pass through
the northern edge of the
Governor’s Bowl Park outfield
and would be approximately 50
feet closer to home plate than
the current ramp. It would lower
the existing Average/
Moderately Low visual quality of
the view to Moderately Low.

The Alternative 3 eastbound offramp from I-80 to I-580 would
curve beyond the outfield in
Governor’s Bowl Park and replace
some of the existing slope with a
retaining wall. The field would be
shorter, but likely still usable, and
the visual quality of views
towards the Spaghetti Bowl
within the park would not be
lowered.

Alternative 1 would change
views from Governor’s Bowl
Park towards the Spaghetti
Bowl the most, followed by
Alternative 2. Both would
reduce the existing Average/
Moderately Low visual
quality of views to
Moderately Low. Alternative
3 would not lower the
existing visual quality of the
view towards the Spaghetti
Bowl.

Alternative 1 would require
two new bridges crossing the
Truckee River west of the
current I-580 bridge. As
described in Landscape Unit 4
(Central Southeast),
Alternative 1 bridges would
cross over approximately 670
feet of river. Such an addition
would lower the existing
Average visual quality of views
under the bridge from the
river, trails, and park to
Moderately Low.

The Alternative 2 bridge over the
Truckee River would extend
several feet farther west than
the current alignment but would
not change the Average visual
quality of the views seen by
recreationists up and down the
Truckee River.

The Alternative 3 bridge over the
Truckee River would extend
slightly farther west than the
Alternative 2 crossing but would
not lower the visual quality of the
views seen by recreationists up
and down the Truckee River.

Alternative 1 would have the
widest crossing of the
Truckee River and would
have the greatest change
(from Average to Moderately
Low) to the visual quality of
views up and down the river
and from the adjacent park
and trail. Alternatives 2 and 3
would require less extensive
bridges than Alternative 1
and would not change the
existing visual quality of
views up and down the river.

Although no residences within
the RSIC would be removed,
the expansion of I-580 and a
new off-ramp to E Second
Street would be close to
residences and would remove
some screening vegetation in
yards. The scale and closeness

No residences within the RSIC
would be removed. The
expansion west of I-580 would
result in the edge of I-580 (and
its traffic noise barrier) being
approximately 20 feet closer to
residences and would eliminate
the E Second Street off-ramp.

No residences within the RSIC
would be removed. The
expansion west of I-580 would
result in the edge of I-580 (and its
traffic noise barrier) being slightly
closer to residences and would
eliminate the E Second Street offramp. These developments would

No residences within the
RSIC would be removed with
any of the alternatives. The
Alternative 1 expansion west
of I-580 and a new off-ramp
to E Second Street would be
closer to the residences than
the other alternatives would
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7: West Leg

Visual Impact Assessment

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Summary

of the new structures would
reduce the existing
Moderately Low visual quality
to Low.

These developments would not
reduce the Moderately Low
visual quality of the views
towards I-580 from the
residences.

not reduce the Moderately Low
visual quality of the views
towards I-580 from the
residences.

be and would reduce the
existing Moderately Low
visual quality of views
towards I-80 to Low.
Alternative 3 would place
structures slightly closer to
the residences than
Alternative 2. Neither would
reduce the existing
Moderately Low visual
quality of the views towards
I-80.

Motorists driving to and away
from the Spaghetti Bowl
would notice the increase in
the number and size of
bridges and ramps and the
removal of buildings (mostly
residential) adjacent to the
south side of I-80. The new
bridges and ramps would also
provide new elevated
outward views. Alternative 1
would not change the visual
quality of the views from I-580
or the Spaghetti Bowl bridges
and ramps.
Between Keystone Avenue
and N Center Street,
Alternative 1 would remove
most freeway-side vegetation
and displace several
residential properties north of
I-80. The removal of
vegetation would open views
to the freeway and passing

Alternative 2 would produce
changes to views from I-580
bridges and ramps (although
they would be lower in
elevation) that would be similar
to Alternative 1 and would not
change the existing visual quality
of outward views.

Motorists driving in this
landscape unit would see changes
with Alternative 3 that would be
similar to the other two
alternatives except that buildings
south of I-80 would not be
removed. Alternative 3 would not
change the existing visual quality
of outward views.

There would be relatively
little difference between the
three alternatives in terms of
changes to views or visual
quality that would be
experienced by motorists.
The primary differences
would be the difference in
heights of the bridges
associated with each
alternative and the removal
of buildings south of I-80
with Alternatives 1 and 2.

Between Keystone Avenue and
N Center Street, Alternative 2
would not expand the footprint
of I-80, displace residences, or
remove vegetation in the rightof-way. Trees in Evans and
Eighth Street parks would not be
removed. The visual quality of

Alternative 3 begins farther east
than Alternatives 1 and 2. Virginia
Street north and south of I-80
would be widened and
reconfigured adjacent to some
residences and Evans Park. These
changes would not affect the
visual quality of views towards I80. Reconfigured on- and off-

Alternative 1 would displace
the most residential
properties and remove the
most vegetation along the
portion of I-80 between
Keystone Avenue and N
Center Street of the three
alternatives. It would also
lower the visual quality of
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Visual Impact Assessment

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Summary

vehicles from remaining
residences and from Whitaker
Park. Viewers in Evans Park
and Eighth Street Park might
notice some changes along
the freeway, but not within
the parks. In areas near the
freeway where the existing
visual quality is Average, these
changes would reduce visual
quality to Moderately Low.

views towards the freeway
would not change.

ramps from Maple Street and
Wells Avenue to I-80 would
require new retaining walls and
remove vegetation that would be
visible to residents in the
residences south of I-80 near
portions of Seventh and Eighth
streets as well as Eighth Street
Park. Residents and park users
would notice the changes, which
would lower the existing Average
visual quality of views towards
I-80 to Moderately Low.

views towards and from the
freeway along the greatest
length of I-80 of the
alternatives.

East of N Center Street,
Alternative 1 would expand
the width of I-80 along both
sides of the freeway between
N Wells Avenue and Sutro
Street. All residential
properties adjacent to the
south side of this part of I-80
would be displaced.
Vegetation lining I-80 would
also be removed in these
areas. People in nearby
remaining residences would
notice the changes.
Alternative 1 would result in
closer and more unobstructed
views of the freeway and
passing traffic from areas with
sensitive viewers and lower
the existing Average visual
quality of views towards I-80
to Moderately Low.

Alternative 2 would extend I-80
elements east of N Center
Street, especially south of I-80
between N Wells Avenue and
Sutro Street. In this area, all
residential properties adjacent
to the south side of I-80 (and
some farther away) would be
displaced. Vegetation along I-80
and on the property of the
residences, and some street
trees would be removed. These
changes would be visible from
remaining nearby residences.
The changes would lower the
Average visual quality of views
towards I-80 in some locations
to Moderately Low.

East of N Center Street, several
residential properties would be
displaced by an east-bound offramp to N Wells Street. Their
removal would open up views of
the freeway to nearby remaining
residences. The Moderately Low
visual quality of the current views
towards I-80 would not change.
No residential properties would
be displaced between N Wells
Street and Sutro Street, but
vegetation along I-80 would be.
The widened freeway would be
noticed by residents in nearby
residences and would lower the
existing Average visual quality of
views towards I-80 to Moderately
Low.

Alternative 2 would displace
more residential properties
between N Wells and Sutro
Street than Alternative 1.
They would be located south
of I-80 and their removal
would result in a lowering of
the visual quality of views
towards I-80 from remaining
sensitive viewers. Alternative
1 would remove more
vegetation lining and near I80 than either of the other
alternatives. In many places
the removal of vegetation
would lower the visual
quality of views towards I-80
by remaining sensitive
viewers.
Alternative 3 would not
widen as much of I-80 near
sensitive viewers as
Alternatives 1 or 2. Except
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Visual Impact Assessment

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Summary
west of Wells Street (and its
proposed on- and off-ramps),
Alternative 3 would have less
impact on sensitive viewers
than Alternatives 1 and 2.

8: Central –
Northwest

Motorists in this part of I-80
would notice the removal of
roadside vegetation,
particularly in portions of the
freeway that are recessed
below adjacent terrain. The
removal of the retail building
over the freeway between N
Virginia Street and N Center
Street would be noticed by
motorists but would not lower
the visual quality of views
along this section of the
freeway. People driving on
nearby surface streets in the
center of the landscape unit
would see changes in street
patterns and the removal of
some buildings, particularly
the retail building sited over I80. In areas along the freeway
where visual quality is
Average, the Alternative 1
expansion would lower
existing visual quality to
Moderately Low.
Alternative 1 would displace
residential properties to the
immediate west of US 395,
from the area northwest of
the westbound ramp from US
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The changes that motorists
driving on I-80 would notice with
Alternative 2 would be very
similar to the changes associated
with Alternative 1.

Motorists in the central and
eastern parts of the landscape
unit would see changes from the
widened I-80 and the Alternative
3 on- and off-ramps to N Wells
Avenue. This alternative would
not remove as many roadside
trees as the other alternatives
and would not change the visual
quality of views from the freeway.

Alternative 1 would produce
the greatest change to
motorists in the area
between N Virginia Street
and N Center Street because
of the removal of the retail
building site over the
freeway. The removal of
residences and southern
expansion of Alternative 2 at
the eastern end of the
landscape unit would
produce the greatest change
to views by motorists in this
part of the landscape unit.

Alternative 2 would displace
residential properties to the
immediate west of US 395 as
well as properties west of Butler
Street. It would remove

Alternative 3 would displace
residential properties adjacent to
and near US 395 as well as
residences from the area
northwest of the westbound

Alternatives 1 and 2 would
displace similar numbers of
residences, although in
slightly different locations.
The changes in visual quality
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Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Alternative 3

Summary

395 to I-80, and from an area
immediately north of I-80. It
would remove vegetation
along the freeway, add new
traffic noise barriers, and
reconfigure streets in these
areas. The alternative would
open views towards the
freeway from residences
where views are currently
interrupted by existing
residences and vegetation.
The existing Average visual
quality of views towards the
freeway from these
residences would be reduced
to Moderately Low.

residences from the area
northwest of the westbound
ramp from US 395 to I-80.
Vegetation in these areas would
also be removed and new traffic
noise barriers constructed. The
existing Average visual quality of
views towards the Spaghetti
Bowl and I-80 from remaining
residences in these areas would
be reduced to Moderately Low.

ramp from US 395 to I-80. It
would remove vegetation along
the edges of the freeways and
build new traffic noise barriers.
The existing visual quality of
views from remaining residences
towards the freeway would be
reduced from Average to
Moderately Low.

from views towards the
freeway from remaining
residences would be similar
and would reduce the
existing visual quality of the
views. Alternative 3 would
reduce the visual quality of
views of the freeway from
fewer remaining residences
than the other alternatives
would. The visual quality of
the views would be reduced
from Average to Moderately
Low.

Motorists traveling on US 395
and I-80 would notice
changes. The removal of the
edge of a residential
neighborhood (trees,
residences, and streets) would
be noticeable, although traffic
noise barriers would block
direct views towards the
remaining residences. New
elevated bridges would be
seen from the freeways and
ramps as well as providing
elevated views to motorists.
The existing Average visual
quality of views from some
parts of the freeway in this
landscape unit would be
lowered to Moderately Low.

The changes to this area that
motorists would notice would be
very similar to those of
Alternative 1. There would be
slightly less displacement of
residential properties with this
alternative and its bridges would
not be quite as high. The existing
Average visual quality of views
from some parts of the freeway
in Landscape Unit 8 would be
lowered to Moderately Low.

Motorists traveling on US 395 and
I-80 would travel on freeway
footprints that would be fairly
similar to current footprints.
Changes with this alternative
would not lower the Average
visual quality of areas in this
landscape unit that are seen from
the freeways. The new,
somewhat higher bridges would
provide motorists expanded
viewing opportunities.

Alternatives 1 and 2 would
create the most change to
this landscape unit that
would be noticed by
motorists (although traffic
noise barriers in residential
areas would continue to
block views towards
residences. The existing
visual quality of views from
the freeways would not be
lowered with any of the
alternatives. Bridges in the
Spaghetti Bowl would be
higher than existing bridges
and offer motorists more
elevated and expanded views
than they currently have.
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7.0 MITIGATION METHODS TO CONSIDER
To help address aesthetic concerns related to freeway projects, NDOT has developed policies
related to the aesthetic treatment of the projects it builds and maintains. The document
Pattern and Palette of Place: A Landscape and Aesthetic Master Plan for the Nevada State
Highway System (NDOT 2002) provides NDOT with guidelines related to the consideration of
aesthetics when developing major projects. Many of the policies and guidelines contained in
the document have been implemented in the portions of the I-80, I-580, and US 395 corridors
within the study area. This analysis assumed that these guidelines and policies will be followed
by the project.
Attachment B contains images of examples of aesthetic treatments that have been
implemented along the portions of I-80, I-580, and US 395 within the study area. Examples of
aesthetic treatments that have been employed by NDOT along three freeways in the study area
that are depicted in Attachment B include:
•

Aesthetic treatments that use color, patterns, and designs on elements such as traffic noise
barriers, embankments, bridge abutments, and bridges

•

Landscaping (plants, rock, gravel, concrete blocks, etc.) used along embankments and
slopes in areas with both wide and narrow spaces available for landscaping

•

Artwork, special fencing and walls, lighting, and signage incorporated into traffic noise
barriers, retaining walls, murals, embankments, and areas between on- and off-ramps

To mitigate disproportionately high and adverse environmental justice impacts, NDOT will
construct screening walls in locations that currently have a traffic noise barrier but no longer
meet NDOT criteria for traffic noise mitigation. The screening walls will provide a visual buffer
between the nearby residents and the freeways and ramps and the nearby residents and
reduce noise levels.
In addition to aesthetic treatments, new freeway and street lighting will employ shielding on
the lighting to minimize light and glare impacts to adjacent residences. Shielding on the highmast lighting anticipated to be used for the proposed project will help minimize light and glare
impacts. However, in areas along I-80, I-580, and US 395 where high-mast lighting is not
currently used, the use of high-mast lighting regardless of shielding would produce light and
glare impacts that would be greater than the existing highway standards produce. The light and
glare impacts from the proposed project’s high-mast lighting would be similar to those from the
high-mast lighting currently used at the Spaghetti Bowl.
The following sections describe potential mitigation measures in very broad terms. General
types of mitigation measures that might be appropriate within each landscape are described by
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alternative. Actual measures will not be identified until after final design, which will not occur
until the Environmental Impact Assessment process is complete.

7.1

ALTERNATIVE 1

7.1.1

Landscape Unit 1: North Leg

In some portions of Landscape Unit 1 the removal of residential buildings (single-family,
multifamily, and mobile homes) would provide room for new landscaping with an emphasis on
new plantings for screening views. New trees could, over time, screen views of the expanded
US 395 from remaining residents. Areas where landscaping and plantings would help to
mitigate Alternative 1 impacts include a multifamily residential development west of US 395
and north of Clear Acre Lane, a single-family residential area west of US 395 south and east of
Clear Acre Lane, and a multifamily residential development and mobile home park east of US
395. Newly planted trees would take at least 10 years to mature enough to begin to provide
screening of Alternative 1 from the remaining residences. New aesthetically treated retaining
and traffic noise barriers would also help reduce the visual impact of Alternative 1 to views
towards US 395, particularly in areas where there currently are no traffic noise barriers.

7.1.2

Landscape Unit 2: Central – Northeast

The removal of buildings (mobile homes, storage, multifamily residential, and single-family
residential) and reconfiguration of streets would provide room for new landscaping and
plantings. Newly planted trees could, over time, partially screen some views of the expanded
US 395, ramps to I-80, and I-80 from remaining residents. Aesthetically treated traffic noise
barriers and retaining walls would also help reduce the visual impact of Alternative 1 to views
towards US 395 and the ramps to I-80, particularly in areas where there are currently no traffic
noise barriers.

7.1.3

Landscape Unit 3: East Leg

The expansion of I-80 north of I-80 with Alternative 1, the removal of portions of public
amenities like parks and plazas, and the reconfiguration of streets would provide areas for new
landscaping. The reconfiguration of streets in this area, particularly along and in the vicinity of
Victorian Avenue, would require new streetscape features such as street trees, paving, and
benches to somewhat restore the character of areas impacted by Alternative 1. Newly planted
trees could, over time, screen views of Alternative 1 components from areas to the north,
particularly from remaining residences along A Street. Aesthetic treatments to noise and
retaining walls would somewhat reduce the visual impact of views towards I-80 from these
residences and parks.

7.1.4

Landscape Unit 4: Central – Southeast

Owing to the size and scale of the Alternative 1 crossing of the Truckee River, little could be
done to reduce visual impacts to views from the river and the parks that are adjacent to it.
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Aesthetic treatments for retaining walls and other concrete features near the bridge along with
replacement landscaping where possible would somewhat reduce the visual impacts of the
components of the new crossing.

7.1.5

Landscape Unit 5: South Leg

The widening of the freeway with Alternative 1 would require the removal of mobile homes,
which would provide room for new landscaping. New trees could, over time, screen views of
the expanded I-580 from remaining residences. Where other Alternative 1 changes would
occur, there would be additional opportunities for new landscaping that would to varying
degrees screen views of Alternative 1 components. Aesthetically treated traffic noise barriers
and retaining walls (where adjacent to residences) would also help reduce the impact of
Alternative 1. NDOT would construct a screening wall (8 feet high) along the east side of the
RSIC to screen views of the project.

7.1.6

Landscape Unit 6: Central – Southwest

Alternative 1 would remove a series of single-family residences on streets that are adjacent to I80. The removal of the residences would provide room for new landscaping and screen views of
I-580 from remaining residences. Owing to the size and scale of the crossing of the Truckee
River, little could be done to reduce the visual impacts of Alternative 1 from the portion of the
river and adjacent parks within this landscape unit. Aesthetic treatments for retaining walls and
other concrete components of the crossing along with replacement landscaping, where
possible, would somewhat reduce the visual impacts of the Alternative 1 crossing.

7.1.7

Landscape Unit 7: West Leg

The removal of residences and expansion of the freeway would, in some areas, provide room
for new landscaping. Plantings could, over time, screen views of the expanded I-80 from
remaining residences in some areas. Aesthetically treated traffic noise barriers would also help
reduce the impact of Alternative 1 to views towards I-80, particularly in areas where there
currently are no traffic noise barriers.

7.1.8

Landscape Unit 8: Central – Northwest

The removal of residences and reconfiguration of streets would provide room for new
landscaping in some areas. New plantings could, over time, screen views of the expanded US
395, the US 395 to I-80 ramp, and I-80 from remaining residences in some areas. Aesthetically
treated traffic noise barriers would also help reduce the impact of Alternative 1 to views
towards these components, particularly in areas where there currently are no traffic noise
barriers.
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Alternative 2 would not remove residential buildings but would remove trees and other
vegetation in areas adjacent to US 395. New plantings within and next to the freeway right-ofway could, over time, screen views of the expanded US 395 from nearby residences. New
aesthetically treated traffic noise barriers would also help reduce the impact of Alternative 2 to
views towards US 395, particularly in areas where there currently are no traffic noise barriers.

7.2.2

Landscape Unit 2: Central – Northeast

The removal of buildings (mobile homes, storage, multifamily residential, and single-family
residential) and reconfiguration of streets associated with Alternative 2 would provide room for
new landscaping and plantings. Newly planted trees could, over time, partially screen some
views of the expanded US 395, ramps to I-80, and I-80 from remaining residents. Aesthetically
treated traffic noise barriers and retaining walls would also help reduce the visual impact of
Alternative 2 to views towards US 395 and the ramps to I-80, particularly in areas where there
are currently no traffic noise barriers.

7.2.3

Landscape Unit 3: East Leg

The expansion of I-80 to the north and the removal of buildings (particularly residences along A
Street) would provide some areas for new plantings that could, over time, screen views of the
expanded I-80 from remaining residents along A Street. Aesthetically treated traffic noise
barriers would also help reduce the impact of Alternative 2.

7.2.4

Landscape Unit 4: Central – Southeast

There would be little that could be done to reduce the visual impacts of the Alternative 2 bridge
to the portion of this landscape unit near the Truckee River. Aesthetic treatments for retaining
walls and other concrete components of the crossing along with replacement landscaping
where possible would somewhat reduce the visual impacts of the new bridge.

7.2.5

Landscape Unit 5: South Leg

The expansion of I-80 would provide some areas for new plantings that could, over time, screen
views of the expanded I-580 from nearby residences. Aesthetically treated traffic noise barriers
and retaining walls adjacent to residences would also help reduce the impact of Alternative 2 to
views towards I-580. A traffic noise barrier will be built along I-580 adjacent to the RSIC. In
locations adjacent to the RSIC that do not meet criteria for traffic noise mitigation, NDOT will
build a screening wall along the freeway. NDOT will construct an 8-foot-tall wall along Mill
Street, Second Avenue, and the eastern edge of the RSIC north of Second Avenue to mitigate
the visual impact of I-580 (Figure 7-1). In addition, NDOT will construct screening walls along I580 to further mitigate visual impacts of the freeway. NDOT will also bury the overhead power
line that is on the east edge of the RSIC to mitigate visual impacts.
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Figure 7-1. Walls to Mitigate Visual Impacts near the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony
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Landscape Unit 6: Central – Southwest

Vegetation planted where residences would be removed in the vicinity of E Seventh Street
could screen views of I-80 and the ramps to I-580 from remaining residences. Landscaping
between the ramp that would pass through the Governor’s Bowl Park outfield could somewhat
screen views of the ramp. Owing to the size and scale of the crossing of the Truckee River, little
could be done to reduce the visual impacts to this area from Alternative 2. Aesthetic treatments
for retaining walls and other concrete components of the crossing along with replacement
landscaping where possible would somewhat reduce the visual impacts of the Alternative 2
crossing.

7.2.7

Landscape Unit 7: West Leg

The removal of some residences and reconfiguration of streets associated with Alternative 2
would in some areas provide room for new landscaping. Over time, new plantings could screen
views of the expanded I-580 from remaining residences in some areas. Aesthetically treated
traffic noise barriers would also help reduce the impact of Alternative 2 to views towards I-80,
particularly in areas where there currently are no traffic noise barriers.

7.2.8

Landscape Unit 8: Central – Northwest

The removal of residences, reconfiguration of streets, and expansion of the freeway would
provide room for new plantings in some areas that could, over time, screen views of the
expanded US 395, the Spaghetti Bowl, and I-80 from remaining residences in some areas.
Aesthetically treated traffic noise barriers would also help reduce the impact of Alternative 2 to
views towards these components, particularly in areas where there currently are no traffic
noise barriers.

7.3

ALTERNATIVE 3

7.3.1

Landscape Unit 1: North Leg

The removal of buildings and existing trees along parts of US 395 would provide room for new
plantings that could, over time, screen views of the expanded US 395 from remaining residents.
New aesthetically treated traffic noise barriers would also help reduce the impact of Alternative
3 to views towards US 395, particularly in areas where there currently are no traffic noise
barriers.
Alternative 3 would not remove residential buildings north of Wedekind Road, but would
remove trees and other vegetation in areas adjacent to US 395. New plantings within and next
to the freeway right-of-way could, over time, screen views of the expanded US 395 from nearby
residences. New aesthetically treated traffic noise barriers would also help reduce the impact of
Alternative 3 to views towards US 395, particularly in areas where there currently are no traffic
noise barriers.
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Where residential buildings, mobile homes, and trees along the side of US 395 south of
Wedekind Road (on the east side of US 395) would be removed, new areas would be available
for plantings to screen views towards US 395. Aesthetically treated traffic noise barriers would
also help reduce the impact of Alternative 3 to views towards US 395, particularly in areas
where there currently are no traffic noise barriers.

7.3.2

Landscape Unit 2: Central – Northeast

The removal of buildings (mobile homes, storage, multifamily residential, and single-family
residential) and reconfiguration or streets would provide room for new landscaping and
plantings. Newly planted trees could, over time, somewhat screen some views of the expanded
US 395, ramps to I-80, and I-80 from remaining residents. Aesthetically treated traffic noise
barriers and retaining walls would also help reduce the visual impact of Alternative 3 to views
towards US 395 and the ramps to I-80, particularly in areas where there are currently no traffic
noise barriers.

7.3.3

Landscape Unit 3: East Leg

The expansion of I-80 to the north and the removal of buildings (particularly residences along A
Street) would provide areas for new plantings that could, over time, screen views of the
expanded I-80 from remaining residents along A Street. Aesthetically treated traffic noise
barriers would also help reduce the impact of Alternative 3.

7.3.4

Landscape Unit 4: Central – Southeast

There would be little that could be done to reduce the visual impacts of the Alternative 3 bridge
to the portion of this landscape unit near the Truckee River. Aesthetic treatments for retaining
walls and other concrete components of the crossing along with replacement landscaping
where possible would somewhat reduce the visual impacts of the new bridge.

7.3.5

Landscape Unit 5: South Leg

The removal of residential buildings and expansion of the freeway would provide room for new
plantings that could, over time, screen views of the expanded I-580 from remaining residences
in some areas. Aesthetically treated traffic noise barriers and retaining walls would also help
reduce the impact of Alternative 3 to views towards I-580. NDOT would construct a screening
wall (8 feet high) along the east side of the RSIC to screen views of the project.

7.3.6

Landscape Unit 6: Central – Southwest

The expanded I-80 and reconfiguration of streets with Alternative 3 would provide areas for
landscaping that would screen views of I-80 from some residences. Landscaping between the I80 to 1-580 ramp that would pass through the Governor’s Bowl Park outfield and the edge of
the outfield could somewhat screen views of the ramp. Owing to the size and scale of the
crossing of the Truckee River, little could be done to reduce the visual impacts to this area from
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Alternative 3. Aesthetic treatments for retaining walls and other concrete components of the
crossing along with replacement landscaping where possible would somewhat reduce the visual
impacts of the Alternative 3 crossing.

7.3.7

Landscape Unit 7: West Leg

The expansion of I-80 associated with Alternative 3 would provide room for new plantings in
some areas that could, over time, screen views of the expanded I-80 from nearby residences.
Aesthetically treated traffic noise barriers would also help reduce the impact of Alternative 3 to
views towards I-80, particularly in areas where there currently are no traffic noise barriers.

7.3.8

Landscape Unit 8: Central – Northwest

The removal of residences and reconfiguration of streets would provide room for new
landscaping in some areas. New plantings could, over time, screen views of the expanded US
395, the US 395 to I-80 ramp, and I-80 from remaining residences in some areas. Aesthetically
treated traffic noise barriers would also help reduce the impact of Alternative 3 to views
towards these components, particularly in areas where there currently are no traffic noise
barriers.
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Attachment A: Photo-Simulations from Key Observation Points

Figure A-1. Locations of Key Observation Points (KOPs)
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Attachment A: Photo-Simulations from Key Observation Points

Figure A-2a. KOP 1: Fluorite Circle Looking South towards I-80 (Existing Conditions)

Figure A-2b. KOP 1: East Ninth Street Looking South towards I-80 (Alternative 3)
Note: Existing retaining walls and traffic noise barriers would be removed during construction
and rebuilt in essentially the same locations, so there would be little change to the existing view.
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Figure A-3a. KOP 2: Victorian Avenue Looking Northeast (Existing Conditions)

Figure A-3b. KOP 2: Victorian Avenue Looking Northeast (Alternative 1)
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Attachment A: Photo-Simulations from Key Observation Points

Figure A-4a. KOP 3: Fourth Street Looking East towards I-580 Overpass (Existing Conditions)

Figure A-4b. KOP 3: Fourth Street Looking East towards I-580 Overpass (Alternative 1)
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Figure A-5a. KOP 4: N Kietzke Lane Bridge over Truckee River Looking East at I-580 Bridge over
River (Existing Conditions)

Figure A-5b. KOP 4: N Kietzke Lane Bridge over Truckee River Looking East at I-580 Bridge
over River (Alternative 1)
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Figure A-5c. KOP 4: N Kietzke Lane Bridge over Truckee River Looking East at I-580 Bridge
over River (Alternative 2)

Figure A-5d. KOP 4: N Kietzke Lane Bridge over Truckee River Looking East at I-580 Bridge
over River (Alternative 3)
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Attachment A: Photo-Simulations from Key Observation Points

Figure A-6a. KOP 5: South Bank of Truckee River East of I-580 Bridge Looking West
(Existing Conditions)

Figure A-6b. KOP 5: South Bank of Truckee River East of I-580 Bridge Looking West
(Alternative 1)
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Attachment A: Photo-Simulations from Key Observation Points

Figure A-6c. KOP 5: South Bank of Truckee River East of I-580 Bridge Looking West
(Alternative 2)

Figure A-6d. KOP 5: South Bank of Truckee River East of I-580 Bridge Looking West
(Alternative 3)
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Figure A-7a. KOP 6: Pedestrian Bridge over Second Street Looking Northeast (Existing
Conditions)

Figure A-7b. KOP 6: Pedestrian Bridge over Second Street Looking Northeast (Alternative 1)
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Figure A-7c. KOP 6: Pedestrian Bridge over Second Street Looking Northeast (Alternative 2)

Figure A-7d. KOP 6: Pedestrian Bridge over Second Street Looking Northeast (Alternative 3)
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Attachment A: Photo-Simulations from Key Observation Points

Figure A-8a. KOP 7: Second Street West of I-580 Overpass Looking East (Existing Conditions)

Figure A-8b. KOP 7: Second Street West of I-580 Overpass Looking East (Alternative 1)
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Attachment A: Photo-Simulations from Key Observation Points

Figure A-8c. KOP 7: Second Street West of I-580 Overpass Looking East (Alternative 2)

Figure A-8d. KOP 7: Second Street West of I-580 Overpass Looking East (Alternative 3)
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Attachment A: Photo-Simulations from Key Observation Points

Figure A-9a. KOP 8: East Side of RSIC Administration Complex Looking Southeast
towards I-580 (Existing Conditions)

Figure A-9b. KOP 8: East Side of RSIC Administration Complex Looking Southeast
towards I-580 (Alternative 1)
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Figure A-9c. KOP 8: East Side of RSIC Administration Complex Looking Southeast
towards I-580 (Alternative 2)

Figure A-9d. KOP 8: East Side of RSIC Administration Complex Looking Southeast
towards I-580 (Alternative 3)
Note: The translucent wall is shown for effect only and if constructed would be an opaque
material.
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Attachment A: Photo-Simulations from Key Observation Points

Figure A-10a. KOP 9: Mill Street West of I-580 Overpass Looking Southeast (Existing
Conditions)

Figure A-10b. KOP 9: Mill Street West of I-580 Overpass Looking Southeast (Alternative 1)
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Attachment A: Photo-Simulations from Key Observation Points

Figure A-10c. KOP 9: Mill Street West of I-580 Overpass Looking Southeast (Alternative 2)

Figure A-10d. KOP 9: Mill Street West of I-580 Overpass Looking Southeast (Alternative 3)
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Attachment A: Photo-Simulations from Key Observation Points

Figure A-11a. KOP 10: View of US 395 Looking East from Butler Street (Existing Condition)

Figure A-11b. KOP 10: View of US 395 Looking East from Butler Street (Alternative 1)
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Attachment A: Photo-Simulations from Key Observation Points

Figure A-11c. KOP 10: View of US 395 Looking East from Butler Street (Alternative 2)

Figure A-11d. KOP 10: View of US 395 Looking East from Butler Street (Alternative 3)
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ATTACHMENT B: EXISTING LANDSCAPING AND
AESTHETIC FEATURES FOR HIGHWAYS IN THE
STUDY AREA
The Google Earth images in this attachment depict Nevada Department of Transportation
landscaping and aesthetic features and treatments found along portions of I-80 and I-580
located in Reno. Figure B-1 shows the general location of the features and treatments, with the
number of each item on the map corresponding to the relevant figure number below (Figures
B-2 through B-13). These features and treatments are representative of the types of features
and treatments that would be considered for all of the alternatives being evaluated.

Figure B-1. Landscaping and Aesthetic Features
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Image © 2018 Google Earth

Figure B-2. Traffic Noise Barrier Art Treatment and Landscaping on Slope (I-80)

Image © 2018 Google Earth

Figure B-3. Overpass Art Treatment and Landscaping
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Image © 2018 Google Earth

Figure B-4. Retaining Wall Art Treatment and Landscaping

Image © 2018 Google Earth

Figure B-5. Major Intersection (Overpass and Adjacent Ground) Art Treatment and
Landscaping
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Image © 2018 Google Earth

Figure B-6. Major Intersection Art Treatment and Landscaping

Image © 2018 Google Earth

Figure B-7. On-Ramp Landscaping
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Image © 2018 Google Earth

Figure B-8. Traffic Noise Barrier and Retaining Wall Finish Treatment

Image © 2018 Google Earth

Figure B-9. Traffic Noise Barrier Finish Treatment and Landscaping
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Image © 2018 Google Earth

Figure B-10. Traffic Noise Barrier Art Treatment (Fish) and Wall Finish

Image © 2018 Google Earth

Figure B-11. Highway Embankment Landscaping
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Image © 2018 Google Earth

Figure B-12. Overpass and Gateway Treatment and Landscaping

Image © 2018 Google Earth

Figure B-13. Traffic Noise Barrier Art Treatment (Birds) and Wall Finish
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