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Resler, Kevin (FHWA)

From: Mcwhorter, Nichole (FHWA)
Sent: Friday, February 23, 2018 2:25 PM
To: Resler, Kevin (FHWA)
Subject: FW: Freeway Noise and Discrimination
Attachments: sound wall.jpg; Supporting info.pdf; VEGETATION PLANNINGGUIDE2072016.PDF

Did we do anything with this? I am cleaning out old to do items, not that anyone has asked. 
 

From: FHWA, Civil Rights (FHWA)  
Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2018 4:37 PM 
To: Mcwhorter, Nichole (FHWA) <nichole.mcwhorter@dot.gov>; Resler, Kevin (FHWA) <kevin.resler@dot.gov>; Hines, 
Erich (FHWA) <erich.hines@dot.gov> 
Subject: FW: Freeway Noise and Discrimination 

 
And another one….  
 
From:    
Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2018 3:40 PM 
To: FHWA, Civil Rights (FHWA) <CivilRights.FHWA@dot.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: Freeway Noise and Discrimination 

 
 

 

January 30, 2018 

Nevada Department of Transportation  

1263 S. Stewart St  

Carson City, NV 89712 

 

Dear Respective Representatives, 
 

On August 25, 2017, Stephanie wrote to NDOT, Governor Sandoval’s office, Ron Knecht and Joe Hart 

News Channel 4 regarding the final phase of the Carson City Freeway extension noise impact. Since 

that day the NDOT conducted a noise analysis on 09/07/2017 and informed us, “these studies fall 

well below the NDOT Noise Abatement Criteria of 66 decibels”. Meanwhile, we deal with peaks at 
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82.6 dBA per written letter from NDOT Jessica Goza-Tyner dated September 15, 2017, and per Meg 

Ragonese NDOT in her interview by Joe Hart News 4 aired December 19, 2017, the peaks were as 

much as 91 dBA. 

We questioned Joe Hart of News 4 could he find out why the sound walls on the south-side of the 

freeway were higher. He was informed via email from Meg Ragonese NDOT January 5, 2018 “the 

sound wall plans were long-standing. This particular document is from 2005.” Our homes were all 

built prior to 2005 so we don’t understand the lack of noise abatement and pollution protection for 

us. Joe Hart mentioned that Meg Ragonese informed him the protection provided to the south-side of 

Snyder was under Environmental Justice. After reviewing environmental justice, the very definition: 

Environmental justice is the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of 

race, color, national origin, or income, with respect to the development, implementation, and 

enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies. 

EPA has this goal for all communities and persons across this nation. It will be achieved when 

everyone enjoys: 

the same degree of protection from environmental and health hazards, and 

equal access to the decision-making process to have a healthy environment in which to live, learn, 

and work. 
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We can’t find where fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people was applied in our case. 

It seems a single sided from our position who was provided noise abatement. If the environmental 

justice goal is to promote fair treatment, then why don’t we have a matching sound wall on our side? 

Regarding so called full and fair participation by all potentially affected communities in the 

transportation decision-making process seems to fail miserably there is nothing fair about protecting 

one area and ignoring the impact on the exact adjacent area or providing lesser protection. We are 

outraged with the poor planning and the completion. The freeway planning has fallen short from our 

position, it’s cosmetically unattractive, loud and has changed this neighborhood adversely. 

Why bother having Nevada Department of Transportation go through the effort of studying and 

development of an Aesthetic Alternatives to NDOT Design Standards plan, and completely go against 

their own recommendation. 

As exhibited on page 52 2.7 Height Steps (2) Not Recommended: Abrupt Termination of the sound 

wall looks awkward and appears unplanned and does not coordinate with surrounding development. 

The abrupt sound wall looks aesthetically awful. Studies show how an opposing sound wall of a 

greater height increases the noise on the opposing side and not recommended. 

The EPA has also made recommendations to protect human health near freeways from pollution. It 

indicates the long-term effects health effects from noise and air pollutants can dramatically increase 

chronic pulmonary and stress related illnesses. Was our health factored into the planning?  

and  raise poultry for consumption  also raises milking goats that affects our 

exposure as well. The EPA publication Recommendations for Constructing Roadside 

Vegetation Barriers to Improve Near-Road Air Quality  has some great ideas that could 

perhaps be implemented to fill the gap where no barrier has been placed, I've attached it.  

 

In summary we’d like to say the freeway has altered or lives physically and emotionally, it’s been 

placed to close in proximity to our homes and the areas of enjoyment and gathering we use to 

appreciate and savor especially during spring and summer. You have taken a neighborhood that was 

quiet, rural and serene and changed it for the worse. We as a small group on the North have been 

unfairly protected, unrepresented  and  adversely impacted by the freeway.  As a result, we suffer 

unjustifiable disturbance at all times from noise, pollution and constant commotion of sirens and 

lights (especially disturbing when trying to sleep). 

We are requesting resolution and protection thru vegetation, sound walls, better windows or things that

can be done to lessen the vibration, noise and disturbance both interior and exterior of our homes.  We 

thank you in advance for your prompt response. 
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Respectfully, 
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