
 

 

Appendix E – Visual Impacts Assessment Memo 

 
 

Job No. 100512, Walnut Ridge – Missouri State Line (Future I-57) P.E. 
 

 
 

 

     

 

 

  

Prepared by Garver for the 
Arkansas Department of Transportation 

In cooperation with the Federal Hwy Administration 
 

This report was funded in part by the Federal Hwy Administration, U.S. Department of 
Transportation. The views and opinions of the authors expressed herein do not 

necessarily state or reflect those of the U.S. Department of Transportation. 
 



 
 

 

 

 

 

i 

Future I-57 DEIS:  Visual Impact Assessment Memorandum 

 

Table of Contents 

Chapter 1 – Introduction ............................................................................................................................. 1 

1.1 Project Overview ................................................................................................................................. 1 

1.2 Project Alternatives ............................................................................................................................. 1 

1.3 Purpose of this Memorandum ......................................................................................................... 4 

Chapter 2 – Scoping and Methodology .................................................................................................... 5 

2.1 Definitions Based on Regulatory Guidance ................................................................................... 5 

2.2 VIA Scoping Questionnaire ................................................................................................................ 6 

Environmental Compatibility .......................................................................................................................... 7 

Viewer Sensitivity .............................................................................................................................................. 8 

Determining the Level of Visual Impact Assessment ............................................................................... 9 

2.3 Data Collection and Impact Assessment ........................................................................................ 9 

Chapter 3 – Visual Impact Assessment .................................................................................................. 10 

3.1 Existing Visual Character ................................................................................................................. 10 

Alternative 2 .................................................................................................................................................... 10 

Alternative 3 .................................................................................................................................................... 14 

Alternative A .................................................................................................................................................... 17 

Alternative B .................................................................................................................................................... 20 

Alternative C .................................................................................................................................................... 21 

3.2 Permanent Impacts .......................................................................................................................... 21 

Alternatives 2, 3, A, and C ............................................................................................................................ 22 

Alternative B .................................................................................................................................................... 23 

3.3 Temporary Impacts ........................................................................................................................... 23 

3.4 Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures .............................................................. 24 

Chapter 4 – References ............................................................................................................................. 25 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

 

 

 

 

ii 

Future I-57 DEIS:  Visual Impact Assessment Memorandum 

List of Figures 

Figure 1:  Future I-57 Action Alternatives ........................................................................................................................... 2 
Figure 2:  Typical Section of Proposed Roadway ................................................................................................................ 3 
Figure 3:  Existing Hwy. 67 at the Hwy. 67/Hwy. 412 Interchange at Start of Alternatives 2 and 3 ............................. 11 
Figure 4:  Residential Area North of Corning where Alternatives 2 and 3 Cross Hwy. 67 ............................................. 11 
Figure 5:  Commercial Area West of Corning where Alternatives 2 and 3 Cross Hwy. 67 ............................................ 12 
Figure 6:  Williams Cemetery Located West of Alternatives 2 and 3 .............................................................................. 12 
Figure 7:  Rural Residential Area NE of Walnut Ridge within Alternative 2 Corridor .................................................... 13 
Figure 8:  Rural Farmstead in Clay County within Alternative 2 Corridor ....................................................................... 14 
Figure 9:  Bond Cemetery Located East of Alternative 3 ................................................................................................. 15 
Figure 10:  Rural Residential Area NE of Walnut Ridge within Alternative 3 Corridor .................................................. 16 
Figure 11:  Rural Residential Areas South of Knobel where Alternative 3 Crosses CR 216 & CR 222 .......................... 16 
Figure 12:  Rural Residential Areas Northeast of Knobel within Alternative 3 Corridor ............................................... 17 
Figure 13:  Visual Resources Visible by Alternative A (1 of 2) ......................................................................................... 18 
Figure 14:  Rural Residential Areas within Alternative A and Alternative B Viewsheds ................................................ 18 
Figure 15:  Visual Resources Visible by Alternative A (2 of 2) ......................................................................................... 19 
Figure 16:  Visual Resources Visible by Alternatives A, B, and C (1 of 2) ........................................................................ 19 
Figure 17:  Visual Resources Visible by Alternatives A, B, and C (2 of 2) ........................................................................ 20 
Figure 18:  Rural Residential Areas within Alternative C Corridor .................................................................................. 21 
 
 
 

file://///garverinc.local/gdata/Projects/2017/17017535%20-%20Highway%2067%20EIS/Environmental/Resources-Social_Physical/Visual%20Impacts/I-57%20VIA%20Tech%20Report%202021-12-27%20(compressed220ppi).docx%23_Toc91506656
file://///garverinc.local/gdata/Projects/2017/17017535%20-%20Highway%2067%20EIS/Environmental/Resources-Social_Physical/Visual%20Impacts/I-57%20VIA%20Tech%20Report%202021-12-27%20(compressed220ppi).docx%23_Toc91506657
file://///garverinc.local/gdata/Projects/2017/17017535%20-%20Highway%2067%20EIS/Environmental/Resources-Social_Physical/Visual%20Impacts/I-57%20VIA%20Tech%20Report%202021-12-27%20(compressed220ppi).docx%23_Toc91506660
file://///garverinc.local/gdata/Projects/2017/17017535%20-%20Highway%2067%20EIS/Environmental/Resources-Social_Physical/Visual%20Impacts/I-57%20VIA%20Tech%20Report%202021-12-27%20(compressed220ppi).docx%23_Toc91506661
file://///garverinc.local/gdata/Projects/2017/17017535%20-%20Highway%2067%20EIS/Environmental/Resources-Social_Physical/Visual%20Impacts/I-57%20VIA%20Tech%20Report%202021-12-27%20(compressed220ppi).docx%23_Toc91506662
file://///garverinc.local/gdata/Projects/2017/17017535%20-%20Highway%2067%20EIS/Environmental/Resources-Social_Physical/Visual%20Impacts/I-57%20VIA%20Tech%20Report%202021-12-27%20(compressed220ppi).docx%23_Toc91506663
file://///garverinc.local/gdata/Projects/2017/17017535%20-%20Highway%2067%20EIS/Environmental/Resources-Social_Physical/Visual%20Impacts/I-57%20VIA%20Tech%20Report%202021-12-27%20(compressed220ppi).docx%23_Toc91506664
file://///garverinc.local/gdata/Projects/2017/17017535%20-%20Highway%2067%20EIS/Environmental/Resources-Social_Physical/Visual%20Impacts/I-57%20VIA%20Tech%20Report%202021-12-27%20(compressed220ppi).docx%23_Toc91506665


 
 

 

Chapter 1 

Introduction 

1 

Future I-57 DEIS:  Visual Impact Assessment Memorandum 

Chapter 1 – Introduction 

1.1 Project Overview 

A Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is being conducted to study transportation improvements 
between Walnut Ridge in Arkansas and the Missouri State line. The Arkansas Department of Transportation 
(ARDOT) is providing direct oversight and management of the proposed project on behalf of the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA).  
 
The project is located in Clay, Greene, Lawrence, and Randolph counties in northeast Arkansas. Construction of 
the proposed project would complete the improvements of future Interstate 57 (I-57) within Arkansas. The 
project includes improvements to the United States Highway (Hwy.) 67 corridor in northeastern Arkansas 
between the Hwy. 67/Hwy. 412 interchange in Walnut Ridge, Arkansas and the Missouri State line. The purpose 
of the project is to enhance connectivity and continuity of the National Highway System, provide a more 
resilient roadway, and provide for increased opportunity for economic development in northeast Arkansas.  
 
The proposed project is needed to address a deficiency in the National Highway System in northeast Arkansas. 
The project is needed because there is a gap in the system linkage which diminishes connectivity and mobility 
of the National Highway System. Construction of the action alternative would complete the improvements of 
Future I-57 within Arkansas. Additionally, there is a lack of reliable transportation infrastructure to support 
economic development and a need to enhance resiliency to extreme weather events along the route. 
Furthermore, legislation designated this route as future Interstate Route 57. The project needs and supporting 
information are discussed further in Chapter 1 of the DEIS. 
 

1.2 Project Alternatives 

As shown in Figure 1, two main line alternatives (Alternatives 2 and 3) ranging from 39.2 to 41.3 miles in 
length and three Missouri connector alternatives (Alternatives A, B, and C) ranging from 2.3 to 2.8 miles in 
length are being evaluated for the project. Alternatives 2 and 3 begin at the Hwy. 67/Hwy. 412 interchange in 
Walnut Ridge, Arkansas and both terminate approximately just south of the Missouri state line. Missouri 
connector Alternatives A, B, and C begin at the terminal ends of Alternatives 2 and 3, extend northward, and 
terminate at Hwy. 67. The northern-most 0.5-mile of Alternative B occurs along existing Hwy. 67 while the rest 
of Alternative B and the vast majority of the other alternatives would be on new alignment. 
 
The proposed roadway for all action alternatives would be a four-lane divided highway with a depressed grass 
median and an approximately 400-foot-wide right of way (ROW). As shown in Figure 2, the typical section 
would consist of four 12-foot-wide lanes, 10-foot-wide paved outside shoulders, 6-foot-wide paved inside 
shoulders, a 48-foot grass median, a 30-foot clear zone at 6:1, and a 3:1 slope outside the clear zone. The 
footprints of Alternatives A and C also include a 0.29-mile and 0.17-mile section, respectively, of County 
Road 278 to accommodate a temporary, two-lane roadway that would tie each alternative back to Hwy. 67. The 
two-lane section to Hwy. 67 would be an interim condition that would be replaced with the proposed 
interchange connecting to MoDOT’s proposed future corridor. The interim sections of Alternatives A and C that 
are along County Road 278, would be a two-lane highway with an approximately 140 foot and 120 foot wide 
ROW, respectively (Figure 2). 
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Figure 1:  Future I-57 Action Alternatives 
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