C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GEMERAL PUBLIC
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March 28, 2002
Daryl James . :
- ANDOT Esnvironmweutal Division v Response to Comment C1-2.1
éﬁ?a:amu - S ' . Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
Dear M. James: ' ' preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the

' ' i i ision.
- i o tho ceafh of o Exi i s o s - rationale for this decisio:
Boulder City/UJS Highway 93 Couridor Stady.

‘ Alternative D would bypass to the south of town. The nearest residential
Of the four sitnonatives listed, Aliernative D i really the cnly salicat choice for Boulder City. This

is 0, in that it swould koo the traff Doive o4 of the reaideatial pars of Boulder City mnd dininishi receptors are approximately 1.4 kilometers (km} (.85 miles) from the |
12 mﬁ:q&mu%wl ilso docs aot coeult :@ﬂﬁé . alignment. Therefore, residential receptors would experience less noise,

e least chanoe of fumamobile accidents and e eafest ronte o tranaport hazkrdous mategials. dust, and traffic under Alternative D than with the other build

I appeciate your coidsing my comménts and Bope tut you will choose Alemativo D as tho alternatives.

preferred route.

All of the build alternatives (B, C, and D) were developed to satisfy the
need for reducing the frequency of vehicle crashes in comparison to
No Build (Alternative A). Spills would not occur less frequently for
Alternative D than any of the build alternatives; however, with
Alternative D, traffic would be farther from town.

= Comment concerning transport of hazardous waste is noted.

AZTS awnham, sUte 320 + lap vepld, <k .Isnnc T2 » FAX TOR+ T84 THI
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GEMERAL PUBLIC

Page1of ]

Koos, Elizaboth/SCO
Ffrom: Lasko, MicheellLAS
Sant:  April 01, 2002 8:00 AM
Yo: Wittle, Jean/LAS
Subject: FW: routa bypass

FTAR

—-Orignal Message-—--

From: Rawlins, Scott [maillm:srawtins@dot. state. nv.us)
Sent: April 01, 2002 7:05 AM

To: Lasks, Michael/LAS

Subject: PW: route bypass

FYI

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Managar

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stawart St

Carson City, NV 88712

P {F75)088-717

Fax: {775) 828-7322

~--0riginal Message—-—
From: gNanMcy Biarlow [malito:nancybariowad@hotmail.com) Response to Comment C2-1.1

A , 2002 7:2 . .
Tor et s AP Alternative I, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the

Subfect: route bypass preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the

.l ll ig trucks th t for the past 6 mo. . . . e
c4.1] jactafor [0 ROUTE) .have bean very happy t ot have sl he big tncks trrough tou fo te past mo rationale for this decision.

05/14/2002
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

3
Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

Subject: FW: Ballder City, US 83 Corridor

----- Uriginal Meesage-----

From: Wilsen, D, BEd

Sent: Thursday, April 04, 2002 3:47 BN
Ta: Rawlins, Scott

Subject: FW: Boulder City, US 53 Corridor

----- GOriginal Meppage-----
From: Daniel.Benyehek@ccmail .nevada.edu
[mailto:Daniel . Benyshek@ecomail .nevada . edu]

To: infosdor. siave nv.ue o Response to Comment C3-2.2
Subject: Boulder city. US 93 Corridor Support for Alternative D and comment noted.

To Whom Ik May Concern:

. _ o Response to Comment C3-1.2
As & resident of Boulder City, I am writing co express my support for
2 ive D, th hern b . This is the anly al i ca22 i i
R T et i+ i T e S ra e PO The traffic problems at Hoover Dam were addressed in the Hoover Dam
City residents. puch as myself. cherish. Bypass FEIS. Construction of the bypass project, located 1,500 feet south |
mi : i
Sevelopneny, any of the fhree pronciive US 93 corrior propesals wiil o | €312 of the dam is currently underway.

pimply woreen the traffic bottleneck at Hoover Dam, and 2} I am concerned
that alternative D might disturb or limit access Lo aites in the Eldorado

Mountaine which may be of cultural significance to the Las Vegas Band of Ica"z-a Response to Comment C3.2'3
Southern Paiuce. Assuming these factorxs have been carefully and fairly :
congidered, alternative D remains the only real gption in my opinicn. AS discussed II"I. Section 4.8 Of the FEIS’ Altemative D WO'I.lld impact
Sincerely. three recorded eligible archaeological sites. NDOT and FHWA, in |
Prctestos of Authropology consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), the
THLY . . . . "
. Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP), and any
40% As st - . - - - .. g .
Boulder City, NV 89005 appropriate Native American tribes, will develop specific mitigation

measures pursuant to the PA for this project (Appendix E, Volume I). In l
addition, a Native American consultation plan (Blair and Lawrence,
2000) has been written and consultation will be reinitiated between
FHWA and the appropriate Native American representatives during
+ the preliminary and final design phases of the project.

T012004001SCOORD1138.DOG/ 042330007 c3



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Koos, Eli.n_l_nthlsco
Subject: FW: Boulder City Bypass

»To: tgrecoddot.state . mnv.us

>From: Hal Berghel <hlb@acm.orgs
»Subject: BC Bypass

*oC:

*BoC:

»X-Budora-Signature: <hlb_urls

abate: Thu, 02 May 2002 07:53:331 -0700
>

>Tenn,

-
»Pardon the incerrupticn. I've contacted you before on this issue, but
>want to again re-affirm my position againat the southern bypasa.

>

sMy origimal email £o you appears below. My position hasn't changed. The
sgouthern bypasa is a transparent ateempt on the behalf of some BC
wregidencs te turn their problem into ocher BO reaident's problem. The
spolution is to approach this from the point of the community's best
=interests, not individual landowners.

Ed

»There are many of ue who feel atrongly on this iasue but whe haven't
sinvested a princely fortume in hiring pelitical lobbyista to drive up our
»property values under Che guise of "public spirik.” We ahould net be
»penalized because we have neicher the time, desire, nor economic might to
simpoge cur will on our aelghbors.

-

»With all hest regards.
>

»cheers.

=
»Hal Berghal
>BC resident
El

Ed
»<copy Of email to Tom Grece, September 22, 2001»
»T would 1like to exprees another view to NDOT as it updertakes ite planming.

=

={1} those who moved along U.5. 93 did so knowing full well thar they were

smoving alongeide a heavily used highway. Those of us who meved on the Respﬁnse to Comment C4-2.4
ssouth @ide of Bouldsr City did eo because they thought they wexe moving to

sthe quiet desert environs. The ="goaliticon® =ffort reminda me of the people Comment noted.

wwhe built heomea in Playa del Rey under the takeoff path of LAX, and then -§ C4-24

»later susd LAX over the noiss pollution. IE peemed 1ot on some that LA
»wag there before the homes. The wame apyplies Eor the homea along U.5.
53, The fact that this =coalition® is Ehrowing a 1ot of money ab this
weffort makes me even more puspicious of the motives.

-

s {2} At this moment, Heover Dam is ciaged to truck traffic. Naon-auto
straffic ie diverted through Laughlia. This seems to be an wffective
saolution to a problem. Ts thexe a major issus that ¥'m unaware <ft The

srouting through Laughlin seems o be viable. Lee's Te-¢ongider ir as a Res onse ITITY 4 6
spermanent solution. Ik is a fundamental mistake to do something p tO CD ent C ‘1
will-conceived in the interest of "polikical rezlities.” . Comm€nt noted

>

»{3} Given the evanta of the past week, one really has to examine hew
sreasonable it is to place a bridge even within a few miles of the

SDam. Wouldn't it be safer in the long run to get the meavier traffic as
star away Erom Hoover Dam as practicable? I'm nc expert, but as a frequent
»flyer over this area, routing trusk traffic through Laughlin ox over the

sHendersan oot eesms to make a lob more geographical asense.
1

T0120040015CODRD1134.00C/ 042330007



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment 4-2.5

e o vad e hutheny vohte Gencrone the racuiet beasty B¢ che cazs Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the

pvalley. This is not to mention the noloe and dust poliution it will cause. preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
I hope that NDOT will t fall victim to the pressures of pelitical and . N . . . o ,

Smoniea mu?mi:inacﬁ‘f’feraa neapuzed response that is truly in the rationale for this decision. Visual, noise, and air impacts are discussed
sinterests of Boulder City. . . .

. in FEIS Sections 4.10, 4.3, and 4.2, respectively.

>0 [3:-19

-
»hal berghel

=l

» http: f/wew. acm.org/hlb/

htkp:/ fwew . acm.org/hlo/

TO120040015CCORD1134.00C) (42330007 5



C54.1

C5-4.2

cs-2.7

I wouM like io recommend route D “The Sopthern Route”,

R S NN N Y

It would not teke suyowe's honte sway from theo,

H would not shat dowa and relocaie suy business

Smafl business showid be trentad the same as the casinos

It doca mot send 6 lunes of traffic through tows, sllowing Boulder City to
kiep and muixtain their small towa stmospheve

Tt does ot allaw sound barriecs and over pasacs to destray the view people
haye of the monntains xad Inke .

Tt will allow the Hemingway Valley to remain opes and spacions

Stnee 911 the tracky and motor homes have boen routed wround Boalder
City and it bas mot affected business. _
We huve & small business and i has not bocn affected by the 911 reroute of
trucks and campers. Our customers are actually hippier 2ud have maide
very positive comments. Most of onr exstocters et in the restanrants and
stay ut the locel hotels when they come boatlng or fishivg.

¥ It ia nctually easier for our clieuts to pall their boats from Industrial oa to

Use3.

¥ No ome wonld be diaturbed, have to put up with woise pollution, or dest

pollntion, or traffie tie L
wm»ﬂ:ﬁuﬂlmh»u mext to residential homes. We

“crashed In town and meér homes. This will xliow hazmat to contaba a spill

and not have to worry about the humsy sspect. This will niso allow as
residence to sivep easier H the trucks did not bring hazardons material past
ouy homes dafly.

v Hwuclear waist docs come to Nevads, Tdo not want it that close t5 wy hame.,

&

536 Lake Huron

Baulder City

Home Owaer

Realior

Small Business Owner (Les' Marine Repair & Storage)

TO120040018CO\DRD11 34.00CH 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C5-4.1

Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision. Small business and casino economic impacts
are discussed in Sections 3.11.2 and 4.11 of the FEIS.

Response to Comment C5-2.6 :
A description of Alternative D can be found in Section 2.7.4 of the FEIS.

As described in FEIS Section 4.10 (Visual Impacts), Alternative D would
result in the greatest landscape modification.

Response to Comment C5-4.2
Comment noted.

Response to Comment C5-2.7

Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision.

The nearest residential area is approximately 1.34 km (0.83 miles) from
the Alternative D alignment.

Conunent concerning transport of nuclear waste is noted. Of the build
alternatives, Alternative D maintains traffic the greatest distance from
residences.

C-6



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

ce

BOULDER CITY CORRIDOR Page 1 of 8

Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

Subject: FW: B, C. CORRIDOR DEIS

..... Original Message-----

From: Oick Brave [maito: rbrave@anv.net)
Sent: Thursday, May 09, 2002 1.06 PM
To: srewlins@dot.state.mv.us

Subject: 8. C. CORRIDOR DEIS

May 9, 2002

R Scott Rawlins, P.E.

Project Manager

Mevada Department of Transpodaltion
1263 S. Stewart Street

Carson City, NV 85712

Reference: Boulder CityfUS 93 Comidor Draft Environmental knpact Statement
Dear Mr. Rawlins:

The purpose of this fetter and the accompanying table is to provide you with some comments and suggestions regarding the
reference document,

First, { would like to compliment the team for having done a solid professional job in preparing the DEIS. It took a lot of time
but the result shows why. My comments and suggestions are meant to be constructive and not critical of your efforts.

The accompanying table makes i clear that both Alternatives B and C are far superior to Alternative D in almost evary
investigated category. Reading the local paper, listening to City Council meeting presentations and taking direct input at
public mestings might fead to the conclusion that the people of Boulder City prefer Altemative 0. However, the DEIS is an
objective study of the situation and any objective reader will come to the same conclusion that } have. There was a voter-
approved initiative on the June 1295 Boulder City ballot that recommmended a southemn bypass, and ! voted for it. | mada my
decision based on a dasire to keep trucks off Boulder City surface streets but | was woafully under-informed, The information
contained in the DEIS, especially that data related to the complexity of the eastern portion of the southem route, was not
available at that time and no other altematives were under discussion. The main reascn for expending the time and money to
prepare envircamental impact statements is to make sure that all reasonable solutions are completely developad. The voice

05/16/2002

TO12004001SCODRD 134 DOCY 042330007
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

The commenter is referred to FEIS Table ES-1, which indicates the

following impact summaries for Alternative D:

Air Quality (4.2} - equivalent to Alternative B,

highest

.
4

Noise (4.3) - decreased noise in some residential areas; increased noise
Water Resources (4.5) - greater long-term impacts than Alternative B
level of support for bicycle routes; benefits to residential development
summary and compilation of potential impacts and mitigation measures

greater utility tower/line impacts. Mitigation measures equivalent to
Visual (4.10) - lowest visual resource impacts of build alternatives.

Mitigation equivalent to Alternatives B and C.
Opposition to Alternative D noted. Refer to FEIS Table ES-1 for a

Wetlands/Waters of the U.S. (4.6) - greater impacts than other
Floodplains (4.7) - smaller area requiring least mitigation of all
Land Use/Section 4(f) (4.9) - greater impact on LMNRA land
Energy Use (4.16) - most energy consumed during construction

Biology / Threatened Species (4.4) - equivalent to Alternative B.

Economic (4.11) - short-term negative impact.

o "
& &
" o
et : "
51 < g
£ z . r ESEY
m = & 8 m >
(& el > = . O
S B g T3 U £ 22738
™ 17 m m @ ) .m h)
@V = [ 7] .V m 4 ]
2 N = = m % g o
o £ o e =S~ Y
) : 3 3 £ 5
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BOULDER CITY CORRIDOR Page 2 of 8

ce-28

C8-3.4

C8a2

CE-82

C64.3

of the pecple, no matter how few, must be heard but the actual decision must be made based of an objactive analysis of all
pertinent factors.

The following comments supplement those in the table.

1.

Fifteen separate areas of environmental impact were investigated in the DEIS. The negative impacts of Atternative D
are clearly greater than these of B or C in ten of these areas [Air Qurality, Noise, Bictogyf Threatened Species, Water
Resources, Wetlands/ Waters of the L1.5., Floodplains, Land UsefSection 4{f), Visual, Economic and Energy Uss]. In
the remaining five areas, the impact is either nearly the same for all altermatives ar there is no significant effect on the
environment,

. The cost of the project is not considered to be an environmental matter but it is an important factor, The cost of

Altemative D is so much higher than the other two build afternatives that enommous benefits would need to be attained
in order to justify its selection. The DEIS clearly shows that there are no such bensfits and that there are serious
Altemative D environmental impacts which cannot be mitigated.

. The availability of fill material i cfitical to this project. | could not find an analysis of the sources for fill in the DEIS.

Alternative 0 is likely to require fill far in excess of that available from cuts. Aitematives B and C may also require
some smaller amounts of extemally-supplied fill material.

. The baikot initiative mentioned above was three years ago. Sugarfoaf Mountain was selected as the location for the

Hoover Dam Bypass in January of that year (1999) but the feeling in Bowulder City was that the bridge could still be
stopped by strong potlitical action. That is not the cass taday.

. Parts of the Altemative D pass through land under the contral of the Bureau of Land Management, The Boulder City

Charter prohibits gambling in the City, Tha BLM often auctions off sections of fand, many times to casino companies
for casino/hatel development purposes. Boulder City could not legally stop such a land sale and this could resuit in a
gambling enterprise near the southemn bypass highway. Df course, a casino could be built there now but without the
southem bypass it does not make good business sense. This possibility should be dealt with in the FELS,

. Page 4-9 states that the homes on Gectgia will Have 41dbA noise levels when Altemate D is operational. That is

down from about 75dbA on the freeway just 0.8 mile away. You may be right, but | could not find any justificaion in
the DEIS. Afso, the statement “Such levels are below exlsting.. levels™ is made. This implies that if we want a quieter
neighborhood, all we need to do is go build a 65 mph highway about 0.8 mile away. If this statement is intentiona) it
needs some backup. The DEIS states that the *B” Hil'San Felipe residential area is 1.5 miles from USS3/D. The horse
corrals are much closer than that and could be exposed to excessive noise. There is always somebody in the corral
area and many times there is quite a crowd, This area should be considered in the DEIS,
Here are a couple of typographical amars.
= On pages 4-66 and 4-100 {at least) you have misspelled the name of our excellent planner, Susan Danfelewicz.
« The “million” is missing from the construction cost estimate text on page 4-98.

5162002
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GEMERAL PUBLIC

2 Respense to Comment C6-3.2
. = o | Standard NDOT cut-and-fill criteria were used to determine the depths
£ N gaF %’ £3 gg E of cuts and fill for all build alternatives. All excavated material may be
g i%; g 5-:3 2 3 S22 g | usedinfills, thus reducing the need for fill importation. Sources of
833 g % 3 %_g-g ¢ | imported fill material will be identified during the final design phase of
§§§ z8 3 ggﬁg 5 | the project.
20l 35 3
gég g2 %%;% § On the basis of information developed for the Preliminary Engineering
g2 3225 % | Report (NDOT, November 2001), total estimated fill importation
€ 3 33 E required for Alternative D is approximately 10 times less than for
s 3 gg Alternative B and 7 times less than Alternative C.
=483
§§ 35 Response to Comment C6-6.2
g 39 g Comment noted.
§E %% Response to Comment C6-4.3
538> Potential future land use sales on the part of BLM are beyond the scope
539 g of the DEIS and FEIS for the project.
g 2:@ Response to Comment C6-2.9
& n3 As discussed in FEIS Section 3.3, project-related traffic noise impacts
3 =% were evaluated by conducting existing traffic and background noise
S %g level measurements in the project area and predicting future traffic noise
g § 5 levels from each project alternative using projected peak-hour traffic
g =7 data, the proposed roadway alignment(s), and the FHWA Traffic Noise
g 5 % Model (TNM) Version 1.1. Project-related traffic noise impacts were
o &3 evaluated against traffic noise level criterion for Activity Category B
§ %g sites. Results from this analysis were compared to existing conditions for
3 27 each alternative.
e =2 ot
- 23 Response to Comment 6-5.1
3 g § | Preference for Alternative C noted.
3 2

T 2004001SCHORD1134.D0C) 042330007 ) 9
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C6-2.10

Comment noted. Air quality-related impacts are addressed in FEIS
Section 4.2. Wind speed and direction were considered in the dispersion
modeling prepared for this analysis.

Response to Comment C6-2,11

As discussed in FEIS Section 3.3, project-related traffic noise impacts
were evaluated by conducting existing traffic and background noise
level measurements in the project area and predicting future traffic noise
levels from each project alternative using projected peak-hour traffic
data, the proposed roadway alignments(s), and the FHWA TNM
Version 1.1. Project-related traffic noise impacts were evaluated against
traffic noise level criterion for Activity Category B sites (e.g., residences,
churches, schools, recreation areas, and similar uses). Results from this
analysis were compared to existing conditions for each alternative,

The potential impacts at Hoover Dam were addressed in the

Hoover Dam Bypass FEIS, which has received a Record of Decision
(ROD). Design of the bypass project, located 1,500 feet south of the dam
is currently underway. This FEIS, focuses on the portion of U.S. 93
between 1-515 and the planned western end of the U.S. 93 Hoover Dam

Bypass project.

10



. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

. . Response to Comment C6-2.12
2 E: g 2 4 g = Opposition to Alternative D noted. Potential impacts to biological
2 5 3 g : - —— E | resources and threatened/endangered species are discussed in FEIS
§ - o Section 4.4. FEIS Sections 4.4.3 and 4.4.4 describe measures that would
g 3. ) g %l_ § g o B8 23 wim % be undertaken to protect bighorn sheep during construction and
= ] 4 m_ = 0 . - . .
+3:288% 8373 ixal E3pal.id ¥283) 3 | operation of Alternative D.
ecilgch) ook %8 sgTiRRdl PN 2
PEi8* Sl BT % 2IEsE R to Comment C6-2.13
3 3| & g g gl2FE g esponse to Comme .
@ w
4 ‘ ° - : - # | Comment noted.
a W = o = § =¥t
g " B e E 2 g % g g s g g ;;. Response to Comment C6-2.14
o h . @ m o . N . .
ia g £ E: 38 CAN 3| & g3 {Xs noted in FEIS Section 4.6, construction and Ior'ig-term operat}onal
. impacts would be greater for Alternative D, relative to Alternatives B
] o g & ol
57 | e B 7exi sl | g8 | aC
2 g 2 g . X - . ;
g §§ S L gl §° % Ei g3 Boulder City code requirements for subdivision grading, drainage, and
£s . . topography are not applicable to an interstate highway project.
L - <] £ =3 o] . N 3 T
o> I ®z Fls2s85 2 g @ As noted in FEIS Section 4.10.3, NDOT has developed and circulated, in
38 € @iy §|22-331 o3 3% . . . p
] g‘o—" 2 2% 3753938 Eg g3 June 2002, a landscape policy that will outline a treatment methodology.
Rge
Fua. LT Response to Comment C6-2.15
oaol gxegLIFELs T PRER g 3557 P '
EE% g % BRI %‘ & %’% g5g=0 s £ & % 7 Opposition to Alternative D noted.
c8z3| ShlEEafeisiorEe 3633
o525 % z4 55 §§ E2e §§§ gl Ez ol Response to Comment C6-2.16
§§§§ >3 »578353E27%2 2 Ss3 Opposition to Alternative D noted.
FEFE 803§§”20§03mm0_. 2 g.g’g pp
o8 F3oalw: 3 Il Z =
s %g z E} e % %% o3 %%% £3 g 2 g g Response to Comment C6-2.17
y @ o o® - a, . . . .
: “";g% g’é e £8898 R g3 it 283 As noted in FEIS Section 4.5, construction and long-term operational
[=] " iy - Py - =] =3 N . . .
§828] &5 3g8slgsaigsud ! 928 impacts would be greater for Alternative D, relative to Alternatives B
5803 33| 8288 FogSscss 3 &3 e P 8
28,3l fg) gisd| sgfiica 3=% and C.
387g g 3% §5855ae 35
« ) * iR g - I3 - - . -
g 3| "% 8| “28s°;53 z| Construction and operational mitigation to avoid or minimize potential
' %| adverse impacts associated with implementation of all the build
= | alternatives are discussed in FEIS Section 4.6.3.
Opposition to Alternative D noted.

THM2004001SCODRD134.D0OCH 042330007 1



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment 6-2.18

Response to Comment C6-2.19
Response to Comment C6-2.20

As noted in FEIS Section 4.14.1, Alternative B would change traffic

existing and proposed pedestrian and bicycle facilities within the City,

its aIigr.ament outside of the City would result in larger impacts to
recreational facilities and trails. Aliernative D would result in a slower

rate of traffic volume increase within the City, while affecting

patterns within Boulder City, resulting in impacts to pedestrians and
bicycle facilities. While Alternative C would have less of an impact to

recreational trails and NPS backcountry roads in the eastern portion of

T SE
B ° £
S :
4
5 2% £
Eoaf c
g &8 >
) ) 5
BOULDER CITY CORRIDOR Page 6 of 8
Floodplaing 10 Acres | 5.9 Acresare | 4.1 Acres | Alternate D requires less permansnt
ce-2.18 — (Operational) are impacted | are impacted | mitigation than either B or C.
{4.71 impacted
Cuitural Jsites may | 6 sites may | 2 sites may Alternate D is narrowly better
Resources, be impacted | be impacted | be impacted
C6-2.19 Archaeclogical
sites
{4.8)
Environmontat | Altenate B | Alternate C | Alternate D Comments by R. Bravo
Characteristic {per DEIS} {per DEIS) {par DEIS)
“Bm_m Sectlon)
Land 45 Acres of 45 Acres 85 Acres of | The claim that Alt. B provides the highest
UselSection 4(f) | LMNRA land | LMNRA land LMNRA land | level of support for bicycle routes makes no
. is used. 5 is used. i used. sense. Both G and D divert traffic from the
{4.9) structures Impacts Casino streets used by bicycles and pedes-tians.
demciished. River access is | Also, there is no banefit in encou-raging
Impacts River |  Mountain modified.. | residential development. The pecpla of
Mouatain Loop Trail, Rifle range | Boulder City have changed the City Charter C8-2.20
Loop Trail. | Potential golf may be twice just fo discourage such development.
Electrical courses moved In spite of the DEIS “spin™, D is clearly the
towerfling affected. Electrical | worst saiution pased on the use of our land.
impacts are Electrical tawetfline
low towerfling impacts are
impacts are high.
- mediun.
05/16f2002
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C6-2.21

The FEIS evaluated a representative collection of potentially sensitive
viewpoints for each alternative based on an onsite field survey.

Suggestion for additional viewshed analysis noted.

As poted in FEIS Section 4.11.1, Alternative D is expected to result in an
initial noticeable negative effect on through-traffic businesses. In the

Response to Comment (6-2.22

long run, it is anticipated removal of most of the through-traffic would
present a much more attractive envirorunent for many businesses not

dependent on significant through-traffic customers. Thus, Boulder City’s
economy might fransition into one dependent more on services,
destination tourism, or possibly even small-scale manufacturing.

Comment noted. See response to Comment C6-2.22.

Response to Comment C6-2.23

BOULDER CITY CORRIDOR Page 7 of 8
Visual Laguna Lane | Laguna Lane | Only sminimal | DETS ignores one of the most beautiful
{4.10) residentiat residential impacton | views in this region. This is the view from
views are and two casino any slightly elevated place in the City.
impacted historic patron views | across the E! Darado Valley to the south,
) structure east of U.S. 95. Alt. D severely impacts this
views are view and no mitigation will help. Table 4-24
impacted addrasses only reskiential receptors This ca-2.24
inspiring view ta the south is for everybody. -
Pennanent scarring of this relatively pristine
area is no! in anyone's best interests. Also,
there is no apparent reascn that the Laguna
Lane view cannat be saved by putting
Pacifica under the new US 93, as is Lake
Mountain Drive..
Economic Drive-by 14.5.93 Short-term | The urban arterial section of Alt. B allows
{4.11) dependent businesses negative | relatively easy access to U.5. 93 businesses
businesses may see effect on City | and the access to central City at Buchanan
may lose fower sales. | businessis | is actually improved. Al C provides access
revenue likely, tong- | to these businesses and 1o central City at CB-2.22
termnot | Canyon Road. Alt. © provides neither
likely. visibility of, nor access fo, any of the City
businesses. Any negative economic impact
on the City will cartainly be mare severa with
Alt. D than with aither B or C.
Environmental Alternate B | Alternate C | Alternate D Comments by R. Bravo
Characteristic {per DEIS) {per DEIS) {por DEIS)
{DEIS Sactlon} -
Social Five Hoise Less intown | Alt three build attematives reduce in-town
(4.12) busir iner traffic may | traffic, Alt. D most of all. See preceding
removed, views decrease comments. This loss is not likely to be
access impacted. | local business replaced by local custorners. Locals do not C6-2.23
affected by revenie. go to Henderson because thera is too
raised much traffic in Boulder City, they go to find
medians the products and services that they need.
05/16/2002
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GEMERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C6-2.24

Comment noted.

Comment noted. Refer to DEIS and FEIS Table 4-32.
A.S noted in FEIS Section 4.16.2, Alternative D would result in the
highest level of fuel consumption of the alternatives considered.

A C(.)nstmction time schedule was included in the DEIS visual impact
section; however, it is too early to determine the actual length of
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BQULDER CITY CORRIDOR Page § of 8
Bicycles/Pedestrians Current Greater Current Alt. © causes a far greater backcountry
(4.14) unsafe impact than unsafe impact than does either B or C. However,
conditions | Alt. B and the | conditions get | D is the only aiternative that avoids
getworsein | Gold Stike | warse in time | relocating {he Hemenway Wash
time and the Canyon and the Gold | drainageftrail facility. The Gold Strike
Gold Strike Trailhead | Strike Canyen | Canyon Trailhead must be pratected in any
Canyon may be Trailhead event. This canyon is absolutely unigue. ca224
Trailhead impacted may be ’
may be impacted.
impacted Many NPS
trails and
backcountry
roads are
directly
impacted.
Energy Use 334 gal. of 322 gal. of 340 gal. of | Alt. D obvicusly will require more fuei
{Construction) fualfday fueifday fueliday (@10 | usage during construction. '
(4.16) (@10 mpg) | (@10 mpy} mpy) c8-3.3
548 gal. of 523 gal. of 560 gal. of
fueliday (@5 | fuel/day (@5 | fueliday (@5
mpga) mpd) mpg)
Energy Use 15,700 gal. 48,660 gal. | 18,504 gal. of | The 15% to 18% higher fuel consum-ption
{Operational) of fuet used | of fuel used fuel used undler Alt. D Is supposedly negated by
{4.16) during a duringa | during a 2027 | delay time reduction and “indirect and 613
2027 pesk 2027 peak peak hour. | circulation benefits”. These factors apply to
hour. howr. all altematives and D is clearly the worst
choice for anergy consumption.
Estimated Cast $220 Million | $220 Million $345 $125,000,00C more for an inferior soluticn. oy
Million ’
Construction Time | 5 years over | 5yearsovel | 5yearsover | [tdoes not seem Ingical that the much
Period 11 yaars 11 years 11 years more complex Alt. D can be built in the C6-3.5
same amount of tima.
SMOLRE
05/16/2002
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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Al 10, 2002

Michaci W, Brucske

901 Dl Sol Drive

Bouldes City, NV 89005

NDOT Environmentsl Division

1263 3, Stewart

Carson City, NV 89712

At Mr. Duaryl James

Re: 1.8, Highway 93 Alterpative Routes

Diear Sir

I &t Writing 4o xpress ¢y opposition to wmmwuraﬁwy‘yam

1225 mmmmcaymmunhuww;h and the nssocisted. naise, wmﬂ: Response to Comment C7-2.25
“ ity concerns i {0 it Itle community, | am wholeheartedly aguinst alterustives ™ .

Band C. Whik I o S o tha tonled with 2ornative D, the southers Dyase, & 1 les Opposition to Alternatives A, B, and C, and comuments noted.
offensive than the other aktarnstives, )

I renlize that o few dowatown business e d that diventing some twaffio

s o g g émwmmmmﬂﬁ

concerns are exaggemted.  Cross coumtry truckers that

12s | eobaiy o sop eat sped mocey n Bonker Caty ayony wih L Vegas st 30 Response to Comment C7-4.4

nizmtes ferthey up the road. Hownver, the vacationars on their way to Las Vegan or the Lake Economic impacts to businesses are discussed in Section 4.11 of the .
Mead National Rocreation Area who are the most Hosly to uslize local Bovkder Cay P FEIS

merchanrs wonkd continue to take the existing Hoover Dem thro Boulder City toute, Rt a3
they aze dofgg pow.

w,lmmwmmmmwmmmm
bridge in Laughtin and improve the existing U.S. Hory, 95 tixu Searchlight to Raficoad Paas
to ke it the designsted roate. mmhkxcm%ghmﬁ
would slimingte the proposed boondoggle bridge and roadwork 30 “Hoove
eras | L atouinedy cox ciises tamdeuds of milios of dolam by e tr & s compited gesponse to Comment C7-6.3
3 | Furthermore, cxpanding the curent Scarchiight route coudd be compleoed omment noted.

akaratives B or G, Wich safity and tervoriam being vsed ns m smgunent 70 fast track the ent noted
Boulder City options, isa't time 20 important considoration? 1 know the trusking industry is
thWmmumﬂnyﬂzmmmmw Aren't theee
memmmmmmofdem
have already been passed oa to conmmners?

Mz, Jamcs, this i a health, ﬂ&tyandquuﬂyofihmthtwﬂlpwaﬁﬁﬂtﬂm
of all the poopie tike mo who heve chosen o zke Boulder Clty their botre. Most of the

TO12004001SCOMORD 1134 DOC/ 042330007 15



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

04724402 16:08 PAT 7023621107 CHM BILL Doia o

rexidentts of our quiet, sufe il tows have B srong sease of commmily. Th_nynepdmpc
mmﬁfnzm%mﬁmwmm&myoﬂﬁm&uw
and unique part of Southern Nevada. mmmwmmwmof
&m»mmamcmwwmwmﬂmofmu
wﬂdmwnpmiﬂrwhnmndmpwphmh@dﬂﬂwuﬂewo{ﬁ:
was boing threatennd, AR ardent, vigorous 0pposition to tho ix-toms remes could potentinlly
it and dalxy those romss. mmoppmmbﬁmmw_wm
mmanﬁmmmwmmkwm AhmtleA,B
and C are stmply intolerable and wiacceptable 3o the vast pajority of Boulder City residcots.

" e ht sout i oot a vishs option, ahznmive D tht bypasos Response to Commez.tt C7 3:6 '

rouse south of town is the galy othex choice, Tho addtiopel costs associstod widh this rocts Preference for and rationale in support of Alternative D noted.
G738 | iuld bo more thin ofBer by the cominged scremty, prosperky = Mgh quality famdly

lifimtyle enjoyed by those who live in Boulder City.

Thank you for your comzxieration in this mattor,

i by

Michazl W. Brossks

TOMZ2004001SCONDRO1134.DOCH 042330007 C-16



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

L] P
EIAS LIONEL SAWYER & COLLINS

Ju——— ]
ATTORANKEY R AT LAW
AAMUEL & LIGHEL . SOLDETIN 1700 BANK OF AMERICA BLATA JEFFRET G, BHEMICUCCY JORHUA . DICHET
QMANT RAWEA AHTHONY H CARST CTTA L WALKER JANNA L AT
- IR . ST 3OO IODUTH FOURTH sTRETY O TN HANT MATTHEW E WATION
CRLLEEN A DOLANY AN . AL HOHN . NATLO R
om ML EBALING ol | LAS VEGAS. NEVADA 82101 2. e T e amAR
AN W DA 177G J43-808S TOPS . KENMEDT [Ty -]
AICHARD W BRTAN LAUREL E GAAE —_— DEIDAE J, CALL DR A ALK
JCPFAET P, TUCKER  GaR AR 3, "
P R HEIMANCWEN CAML G LY FAX DL 3a3-R ELITASETH BMCRFIGD  STEFHEK M. BaAWILLE
AOREAT O Fads LAYHE J. BUTT [P, e LEGAN £ SARUER
DD ML PREOEAICR Ml Ltk WECHNETH ®, MR AT W 3 ALAND
OEHMIE L REMAEDY  WOWARD € COUR T MR G PULETON 4 CARBAMLL I DORTON M.
TR WL O RTON PaA T : WAL, K CARGLL. T. waTEED
DA G BOWEM CHRIETORAER B WODPER . . JANCY SN AEREIMGR  MAAL B, LIVATS
MARK & SOLOMON 7. URERONT QIORGANE April 4, 2002 G LANCE COMH A THAM o EIPSARDE.
WODMEY W, HEAN WAL A Rhol T R . BLOOTT A EATON BLLCK C Wil
ARVET WHITTIMONE BTN A HACRETT
ALLEM 4, WILT
DANG WHTTEMGRE YN 5. ALATONE
MOY 1, WO
LMD & M . OaM S MoILHM
o Cint L
MOBMAT ML BCIAL DN
A LAY
LN W TR
B MRS TR DT ikk # M
(702) 303-5955

Mr. Daryl James
NDOT Environmental
1263 South Stewart Sireet
Carson City, NV 88712
Re:  Boulder City/U.5. 93 Comidor Study
Dear Mr. James:
Attachad pleasa find an article and an editorial from the April 4, 2002, edition of

Bouider Cily News. We requast that you include thesa articles in the public comments
that you are compiling for this project.

Sincerely,

Joe Cain

Erclosures

AEHE GRFICE: 400 RANR OF AWMERIGH ALATA, BO WEAT LIMERTY BTREEY - RENS. HEVARA SRRCH
AT TAR-EEAS T FAR ITFEI PEE-adbh

TO12004001SCOIDRD1134 DO/ 042330007
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Vlewp oint @om«ef:m
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Nsws Vle

'l'he futiire is at stake

M
! mmmirmhwwm. .

the Boal o A C
* e have sndorsed the ides. of w southern bypess, » C8-2.26

ymﬂ'mvﬂ.uhhﬂwhﬁdwﬂa
“hwsrnand traffiz going throagh town, If yoo nead
oot of the sitastion sloag U.B. Highway 93, ry

. driving ints or out of town daring the daytims, oty |
udmhlldhmhﬁummdam-
; aloag the 1oad. -

Bt thave axw thoss with diffaring views, and hope-
fully thoss pacple will come out to staks thedr cuse.
. Bomne foal the poutharn rovte will deva Toend

. busimesss. (thers don's wott their view of tha
Eldoredo Valley to incinde » frewwny. And others stlll,
 do vot want s wider bighwny bisecting an area of
axpaixive Lake Mead view homas .
+  And whils UB. 43 is part of the Canamax Highway,

City's future is at stake, and it's imperative that as
Wnﬂdﬂhupodbhﬁwuphhn%w
on this croeisl project.

TO120040MSCOORD1134.DOC/ (42330007

Response to Comment C8-2.26

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Support for Alternative D and comment noted.

c.20



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

] e
o ~ .
%I-‘& LIONEL SAWYER & COLLINS
ATTORNEYE AT LAW
. " P 1700 BANN GF AMEAISA PLALS ARFFRTY O, MEWNCIES  SOHMA . GROUET
QRAKT SARTER ANTHNY W CARCT KT L WL RN b SLANE
AT . T 3G JOUTH FOURTH STALET LERLME AR MY WATRAEN K. WATIOR
; CMLKEN A COLAM. LAS ALY e WAL 2w M, mkrLOR
o M Sl & fariv VECAS. NEVADA 88101 CAAG E Ets GREEONY M SErOMLR
DAY W, DU (701 3B3-S 8N TOUD £ KEHHEDTY & REG
RICHARD W BATAN LALMRL & e —— CEORE J. Chik A A SV
JAFFREE B, TUCKER Dk AL MGARER A 4. PR TLBARETA R SRENHAN
PAUL A HEGMARGWRK! AL O. BARELY FAR [FORE RAM-A-HE ELTARITM BANCAFIELE  STERWEM M, Bl
AGAENT D. FASE AW . BUTY [ROT—— A . ORI A . BRI
CaD W FIREDROCH, ] REHHETH R MYCRS MM . GLALANG
CENWW L KEMMEDT  HOWARD I CILE e N OO WECTOR o CamBhidl | DOMLEM M. SRR
RHCAAD . WOATDN R X s, R CAR ST T. waTERN
o . wowE CHMETORVER A, HOGRER . SANET WA BRI . A
Ml A RODHH . BREGGRY GIOROAM April 8, 2002 0. LANCE CommN AAFvAR . T
AOOMLY W AN hadmn o, T LCOTT A EATOM L .
ARV WaArTTEMGSS  NTEFIEN R HACKATY
TOOO FOUTOM i . W F
OLAD WHITEMRRE  LTHM . FULITONE
L
EVHEA B MARY OAM T MARE
o Dy S————————

AN AR . - il AR B MU
(702) 353-0905
Mr. Dary! Jarmes
NDOT Environmental
1263 South Stewart Street

Re: Boulder Cityfl}.S. 93 Corridor Study
Deaar Mr. James:
Aftached please find an articla from the April §, 2002, edition: of the Las Veaas

$yn. We raquast that you inciude this article in the public comments that you are
compiling for this project. ’

Joe Cain

Enclosure

HERG JFRICE NGO BAMK D AMLRIGA FLalA, BT SERT LIBERTY STAKET - mamk, NEwvaks SS0L
P TAS-RSAE - ran ISP FRa-m RN

TO120040015CCAORD1134.00C/ (42330007 C-21



el iri bl pteEs
figizgi%§§}[!5§t§§§

aa i i %&?
i
theled sk ﬁhjﬁ i

h
it
i

LT
filips
tiEE&E;E
itk
hHix

T

1

I
i

F
i
3

l
it
FEF

i
- ?E
|

]
|

. vw
]

© "Hithey balldwp
with the

k
¥
A

J o227

c1

c10-2.28

cn

c12
c122.30

C11-229

TO120040MSCADRD1134.D0C/ 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBUIC

Response to Comment 9-2.27
Comment noted.

Response to Comment C10-2.28
Comment noted.

Response to Comment C11-2.29
Support for Alternative D and comment noted.

Response to Comment C12-2.30

Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume 1 of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision.

Alternatives B and C would result in unavoidable adverse impacts on
views of Lake Mead from the Laguna Lane residences.

Response to Comment C13-1.4

Section 3.14 of the FEIS identifies the affected pedestrian and bicycle
facilities and the problems associated with bike paths and lanes, and
Section 4.14 discusses the impacts of each alternative.

The construction of the preferred alternative (Alternative D) will not
impact the completion of the River Mountains Loop Trail, which has
been designed as a continuous multi-use path from Henderson through
the River Mountains and down the Hemenway Wash. Pedestrians,
bicyclists, and equestrians will use the trail, and it will allow for access
to Lake Mead and Hoover Dam.

caz2



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Ltad 45 Cancn City rm Bept. 5, 1396 ollawiiy.
yut Toue plbarnattore .

Response to Comment C14-6.4
Comment noted. Alternative D would be designed to tie into the
S —"— Hoover Dam Bypass alignment. This interchange configuration has been

1464 1f the now-bridge has 1 bé umiistly w : ew-pizk might belp to determined by the Hoover Dam Bypass Project and can be reviewed in
4 | whole scene 2 Gty anpearane TS BEA - R . . e . .
m::‘c;cc‘::n:rhe simple beauty $urrounding the Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Preliminary Engineering Report
) ' Preferred Alternative {Alternative D Southern Bypass), November 2002.
: ) bridge
St e SR L

. p Waar, Our 21 I. Z
cham; ' -in 3 i -afl four .
is original plin was changoed -As shown. myonrmafm,
: ‘:hegomm::méedakgmmcs' ooks ke they: were: ‘Tegonmv:nded” by the
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#r. Caryl James

NDOT Ervircnmental
1262 South Stewart Street
Carson City, NV 88712

Enciosures

CH2M HILL

LIONEL SAWYER 8 COLLINS

ATTCRMEYR AT Lbw

ITOD BANL OF AMERICA PLATA

300 BRUTH FOURTH BTREET
145 VEGAS. NEVADA 88101
[FOx) ANI-BAAE

FAR (TOE 33-BE4E
RO OB
et O T A

April 12, 2002

Bowider City/U,S. 93 Coridor Study
Dear My, James:

Bincerely,

Jo# Caln

DoL4so3d

Tl L MERALL AHDADH W, Ghi el

MG E e DUREKA W BELARS

TEOD £ KEeMETY BCAM T Atk

LALRA 2, THL AGRER G P, LAY

WA e LA o EnmAmOh

AT B T KLa.SA S HEU

WECTON 2 EMPRIAL 1 . O L GTH
CARINL. LU b ELALEH

T k. EATC R T, B, MMTT
SOLA L GIRET WTUE O, AL
T L ATRG N st v Slgma

AL A B i
SRESARY W, CEHIGAN LU ZORE
LIPS AT B G W
L, o A Ly

Enciosed plassa find an srticls and four Tetters 1o the editor that appeared in the
April 11, 2002, edition of the Boylder Cly Nows. Wa request that you include thesa in
the public commerts that vou are comgiling for this project.

MENS SFFIEEL NOO BANK OF ANERIEA FUATAL G0 WHAT LIFEATY BTREET - RESO. RESADA BRI

R} Pl Rl + A PTRL 7R R
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Comment and preference for Alternative D noted.
Comment and preference for Alternative D noted.

Response to Comment C15-6.5
Response to Comment C16-6.6
Response to Comment C17-4.6
Response to Comment C18-4.7
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€. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C20-2.31
Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the

preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume [ of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision,

Section 2.4 of the FEIS describes the screening process of the initial
alternatives. The PMT developed evaluation criteria taking into
consideration the issues and concerns of Boulder City residents.

Four alternatives (three build and one no build) were selected for further
evaluation. The two initial alternatives that were combined to form

Alternative D were ranked 2 and 3 based on the screening process and
six criteria (FEIS Table 2-1}.

Response to Comment C20-2.32
Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the

preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume [ of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision.

Response to Comment C21-2.33
Support for Alternative D and comment noted.

Response to Comment C21-2.34
Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the

preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision.

C28



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

ca2
Koos, ElizabethiSCO

Subject: FW: Proposed routs South of Boulder City

————— original Meesage--—---

From: Rawlins, Scott tmailto: srawlinsgdot.state.nv.us]
Sent: May 10, 2002 6:17 AM

Ta: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: PW: Proposed route south of Boulder City

fyi

R. Scott Rawlina, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Trapnsportation
1263 §. Stewart St.

Caxoon City, NV 85712

Ph: (775) BE8-T7317

Fax: (775} BEB-T7322

————— original Message-----

Prom: DarvaDesgacl.com [mazilto:DarvaDes@aol.cdm]
Sent: Thursday, May 03, 2002 10:18 PM

To: srawlinsédot.state.nv.us

Subject: Propesed route South of Boulder ity

There are many reasons Lo improve the route north of Boulder City, and maoy
more reasome to not add a route south of Boulder gity. Ap a resident of
Boulder City, I fasl very strengly that the southern route would cause
irreparble damage both to the dessrt and to our city, as well am not being

as

effective for travelere as a northern route would be. Conversely, &

northern _ _ Response to Comment C22-2.35

routa would he advantageous to tl.ravalern (the drive is more plealmant, with .. R .

:;:;:rof Lake Mead instead of views of the landfill, and there is less OPPOSIHOII to Alternative D noted. See Section 2,6 in Volume [ of the

£ hi te), and 1d al fde advapt to Boulder Ci C22-2.35 x : . Iy . .

£rom wnite oute), and would alao provide advastages to Boulder CiEY FEIS for discussion of the process and justification for the Alternative D
The last thing Boulder City residents want is a freeway mouth of town. R Selection.

northern routs, however, is desirakle on many levels.

I hope you will be carefol in your deliberaticons. It is clear to me that
the
advantages of the northern route and the disadvantages of the gouthern route

combine to make thim an sasy decimion. Please be wige.
Thank you,

Darva Campbell

Boulder City, Hevada

TO12004001SCONDRDT134.00C) 042330007
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Papelof)

Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

From: Wittie, Jean/LAS

Sant:  May 10, 2002 12:35 PM

Tao: Shoemaker, Patricial5C0; Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
Suhject; FW: USH3

--—-Lriginal Message--—-

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 10, 2002 11:50 AM

Ta: Wittle, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patrica/S00
Subject: FW: UIS/93

—~Original Message—--

From: Rawlins, Soott [mailt ins@dot,state. mv.us]
Sont: May 10, 2002 10:45 AM

To: Laske, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: US/93

FYl

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Depl. of Transporiation
1263 S, Stewart St,

Carson City, NV 88712

Ph: (775) BBB-TIT

Fax: (775) 888-7322

--=-{riginal Message-----
From: XtnaCasey@acl.com (mailto: XtinaCasey@acl.com]

Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 10:42 AM Response to Comment C23-1.5
To: srawlins@dot.state. nv.us

Subject: U5/93 Preference for Alternative C noted.
i i i ier to get d off the freeway. | am in fevor of Altemative C. C231.5
e a0 gwmm ) difficult to go out into the desart Il 2916 Response to Comment C23-1.6
ad 1o Altarnative D as il will make it mora geoou . | " . .
tom opposeq fo amEe : Opposition to Alternative D noted. Access to existing uses such as the
Christina € ’ : . . P . .
708 Hﬁgﬁ landfill, rifle and pistol range, transmission line service roads, and
Boulder '+ . . . .
83005 : LMNRA lands would be maintained upon construction of Alternative D,

the preferred alternative.

05/10/2002

TO12004001SCONDRD1134.DOC/ 042330007 C-30



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of 1
C24

_@, _Elizabethfsco

From: Wiltie, Jear/LAS

Sant: May 10, 2002 12:36 PM

hi-H Shoemaker, PatricialSCO; Koos, Blizabeth/SCO
Subject: FW: US/93

-~--Original Message-—-

From: Laske, Michagl/LAS

Sent: May 10, 2002 11:50 AM

To: Wittie, Jean/Lh5; Shoemakar, Patricia/SC0
Subject: FW: LISf93

—-{riginat Message--—

From: Rawlins, Scott fmaith i dot.state.nv.us)
Sentz May 10, 2002 10:46 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: US/93

FYI

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Projact Manager
Nevada Dapl. of Trangportation
1263 5. Stewart St.
Carson City, NV 88712
Ph: [775) BE8-TMT

: (775) 888-7322
Fex (775) Response to Comment (C24-2.36
—Original Message——

s ik o] Opposition to Alternative D noted. See Section 2.6 in Volume 1 of the

day, 0, 2002 10:42 AM : . . iepe s .
SentsFriday, tay 1, 200 FEIS for discussion of the process and justification for the Alternative D

Subject: Li5/93 selection.

{ am opposed to Altemative D becausa 1t will ruin the view. When you drive over tha pass Boulder City sits 88 | mog 245
an casis. To put in the new bypass woukd destroy that senss of escape. 1 would be ugh. Response to Comment C24-2.37

N - o ] ki i tion: tha -
:;.m in fav?r of Alterative C because it will use an existing road, rather than making atterations to Icz.s.z_ST Preference for Alternative C noted.

Christina Casay
708 Fifth Streat
Boulder City, NV
89005

O YUY

TO12004001SCODRM1A.DOCH 042330007 o
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Koas, Ellzabeth/SCO

From: Wittie, Jean/LAS

Sent:  May 10, 2002 12:41 PM

Ta: Shoemaker, Palricia/SC0; Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
Subjsct: FW: US/HE3

—-Qriginal Message—~—

Froum: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent; May 10, 2002 11:49 AM

Ta: Wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patricia/SC0
Subject: Fw: US/93

—~—Original Message-—

From: Rawlins, Scott (maitt:srawlins@dot.state. nv.us]
Sent: May 10, 2002 10:45 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: PW: US/93

F¥i

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Trangportation
1283 5. Stewart 5t

Carson Gity, NV 86712

Ph: {775)888-7317

Fax: (F75) 888-7322

—Original Message—-

From: XtinaCasey@acl.com [mailto:XtinaCasey@aol com]
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 10:42 AM

To: srawlinsibdot.state. nv.us

Subject: USf93

t am opposed to Alternalive D because it wil have negative sffects on the desert. It ig beautifui land out there § co5.2 28
and It shoukin't be destroyed for a road when there ore cther altematives.

Aftemative C wil cost less. 1 &m in favor of Altsmative C. Jcesa7

Chrigtina Casey
¥08 Fifth Stroet
Boulder City, WV
89005

0822

TO12004001SCOVORD1134.00C/ (42330007

Response to Comment (C25-2.38
Opposition to Alternative D noted.

Response to Comment C25-3.7
Preference for Alternative C noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TQ THE GEMERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of 1
C26

Koos, ElizabethiSCO

From: Wittie, JeandLAS

Sant: May 10, 2002 12:42 PM

Yo Shoernaker, Patricia/SCO; Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
Subject: FW: US89

——0riginal Message—--

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 10, 2002 11:49 AM

To: Wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patrida/SCO
Subject: FW: USf93

—---Original Message-——

From: fins, Scott [mailto: lins@dat.state.nv.us]
Sentz May 10, 2002 10:47 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: U5{93

FYl

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Gept. of Transpartation
1263 §. Stewert S1.

Carson City, MV 88712

Ph: (775)888-7317 Response to Comment 'C26-2.39
o 7750 686.7522 The boundary of the Paiute-Eldorado Tortoise Management Area is

original Message-- approximatel il rnati ; :
o mtasey Gaot.corm {malto:XinaCasey@aol com] pproximately 18 €s south of the Alternative D corridor alignment.
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 10:42 AM - Opposition to Alternative D noted. See Section 2.6 in Volume I of the

To: st e s FEIS for discussion of the process and justification for the Alternative D

tem 4 o Alternative D b it will go through a toripise raserve. Jeas2ae selection.

| am in favor of Altemative C because it will presernve my acoass to the desert, | C26-1.7 R
Response to Comment C26-1.
Christing Casey p t C 6 1 7

Sd Pk Stoet Preference for Alternative C noted.
Boulder City, NV :
BEO0S

A NEHKEYY

T 20040015COORD1134.000C/ 042330007
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Page 1of 1

Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

From: Wittie, Jean/LAS

Sant:  May 10, 2002 1242 PM

To: Shoemaker, Patnicia/SCO; Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
Sublect: FYY: US/HO3

—-Driginal Message—-

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 10, 2002 11:48 AM

Ta: Wittle, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patmicla/SCO
Suhject: FW: LIS93

——(iriginal Message---—
From: ling, Soott [mails
Sentz May 10, 2002 10:47 AM
Ta: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Sulbject: PW: U533

dot.state.mv.us)

¥l

B. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Managar

Mevada Dept. of Transp
1253 S, Stewart St.
Carson City, NV 88712

Ph: (775) 868-7317

Fax: {775} 888-7322

—0Original Message—

From: XtinaCasey@acal.com [malfto:XtnaCasey@aol.com]
Sentz Friday, May 10, 2002 10:42 AM

To: srawlinsidot. state. nv.us

Sulyject: US/33

| am opposed to Alternative D becauss it will cast more money. lczr-:w
Altemative C has my favor as it will be more encouraging for travelers to shop at Boukder City stoves. | am in Icz;r.4_5
favor of Altemative C.

Christina Casay
708 Fifth Strost
Baulder City, NV
89005

AL A TR

T0120040015CODRO1134.D0C) 042330007

Response to Comment C27-3.8

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Opposition to Alternative D noted. See Section 2.6 in Volume 1 of the
FEIS for discussion of the process and justification for the Alternative D

selection.

Response to Comment C27-4.5
Preference for Alternative C noted.

C-34



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GEMERAL PUBLIC

<28

FW DUNG DEAL.LXC
From: Lasko, Michae]/LAS
sent: May 10, Z002 7:29 aM i
To: wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Parricia/sco
subject: Fw: DUNG DEAL?

————— original Message----- X

From: Ray Collins_[mailte:ramoncollins@lvem.com]
Sent: May 09, 2002 12:28 PM

To; tasko, Michael/Las

subject: DUNG DEAL?

The word is NDOT is being barraged by letters supporting Alterpative D

from Hemenway vailey -- in some cases 4 or 5 responses from the same
gource. as long as the letter has a slightiy different comment, it must

&

counted. Ex-Senator Bryan has ﬁ'lenty of back room experiance in .

Wash, D.C. and is now taking home a hefty bag of money by showing his
Hemenway hot tub millionzire buddies how bhardball is played., ain't he cute?

The 'Fn1‘|cw‘i29 is a memo from Lindy Casey, mative 0d Town citizen and
webmaster of Boulder City online. Please heed her message and get off
yer rusty-dusty and contact Scott Rawlins--

mailto:srawlinsidot, state.nv

at NDOT before the sun goes down on Friday.

Remember, we live in BC, too, and Old Town was here first . . .

Time is running out. Without everyone giving an opinion to the Nevada
Dg;ﬁrtment of Transportation (NOGT) before May 10, 2002 at 5 p.m,, we
wi

:e;g:ga‘éﬁca? g;s:s {Alternative o), based on the desires of the pecple in RCSPOHSQ to Comment C28-1.8

The southern Bypass (Alternative D) fs NOT a route through Laughlin. Xt Access to existing uses such as the landfill, rifle and pistol range,
e s [ | e e e R e ey
restricting our ' maintained upon construction of Alternative D, the preferred
access to the desert. .

It is important that you express your opinion in your own words and altemab've'

éET:gi forward this letter ur. copy it to NDOT - it won't count if you

You must write an original letter expressing your personal opinicn. You

'?S’ﬁmu or copy this letter to pass on this imfurmation 6 other

peopies e

For research purpeses:
http!//waw. boulderci tystudy. com . .
http:Hmw.bou1derc'ity.com/cg'r-bin/'ikunboard/tcpic.cg1?forum=13&top1c=3

and then email the letter to:  srawlins@dot,.state.nv.us BEFORE 5 PM
FRIDAY! (May 10, 2002 5:00 p.m. Pacific daylight savings time)

I recommend including your full name and address. If you dan*t Tive in
Page 1

TO1 2004004 SCOIDRDM134.00C) (42330007 c-35



FW DUNG DEAL.tXt
aoulder City you might mention that you trave) through frequently, have
family here, recreate here or whatever your interest is in the town.

1f you are concerned that your letter may not be counted, please feel
ree

to ¢c it to admin@bouldercity.com or amy other trustwarthy person you
can

think of.

T am personally opposed to South corridor (Alrernative D). It is the

most X .

expensive and affects pristine desert, a National Park, sacred Native

American ground and historical sites. I believe that using the soulder | cz8-z.40
City bypass i R i i

{alternative €} is the preferred option since it will

upgrade the existing highway including frontage roads, on-ramps and

ofg-ramps where needed.

Thank you for your time and energy 5pent on this matter.
Lindy Casey

Boulder City Online
http: //www bouldercity.cam

Page 2
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C28-2.40

Preference for Alternative C and opposition to Alternative D noted.
Alternative D has been identified as the preferred alternative because it
meets the purpose and need of the project and because of its broad
public and agency acceptance based on: 1} comments received on the
DEIS; 2) less noise, air quality, and visual impacts to the City of

Boulder City compared to the other build alternatives; 3} less disruption
of the existing corridor during construction than any of the other build
alternatives; 4) provision for flexible staging of construction to match
funding availability; and 5) maintenance of and probable improvements
to the quality of life of the residents of Boulder City. FHWA has
determined that the construction of Alternatives B and C would result in
significant, adverse social and environmental impacts on Boulder City
that would be avoided with Alternative D. A detailed discussion of

the screening criteria used to identify the preferred alternative is in
Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS.
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c20

Koos, ElizabethiSCO
From: Shosmaker, PatrciafSCO
Sent:  May 10, 2002 1219 PM
To: Koos, EllzabathVSCO
Subject: FW: US/S3 Bypass

--—-Origina! Message—

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 10, 2003 11:54 AM

To: Wittie, JeanyLAS; Shoemaker, Patricia/SC0
Subject: FW: LUSf93 Bypass

—=-Criginal Message--—

From: Rawlins, Seott [malito: srawlins@dot.state. nv.us)
Sent: May 10, 2002 8:37 AM

To Lasko, Micheel/LAS

Subject: FW: US/93 Bypass

i

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Navada Dept. of Transportation
1263 S. Stewarl St.

Carson City, NV 89712

P, (775} BBO-1317

Fax: (775) B8§-7322

—-Driginal Massage—

From: Lindyl@ao).com [maitto:Lindy1@ag!.com)
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 8:26 AM

To: srowlins@dot.state.mv.us

Ce: Admin@botidendty.com

Subject: US/33 Bypass

| am opposed to Aternative D because it goes through Lake Mead National Recreation Aree which has been I C2e-2.41
preserved from development by a congrassional crder.

1 arn in faver of Alternative C becausa it will still encourage visitors ta enter Boulder City via off-ramp. IC29-4.10
Lindy Casay

564 Avenup H

Boulder City, NV

TO2004001SCODRD1134.D0C) 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C29-2.41

Opposition to Alternative D noted. Alternative D has been identified as
the preferred alternative because it meets the purpose and need of the
project and because of its broad public and agency acceptance based on:
1) comments received on the DEIS; 2} less noise, air quality, and visual
impacts to the City of Boulder City compared to the other build
alternatives; 3) less disruption of the existing corridor during
construction than any of the other build alternatives; 4) provision for
flexible staging of construction to match funding availability; and

5) maintenance of and probable improvements to the quality of life of
the residents of Boulder City. FHWA has determined that the
construction of Alternatives B and C would result in significant, adverse
social and environmental impacts on Boulder City that would be
avoided with Alternative D. A detailed discussion of the screening
criteria used to identify the preferred alternative is in Section 2.6 of
Volume I of the FEIS.

Response to Comment C29-4.10
Preference for Alternative C noted.
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of |
30

Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

From: Wiltia, Jean/LAS

Sent:  May 10, 2002 12:24 PM

Te: Shoemakar, PatricialSCO; Koas, ElizabethVSCO
Subject: FW: US/A3 Bypass

-~-(riginal Message—

From: Laskn, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 10, 2002 11:54 AM

‘To: Wittle, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patricla/SC0
Subject: FW: US/93 Bypass

~—0Origing] Message—-—

From: Rawlins, Scott [malito: srawlins@dot. state.ny.us)
Sents May 10, 2002 3:38 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: US/93 Bypass

fyi

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Frojact Manager

Nevada Bept. of Transportalion
1263 5. Stewart St.

Carson City, NV 89712

Ph: {775} 8887117

Fax: (¥75) 888-7322

—sOriginal Message-—--

s S Response to Comment C30-1.9

Ta: srawtins@dot.state.nv.us ' : :
ce: Admin@bouidercity.com Preference for Alternative C noted.

Subject: US/93 Bypass
1 am in favor of Altenstive C because it includes & frontage road and ramps. | c20-1.9 Response to Comment C30-1.10

t am opposed to Alternative D becausa it il restrict access to the desard. | €30-4.10 Opposition to Alternative D noted. Refer to response to

Comment C28-1.8.

Lindy Casay
864 Avenue H
Boulder City, NV

N5/10/2002

T012004001SCODRDTI 34 DOC! 042330007 ¢38
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Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

From: Wiltie, JeanLAS

Sant: May 10, 2002 12:24 FM

To: Shoemaker, PatricialSCO; Kocs, Elizabeth/SCQ
Sublect: FW: /93 Bypass

———Dyriginal Message—

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 10, 2002 11:54 AM

To: Wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patricia/SCO
Subject: FW: LIf93 Bypass

~—--Origlnal Message—-

From: Rawiins, Scott [mailto:srawtins@dot.state. nv.us]
Sent: May 10, 2002 §:38 AM

To: Lasks, Michael/LAS

Subject: PW: L7393 Bypass

fyi

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Praject Manager

Nevixla Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stawart St.

Carson City, NV 8712

Ph: {775} 886-T217

Fax; {¥75) 888-7322

~----rigginal Message—-

From: Lindyl@aol.com [mailto:Lindy1@acl.com’
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 B:27 AM :
To: srawlins@det. state.nv.us

€z Admin@boulderchy.com

Subject; /33 Bypass

1 am opposed o tive O b it will aftect pristine desart, historical sites and a view that is priceless.
The only peopie at the meeting in BC that were in favor of it were real estate agants (keeping the land in
Hemanway worth a lot of monay?} and people who lived in Hemenway. Also, | think any lime a city govemment
Ipobies {using an ex senator) for anything they must be up to secret plans.

Lindy Casey
£64 Avenue H
Boukiar City, NV

05/10/2002

{ 2 In faver of Aternative C because |t keeps the bypass in (he area of tha currant bypass. ‘031-1.11

TO12004001SCODRDA134.00C! 042330007

Response to Comment C31-2.42
Opposition to Alternative D noted.

Response to Comment C31-1.11
Preference for Alternative C noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

C-39
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Koos, ElizabsthiSCO
From; Wiltie, JeanLAS

Sent:  May 10, 2002 12:25 PM
Ter Shoemaker, Patricia®SCO; Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
Sublect: FW: US/93 Bypass

-—{riginal Message--—

From; Lasko, Michaal{LAS

Sedrt; May 10, 2002 11:53 AM

To: Wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patrida/SC0
Subject PW: US/93 Bypass

~—---Driginal Message-—-

From: Rawlins, Scott [malito:srawlins@dol. state.mv.us]
Sant: May 10, 2002 5:39 AM

Ta: Laska, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: US/93 Bypass

i

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Managar

Navada Bepl. of Transportation
1263 S. Stewart St.

Carson City, NV 88712

Ph: {775) B84-7317

Fax: (775) Q887322

~—-Original Message—-—

From: Lindyl@acl.com [mallta:Lindyl@aol.com]
Sents Friday, May 10, 2002 8:26 AM

TFo: sraw!ins@dot.state.nv.us

Ce: Admin@bouldertity.com

Subject: US/93 Bypass

1 am in favor of Altemalive C becausa it is less axpensive.
C3z-39

| am opposed to Altemative D because il is most expensive.

Lindy Casay
664 Avenue H
Boulder City, NV

05/10:2002

T 20040013CONRD1134.00C) 042330007

Response to Comment C32-3.9

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Preference for Alternative C noted. Opposition to Alternative D noted.

C40



Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

Page 1 of 1

From: Wiltls, JeanLAS

Sent:  May 10, 2002 12:25 PM

Te: Shoamaker, Patricie/SCT; Koos, Elizabeth/S00
Supject: FW: U533 Bypass

Sent: May 10, 2002 11553 AM
To: Wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patricia/SCO
Subject: FA: US{93 Bypass

—-irigina! Message—--

Frow: Rawlins, Scott [mailto:sawlins@dot.state.nv.us]
Sent: May 10, 2002 8:3% AM

To: Laske, Michael/LAS

Subjact: PN US/93 Bypass

fyi

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stewarl St.

Carson City, NV 89712

Ph: (¥75) B8B-7317

Fax: (775) 888-7322

—--0riginal Message--—-

From: Lindyi@aol.com [mall:Lincy! @anl.com]
Sents Friday, May 10, 2002 2:26 AM

To: srawlins@dot.state.nv.us

Cc: Admin@bouidercity.com

Subject: U5/33 Bypass

1 am opposed to Altemnative D. It wil affect our view of Hemanway Valley.

continues on 1o the Izke or the dam.

Lindy Casey
664 Avenue H

Baulder City, NV

H02N02

| 33243

| &m in favor of Alternative C because it will assist in conlroliing traffic that does enter Bouldar City end then ‘(;33.1 a2

T02004001SCONDRD134.00C/ 042330007

Response to Comment {33-2.43
Opposition to Alternative D noted.

Response to Comment €33-1.12
Preference for Alternative C noted.

G. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

o 1]



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of |
c4
Wittie, Jean/LAS
From;  Lasko, MichaellAS
Sent:  April 05, 2002 2:29 PM
Te: “Jane Cheek'
Co: *srawlins & 4ot state.nv.o8"
Sublect: RE: BGUS93 Coridar Study
Hi Jane,
Thank you for {oedback. We wil inciud 1t into the public record for the project and it will De reviewed by the
Youtor your toodnack. Wo your ! Respons.e to Comment C34-1.13 .
s opetn the siron s vhal 1o e overal roviow an scroeciing of aliamatves. Alternative D, the_ Souther.n Alternative, has been selected as the
referred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
P
Best ragards, . . -
rationale for this decision.
Michee! 5. Lasko, P.E.
2000 East Flamingo Rd, Suite A ) L . .
Las Vogas NV 0110 Traffic modeling indicates that Alternative D would reduce traffic on
Fax No. (72) 369 1107 existing U.S. 93 through Boulder City by diverting a percentage of
through-traffic onto the southern bypass.
weereQriginal Message e
From: Jane Cheek [mallip:jcheek@atointemet.com] )
Sants Apr| 05, 2002 1:55 PM Response to Comment C34-2.44 :
Sulgject: BG/US93 Conidor Study Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
D ar Southem Algrmant s i ol o e e tiome o o e 2o e néve & rori preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
Cad-1.130 o1 BIRCH St, w/ ono way aliey nexd to oid LA Dept. of Witter 3 Power Bidg. When | came down Mev, Hwy & passed the raﬁonale fOI' thlS dECiSion.

signal et Buchanan, cam ware backed up from there to the stop sign at Wyoming. How i my naw renter from. M) going 1
ke that? Graaping along 1o gt to his aliey & traffic will onlty gat worss.

What about those people that bult 088 big expensive hormes for a view of he lake? Their views may bo gono, wis A-B- Section 4.10 of the FEIS describes the unavoidable adverse impacts on
G, Kok oy, g e 8 O e e ak about g o Gy o1 5G. Gk G s sutoct. | view's of Lake Mead from Laguna Lane residences, as a result of
0342 44 Nevada for faes advarising & misroprssantaton: Alternatives Band C.
I hope this sn't 2 “Done Deal ilks | teal the bidge aver the siver 21 Hoover Dam was. | kvad on Federal Proparty at
Kaforos Cabinstes & inow how the grvemeient nes o gefing whatt ani! The Hoover Dam Bypass is a separate project. All alternatives for that
project were evaluated equally prior to selecting the Sugarloaf Mountain
Jane Chook as the preferred alternative. The Hoover Dam Bypass EIS began in the
early 1970s; the FEIS for this project was completed and released in

February 2001 and the ROD was signed in March 2001.

Sincarely,

047352002

TO1 2004004 5CCADRO1134.D0CH (42330007 C-42



635-1.14I

C€35-1.14

Cas-310

C36-3.11

gxb\“.

e
Nick Christensesn
5315 Winston Drive
Spring Valley, Mevada B9103
it nlckamoiave. com
March 18, 2002
Mr. Dardl James
NDOT Environmental
1263 South Stewart Street

Carson City, Nevada 89712
Dear S

1 am wrking in referance to the Evalt Endronmental Impact Statement released In March 2000
abont the Boulder Oty Corridor study. xmmwmmmmmm
€, as listad In section 2.7 of the DEIS,

US 93 & an Increasingly important corridor for transporiztion in the westemn states, and argusbly
I5 the most impertant stnetch of road west of the Rockies that Is not asTently Interchebe stabus.
Tt connects two of the three fastest growing large metropolian amsas in Americs - Phoenb and
Las Vegas — and Is part of the: CANAMEX, trade: costidor that will continue to grow [n impartances
as time Qoes of, nswmndmmmmmmmmmm
for traific that, doasn’t want to traverse the barmen hinteriand of US 89,

Currenidy, the Artzoaa Deg of Transp [ ] g o make US 93 a divided higiveyy
mmlmmmmmammmrmmﬂmuammmm
{unaiMicialy, if not oMidally) to improve the 953/40 interchange In Kingman, This leaves only the i

Boulder City streteh as tha Last segment of undivided road along the entine corrider. This must . ’

Admmative A is simply unacceptable, as stated cleary by LOS statistics and projections in table 1-

grades
through the Black Mouniains south of the Hackenda Hotel, Therefone, this earves Alernastive G,
which not only improves the roadway s & road capable of handing regional traffic, bt does nat
significantly degrade: the quality of lving that residents of Souldar City have tme B2 kve and
expect.

Growth along the cormidor must be planned for. This Is the one concem § have with Alhemative
C “the viaduct theough northern Hemenway Vatley over existing US 93 near Canyon Road showld
b wide enough to siow for exqmnsion of te Freeway to she lsnes, i necessary. The growth of
bedroom communities outside Las Veges such as Mesquite and Pahmomp have proven that in the
futune, the need may be present for urban roads, even through rural areas, The bypass should
e But with the idea that its possible, even i unkiody, that the U5 93 oomridor through Mohine
County will sxperience growth simliae b what Mesquite and Palwumg have seen and may
become an exderclon of wban Las Vegae once the Hoover Dam Bypass |5 compiete, Also, 1 feel
that the planned 93795 spit Is under planned. As NDOT cumently plans to widen US 95 1o a four
fatwe divided highway, I think it would be reasonable to prepare for smoother movements
between the two roads, especially the southhoand 1o southbound and northbound to northbound

TO12004001SCODRD1134.00CH 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C35-1.14

Chapter 1 of the FEIS dlSCU.SSES the unportance of US. 93, and a purpose of
the project is stated as “improving system linkage on U.S. 93 and
maintaining route continuity.”

Alternative B was developed to maintain the existing U.S. 93 corridor and
improve conditions to accommodate future traffic demands. Highway
traffic would remain on U.S. 93 through the commercial corridor of Boulder
City and through Hemenway Wash. Traffic would not be directed onto
suburban surface streets, but it would remain on the existing designated
highway.

Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the preferred
alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the rationale for
this decision. The FEIS identifies the impacts of Alternative D on the
existing environment in the land use, biological, cultural, and water-related
sections of Chapter 4. The Alternative D alignment is routed through the
Eldorado Mountains, and would contain 4,200 meters (m} of steep, but
acceptable, and safe grades (6.0 percent). Pursuant to AASHTO guidelines.
Alternative C would contain 1,500 m of its steepest grade (5.7 percent). The
Preliminary Engineering Report indicates that Alternative C provides
acceptable LOS for all critical intersections, interchanges, and links.

Response to Comment (35-3.10

The conceptual plan for each build alternative, including Alternative C,
considers existing and predicted traffic through 2027. Each alternative
identifies the number of lanes, interchanges, and other design features that
would be necessary to accommodate predicted traffic.

Response to Comment C35-3.11

The conceptual plan for each build alternative includes eastbound and
westbound U.S. 93/95 interchange ramps, which are predicted to operate at
LOS C or befter through 2027 (Preliminary Engineering Report, 2002). The
actual design of the interchange would only be decided after a ROD ona
build alternative is provided by FHWA.



35312

£351.15

in mwmmmwmsxsmumumﬂm
m%mmumz;nmumuammmm AL the 93/95

mummmmummnwummmmMn
from LIS 95, The semond lane of the northbound to nosthbound ramyp shouid elther menga with

mmwum:su,wmsmmmwmwmm
{See figure 1 at end of lether).

m,xmmmmWMsmdmmwmmksmm
Interstate siandands. While ADOT has made & quite clear that they have no ntention of
upgrading US 93 to an Interstate ighway, we in Nevada should at least do our part i ke
mumsmmummmuwmmswu

mmwnmmmmmsswmumnmnmumdu
work ks done. Msmmwmnmmmwamud
that stems from the difficuity of gelting here by car desplte the Fact that Phosni 15 doser i Las
Vegas than most of the Los Angeles area, The Interstate shield & & symbol to mokorste that the
road they may oF may not take ks safie, fast, and easy.

mmﬂnnmlmmsprwasamtmtmmmdmm
public. m:smuwumwcﬂummmdmm

335_2_45| NDOT. 1t addresees all conoarrs on th part of the communkty, businessas, and the traveing

LRy communiy, of the regional fransportation network in general,

Nick Chyistensen
pa—um:mﬁmmmummummwmmmn
redegsed, .

Interstate S15/US 93-95

T0120040013CADRD1134.00C/ 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment {35-3,12

The description of the project limits and features is consistent with the
NDOT long-range Statewide Transportation Improvement Program.
Also, the conceptual plan for each alternative is consistent with NDOT
and AASHTO design standards. It is also listed as a purpose in the
Purpose and Need chapter (FEIS Chapter 1) to extend “freeway status to
the U.S. 93/95 interchange.”

Response to Comment €35-1.15

The conceptual plan for each build alternative is consistent with
AASHTO standards. However, it is the intention of NDOT (as described
in the Purpose and Need, FEIS Chapter 1} to only extend I-515 to the
U.S. 93/95 interchange west of Boulder City.

Response to Comment C35-2.45
Support for Alternative C and comuments noted.



Wittle, Jean/LAS

Page l1of 1

From: Lasko, MichaolLAS

Sent:  April 01, 2002 7:58 AM

To: Wittle, Jean/LAS

Subject: FW: Boulder City - Fioute 93

For the Admin Record (FTAR)

~-Original Message—

From: Rawlins, Scott fmailto:srawlins@adot. sate.mv.us]
Sent: Apdl 01, 2002 7:07 AM

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

ta Dopt. ot Transportation
1263 5. Stewart St,
Carson City, NV 89712
Ph: {775} 888-7TM7
Fax: (775) BE-7322

—-Original Message—-—

From: CURTIS F CLARK [makito:curtisclark@prodigy.net]
Sent: Saturday, March 30, 2002 4:33 PM

To: srawiins@dot.ctate.mv.us

Subject: Bouder Tty - Route 53

§ am oppoded to the Attemative O

Thia route ks aimont e on unciaveloped tand insida the city limits. TheraisnowayhdleagiesatNDOTwiﬂa_dequwy
mmmﬁ"mm . ‘The city land outside the freeway will ba cut off and unavailable for future
: t

developement.
This is & Federal highway, let tha Fads {BLM} provide the required land.

thbound and 1 lane flocal bus)

}would support & combination of Atternatives B & C.
Novada Highway 3 lanes
Yoca! busingss) southbound. The land & Blroeady
upgradad.

Wicken Hemingway Hill (US 93) to 4 lance plus frostage ] o ot
mummnMiB:nWhmentUSSS&US%. Traffic wiiwma wil significantly decraasa whon Ba

restrictions over Hoover Dam an ifted.

AR elird

C38-2.46

hbaund.  sdustrial Road 3 lanes northbound end 1 lana

dadicatod 10 hiphwayusage,

. the intersactions are inplace and need only 10 be
roads and tha Job Is done at minimun time and expense.

C36-3.13

T012004001SCOIDRD1134.00C! 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response o Comment C36-2.46

Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision.

Any land or property acquired for highway right-of-way would be per
the Uniform Relocation and Real Property Acquisition Act of 1970. BLM
is a member agency of the PMT for the project. NDOT and FHWA wili
coordinate with BLM once the design details of the project are
determined and if/when land will be required from the BLM
jurisdiction.

Response to Comment C36-3.13

FEIS Section 2.4 notes that the evaluation of 40 initial alternatives
produced 16 potential alignments. These potential alignments were
evaluated in the screening process described in FEIS Section 2.4.
The screening process culminated in the detailed evaluation of
four alternatives in the FEIS.

This combination of Alternatives B and C does not address the safety
and accessibility considerations along existing U.S. 93. Furthermore,
noise, air quality, and construction impacts would be increased along
existing 1.S. 93.

Additionally, the three southbound/ one northbound lane section along
U.S. 93 would make access to businesses along U.S. 93 (especially on the
north side) very difficult - far worse than it is today.

The Preliminary Engineering Report for the project identifies the
improvements necessary to achieve an acceptable LOS (D or better)
under each build alternative.



C. COMMENTS AMD RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

car
Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
M —
From: Wittia, Jean/LAS
May 13, 2002 10:14 AM )
Ts.o?t Shoamaker, Patricia/SC0; Hoos, Elizabet/5C0
Sublect: Fwy: Boulder Gity Bypass

----- Original Meseage-----

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 13, 2002 #:32 RM .

To: Wittie, Jean/LAS; shosmaker, Patricla/aco

Subject: PW: Bonlder City Bypass Response to Comment (C37-5.2
Preference for Alternative A noted.

_____ Original Message-----

S an. Scott (mailto:srawlinsedot.state.ov.usl Response to Comment C37-6.7

S e, Wichael/iAS Comment noted.

Subiect: FW: Bouwlder City Bypase

e Response to Comment C37-2.47

o Ecoct Rawiing, P.B. Opposition to Alternative D noted. Alternative D has been identified as
B e Dept. "of Traneportation the preferred alternative because it meets the purpose and need of the
Garaon cicy, W 53712 project and because of its broad public and agency acceptance based on:
Tax: (105 oas-7ia2 1) comments received on the DEIS; 2) less noise, air quality, and visual
_____ oxiginal topsage-—-- e impacts to the City of Boulfier City compared to the other build

o T Teer erea alternatives; 3) less disruption of the existing corridor during

T der oty Bypasa construction than any of the other build alternatives; 4) provision for

I favar route A, L[ think theloover Dam bridge is a wasléet:f mg&:‘;:ld |ca?—5.2 ﬂexib%e Stagi'ng Of Construction tO matCh fundmg avaﬂabﬂi‘ty; a‘nd

momey that deface ChE HECtiLg OF T Sisk I on s kpow how you will 5) maintenance of and probable improvements to the quality of life of
Clean up o Tpill oft T BICOE, Ko e e e dmproved e 8 | the residents of Boulder City. A detailed discussion of the screening
fzaceion of the cont. of the Hoover Dax Rridas 877 m:m:e;rk - csr247 criteria used to identify the preferred alternative is in Section 2.6 of

| Towe B e ety e ettty | the prevaiiing winds ave | Volume I of the FEIS. FHWA has determined that the construction of
from the southwest.}

Nicola Gollina Alternatives B and C would result in significant, adverse social and

environmental impacts on Boulder City that would be avoided with
Alternative D.

T0120040015COIDRD1134.00C) (42330007



cig
Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
From: Wittie, Jean/LAS
Sent: May 09, 2002 13:11 AM
To: Shoemater, PatriciafSC0; Koos, Elizabeth/S00
Subject: P Seotl Rawlins:

----- original Message-----
From: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Sent: May 0%, 2002 8:25 AM
To: Wittie, Jean/LAS
Subject: FW: Scott Rawlins:

----- Original Message-----

From: Rawlins, Scott [mailts:srawlinegdot.etace.nv.ua)
Sent: May 0%, 2002 &:55 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: PW: Scott Rawlins:

FYI

R. Soott Rawline, F.E.

Project Manager

Wevada Dept. of Transporkation
1263 3. Stewart 5t.

Carson City, NV B9712

Ph: {775} BBE-T7i1Y

Pax: (775) Bea-Tia2

----- Original Message-----

From: Ray Colline [mailto: ramoncollins@lvem. com]
Sent: Sunday, May 05, 2002 4:09 PH

To: srawlinp@dot.state . nv.us

Sphiect: Scott Rawlins:

Sir:

gelieve me, the City Council carnival of April 23rd does not reflect the
opinions and concerns of Old Town, Boulder City. Ex- senator Bryan and
hia wealthy Hemenway Valley c¢ohorts do NOT represent us.

people in Old Town wanted to upite with the Hemenway Valley hot tub
fanatice and go for Ry-pass A, no dam bridge. When HY heard from
Senator Reid that the bridge is imevitahle, they panicked and want the
freeway placed in Boulder City'e natural ventilator, south of town.

0ld Town dossn't have the political power and wealth of HY {the same
thing} but we do hava the courts .

Ramon Cellina
6§11 hve B
253-TATS

c3B-53

T0120040015CODRO1134.D0OCH (42330007

Response to Comment C38-5.3
Comment noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

c39

for A.tXt
From: Lasko, Michael/LAS
sent: May 10, 2002 7i30 AM .
To: wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, parricia/sce
subject: PW: Mr. Rawlins:

----- original Message-----

From: Rawlins, Scott [mai‘lto:sraw!ins@dot.state.nv.us]
sent: May 10, 2002 6:22 AM

To; lasks, M1 chael fLAS

subject: FW: Mr. Rawlins:

fyi

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.

Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transporration
1263 5. Stewart St.

carson City, WV 89712

ph: (775} 888-7317

fax: (775) BB&-7322

----- Qriginal_message----- i

From: Ray Collins [mai]ta:ramonco]'lws@'lvcm.com]
sent: Thursday, May 09, 2002 3:44

To: srawlins@dot.state.nv.us

subject: Mr. Rawlins:

I'm for Altarnative A. NO build -- no bridge, no by-pass. My next
choices were B or C because they make semse’and are the best alternative
routes for Oid Town, Boulder City. But the greedy-guts 1o Hemarrhoid

11 t d off by a “done deal.” Th h animal. T
:i;gtgtg?heﬁag:ﬂgted ;r:per‘?:;eangaits preE; gu:aaig:sfughe;n;xk a d?\re ReSPOI‘lse to Comment C39—5.4
and double-crossed o1d Toun. ci0-54 Preference for Alternative A noted.

Then the millionaires got together and hired a run-down, X
moraliy-bankrupt ex-Senator -- well-versed in political cheap tricks --
and it's been easy pickings. I think, by 1aw, NDOT is required to pick
the most expeditious, least expensive route. That's gither alterpatives -
B or €. Now that the wallets are out, there is no law . . .

Ramon Collins
611 Ave. B
goulder City

293-7479

Page 1

T 20640015COIDRD1134.00C) 042330007
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Koos, Ellzabeth/SCO

Subject: FW: ENUFF

----- Original Message-----

From: Ray Collims [mailto:ramoncollims@lvcm.com]
Sent: Wedneaday, May 01, 2002 4:32 PM

To: info#dot.state.nv.us

Subject: ENUFP

ALREADY .

Last Tuesday's (Rpr. 23] City Council meeting, as seen on BCTV, was an
arrcgant, rehearsed and well-financed political tharade. Y'mean NOT
ONE pereon io Boulder City is againet By-pass Alternative "D"?

Time grows phort -- you have until May 10th to voice your opinion. Do
you want to see Old Town destroved, forever, by wealth, greed and
oppertunism? I think NDOT ie required, by Mevada law, to choose the
most éxpediticous and least expensive route. That's "B" ar "C7, the
pregent truck route 93, through Hemorrhoid valley.

Lae Vegas lawyer Bob Faiss kmows more about state law than I do. Is that
why he put his NEW million-dollar maneion, with a Lake Mead view, on the
market this winter? His house will aleo have a lovely view of the new
freeway. Is he the firat rat to leave the sinking ship?

The only way for citizens of 0ld Town to save Boulder City is a
claga-action laweuit to force NDOT and CH2ZM to follow the law. The twe
Mipter Biga'm e-wmail eddresees are listed below -- why not click on the
underlined, blue link and tell them that yeu den't want to see your town
draped with a perpetual rloud of pullurtion and noime? Remember, if you
don't speak up May 10th is "lighta cut® for Our Town .

"majlte:tgrecogdot. atate.nv.us” Tom GRECO (Mr. NDOT)
'mailte:mlasko@chZm.com” Mike LASKQ [Mxr. BY-PASE)

A Public Service Rnnouncement by the Bolder Bugle,

C40-55

T012004001SCOIDRDT134.D0C/ 042330007

Response to Comment C40-5.5
Comumnent noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC



C41
Koos, Efizabeth/SCO
From: Wittle, Jean/LAS
Sant; May 09, 2002 8:34 AW
To! Koos, Elizabeth'SCO; Shosmaker, Palricia/SCO
Subjact: FW: from next Sunday's Bolder Bugie

————— Qriginal Message-----

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 0%, 2002 B:36 M

To: Wittie, Jean/LAS

subject: FW: from next Sunday's Bolder Bugle

————— Original Mepsags--—--

From: Rawlina, Scott [mailto:srawlinsadot.state,nv.us]
Sent: May 0%, 2002 7:01 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: from next Sunday's Bolder Bugle

fyi

F. Scott Rawline, P.E.

Eraject Manager

HRevada Dept. of Transportation
1263 8. Stawart 3t.

Carson City, NV AST12

Ph: (775) B88-7317

Fax: (775) B88B-7322

----- Original Megeage-----

From: Ray Colline [mailto:ramncollinsalvcm,coml
gent: Friday, May 03, 2002 4:32 FM

To: Scort Rawline

Subject: from next Sunday's Bolder Bugle

o is for DUME

g£'funny -- during the last feuncil meeking (BOTV-Apzr. 23) the whole dam
tewn wae for By-pass Altermative D -- at leaat all the

pought -and-paid-for hot tub sycophants from Hemorrhoid valley were for
. With a guaking voice, Mayor Ferrard rold the trained apes in the
audience he felt if B or C the legal alternatives, were adopted it
wonld split Qur Town in two.

The truth is, the town was split when the Council gave away land to the
Rlberteons' shopping mall. How our gear frienda from Greedy Guleh don't
have to have a thing to do with 0Old Town -- why should they care if we
choke to death while they're enjoying their views of the lake?

0ld Town needs to initiate a clage-action lawsuib to let the courtcd
decide what's Tight inatead of relying on the opinian nf ex-Senator
Bryan and his newfound rich palse. alternatives B or C might make our
wealthy neighbora think twice the next time they buy expensive property
on a truck route.

You only have uncil next Friday, May 10, to voice your opinion .

1

C41-58

T012004001SCOORD1134.00C/ 042330007

Response to Comment C41-5.6
Opposition to Alternative D noted.

. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of 1

Koos, Ellzabeth/SCO
From: lLaskg, MichaelLAS
Sent:  Aprll 30, 2002 509 PM
To: Wittie, Jean/LAS
Subject: FW: BC Study

—---0riginal Message———

From: Rawlins, Scott [maitto:srawlins@dot. stabe.nv.us]
Sent: April 30, 2002 2:39 PM

To: Laskn, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: BC Shudy

Ly

B.. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transportalion
1263 5. Stewart St

Carson City, NV 80712

Ph: (773) 888-7317

Fax; (775) 886-7322

~——Original Message—

From: Joyos [maikn: JoCookd@ivam.com)
Sent: Saturday, April 27, 2002 5:21 PM
To: srawlns@dot.state.nv.us

Subject: BC Study

DoT, Response to Comment C42-5.7

ive reviewed the various routas progosed for Boulder Gity Preference for Alternative C noted.

and wish to inform you that tha New Through Town Alignment looks great to me.... best of them ail. I Ca2-5.7

Mark D. Cook
796 Log Tavis
BC NV 80005

05/14/2002

T0120040015CODRD1134.00C/ 042330007 C-51
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Mr. Daryl Jame

RE: Bopulder 1

Daar Mr. James
Clty/US 93 Cor

After reviewin

CA21.16

thet the quall
{mproved since
diverted.

other options

increase nolse
ircrease polut
transportation
C43248 § wps s hazardou
at the 1nterse
mass, incenven
danger te heal
nuciear waste

1 strongly urg
for the Doulde
11fe and the ¢
for a1l the pe

701 Ein Street #1028 :
Boulder City, NV 29005

April 4, 2002 F

s

HpOT Environmental Division
1263 5. Stewart 5t.
Ccarson City, NY B%T12

ty/Us 93 Corrider

H

I would 1ike to express my comments dbout the Boulder

rider. 1 understand that there are four

optinns' being considered.

g a1l dptiens, 1 believe Optionm D, Southaras

Alignmeat makes the most sense. 1 1ive near the intersection
of Hevada Highway and U5 93 tn Boulder City. Since the
tragedy of September 11, treck traffic has been diverted
from crdssing Hoover Dam, As & result, the decresse in the
notse, atr pollutien, and traffic has been very

aoticeabla. | also walk to many bustnesses in town. Before,
traffic was often so heavy through taown that 1t was nearly
impassible to cross the streets safely. I can honestly say

ty of gy 11fe fn Boulder City has been grestly
the trucks and some traffic have been

for the Boulder Clty/u5 93 Corridor wouid
in Bouglder City and the residentlal areas,
yon, and increase danger from the

of hazsrdous matertal espeoially 1Ff the

nuclesr dump at Yucca Mountalp ts opened. Last year there

s fuel spill when a tanker truck turned over
ction of Nevads Highway and U3 93, It was @
jant, and costly to clean up. The poteatial

th and proparty tf 4t had been & truck full of
{5 too terrible to think about,

3 Nuof to choose Optiom D, Sowthars Aligumant
F City/US 93 Corrider so that the quality of
haracter of our unigue compuntty is preserved
ople and foture residents of Boulder City.
Sincerely,
Pasninra §-Cadilenrs
Patricis J. Culler

TO420040015CCDRO1134.DOCH 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C43-1.16
Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the

preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume [ of the FEIS discusses the

rationale for this decision.

Response to Comment C43-2.48
Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the

preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the

rationale for this decision.,

52



;KH&

C44-1.17

" can-249

701 E1m Street #108
Boulder City, NY B3005

April 4, 2002

F)
Mr. Daryl James ——
NDOT Environmental Division

1263 5. Stewart St.
carson C1ty, NV BS712

qE: Boulder C1ty/us 93 Corrider
Dear ¥r. Jaoes:

I ﬁonld J1ke to exprass my coRments sbout -the Bculder -
City/us 93 Corrider. I understand that there are four
options betny considered,

After reviewing all optivas, I belleve option O, Sonthers
Alfgament pakes the most sense, I Tive near the intersection
of Nevada Highway #nd US 93 1a fovldar City. Since the
tragedy of Septemxber 11, truck traffic has been divarted
from crossing Hoover Dam. As 2 result, the decrease tn the
noise, alr poliution, and traffic has been very -

noticeabls. I can honestly say that the quality of oy life
tn Boulder City has been greatly improved stnce the trucks
and some traffic have been diverted,

Other options for the Boulder L1iy/US 93 Corridor would
increase noise in Boulder City and the residential aress,
increase polution, and increase danger from the
transportation of hazardous patertz] espectslly 1f the
nuclear dump at Tucca Mountain 1s openad. Lasi yaar thers
wias 2 hazardous fuel spill when 2 tanker truck turned over
at the intersection of Nevada Highway and US 93, It was a2
mess, incanvenient, and costly to clean up. The potential
danger to health and property if it had been o truck full of
nuclear waste is too terrible to think about.

1 strongly urge KDOT to choose Option D, Southera A]igl..ut
for the Boulder City/uS 93 Cerrider 3o that the quality of

jife and the character of our unique community is preserved
for a1l the pecple and future residents of Boulder City.

Sincerely,

e L

Thomas C. Culler, Jr.

Response to Comment C44-1.17
Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the

preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision.

Response to Comment C44-2.49

Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision. Concern about transport of nuclear waste

TH2004001SCODRM134.D0C 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

C45
Koos, E'Imheth!sco
From: Lasko, MichaelLAS
Sent: May 06, 2002 2:35 PM
To ‘Myma L Danforth'
Cc: 'srawdins{Dot. state. nv.us’; Witts, Jean/LAS
Subject: RE: The future of Boulder City

Ms Danforth,

Thank you for your responss to this very important transportation project in Southern
Nevada. Your comments will be included in the administrative record and shated with the
projact managemant team.

Sincerely,

Michael 5. Lasko, P.E.

2000 East Flamingo Rd, Suikte A

Lag Vegas, Nv 8911%

{7G2) 362-6904 ext. 217

Fax No. (702} 365-1107

mlaske@ch2m.con <mailto:mlaskodchinm. com>

o DL HTE e m-dnatorchesons.con) Response to Comment C45-3.14

senc hay 01, 2002 920 B NDOT’s mission is to efficiently plan, design, construct, and maintain

Subject: Re: The future of Bowlder City a safe and effective transportation system for Nevada’s economic,
environmental, social and intermodal needs. The statewide

LA S e S B ransportaion plannin process provides  amenorkfor balncin

peoplz in oux som. Sapeclally since serything 1 hure reid D8It | s needs with limited resources (STIF, 2001).

choeen; and that would be B or C.

Hot everyone here is in favor of Route D by a long shot, though that fact
has not been indicated in ouy paper, in mestings of the council and in
all of the "exploratory® and "sxplanatory” epecial meetings ae well.

Myrna Danforth

T0120040015CODRO1134.000C) 042330007 C-54



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of 1

Fram: Lasko, Michacl TS

Sz Muy 10, 2002 T30 AM

To: Wittiz, Han/LAS: Shoemaler, PatriciaSCO

Subject: FW: Comrent on the DETS for the Bouldes City Bypass

—=Qriginal Message-—--

From: R Scott {malits | dot.state. nv.us)

Seht: May 10, 2002 6:29 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: Comment on the DEIS for the Boulder City Bypass

.

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Dapt. of Tranepertation
1263 S, Stewart St.

Carson City, NV 89712

Ph: {775) 886-7317

Fax; {775) 888-7322

- wwOriginal Message——-
From: Peter DeSeauchamp [malito:Peter.DeBeauchamp@aroupwise. swias.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 09, 2002 11:12 AM
Ta: srawlins@dot.state.nv.us
£c: Lesile_Paige@nps.gov
Subject: Comment on the DEIS for the Bouider City Bypass

Commendy reganding the DEIS for the Boulder City Bypass

Tam opposed to Alemuative D for theac rmatns:

é:”:‘ ?ﬁw"%ﬁ oty o Respons'e fo Comment C46-2.50
B Thia il ety clinpe ha BocieeCiy i Rnge, T i e Gl 1 dontt kmaow of wnothes cility in the ke with 1000 yurd riages. Alternative Df the’ Southern Altematlve; has been selected as the
ii:f::”““f"m"i’f:f-‘m’:e i Sy DNt et o e preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
chosa olicrwise. . . Cd6-2.50 - - . s
T Bt mert ot i el e rationale for this decision.
& Alicrnative [wll Bave s Bugs impact and relatively wld desert amas-
10 Dummwclmmvmwuummw
1. Negative inrpacts on wikiiif tar is KOT impactsd now.
I mefer abwrmative Bor T

1 find the peokem uituarion of sending the mcia Humugh Lusghtn to be e mes: wishaiory.

Thark you,

Peaer de Beuwchamyp
MlAve A

Boukder City, NY 59005
TO2-293-7026

Fla SO AP Arnmenta and Setfinesiiknasbocal Settings\Temporary [nternet File..\ne on d.it - 05/10/2002

TG12004001SCODRD1134.00C/ (42330007 C-85



C47-2.1

CAT-315

Page 1 of 1
cay

Koos, ElizabethiSC0O
Subject: FW: Comment Alinement "0"

——Original Message---

From: Delp Family [ma it nevdel p@sprintmail.oom]
Sent: Sunday, May 05, 2002 9:11 PM

To: srawlins@dobstate. nv.us

Subject: Comment Alinement D"

| weoukd like inf tion to your consi to placing the Proposed Alinement "B to the southery sida of
Wastem Area Power Administration”s,Maad Substation? As a home owner at 1801 Hilton Head Dr. Boulder
City, | belisve the consideration of noise levels to be expected at the prasent Iocation of your Alinement "0 will
rovaal some leve! of noise ko be expected at the lower end of present housing in Boulder City.

1 would like to advised the Sunday evening that equipment failure occurred at the Mead Substation by
sxplosion of equipment the sound was readlly nobiced at my ama, With this understand of patential noisa lsvels
traveling south o nerth, | question what level of noise is considered accelabla by the team.

In vigw of the propesed location of Route *0°, it appears an overpass or below grade structure will ba required
to mest access requiremnts for WAPA. it is understood there will ba no interchangs located at the Buchanan
Road, it this conract?

‘the location of the proposed Route "D" will have an effect to limit future growth of City facilities such as the
aiport and Ireatment facilities. It seems & 6ok in o distance future would suggest a greater separation of the
proposed bypass and city facilties is waranted.

Because of the potential noise laved, cost for access structure and limitations t city grawth, | would question
why a aftemate route south of WAPA Mead Complex would not be a more preferred location?

Your consideration to my concems and question will be appreciated.
Sinceraly,

Jack L. Delp
1801 Hilton Head Or.

Boulder City, Nevada 89005
T02-293-1468

A0S 20H02

T012004001SCODRD1134.D0C! 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C47-2.51

Refer to FEIS Sections 2.4 and 2.5 for information on the initial
alternatives analyzed and a description of the alternatives eliminated
from further consideration based on a screening evaluation.

Refer to FEIS Table 3-4 for the FHWA and NDOT design noise level
criteria and noise abatement thresholds for various land use
activity categories.

Response to Comment C47-3.15

An interchange for emergency access only is proposed where
Alternative D crosses the WAPA access road and Buchanan Boulevard.
This interchange will have a locked gate at both the exit and at the access
road. The grade separation at the crossing will be above grade for the
new facility and will allow for transport of WAPA equipment

and vehicles.

In the initial screening of 16 alternatives, an alignment for the southern
bypass south of the Mead Substation (further south than Alternative D)
was eliminated because it did not provide additional positive features
with respect to environmental considerations such as noise and visual
impacts, and it provided negative qualities of an additional 2 miles of
roadway (which makes the facility more costly to build and less
attractive as a bypass) and additional drainage impacts (see FEIS
Chapter 2, Section 2.4}. Therefore, a facility further south was deemed
not desirable in the EIS.

The concept for Alternative D and the other build alternatives takes into
consideration predicted growth through 2027, including the growing
demand for efficient and effective movement of goods, people,

and services.

C-56



Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

Page 1 of 1

From: Wittie, JeaniLAS

Sent:  May 09, 2002 8:34 AM

To: Shoemaker, PatriciySCO; Koos, Elizabath/8C0O
Subject: PW: (no subject}

~--Original Message-—---
From: Laske, Michael/LAS
Sent: May 09, 2003 8:26 AM
To: Witie, Jean/LAS
Subject: PW: {no subject)

—-—{riginal Message-----

From: Rawlins, Scott [maltto:sawlins@dot. state. nv.us]
Sent: May 09, 2002 6:56 AM

To: Laska, Michael/LAS

Sybject: PW: {no subject)

Yl

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Mavada Cept. of Transperiation
1263 3. Stewart St

Carson City, NV 89712

Ph: {775) 8B8-731T

Fax: (775) 868-7322

-—Original Message—-

Fm?gMDHERESA@aome {mailta: MOITERESAG:a0l.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 05, 2002 12:36 PM

Tao: srawlins@dot.state.nv.us

Subject: (no subject)

Mr. Rawtins,

f H i i i of Altemativa
You can count me as one more Boulder City resident who is definitely BOT in favor :
1t makes no sense snvironmantally, fiscally or aesthetically to run the by-pass amund the mm'hr
thraugh our beautiful desert and mountalns when there is an existing fighway that can be more pasi

chaaply expanded and improved.
Alternalive B is the only way to go.

Malt Di Terasa

544 Californie St.

Bouldar Cliy Nv.

49005

Phone o fax:{T02) 283-4041
E-mail: MOITERESAacI.com

.
of town l C48-2.52
and

T012004001SCODRD1134.D00C 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE BGENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C48-2.52

Opposition to Alternative D and support of Alternative B noted.
Alternative D has been identified as the preferred alternative because it
meets the purpose and need of the project and because of its broad
public and agency acceptance based on: 1) comments received on the
DEIS; 2) less noise, air quality, and visual impacts to the City of

Boulder City compared to the other build alternatives; 3} less disruption
of the existing corridor during construction than any of the other build
alternatives; 4) provision for flexible staging of construction to match
funding availability; and 5) maintenance of and probable improvements
to the quality of life of the residents of Boulder City. FHWA has
determined that the construction of Alternatives B and C would result in
significant, adverse social and environmental impacts on Boulder City
that would be avoided with Alternative D. A detailed discussion of the
screening criteria used to identify the preferred alternative is in

Section 2.6 of Volume 1 of the FEIS.

c&7



Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

Page 1 of }

From: Wiilie, Jean/LAS

Sent:  May 10, 2002 1242 PM

To: Shoemaker, Palricia!SCO, Koos, Ellzabeth/3C0
Sublect: FW. LUS3 Bypass

---—{irigingl Message--—-

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 10, 2002 11:48 AM

To: Wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patricia/500
Subject; PW: US5/93 Bypass

—~—Qriginal Message-----
From: Rawlins, Scott [mailte:
Sent: May 10, 2002 10:55 AM
To: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Subject: FW: US/93 Bypass

F¥i

dot.state.nv.us]

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E,
Projast Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transgortation
1263 5. Stewart 5t

Carzon City, NV 89712

Ph: (775) 828-TM7

Fax: (775) 868-71322

-~—LIrigginal

From: i .com {maitto:LiyCaerie@aal.com]
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 10:52 AM

To: srawlins@dot.state, mv.us

Subject: US/93 Bypass

fam d to ive £ it will impaire our view of | y Valley.

) am in favor of Altemative D becausa it will preserve the view.
Caroline Dykstra
664 Ave. R

Boulder City, NV
29005

NEAV2002

C49-2.53

TO12004001SCODRO1134.00QC/ 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C49-2.53

Opposition to Alternative D noted. Alternative D has been identified as
the preferred alternative because it meets the purpose and need of the
project and because of its broad public and agency acceptance based on:
1) comments received on the DEIS; 2) less noise, air quality, and visual
impacts to the City of Boulder City compared to the other build
alternatives; 3) less disruption of the existing corridor during
construction than any of the other build alternatives; 4) provision for
flexible staging of construction to match funding availability; and

5) maintenance of and probable improvements to the quality of life of
the residents of Boulder City. FHWA has determined that the
construction of Alternatives B and C would result in significant, adverse
social and environmental impacts on Boulder City that would be
avoided with Alternative D. A detailed discussion of the screening
criteria used to identify the preferred alternative is in Section 2.6 of
Volume I of the FEIS.

C-58




Koos, Elizabeth/SCO__

From:  Wiltie, Jean/LAS

Sent:  May 10, 2002 12:43 PM

To: Shoemakar, Paricia’SCO; Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
Subjest: FW: LUS/S3 Bypass

—Original Message—
From: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Sant: May 10, 2002 11:47 AM
To; Wittle, Jean/LAS
Subject: P LIS{93 Bypass

——-{riginal Message-—

From: Rawlins, Scott [mailto:srawlins@dot.state.nv.us]
Sant May 10, 2002 11:14 AM

Tot Laskn, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: US5{93 Bypass

Fri

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Managear

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stewart St.

Carson City, NV 89712

Ph: {775) BBR-T347

Fax: (775)868-7322

—=0riginal Message——

From: LdyCaerie@aol.com [maitto: LdyCaerie@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 10:52 AM

Ta: srawlins@dot.state.nv.us

Subjact: US/93 Bypass

| am opposed to Alternative D because It goes through the Lake Mead National Recreational Area, which has
been prosenved. It was not preserved for a froovay.

1 am in favor of Allametive C because it wiil utllize an aiready devaloped area.

Caroline Dykstra
664 Ave, H
Bouldat Clty, NV
8005

Q54BN

Page 1 of1

C50-2.54

TO120040013CODRD1134.0QC/ 042330007

Response to Comment C50-2.54
Opposition to Alternative D noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES T( THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

Page 1 of 1

From: Witlia, Jean/LAS

Sent:  May 10, 2002 1243 PM

Ta: Shosmaker, Patricia/SCO; Koos, Ellzabeth/SC0
Subject: PW: US/) Bypass

---—{riginal Message——

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 10, 2002 11:40 AM

To: Wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patrida/SC0O
Subject: FW: US/93 Bypass

—Original Message—
From: Rawling, Scott [maitte
Senit: May 10, 2002 11:14 AM
To: Laska, Michael/LAS
Subject: FW: US/93 Bypass

state.nv.us]

FYl

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
1262 5. Stewan St.

Carson City, NV 89712

Ph: {T75) 838-7317

Fax: {775) 888-7322

——{riginal Message——

from: LdyCaerieghaol.com [rmaitta: LeyCaerle@anl.com]
Sentz Friday, May 10, 2002 10:52 AM

Ta: srawlins@dot.state.nv.us

Subject: LS/93 Bypass

) am opposed io Altermative D because it wil be the mast expensive.

| arm In favor of Alternative C because it is the leasi expensive.

Caraline Dykstra
664 Ave, H
Boukder City, NV
8O003

LT s taic)

l €51-3.16

T012004001SCOIDRLN 134.D0C! 042330007

Response to Comment C51-3.16
Opposition to Alternative D noted.
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Page 1 of 1
c32

Koos, Ellzabeth/iSCO
From: Wittie, Jean/LAS

Sent  May 10, 2002 1243 FM
To: Shoemaker, PatriciatSCO:; Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
Subject: FW: USE3 Bypass

—{tiginal Message-----

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sert: May 10, 2002 11:38 AM

Tot Wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patrica/500
Subjact: PW: US/93 Bypass

—--Qriginal Message--—-

From: lins, Soott [maiko lins@dot.state. me.us)]
Sentc May 10, 2002 11:15 AM

To: Lasko, Michasl/LAS

Subject: FW: LSf93 Bypass

LA

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Projact Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stowart St.

Carsan City, NV 89712

Ph: (775) 868-7317

Fax: {775) 886-7322

—--=0riginal Message—-

From: LdyCaerie@acl.com {mailto:LdyCaerie@aol com] Response to Comment C52-1.18
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 10:52 AM

To: sawinsosot date s A grade-separated crossing at Buchanan Boulevard, with emergency
UEfS. . . N
Subject: US/33 Brpass access, would be provided upon construction of Alternative D, the
o e fevorof At G bocausa Rl rasane th dasstand ny ccess o prefer.red alternative. Ac-ces's to existing uses such as the landfill, rifle
" corsin Dyt and pistol range, transmission line service roads, and LMNRA lands
|

664 Ave. H would be maintained.
Boukler City, NV

85005

| am opposed to Altemative D Decause ft wil restrict access to the desort ‘ ca2.1.48

MO

TO12004001SCODRD1134.0QC/ 042330007
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53
Wittle, J_eg_rULAS
From: Lacko, MichaslLAS
Sent: Apri 01, 2002 8:01 AM
To: Wittia, Jean/LAS
Subject: FW: Gholces for upgrading U.S. 93
FTAR

----- Original Mesmage----- .

Prom; Rawlina, Scott (matlto:srawlinsddot.stabe nv.us]
Sent: hpril UL, 2002 7:04 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LiS

Subject: FW: Cheices for upgrading U.§. 93

fyi

R. Scott Rawlina, P.E.
Project Manager

Hevada Dept. of Tranaportation
1263 5. Stewart St.

Caracn City, MY 85712

Ph: (775} 8R8-7317

Fax: (775) AB8-7322

--=-=-(riginal Mespage-----

Prom: NEVADAGERES@acl.com (mailto:NEVADAGERES@acl.com]
Zent: Sunday, March 31, 2002 7:52 PM

Ta: Arawlinsddot.etate.nv.us

Subject: Choicee for upgrading U.5. #2

We sppreciate the opportunity of sharing our choughts on the abowve project. Response tO Comment C53 2 55

#y husband and I strongly support ALE tive D, comstructing a four-lane - . ;

B ey et er Frouns Boulder CLey. Th out opinion this will Support for Alternative D and comment noted.
preserve the current small town atmosphers. That was one of the main C53-2.58

reasany

why we moved to Boulder City last year rather than Henderson or Las YVegas.
David and Gisela Gere

P.C. Box #2407
Boulder City, NV 59006-2407

12

T012004001SCODRD1134.00C) 042330007 C-62
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cs %

———

701 Ela Street #108
_Boulder City, NY 89005

Aprtl 4, 2002

#r. Daryl Jenes

00T Enviraonmestal Bivision
1263 5. Stewart St.

Carsen City, NV 89712

RE: Bouwlder Cl#y/uUS 93 Corrider
Dear Br, James:
I would 1iks to express my comments about the Boulder

City/US §3 Corntder. 1 understand that there are four
options being considered.

.\{:er re:ieu:ng :;I‘! options, I bgl::u °"“°‘h°',s““°"1 Response to Comment 54-1.19
Aligament makes the most sense. ve near the intersection . )
of Nevada Highway snd US 93 in 8Baulder City, Since the Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
tragedy of September 11, truck traffic has beon diverted . . i
from crossing Hoover Dam. As & result, the decrease in the preferred alternative, Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
csi-148 | notse, adir poliution, and traffic has been very - . ..
noticeable. 7 2lso walk te many businesses {n town. Before, rationale for this decision.

traffic was often so hesvy through town that ft was nearly
impossible to cross the streets safely. I can honestly say
that the quality of my 1ife tn Boulder City has been greatly
inproved since the trucks and some traffic have heen

diverted.
Response to Comment C54-2.56

Other aptions for the Boulder City/US 93 Corrider would . .

increase noise in Beulder City and the residential areas, Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the

incraase polution, and incresse danger from the . . .

transportation of hazardous material especially If the preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
c54-256 § nuclear dump at Yucca Mountain is opened. Last year there . . . .

was a hazardous fuel spill when a tanker truck turned over rationale for this decision.

at the intersection of Nevads Highwsy and U5 93, It wes &
ness, inconvenient, and costly to clean up. The potential
danger to health and property 1f 1t had been 2 truck full of
nuciear waste i3 too terrdble to think about.

I strongly urge RDOT to choose Optiom D, Sowthern Altgament
for the Boulder City/US 93 Corrider so that the quality of
11fe and the character of our unique community 15 prezerved
for all the poople and future residents of Boulder City.

Sincerely,

TO120040013COIDRD134.00CK 042330007 odix
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€55
Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

Subject: FW: US 93 Bypass Corridar

----- Original Mepsage-----

Prom: Rawlins, Scott [miltc:srawlinawdor..atate.nv.us]
Sent: May 10, 2002 6:15 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LRE

gubject: FW: US 23 Bypaes Corridor

fyi

R, Scott Rawlina, P.B.

project Manager

Hevada Dept. of Tranaportation
1263 &§. Stewart St.

Carson City, NV 88712

ph: (775} 8BB-7317

Fax: [775) BB®-73Z2

----- Original Meseage-----

From: Coocodwnéddacl.com [mailte: CGoodwnesBan] . coml
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 1:02 MM

fo; grawline@det.etate.nv. us

co: admingbouldercity.com

Subject: US 23 Bypass Corridoz

Te Whom it May Concern:
I am a frequent vieikor to the Boulder City/Lake Mead Rrea. My family owne

a
trailer at

Lake Mead Trailer village. Response to Comment C55-1.20
Tea, T agces that chere is & trateic probien, noveves detouring potential FEIS Section 4.11 discusses potential economic impacts of the project
Trom the area would not be bemsficial. I have locked inte the different £55-1.20 alternatives. Preference for Alternative C noted

popeibilities for
a bypass, and I believe that Alternative € (Boulder City bypass} would be

that bemeficial. Response to Comment 55-2.57
. O 1pt N .
::v:g;ed to appreciate what land we have KOT desecrated, and ephance what we cssasr PPOSItlon to Alternative D and preference fOI' Alternatlve C noted.

Pleape gonsider mmy personal request as a EO to a scutnern bypass, and a YEB
to the Boulder City kypass alternative.

sincerely,

christine A Goodwin
2146 E Someraet Blvd #7
pallflower, CA 30706

TO120040018COIDRD1134.DOCH 042330007
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CS6

ALFRED L. HARTIG
440 AMERICACT. -
BOULDER CITY, NV.
- 89005-1504
-APRIL 4, 2002
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN, 3
I DISAGREE OF THE WHOLE CONCEPT AT THIS TIME. SINCE THE
9-E1 ATTACK ON THE TWIN TOWERS IN NEW YORK CITY NO TRUCKS

ARE PERMITTED TO CROSS THE HOOVER DAM. ‘THE TRARFIC ON ROUTE
Response to Comment C56-1.21

§ 93 HAS DIMINISHED APPRAISABLY DUE TO THE DETOUR OF TRUCKS Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the

HRADED TO KINGMAN AND POTNTS EAST AND SOUTH, preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
cse-1.1 - . . s

UNTIL THE BRIDGE SPANNING FHE COLORADO RIVER THAT IS PLANED : rationale for this decision.

AND 1S TN PLACE T THINK IT IS FOOLISH TO PLAN IMFROVEMENTS TO FEIS Section 4.11 discusses potential economic impacts of the project

- ROUTE 93. 1 SEE NO SENSE TN PLANNING A ROUTE DEAD ENDING AT alternatives. The Hoover Dam Bypass bridge is currently under design.

THE CASTNO ON'ROUTE 93. EVEN THOUGH FF' IS OWNED BY THE FAMILY

OF A FEDERAL SENATOR. IT CERTAINLY WON'T BRING ANY MORE

BUSINESS, I'LL HAVE'TO ADMIT | AM LIKE WILL ROGERS ALL  KNOW 1S

| WHATTVE READ IN THE NEWSPAFERS. ' Response to Comment C56-6.8

5665 | 1ADVOCATE THE CONTINUED USE OF ROUTE 95 DETOUR WITH Comment noted.

IMPROVEMENTS TO STOP THE CARNAGE THAT IS OCCURRING ON THIS
TWO LANE ROAD-DUE TO FAULTY DRIVING, AND ANTIQUATED ROAD
ENGINEERING.

WHEN THE BRIDGE IS BUILT I AM IN FAVOR OF THE BY-PASS ROUTED,

T012004001SCONDRD1134.D0C 042330007



04/24/02 18:00 PAT TO2ISRIL0T . CEIN BILL Boz1s004
KRR . osr . .
1000 Narads Wy #2035 %
P.0Q, Bax 50381 E h ) -
Raulder Clty, Nevada 490060381 E 1 C. FAX: [TU2) 2934966
Inberpet #Rw.ChEEw K0T EW Technical Services STUTIL: (70 2931662
. N .
14 April 2002 Vo
I
s
M. Jaows,

Anmidmomeda,ImmmndtbnNmmpummoﬂmamﬁm
(NDOT) consider the option of making Nevade Fighway 95 South to Interstutea 8, 10, and 40
the traffic conridor inatead of the arduots snd difficult option of a bridge across the Colorado
River south of Hoover Dam.

Formmemnnnbﬁdgem;honnmwbmhuupﬁvmdmsmofmn
it address the Highway 93 corridor from the South. T would seem that the wideaing of Highway
95 into a freeway and connecting with Interstates 8, 10, and 40 would be G loss comglicated

" and, MoTe important, |mﬁmwmmmummofnmcuy.

Ibeﬁmdlcnddminyupmdinsof!-ﬁglwuy%mﬁwqmwwhbn
prodem aption for the following reasona;

. Mwmh&lﬂingadmmumofﬂwmﬁdiﬁmltmou
mcmmmm.wmmmwmm&mnd
pumﬁalmﬁqmﬁuﬁmwkhmdm&wnﬁmhyofnm
Dam.

+ Rainforces the strong weffic flow already using Highomy 95 sitice the
C57-6.8 terrorisy's atracks of 11 Sep 02,

. mawwmhmﬂum:w@ws, 10,
and 50 West o proceed North to South Nevada and Utah

»  Improves the Noth/South Corridor from th Southers Catifornin/Arizons
border with Mexica making Highway 55 & trus commercial route.

. w&:o,mwmmmmp@mmmw
Rivu.hmsnmuﬂmimp:m!—ﬁghmy?iwmmmdmﬂwmﬁc
already using these Natlonal thoroughfares.

The intestion of NDOT is Sable, it has mistakenly detined Highway
%uimﬂmmwmminmﬁMnmeMMNm
rather than the ebvious use of Highway 95.

T2004001SCODRO1134.DOCT (42330007

Response to Comment (57-6.9
Comment noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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04/24/02  10:10 BAT 7423881107 CHIM BILL Q0227034

14 April 2002
Mr. Dusyt James

mwwm;limmumwmﬁmnwmmwwdm._ﬂm
reguirs, my compary is prepared to provid mwmamﬁmmaww
from Hoover Dam imposes security risks far greater than those affarded by imgrorving Highwy
55 1o interstato/freeway specificarions and interchanges with the existing interstate highwerys of

8, 10, and 40,
?lma&dﬂutowmnmi{mmulﬂumdimﬂﬂsmw.
‘Y 7
N /5
o Y-
“ ™ Daniel W, Heam
President

T0120040015CODRD1134.00C (42330007
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of 1

Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
Subject: PW! Boulder City bypass

--—-Qriginal -

From: Rawlins, Soott [malito:srawlins@dot.state.nv.us)
Sent: May 13, 2002 6:32 AM

Tos Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: PW: Boulder City bypass

Yl

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
1263 S. Stewart St.

Carson City, NV 89712

Ph: (775) 888-7TM7

Fax: {T75) 888-7322

—-LIriginal Massage——

From: nancyandkey [mailto yand) 7ero.net]
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 4:59 £M

‘To: srawiins@dot.state.nv.us

Subject: Fw: Boulder City bypass

— Original Message ——
From: nangyandkev

Toi srawdinsipdot state ny.us

Ge: adminiipoutdercity gom

Sent; Friday, May 10, 2002 4.57 PM
Subject; Boulder City bypass

My wife and { are curent Boukder Chy tesidents. We have bean Clark County residents for spproximately 8 Response to Comment C58-2.58
YA I sdtn,wo have bee a1 ee et 01 e st dosr gha thoap et e Opposition to Alternative D and
strong| ] i . This waukd dis isting , b itat, 3

055259 and native american cultural resources. That route would siso dast'oypr:aut'rrul mountains in and adjacent to pp 0 rnative an preference for Alternative C nOted-
Liake Mead NRA. ) believe that it would alse encourage and accelsrate future growth in the southern part of
town. W strongly urge you 1o consider Altemaiive C as the proposed route.

Sincargly,

Kevin & Nanct Hendricks
789 Sandra Dr.

Boukier City, NV 89005
702-293-3636

NE ST

TO12004001SCODRD1134.DOC! (42330007
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£59-122

C58-2.59

701 E1m Street F107
Boulder £1ty, N¥ BO04Q5

April 4, 2002

Mr, Daryl! James [

NDOT Environmental Division
1263 5, Stewart 5t.
Carson Ctty, HY 89712

gE: Boulder CYty/US 93 Corrider

Dear My, James:

I would 1ike to axpress my comments about the Boulder
Ctty/US 93 Corrider. I understand that there are four
options being considered.

After reviewing all opttons, I believe Optiom D, Southars
Al1gament makes the most sense. 1 1ive near the intersaction
of Nevada Kighway &nd US 93 in Boulder City., Since the
tragedy of Septamber 11, truck traffic has been diverted
from crossing Hoover Dam. As 2 result, the decrzase in the
noise, air pellution, and traffic has been very

noticeable. I can honestly say that the quality of ay life
in Boulder City has been greatly improved since the trucks
and some traffic have been diverted.

Other apttons for the Boulder City/US 93 Corridor would
increase noise in Roulder City ond the residential areas,
fncrease polution, and increase danger from the
transportstion of hazardouvs materfal especially If the
puclear dump at Yucca Mountain s opened. Last year there
was a hazerdous fuel $pi11 when a tanker truck turned over
st the intersection of Nevada Kighway and US 93. It was a
pess, inconvenient, sad costly to clesm up. The potential
danger to health and property if it had been & truck full of
nuclear waste is too terrible te think about.

I strongly urge NBOT to choose Qption D, Sowthers Alfgamext
for the Boulder City/US 53 Corrider so that the quality of

11fe and the character of our unique community 1s preserved
for all the pecple &nd future residents of Boulder City.

Sincerely,

((17§T}ifi£’..§2%'£[}};;4¢wff

TO12004001SCONORD1134.00C/ 042330007

Response to Comment C59-1.22

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the

rationale for this decision.

Response to Comment C59-2.59

Altemative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the

rationale for this decision.
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Ccso

b@« F
871 Oriole Way &
1010 Industrial Road #204 —_—

Boulder City, NV 89005
Aprit 5, 2002

Mr. Daryl James, P.E., Chief, Environmental Services Division
Nevada Department of Transportation

1263 South Stewart Street

Carson City, NV 88712

Daar Mr. James:

e v B e e s siovg Wi he s o, Response to Comment C60-2.60
g I:i;r pgam m m BandC wwl:v :m' ;{3 mo. Alternative D, thel Souther_n Alternative, has been selected .as the
m :e':w southam byp m  the oniy nesibl optin b0 pursue. Attho Aprl 4 prgferred alterr}atwe: Sectlon 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
B cain tons that th W“Wm"“‘m Cotorado will b piaced at Sugarioaf rationale for this decision.

cuozan | Mourti, Hthatisthe case. han Option i he arly ot stound Ssior € The ROD for the Hoover Dam Bypass Project (March 2001) resulted in

Bocause Yucca Mountain is being foroed upon us and there is & strong the approval of the project and the Sugarloaf Mountain Alternative as
oormlau:y o !::rmy hoots 1o o a8 wmwm?&a the selected alternative.

We ara stil of the apinion that common sense shouid prevail and the inyck ¥/ Response to Comment C60-6.10
- C60-6.10 qh:uuumnadmmhmssmhumhunmawmm.mm P

additional comment in this regard is that £5 should e widenad to four lanes Comment noted.
| betwesn Raticoad Pass and Highway 183. -

S to Lisacam

Kan and Eberta lsaacson

TE12004001SCOVORD1134.0QC! 042330007 C-70
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Koos, Eli:g_bath.'sco
From: Lasko, Michaelt/LAS
Sant: May 06, 2002 2:24 PM
To: “Ingrid Korda"
Ce: ‘srawling@dot slate.nv us; Witlie, Jean/LAS
Subjact: RE: Route "D"
Ma. Korda,

Thank you for your input. We will imclude your comments in our adminietrative record.
Regards ,

Michael 5. Lasko, F.E.

2000 Eask Flamingo Rd, Sulte A

Lae Vegas, NV 8211%

(702} 369-5904 ext. 217

Fax No. (702} 365-1107

mlagkog@cham.com «mailbo:miasko@icham. coms

----- Qriginal Message-----

From: Ingrid Forda [mailto:lecB@anv.net]
Sent: May 02, 2602 9:42 AM

Ta: Lasko, Michasl/LAS

Subject: Route "D7

Pleass do not eplit our town in half. Designatiom D is the answer. Why
destroy soms pecple and businesses life. Thank you. Mr. & Mra. Korda cs1-1.23

TO120040MSCOIDRDY134.D0C! 042330007

Response to Comment C61-1.23
Preference for Alternative D noted.

€. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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Koos, Elirabeth/SCO
From: Wittie, Jean/LAS
Sent: May 09, 2002 10210 AM
To: Shoemaker, Patriela’SCO; Koos, Eilzabeth/SC0
Sublect: FW: Route O

----- Criginal Mengage-----
Fram: Lasko, Michasl/LAS
Sent: May 0%, 2002 8:26 AM
To: Wittie, Jean/LAS
Subject: FW: Route D

----- Driginal Mepgsage-----

From: Rawlina, Scott [mailte:srawlinsddot.state.nv.uaj
Sent: May 0%, 2002 T:10 AM

Te: Laske, Michael/LAS

Bubject: FW: Route I

fyi

R. Scott Rawlinae, P.E.

Project Manager

Nevads Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stewart St.

Carson City, NV BS712

Ph: {773} 888-7317

Fax: {775} 88@-7322

----- Original Message-----

Prom: Ingrid Korda [mailto:leof@anv.net]
Sent: Thureday, May 02, 2002 5:44 hM
Ta: srawlinaddot.state.ov. us

Subject: Route D

Route D is the only anawer. It may cosSt more money, but it wonm't
destroy people's and businesees life. Mr. & Mra. Korde

I cg24.11

T012004001SCOORO1134.00C) 042330007

Response to Comment C62-4.11
Comment noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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whls £

Daryl James
1263 S. Stawart
Carson City, NV 89712

Who, but the citimms of Bouldsr City will be affected by the decisions made on the

the suggomed by-pass? Response to Comment C63-6.11
Should they not then be the persons that you nocd to sanvince in the fina] decision?
Theve prvan Rt yom consides tho pe sspart of Comment noted.

€63-6.11 | determining factors

Both could be sobved with & widening 10 4 six-Iane froowsy, Highway 95 soath.

Yes, the truckers would be put t0 & few extos miles; but the facl cansamption, and
therefor the sir-poltation would be less than that genersted through the cut-backs
gomg dowa 1o ad op from Hoover Daml

If this iz not comprehensible 10 you and your poople; I can only ask the loast by acking
that you “go with® Aliemuto D

Espocially we who five in Hamenwsy vallay will bo most apprecistive.

Sincertdy:

Cart L. Lodjic and Frences Virgitia Lodyic
433 Rangar Ct.

Boulder City, NV 59005

T 2004001 SCOIDRD1134.00C1 042330007 G713
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84

625 Melaza Orive
Boulder wity, ¥ 191795-1513
March 30, 2002

Jarv¥l James

7 Enviromment Jivision

1 5. Stewart

Zarson City, WV 39712

Npar Mr, James:

BEIS ON BQULDER CITY ROAD GONSTRUCTION ALTERNATIVES

“ | Respon
0'84-2‘61 | %e support the Southern By-Pass slternative for Boulder Uity S Spo tsfe to}fllomment C64-2.61
h rosd construaction since it is by far the least disruptive to the APPOort 1or te i
anvironment, both physiesl and human, of this city. pp rnative D and comment noted.
we,

therefore, urge its early adoptionm as the final decision
~f the Nevada Tepartment »f Transportation.

Sincersly yours,

ot B Py v £, Tl

Joseph 4. HMendenhall Leone K. Mendenhall

T012004001SCODRD1134.0D0CT 042330007
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C65-1.24

£65-1.25

April 24, 2002

Daryl James, NDOT Envirmomental Bivision

1263 5 Stewart St

Camson City, NV 39712,

Robest W. Memrell, M.D,

I Ave

Bouldes City, NV 89005

RE: The Boulder City Corridor Study

Desr Mr. James;

Ewould like o highlight several significant points from the sudy,
Bodh ALTERNATIVE B AND ALTERNATIVE C ROUTES WILL RESULT BN BRINGING THE

‘I‘_R.UCKSBACKMDTOWN. The construction of either of these ehtomarives will Hirwise cante
disruption of our community far 3 years of longer.

ALTERNATIVE B is an imp of existing 93 from Railrcad Pat o Buck Bivd with a 4 lane
ﬂv&d_h}waymmgh}hmmwmhy.mm‘ Veterang Memoesal Deive to Buch
Bivd will be s 7-lane srocrial roadway with raised medisns and/or Left torn Lanes. A new stoplight will be
scded 2t Yucea Strect. The avertge speody we predictod to increase From 37 to 57 MPEL. Five busincases
lkmg&umwﬂlehhwhmmmmwcthnﬂnﬁwofnymmmﬁ

E e will fequire &,

&mmcmmm+huwmmﬁmmmwmmmmm
mwhmmawm Sound walls 3-14 fect will be necessary 1o mitigate tho expected
mcrease in aixe fom the tucks ad increasing raffi: predicted in years 1o come. This alternative will
mm&ahuofmdhhﬂdagudb&hgﬁkdhmmmhopﬁdﬂmm
mgmﬂmghbmﬁmbmﬁmmmmwﬁhlwmmmm“mﬁyh

ammnmmm)hmulymmmmpummwm
owt of cur ity for good. It will ot result ia incressed wolse for any residential ares is the city
?Mulhenmm INolne levels for the majority of the city sre predicted to
with this skt fve. Alihongh thete will be some economic Lmpact oo oar city, ihe DEIS

wat naabie to predict say long-term significant isspact whth this altoruathve. This cholce dos not
el Ix the locs of bl o residents p 1y established. D provides for the wafest roate

d our ty for lons material to be traxsported, and allows Boulder Clty to
maintals the quict anique lown most of s have thosen 1o five hare for. ¥

My family and { strongly scpport altermutive [ 3 the one and only solution to the maffic probams tha
plague Boulder City ’

\"T)

T 20040015CO0RD1134.00C/ 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C65-1.24

Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision,

In this study, NDOT is analyzing for a design year of 2027. Traffic
estimates using computer modeling have shown that traffic Ievels in
2027, even without trucks, will produce failing levels of service between
the study limits. The noise, air quality, and traffic impacts of each
alternative vary to some degree, as described in Chapter 4 of the FEIS.

Response to Comment C65-1.25
Preference for Alternative D noted.
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

COPY OF PRESENTATION TO THE Boulder CityCity Councit

Dr. Merreil Presentation - April 23 Meeting

Mayor Ferraro, members of the Couneit, I also would like to thank you for
the opportunity to speak before you today. My name is Dr. Robert Merrell and I am
the president of the Boulder City Bypass Coalition. Our Coalition felt it was
important to stand before you once again in support of the southern bypass now that
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been refeased and the public
comment pericd is open. As Senater Bryan stated, we need your support in these
final critical weeks to ensure that there is no misunderstanding: Route D, the
Southern Bypass, is the preferred route of the Citizens of Boulder City.

From the beginning, our Coalition has committed to thorough research of the
facts. We pledged to you, and all Boulder City residents, that the information we
dizsseminate would be accurate and based on objective evidence. The facts were
always on our side because our effort has always been about what is best for
Boulder City — not about protecting a certain neighborhood or certain special
interests,

Several months ago I came before you with 2 presentation in which 1 outlined
the various benefits of the southern bypass as compared to the other through-town
build routes. While I do not intend to repeat all of this information today do
want to stress that all the points | made several months ago remain as
valid today after the release of the DEIS as they did then. 1 also wanted to
quickly hightight a few aspects of the DEIS, whichclearly demonstrate
alternative D will have the least adverse impact on Boulder City and will actually
improve Boulder City's quality of life.

First, I would like to note that the Project Management Team, after
considering the extensive research of many experts on 30 environmental criteria,

gave Route Dthe highest rating among the alternatives being
studied.

Second, I would like to reiterate that the through-townroutes would

destroy the special ambience Boulder City has worked so hard to preserve.
Alternative B would make improvements to existing 93 by creating 2 seven-lane
arterial roadway with raised medians and turn lanes between Veterans Memorial

T0120040015CODRD1134.00C/ 042330007 C-76



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Drive and Buchanan Boutevard. Average speeds would increase from 37 to 57
miles per hour and five businesses would have to move or close down to
accornmodate an expanded right-of-way.

Alternative € wouid be a four-lane through-town freeway that would pass
throughthe northern part of our eity. Sound walls 8-14 feet hlgh would be

iti £x d noise increases from trucks &
predicted in vears to come This alternative would result in theloss of some of
the hiking and biking trails of the River Mountains Loop Trail and leave
snugly scar aleng the base of the beantiful Red Mountain area with a large
freeway that divides our community in haif,

The resuits of either B or C will result in logs of privately owned
land, some residences and/or business presently in place,

The DEIS shows thatpoise levels throughout all the developed aress of
Boulder City would decrease with route D, improving the quality of life for ail
city residents. The through town routes would increase noise so much that they
would require the construction of sound walls,

The DEIS clearly states Route D would have the least impact on views As I
stated, the increased noise that would resuit from the through-town routes would

require the construction of sound walls that obstruct views of Lake Mead and create

major eyesores. Highway lighting on the new through-town routes could cause
nighttime glare in some residential areas,

Route D —because it would be constructed on a new right of way on the

outskirts of town - would by far be theleast disruptive during construction of
the project, which is expected to take five years,

Not only would Route D provide a safer roadway totransport hazardous
wastes by reducing traffic-related accidents, it would take this waste further from
homes in the event that there was some type of incident.

The effect of Route D on recreation land would be less than a new through-
town rotte.

TO12004001SCODRD1134.DOC/ (42330007 C-77



Although all of the proposed routes would potentially have adverse impacts
on businesses afong the corridor, "3 gevere long-term negative impact is
unlikely" to be caused by route D. Decreased congestion in Boulder City could
result in increased local patropage to Boulder City businesses. Proper signage
would direct the toursit, lake and dam traffic to our city.

In less than 5 years we will have a four lane bridge across the Colorado river
below the Hoover Dam connecting to 3 four lane highway on the Arizona Sids.
The govemnernent has put this on the fast track. (Apzil 15, paper). In 1997 §1% of
the citiizen gave directions to the current and future city council that they degired a
southern bypass to deal with the traffic issues which city, NDOT, and Feddiway
Administration have identified.

As Boulder City's elected officials, you are in & unique position to serve as
the mouthpieces of your constituents. We feel that your participation in this process
is critical and we ask that you provide your personal statements in support of the
southern bypass today to be preserved in the public record. 'We also ask that you
relay to the PMT, NDOT, and the FederalHiway Administration the clear and
unequival direction of the citizens of Boulder City for a southern bypass to connect
1o the Hoover Darp bridge project.

Again, thank you for the oppormunity io speak to you today. Lile the Senator

said, T urge your support for our efforts in the final weeks of public comment and
hope that we are able to preserve the Boulder City we love for future generations.

/4

W

2370q Arraue T

6. e e MW 90 s
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TQ THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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Koos, ElizabathiSCO

From: Wittie, JeanLAS

Sent:  Mey 10, 2002 1234 PM

To: Shoemaker, PatriciarSCO; Koos, Eflzabeth/SCO
Sublect; FW: US/93 Bypass

—=-Criginal Message—---

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 10, 2002 11:53 AM

To: Wiltie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patricia/SCO
Subject: FW: US/93 Bypass

From:
Sant: May 10, 2002 8:40 AM
‘To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject; FW: US/53 Bypass

--—-0riginal Message—
£ {ins, Seott {

Aot shate., nu_m]

fyi

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Daept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stowart 51,

Carson City, NV 89712

Ph: (775)886-7317

Fax: (F75) 880-71322

iginal Message—-
:;mo?MMIlhrllsmd.mm [mailw:loeMilleerS@ammlﬂI
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 8:37 AM
Tor srawlins@dot.state.mv.us
e admin@bouidercity.com
Subject: U593 Bypass

| am in favar of Alternative G because | think It will still get pecpla to come to our stores.

there are petraglyphs.

Joe Miiler
664 Avenue H

Boulder City, NV

05/10/2002

| am opposed to Alternative: D becausa il goes through Lake Mead's land and near Boy Scout Canyon where I C66-262

T012004001SCONDRD1134.00C/ 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C66-4.12
Preference for Alternative C noted.

Response to Comment C66-2.62

Alternative D will require the use of approximately 85 acres of LMNRA
land. Specific measures to mitigate impacts on cultural resources will
be included in a Memorandum of Agreement and Treatment Plan

developed by NDOT and FHWA, in consultation with SHPO, ACHP,
and interested Native American tribes.
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GEMERAL PUBLIC

. Page | of 1

Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

From: Wiltie, JeanLAS

Sent: May 10, 2002 12:34 PM

To: Kous, Efizateth/SCO; Sh , PatriciaSCO
Subject: FW: LiS/932 Bypass

—-—{riginal Message-——

From: Lasko, Mhael/LAS

Sent: May 1{, 2002 11:51 AM

To: Wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, PatriciafSC0
Sulpject: FW: USf33 Bypass

~~---Origina] Message-+--

From: Rawlins, Scott [maltte dot.state.nv.us]
Sent: May 10, 2007 8:40 AM

To: Laska, Micheel/LAS

Subject: FW: US/93 Bypass

i

R. Scoit Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Depl, of Transpartation
1283 8. Stewart St.

Carson Clty, NY BAT12

Ph: (775) 888-T317

Fax; (¥75) 886-7322

——-Original Message-—-

el iranmerr et L St Response to Comment C67-2.63
Tor sawins@ootsate. v Opposition to Alternative D noted.
Subject: US/93 Bypass
j am oppased to Atemative D because it will interlera wih tha view. | cerass - Response to Comment (C67-1.26

| am in favor of Altermative C because it wil b easier to gat on and off the reeway. | ce7.1.26 Preference for Alternative C noted.

Joa Miler
64 Avenue H
Bautder City, NV

N Y
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Pagel of 1
ced
Koos, EllzabetwsCO e e
From; Witlie, Jean/LAS
Sent:  May 10, 2002 1234 PM
To: Shopmaker, PalrigtarSC0; Koas, Elizabeth/5C0
Subject: FW: LS/ Bypass
——Qriginzl Message——
From: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Sent: May 10, 2002 11:51 AM
To: Wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patricia/SCO
Subject; FW: US/93 Bypass
——Original Message-—
From: Rewlins, Scott [mailto:srawlins@dot.state. av.us)
Sent: May 10, 2002 B:41 AM
To: Laska, Michael/LAS
Subject; F: U5/93 Bypass Response to Comment C68-3.17
f Opposition to Alternative D noted. Alternative D has been identified as
® Seott Rawlins P.E the preferred alternative because it meets the purpose and need of the
ey | project and because of its broad public and agency acceptance based on:
as sangh 1) comments received on the DEIS; 2) less noise, air quality, and visual
Gorson Gy, NV 88712 impacts to the City of Boulder City compared to the other build
: (F75) BBE-TH . . . - . .
1::,‘:‘(7?5)) B88-7322 alternatives; 3) less disruption of the existing corridor during
——originel Message-— construction than any of the other build alternatives; 4) provision for
From: mr‘;g;ﬁfg'dggﬂggﬂﬁﬂ*”"mﬁ@“"ml ' flexible staging of construction to match funding availability; and
Tor seanlins@dot state s . 5) mair}tenance of and pro?aable improvements to the quality of life of
Subject: U5/93 Bypass the residents of Boulder City. FHWA has determined that the
I'am opposad to Altemative D bacause [t casts more money. | ceaart construction of Alternatives B and C would result in significant, adverse
t.am for Altemative C becausa it cosfs less money. social and environmental impacts on Boulder City that would be
Joa Miler avoided with Alternative D. A detailed discussion of the screening
o criteria used to identify the preferred alternative is in Section 2.6 of
Volume I of the FEIS.
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

1of
cis Page 10f1

Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

From: Witiie, Jean/LAS

Sent:  May 10, 2002 1235 FM

To: Showmaker, Patricia/SCO, Koo, Elizabeth/SCO
Subject: FW: US/93 Bypass

Sentz May 10, 2002 11:50 AM
To: Shoemaker, Patricia/SC0; Wittie, JeanfLAS
Subject: FW: U5/93 Bypass

~—=-{rigyinal Message--—-

From: Rawlins, Scott [mallto: srawlins@dot. state.av.us]
Sent: May 10, 2002 8:41 AM

To: Lasko, MichaelfLAS

Subject: FW: LUSf93 Bypass

fy

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager
Nevada Dapt. of Transportation
1263 . Stowart St.
Carson City, NV 89712

_ Ph: (775) 8687317
Fax: {F75) 883-7322

—0riginal Message—

From: loeMiller2 15@a0l.com [ralito: JoeMiler 215@a0l.com)
Sent: Fridey, May 10, 2002 8:38 AM

o srawlinsGdot state.rv.us Response to Comment €69-1.27
Cc; admin@boukdercity.com
Subject: US/93 Bypass Refer to response to Comment C52-1.18.

+ am opposed to the Altemalive O because it will make il harder for me to go out inta the: desart. I CEg1.27

Response to Comment C69-1.28

| am for Altemative © bacause that's where the road to the lake is and it should stay there. | CE-1.28 Preference for Alt H C d
e for ernative C noted.

Joa Miller

664 Avenue H
Boulder Tity, NV

R NPT

TO12004001SCODRD134.D0OC! 042330007
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C10

Wi

12 Agnil 2002

Mr Daryl James

NDOT Environmental Division
1263 S Stewart St

Carson City NV 89712

Decar Sir:
BOULDER CITY CORRIDDR STUDY
1 live in Boulder City. My home aad its value is ot directly affected by any of the proposals.

Thhhwismmgeynumuketh:ovmnﬁawofﬂﬁspmjeﬂmdchmﬂnmembm
serves cveryoue.,

I ath worriad, snd somewhat ashamed, by the group opposing efternatives B and C. No matter

how they dress up their public statements, this group is asrow-minded and urterly ssifish, They
C70-4.13 | e congernad only ahout their proparty vatocs xnd to demonsires thet once agein 0ty &40 do

whatever they want in Boulder City. The core of this group is a 3¢t of poople known for their

aragance ia dealing with others in Boulder Cicy.

Henee, 1 would appreciate it if you recogrized this well Snanced group For thedr el objectives

mﬂbydohgsoﬁﬁngmeheinﬁmﬂdﬂmymbmﬁxofﬂwbmmhuedupm

a2l v
Sinckrel . [
o o
G D Newbould

2 Killside Brive
Boulder City NV 89005

T1120040015CODRD134.D0CS 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C70-4.13

Comment noted. Alternative D has been identified as the preferred
alternative because it meets the purpose and need of the project and
because of its broad public and agency acceptance based on: 1)
comments received on the DEIS; 2) less noise, air quality, and visual
impacts to the City of Boulder City compared to the other build
alternatives; 3} less disruption of the existing corridor during
construction than any of the other build alternatives; 4} provision for
flexible staging of construction to match funding availability; and

5) maintenance of and probable improvements to the quality of life of
the residents of Boulder City. FHWA has determined that the
construction of Alternatives B and C would result in significant, adverse
social and environmental impacts on Boulder City that would be
avoided with Alternative D. A detailed discussion of the screening
criteria used to identify the preferred alternative is in Section 2.6 of
Volume I of the FEIS.
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[24]
Hoos, Ellzaboth/SCO
From: Witlie, Jean'LAS
Sant: May 0D, 2002 10:13 AM
Ta: Koos, Elizabeth/SCO; Shoemaker, Patricia’SCO
Subject: FW: Bouldger City Corritior

————— Original Meseage-----

From: Lagkeo, Michael/LRS

Sent: May 09, 2002 §:21 AM

To: Wittie, Jean/LAS

Subject: FW: Boulder Ciey Corridor

----- Original Message-----

From: Rawlins, Scott [mailto:srawline@dou.state.nv.us]
Sent: May 0§, 2002 £:42 RM

To: Laske, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: Boulder City Corrider

FY1

R. Scott Rawline, P.E.

Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stewart St.

Carson City, NV 85712

Ph: {775} 88E-7317

Fax: (775} 888-7322

————— Original Megsage-----

From: Gerald Newbould [mailto:sirgdn@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 07, 2002 4:54 PN

To: srawlinagdot.state.nv.us

Subject: Boulder City Corridor

Comment op BC Corrider Study:

I was a full professor of economics at age 31, I am
now recired living in BC. I am not direckly affecced
{e.g. value of home} by any of the propoeals.

I have tried to look carefully at the proe and cons of
alternatives A thru D hy using the internet. T
concentrated on txying to find the impact on 71414
commanities that have experienced thru-remtes (B & ) .
and kypagaes {D}.

on balance it would seem clearly that the best
alternative would be to improve the existing USsl. {1
rannot differentiate betwesn Alternatives B and © by
gtudying orher towns.} A Bypass would seem to be a
alow dewnhill economic alide for much of Boulder City.

Thank you, G [ Newbould.

T 20040015CODR01134.00C! 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C71-4.14

Economic impacts to businesses are discussed in Section 4.11 of
Volume [ of the FEIS. Alternative D has been identified as the preferréd
alternative because it meets the purpose and need of the project and
because of its broad public and agency acceptance based on:

1) comments received on the DEIS; 2) less noise, air quality, and visual
impacts to the City of Boulder City compared to the other build
alternatives; 3) less disruption of the existing corridor during
construction than any of the other build alternatives; 4) provision for
flexible staging of construction to match funding availability; and

5) maintenance of and probable improvements to the quality of life of
the residents of Boulder City. FHWA has determined that the
construction of Alternatives B and C would result in significant, adverse
social and environmental impacts on Boulder City that would be
avoided with Alternative D. A detailed discussion of the screening
criteria used to identify the preferred alternative is in Section 2.6 of
Volume I of the FEIS.



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TQ THE GENERAL PUBLIC

c72
g =
M
631 Mt Antero Way
Boutder City, NV 89005
April 2, 2002
M. Daryl James
NDOT Eavi
1263 S. Stewart Street
Carson City. NV 89712
Dear Mr. James: o
. . . and wish to add our wOICeS I .
We are feﬂmm”mcmm' e ihe southem fruck Dypass (sttermative Response to Comment C72-5.8
gm Scommiodate traffc on the proposad new ridge be _ Preference for Alternative D noted.
crzs8 A you 81 the maiority of Boulder City residents support this
w.l Hwars,

atemative. Thank youl

g

T01200400M1SCOIDRD1134.00C/ (42330007
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c73

Wittle, Jenr/LAS

p———
From: Lasko, Michasll AS
Sent: April D1, 2002 5:43 AM
Ta: Wittle, Jean/LAS
Subject: FW: Public Information Meeting at BOULDER CITY, 4/4/2002 4:00:0¢ PM

PTAR

----- Original Mesaage-—-—--
From: Rawling, Scott

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Senk: 4/1/2002 9:42 AM

Y1

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Kavada Dept. of Transporxtaticn
1263 5. Stewart St.

Carson City, NV 88712

Ph: (775) B8&-7317

Pax: (775) B88-7322

----- original Mesmeage—-—---

From: Archex, Felicim

Sept: Monday, April 01, 2002 B:14 AM

To: Rawling, Scott

Subject: FW: Public Information Weeting at BOULDER CITY, 4/4/2002
4:00:00 PR

----- Original Megeage---—-—-—

From: infoédot.stete.nv,us [mailta:infoddot.state.nv.us)

Sent: Friday, March 29, 2002 5:52 PM

To: Felicia Archer

Subject: Public Information Meating at BOULDER CITY, 47472002 4:00:00 PM

Subject: Public Informaetion Meeting at BOULDER CITY. 47472002 4:00:00 PM

Hame: wendy osullivan
110 stone canyon of,
702-656-2811

Bmail:

I don't believe the buzinesees in boulder city will be hurkt if the
aouthern

route is adopted.The tourist will still drive over the damn and thru the
city.Tt will however keep the trucks Erom coming thru town.This will
make it

asasier for our bourist to drive thru town and enjoy the sitea without
tha

dangers of all the trucks

Subject: PW: fublic Information Meebing at BOULDER CITY, 4/4/2002 4:00:00 FM

C73-4.15

T120040015CODR01134.000) 042330007

Response to Comment C73-4.15

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Comment and preference for Alternative D noted. Economic impacts to
businesses are discussed in Section 4.11 of the FEIS.
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of 1
C74

From: Laskn, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 10, 2002 7:30 AM

Ta: Wittte, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patricia/SCO
Subject: FW: Objection to Scuth Corridor, Alternative D

~—Qriginal Message—

From: lins, Soott [malio lins@dot.state. me.us]
Sentt: May 10, 2002 6:21 AM

To: Laskn, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: Ohjaction ko South Corridor, Akemative D

fyi

R. Scott Rawiins, P.E.
Praject Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stewart St

Carson City, NV 89712

Ph: (T75) 868-7317

Fax: (775) 868-7322

—0Original Message-—

From: R PASGE [maltte:diabloE3@msn com]

Sent: Thursday, May 09, 2002 3:45 PM

To: srewlins@dot.state. nv.us

Co admin@bouldercity.com

Subject: Qbjection to South Corridor, Allemnative D

My name Is Gertrude L. Paige, Box 731, Olable, CA 94528, I personally chject to the instzl!ment R I

of South Corridar, Alternative D. 1, and my family are frequent visitors to the area and have BSPOiflS'e to CO ent. C74-2'64
family residing there, Tt would greatly Interfere with our enjoyment of the national park, the Opposﬂjon to Alternative D noted.
beautiful surrounding desert landscape, and It would interfere with the present small town

C74-2.64 Renviranment. Tt would affect the naturalness of the area. Consider the towns people - it's their :
home and their desires should be accommodated!

The best idea is to upgrade the present Boulder City Bypass - less expense and happler
Boulder City population!
Sincerely, G, L. Paige

Fnad AT ol Dt ersiil Al nral Sattined Trmmarary In majoe Cthiect to Teht 05/10/2002

T 20040015 CODRD1134.00C/ (42330007 ce7



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page Lof 1
C7s

Wittle, Jear/LAS

From: Lasko, MichaelLAS
Sent:  Apsil 15, 2002 12:40 PM
To: Wittie, JoanLAS
Subject: PW: Bouldar City Study

Message -
From: Rawlins, Scott fmailto:srewilns@dot.state.mv.us]
Sent: Aprll 15, 2002 11:0k AM
To: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Subjects FW: Boulder City Study
i

R. Scots Rawlins, P.E.
Project Managar

Navada Dept. of Transportation
1263 S. Stewart SL

Carson Gity, NV 89712

Ph: (775) 888-7317

Fax: (775) 883-7322

—Origina! Message—
From: Lamy Pakje [mailto:wpadivem,com)

Sents Friday, Aol 12, 2002 7:05 A Response to Comment C75-5.9

Subject: Boulder Clty Study Preference for Alternative D noted.
As & reakiont of Boulder City, | want 1D ondorsa route O. Lawrence & Diane Paige | crs88

0471572002

TO1200400153CODRD 134.D0C/ 042330007 C-88



CTé
Koos, EllzabathiSCO
L
Fram: Wittle, Jean/LAS
Sent: May 04, 2002 9:29 AM
To: Shoemakar, Patricia’SCO; Koos, Ellzabeth/SCO
Subjact: FW: Boulder City Study

----- Original Message-----
From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sapt: May 47, 2002 11:26 AM
To: ‘'Lealie_Paigedmpe.gov’

Cc: ‘srawlineggdot.state nv.us'
Subject: RE: Bowlder City Study

Lealie,
Thank you for your response. We will ehare you comments with the Project Management Team.
Best Regards,

Michael S. Laske, P.E.

2000 East Flamingo Rd

Lag Vegas, NV #9119

[702) 369-6904 ext. 217

Pax Mo. {702} 36%-1107

wlasko&ch2m. com emailtormlasko@ch2m. coms

————— Qriginal Message-----

From: Leslis Paige@nps.gov [meiltw:Leslie_Paigednpe.govl
Sent: May 07, 2002 8:04 AM

Ta: Laska, Michael/LAS

subject: Boulder City Study

Forward Header

Bubject: Boulder City Study
Ruthor: Leslie Paige at NP-LAME
Date: 547/2002 10:51 RM

Comments oh the Boulder City/Us 93 Corrider

I am absclutely against Altermative I for these respong:

we already have an existing bypass

Negative impacte on matural habitat

Kegative impacte on depert recreation to the aouth of Boulder City
Hegative impacte on the Boulder City Rifle and Gun Club CT6-2.65
shifting pollution and noise to the neighborhoods located in the
south side of Boulder Qity where pecple chose NOT to build next Eo
a bypasa/freeway. .

Negatlve cultural impacte to the AmaHaKav tribe

Tog mxpensive

Destroying pristine desert

Deptroying gorgecus views of the Eldorado valley and the

Mountains beyond

(LI S

(X

1

TO12004001SCONORD 1134 DOC/ 042330007

. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C76-2.65

Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision. Refer to FEIS Section 2.3 for a description of
the project history, and Sections 2.4 and 2.5 for background on the
identification of altermatives.

This EIS is an environmental study looking at methods of best planning
for roadway conditions on U.S. 93 in the design year of 2027. According
to traffic projections, which are dependent upon the fast growth of the
Las Vegas Valley and the region in general, continuing the existing
detour of trucks through Laughlin will still produce an unacceptable
level of traffic congestion in Boulder City. The Laughlin route was
eliminated in the Hoover Dam Bypass EIS; therefore, it was not a
consideration for this project.
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

10. Magative impacts on wildlife that ia NOT impacted now.

Qf the four alternatives presented I would prefer altermative B and C
equally. My true preferred alternative would be Rlternative E - asnd
the traffic south through Laughlin. IE zsams Lo he working well now.

Thank you,

Leplie Paige

713 Avenseuge A

Boulder City, NV 85005
[702) IRI-T026

TO120040013CODRD11 34.00C1 042320007 C90



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page dof 1
crr

Witile, Joar/LAS

From: Lesko, MichaolLAS

Sent:  April 15, 2002 1240 PM

To: Wittie, Jean/LAS

Sublect FW: Foute "B" |5 the bast cholce!

—0Original Message—
From: Rawiins, Scott [mafto:srawlinsghdot.sate.nv.ius]
Santz Aprdl 15, 2002 11:06 AM

To: Laska, Michael/LAS
Subject: FW: Route "B" I5 the best choloe!
FYl

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Navada Dept. of Transportation
1263 §. Stowart St

Carson Chy, NV 89712

oh: (77518887317

Fax: (775) 368-7328

—Original Message—--

From: RAEORGao!.com [malt:RAEON Gack.com)
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2002 8:34 PM

To; srawinshdot. state.

w.US
Subject: Route "B Is the best choloet

This is as important to us as the Yucca Mountian situation. Please forward this to the person who is keeping count. | Response to Comment C77~3'18
chose “B". Improving ﬂl? exlsﬂl‘lgl r?u:e through Boulder City.ft cost the least amount of tax payers dollars and creates The potent[al environmental impacts associated with each altemative

the least of ge, It also keeps the air pnllutinnal_n the Lake Mead valley, which is biggler than
the Eldorado Valtey, Save the tax payers money, chose route "8°. Route "B is the only way 10 g¢. Thanks, Angela ¥ H H :
Pestana 1516 Sandra Ot Boulder Clty , Nv. 89005 (702) 203-4076 vary and, n some cases (aH quality), the lmPaCts are comparable among
C773.18 the alternatives (FEIS, Section 4.2.1). The estimated cost of Alternative B
is less than for Alternatives C and D.
DS 1500

T012004001SCOADRO1134.D0CH (42330007 (o8]



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of i
c78

Hoos, Elizabeth/SCO

Fram: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent:  April 15, 2002 12:39 PM
Yo Wittie, Jean/LAS

Subject: PW: my chaics |5 route "B°

-—-Original Message—-—

From: |Ins, SO0tk [

Sentz Apnl 15, 2002 11:08 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: my choice is route "8"

dot.state. nv.us)

FYl

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Depl. of Transportation
1253 §. Slewart St.

Cargon Cily, NV 89712

Ph: {773} 888-7317

Fax: (775) 828-7322

—~—{riginal Message—--
From: losephGP@aot.com [maitto:JosephGP@aot.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2002 8:15 PM
To: srwlins@dot state. Av.us Response to Comment C78-3.19

Subject: my choice s foute ‘8" The potential environmental impacts associated with each alternative

Please forward this to The person who is keeping count. § chose "B, It cost the least tax payers v i H : -
78319 dollars and creates the least amount of enviromental damage. It also keeps the air polloticn in the ary and’ N SOME cases (all' quahty)’ the mpaCtS are comparable among

lake mead vallay, which is bigger than the Eldorada Valley. 5ave the tax payers money, ¢hose route th 1 5 4 .
"B". Ro::e '\Ir!" isythe anly wa;r to go. Thanks, foseph Pestana 1516 Sandra Dr Boulder City , Nv. 89005 € alternattves (FEIS’ Sectlon 42'1) The estlmated cost Of AItema'nve B

(702) 2934076 is less than for Alternatives C and D.

AEIT AW

T012004001SCOIDRD1134.D0C! (42330007 c92



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GEWNERAL PUBLIC

crs
Wittle, Jean/LAS
A
From: Laska, MichaglLAS
Sent: April 15, 2002 12:40 PM
Ta Wittia, JeanLAS
Subpect: FW: ALternsto routs *B" should ba the choice

----- Original Hessage-----

Prom: Rewlins, Scott (mailto:erawlinsddot.atate.nv.us]
Sent: April 15, 2002 11:05 AN

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: PW: ALternate route "B" should be the choice

FiL

R. Scott Rawlina, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Dept:. of Transportation
1263 5. Stewart St.

Caxgon City, NV 85712

Ph:  (775) 888-7217

Fax: (775} BBA-7322

w===-(riginal Mepgage-----

From: Pestana Joeeph Civ 57 O55/05W
[mailto:Joseph. Peatanadnellis.af .mill

Sent: Wednesday, April 10¢, 2002 10:58 PM

To: ‘arawiins@dot.state.nv.us'

Subject: Alternate routs *B* should be the choice

Ancther reagon to pick Route "B' i because i:inlready uists‘.i zeople aleng C79:3.20 RQSPOI‘ISE to Comment C79"'3020
the route are alraady aclamated to vehicles. ter all, they did purchase '
next to tha Highw;;. 'n:,:uks ° Comment noted.

T0120040015CODRO1134.00C) 042330007 C43



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of 1

Frem: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 10, 2002 7:31 AM

To: Wittie, Fean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patricia/SCO
Subject: FW: public comment

—{riginal Message—

From: Rawlins, Scott [mailto:srawlins§dot.state.nv, us]
Sent: May 10, 2002 6;18 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject PW: public comment

fi

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stewart St

Carson City, NV 85712

P {775) 885-7317

Fax: {775) 688-7322

—Original

From: LUREDOCTOR@ao! .com [mailto: LUREDQCTOR@aa!.com]
Santz Thursday, May (9, 2002 4:14 FM

T srawlins@dot. state.nv.us

Subject: public comment

My husband and | wish to give our support to route D, We maved o Boukler City with our 3 small children, for Response to Comment C80-2.66
s clean, quist, small town atmosphere. We feel 2 7 lane freeway through town woukd not be conducive 1o that .
iHeatyle. We also fool tourists who wish b visit Lake Mead, Hoovar Dam, and Boutder Gity, wil stil do 3o, while Preference for Alternative I} and comments noted.

C80-2 .66 | e traffic.and " Big Rigs™ that just want to go through to AZ., could devert around the city.

Wa didr't have much choice on the bridge, we knew that the traffic an the darmn needed to be aleviated, but !
hope al! public comments are really taken into great conaideration when it comes lo what the citizens of
Boulder City want. Wae hopa that NDOT wants to work with the pecple of Boulder City, and give us whal wa
love maost about it , our small, quiet, clpan town to stay the way it is.

Thank you,
Josagh & Dominique Pleiffer
502 Ralni Pl
Boulder City,NV.
89005

file://CDocuments and Settinpsilkoos\l.ocal SettingstTemporary Intern..\Pfeiffer for Dbt 05/10/2002

T012004001SCOIDRD1134.00CS 042330007 Ca4



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

=1
Wittle, JeanLAS
From: Lasko, MichaolLAS
Senk: April 01, 2002 £:03 AM
To: ittie, Jean/LAS
Subject: FW: Boulder cy/LISS3 corridar study
PFTaR
----- Original Mesaage-----

From: Rawline, Scott [mailto:srawlins@dot.state.nv.us]
Sent: April 01, 2002 7:25 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: Boulder ciky/USS3 corrider study

FYI

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.

Project Manager

Hevada Pept. of Transportation
1263 3. Scewart St.

Carmon City, WV 89712

¥h: (775} 88B-7317

Fax: (775} 8BBR-7322

----- Original Mespaga-----

From: Rjpandmapdncl.con [mailto:Ripandmap@acl .com]
Sant: Pridesy, March 29, 2002 0:52 AM

To: srawlinsédot.state.nv.us

Subject: Re: Boulder city/Us9d corrider study Response to Comment C81-1.29
. _ : Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
wWe believe that the scuthern bypass should b: bul.i.qlt \:}1‘;? xi{sem‘;;r:::z:n:zg d 1 i ; :
da ho . o o
e meinson and Hevada Highusy. It shouid also be suaken if possible | ..o preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
f:ﬁ: out the noise such as 215 through Henderson. We do not want to see ratlonale fOI' thls deC1510n.
thosa
iy sound wallas they put up along 215 through Henderson. Thank you. . . . .
Richara T Alternative D contains interchanges at Railroad Pass, U.S. 95, and the
and Margaret Fhegley, Boulder City Residente

eastern study limit and emergency access at Buchanan Boulevard.

A depressed roadway profile is not envisioned for Alternative D
because of drainage considerations, particularly near the foothilis of
the Eldorado Mountains (see Drainage section of the Preliminary
Engineering Report). Sound walls are not proposed with Alternative D.

T012004001 SCODRD1134.DOGH 042330007 .45



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of 2

Wittls, Jear/LAS

From: Lasko, MichaolL.AS
Sent:  Apil 01, 2002 8:00 AM
To: Wittle, JeanLAS
Subject: FW: US 93 aligrimont

FTAR

—-Driginal Message--—-—

From: Rawins, Scott [mailto:srawlins@dot.state. mv.us]
Sents Aprl 03, 2002 7:04 AM

To: Lasko, Mkhael/LAS

Subject: PW: U5 93 alignimestt

FYl

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Navada Dept. of Transp
1263 5. Stewarn St
Carson City, NV 89712
Ph: (775) 888-7317

Fax: (775) 888-7322

—-Qriginal Message---—

From: ed piichford [maito:bed88gyahoo.com
Sant; Sunday, March 31, 2002 1:12 PH

To: sawinsGdot.state.rmv.s

€ Loylse Sitton; Cennls Speer

Subject: US 53 alignment

We are twenty-five year residents of Boulder City and won't be able to attend the public meetings to discuss the
proposed routes. Response to Comment C82-2.67
We feel the Southern route is the best for Boulder City. It would preserve the small town enviroment that attracted l Support for Alternative D and comment noted.

most of the residents to Boulder City. 2267

Thaak you,
Ed & Judy Pitchford
800 Marina Drive

Bouider City, NV 89005

Do You Yahoo!?

D 15/2002

TO120040015CADRD1134.00C/ 042330007 C-496
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Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
From: Wittia, Jean/LAS
Sent: May 09, 2002 10:18 AM
To: Shoemaker, Patricla’SCO; Koos, ElizabethySCO
Subject: FW: BC Corridor

----- Qriginal Measage-----
From: Lamko, Michael/LAS
Sent: May 09, 2002 5:20 AM
Te: Wittie, Jean/LRS
Subject: FW: BC Corrider

————— Original Measage-----

From: Rawling, Scott (mailto:srawlins@dot.state.nv.us]
Senk: May 09, 2002 &£:40 AM

To: Laeko, Michael/Las

Subiject: FW: BC Corrider

FYI

R. Scott Rawline, P.E.

Project Manager

Revada Dept. of Transportatiom
1263 §. Scewart St.

Carson City, NV BS712

Ph: {775} 8BA-7317

Fax: {775} BBE-73iZ22

----- Original MWessage-----

From: Barbara E. Raulston [maiito:bellapd@junc.com]
Bent: Wedneaday, May 0B, 2002 5:53 FM

To: arawlins@dot . etate.nv.us

Cc: jkehl@nevada.com

Subject: BLC Corvidor

b & resident of Boulder City, I favor Alternative B for the Boulder cicy
corrider route. I feel this alternative has the least impact on the .
enviropment, &6 At follows the route of an already existing highway. This
exigting highway was termed the "Bypass" when it was built too, and
residential development soon Lullowsd. We should not allow those who
built/ponght homes near an existing highway to dictate when and where to
move it mow that the time hae come to improve it. Mo to Alterpative I,
Yep to Alternative B

Barbara Raulaton

725 New Mexico S5t.

Boulder City, NV

BROAS

T02-243-4714

CB3-2.68

TO12004001SCOORE1134.00C1 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C83-2.68

Support for Alternative B, opposition to Alternative D, and associated
comments noted. Alternative D has been identified as the preferred
alternative because it meets the purpose and need of the project and
because of its broad public and agency acceptance based on: 1)
comments received on the DEIS; 2) less noise, air quality, and visual
impacts to the City of Boulder City compared to the other build
alternatives; 3) less disruption of the existing corridor during
construction than any of the other build alternatives; 4) provision for
flexible staging of construction to match funding availability; and

5) maintenance of and probable improvements to the quality of life of
the residents of Boulder City. FHWA has determined that the

construction of Alternatives B and C would result in significant, adverse

social and environmental impacts on Boulder City that would be
avoided with Alternative D. A detailed discussion of the screening
criteria used to identify the preferred alternative is in Section 2.6 of
Volume I of the FEIS.

cor



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

cos
Koos, ElizabethiSCO
From: Wittie, Jean/LAS
Sant: May 09, 2002 10018 AM
To: Shoemaker, Palricia/SCO; Koos, Eiizabeth/SCO
Subjact: FW: b¢ comidor

----- Griginal Meswage-----
From: Lagke, Michael/LAS
Sent: May 09, 2002 B:13 A
To: Wittie, Jean/LAS
Subject: FW: be corrider

----- original Mepsage-----

From; Rawlins, Scott [mailto: rawlinaddor  atate.ov.ue]
Sent; May 09, 2002 6:32 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: be corridor

FYI

R. Scatt Rawlins, P.E.

- project Manager

Hevada Dept. of Tranaportation
1263 5. Stewart St.

Carcson City, NV B3712

Ph: (775} BBE-7317

Fax: (775) B8B8-7322

————— original Mespage-----

From: Barbara E. Raulston (mailte:bellenddjuno. com]
Zant: Wednesday, May 08, 2002 9:52 FM

To: srawlineddot.state.tw.ue

+ Jhah Led
o T dar Response to Comment C84-3.21
NDOT, at the direction : :
A5 a resident of Boulder City, I fe;é 1 am being misrepreaen;ed b)rhr.:;: Boulde,r C . t[ Of tl‘}e PMT' attended meetlngs Wlt‘h many
i [« i . X wot £ Alternative n! I thi - . .
ig:ii::tfizyacg:régzrbe:?“:;?i:e for mamny IE:::naﬁ 'T‘;: m;in reason ist_ EH(S Lod lty associatons, CivIC 81'011135; buSlnesseS, Clty COunC]ls,
READY A HIGHWAY. I £l the Conmittee is exeriing ..
that ALTERRATIVE B 12 ALRRD . o on che ;;:j ey e : ge, Ch'amber of Commerce, homeowner associations, and other
, s bhesn granted one-qn-one :
::e?;i;édzingwrﬁt;:;r:::ui:ﬁ::::of tlilc P;TA hs ag ;ndivigu;!kcitizcn cae321 mtereSte Parhes to dlSCUSS t:he development Of the DEIS a-nd FEIS.
i T Alt tive D, I wou ike a H . . .
mef::(-’ﬁﬁe?"m:i'é?%:iﬂ; 211 ehe ;ﬁn;mrﬁrﬁ? the pim slas . or 3t he Additionally, the PMT has invited the public to attend two open houses
. lig h i more time for the less affluent an . N .
;:z ;:iz:icaﬁ;ecgnnecgede::;?g:n: of Boﬁlder city to be educated on and a pubhc hearmg on the DEIS, An additional presentaﬁon was made
thig igoue. . L. . X
Bacoara Raulston, to the Boulder City Bypass Coalition at a meeting that was open and
Boulder City, NV 85005 announced to the general public.

T02-292-4704

T 20040015CO\DRD1134.00C) 042330007
c-98



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

ChBS
Koos, Elizabath/SCO
From: Wittie, Joan/LAS
Sent: May 09, 2002 10:14 AM
To: Kaos, Elizabeth/SCO, Sh ker, Palricig/SCO
Subject: Fw: BC coridor 1

————— friginal Mesmage-----
From: Laake, Michael/LAS
Sent: May 09, 2002 8:20 AM
To: Wittie, Jean/LAS
Bubjact: FW: BC corridor 1

————— Original Meessage-----

Prom: Rawline, Scott [mnilto:srawlins@dot.state.nv.ua}
Sent: May 0%, 2002 6:41 AM

To: Laako, Michael/LhS

Subject: FW: BC corridor 1

FYI

R. Socott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
12631 5, Stewart St

Carson City, MWV 85712

Ph: (775] 88E-7317

Fax: (775} #8g-73z22

----- Original Mepsage-----

Prom: Barbara B. Raulston [mailto:bellend@junc.com)
Sent: Wedneaday, May 08, 2002 9:53 BM

Te: srawline@dot.state.uv.us

Cc: jkahlanevada.com

Subject: BC corrider 1

I am a remident of Boulder City and I favor Alternative B, not RCSPDnSE 1o Comment C85-2.60
alternative 0. I do not want a major highway going through the Lake Mead 85269 S . L. .
: upport for Alternative B and opposition to Alternative D noted. See

Hatiopal Recreation Area. This area is growing at an alarming rate, we
cannet aliow the Lake Mead NRA to be compromized, it will only make it

sisier for it to hagpen again and again in the future. FEIS C]:'lapter 4, Section 4.9, for a discussion of Land Use impacts and
Barbara Raulsten mitigation for all of the alternatives.

725 New Mexico St.
Boulder City, NV
89205

TO12004001SCO\DRD1134.D0C! 042330007 a9



Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Sant: April 30, 2002 5:08 PM
Tao: Wittla, Jean/LAS
Subject: Fw: Boulder City Study

————— Original Message---—--

From: Rawline, Scott [mailto:srawlinegdot.stats.nv.us]
Sent: April 30, 2002 2:39 PM

Ta: Lasko, Michasl/LAS

Subject: PW: Baulder ity Study

fyi

F. Secott Rawline. P.EB.

Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Tranaportation
1263 §. Stewart SEt.

Carecn Clrty, NV 85712

Ph: (775) B&H-TILT

Fax: (778] 888-7322

----- Original Msasage-—---

From: Sandra Reuther [mailto:reuthers@pelv.com]
Sept: Thursday, Rpril) 25, 2002 5:43 PM

To: srawlinegdot.state.nv.us

Subject: Boulder City Study

We hope you decide not te build any route bo the new hridge at Hoover

dam. We vote the NO BUTLD option. The Scuthern route will affect thoee | C85-2.70
people who chose to live in the mere quiet part of town. Let the truck

traffic continuve te Laughlin.

Jazon Reuther
536 Birch street
Boulder City V83005

T012004001SCONDRD1134.00C! 042330007

Response to Comment C86-2.70
Preference for Alternative A noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GEMERAL PUBLIC

100



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

CBY
Wittle, Jean/LAS
From: Lanke, Michasll AS
Sent: Apeil 01, 2002 8:02 AM
To Wittia, JeandLAS
Subjact: FW: OEIS cpinion
FTAR

----- Original Mesasage-----

From: Rawlins, Scott [mailto:srawling@dot.state.nw.us)
Sant: April U3, 2002 7:26 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subjeck: PW: DEIS opinion

F¥I

R. Scotkt Rawlina, P.E.
Project Managaer

Nevada Dept. of Tranpportation
1263 5. Stewart St.

Caroon City, HV B3712

Ph: (775} 886-7317

Fax: (775) 888-7322

----- Original Mesaage-----

From: Sandra Reuther [mailto:reuthersdpclv.com}
Sent: Fridmy, March 29, 2002 8:02 AM

Ta: arawlinsa@dot.stace.nv.us

Subject: DEIS opinion

T am sorry the north route was eliminated from the DEIS.

I am for the 'mo build' option now. Hopefully the atate will realize
Boulider City would be batter off with the upgyrade to 95 and tha trucks
going down south thera inetead of across a new bridge. o764 RESPOIISC to Comment C87-6.12
Then, hopefully, the state could convinca the fedsral govermment mot to Comment noted.
Taild the new bridge. 1t is unnecessary to spend the money on & new
bridge for truck traffic.

I hope you will considar this eption very sericusly. Nice web aite.
Thanks .

Sandra Reuther

536 Birch
soulder City NV 89005

11

T012004001SCODRD1134.00C/ (42330007 10



cay

Reuther MO BUILD.tXt
From: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Sent: May 1D, 2002 7:30 AM .
To: wWittie, Jean/La5; shoemaker, Patricia/sco .
Subject: Fw: MO BUILO opticn preferred for highway te bridge

----- original Message-----

From: Rawlins, Scott [mailto:srawlins@dot.state.nv.us]

Sent: May 10, 2002 6:20 AM

.To! Lasko, Michael/Las N

Subject: Fw: NO BUILD option preferred for highway to bridge

fyi

R, Scott Rawlins, P.E.

Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stewart 5t.

tarson City, NV 89712

ph: E??Sg 8B8-7317

Fax: (775) EA8-7322

----- original Message-----

From: Sandra Reuther [mailto:reuthers@pclv,com)

Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2002 3:45 M

Te: srawlinsQdotr. state.nv.us . .
Subject: MO BUILD option preferred for highway to bridge

I hope you will count me in for the NG BUILD aption for the route to the
new bridge on the Colorade near Hoover Dam.

I don't like the other routes. I Tike the northern route you eliminated
that didn't even come into the E1 Dorade valley.

S. Louise Reuther

536 Birch
doulder City Nv

Page 1

Cas-5.10

T012004001SCODRD1134.00CF 042330007

Response to Comment (88-5.10

Preference for Alternative A noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GEMERAL PUBLIC

Wittle, Jean/LAS

From: Lazko, Michaol/LAS
Sent: Aprll 15, 2002 12:41 PM
Tou Wittie, Jean/LAS
Subject: FW: Bouldar Gity ByPasa

«er-Original Message—

From: Rawlins, Scott [malho:srawlins@dot.state.nv.us]
Sant: Aprii 15, 2002 10:57 AM

Tos Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: PW: Boulder City Byfass

FY1

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.

—0Original Message—---

From; Martin Rihal [maikoimsreal@msn.com]
Seat: Friday, Apii 12, 2002 3:22 PM

To: srawlinsiadot.state-nv.us

Subject: Bouider City ByPass

Mr. Scoit Rawins Response to Comment C89-2.71
J attended the public meeting on the Boulder City/US 83 Corridor Study last week and voted far Support for Alternative C has been noted. Alternative C would cost

Ahemative D. CRe-2.71 iy . . .

Ao e P eonsideration and physically exploring the proposed Southem ByPass (Afternative D) $220 million and b§ 1.7.7 km (11 miles}) in length, whereas Alternative D

wish 1o volce my objections to that routa and vote in favor of G, the New Through Town Alignment. would cost $345 million and be 24 km (15 miles) in length.

Considering the additional cost and disturbing so much additional desert land | think Altemative C is

the bettar choice.

My real choice would be that the Bridge and connecling roads b built further south so that Bouldar Response to Comment C89-6.13

City would not be impacted at all. Tha Laughlin route is really the best way to go, especially since US

95 is already going to be widened. Comment noted.
CBg-5.13

REGARDS

Martin S. Rihel

1454 Bronco Road

Bouldar City, NV 89005-3104

Phone 702-263-3824

TO120040013CODROA1A.00CH 042330007 103



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

s o

P

Apil 4, 2002

Daryl N. Inmes, P.E. Chief
Pt T ervions Bivi

Rue: Junction: of SR 167 narth oe 1.5, 95 to US. 93
Deear Mr. Inmes:

L am s resident of Bulibead City, AZ anut trvel this route sxny fimes to Hendersas and Las Vegas, NV for doctory
sppointmets, shoppiogaipart otc. and that stroteh of rosd bas Liwarys bean very hazardoos mmd hes had mary dosdly

aceldents i k eout fricods and e the 11th crdeal and the Hoover Do detou it hes -
s g ot b s “Ouy” o0 s o Sepumbor 11 ol s e owhim Response to Comment (C90-6.14
906,14 direction ) 30 any "Akaos” colliwns and snother dendly on¢ thaz y busbeod and I wincsod s covple of weeks age Comment noted.

coming back from the sirpart which killed 2 mmall chikl This streech: of road s trveled by 30wy people from

r wrem . v withs all of the dotoured trcks it daparatiey noods 0 be & 4 L with & contor medin.
How mamy mére peopls have w0 die befixe somothing in dote. AL the TRIR e 3 going we arc going 1o be op with the mamba
that wie Lost on Soptceaber 11, T pload with your xgacy to do something st do it as fast 23 you axn. .

T 20040015CO0RD1134.D0C! 042330007 C104



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of 1

Koos, ElizahetVSCO
Subject: FW: Corritlor

--—Original Message—--
From: Dasniv@aol.com [

Sant: Monday, April 08, 2002 9:10 AM

Te: srawins@dot.state.nv.us

Subject: Comidor

Dear Sir or Madam:

We are residents of our historical tawn: of Boulder City. We have been, and stil Response to Comment C91-1.30

are absolutely appatled at the idea of running the corridor traffic directly through Chapter 4 of the FEIS details the environmental impacts of noise and

our town. If any one directly involved in making any kind of decision actually lived . ltv d dati £ all f 1 . Table 4-3 sh th

in Boulder City, for any length of time, then they would without a doubt be air quality degradation of all four alternatives. 1able 4-3 shows that

AGAINST having the corridor come directly through town. We are a peacefully, seven receptors for Alternative B and nine receptors for Alternative C
ca1-1.30] quiet and clean community with pride and commitment to keeping it that way. d . ise ] Is th h d the Noi

Bringing more traffic as well as noise and polution from the large number of would experience noise levels that approach or excee e INoise

trucks that will pass through on the corridor will definitiey destray what we vaiua Abatement Criteria (NAC), while Alternative D contains one receptor

most. Please do not destroy the very reasons why many _of us have chosen to live th ds th AC. N ¢ the al . h 1d d

here. We ask of you to please make the right and only fair decision to build the at exceeds the NAC, None of the alternatives, however, would excee

corridor around our city. Plan D, the scuthem route should be the only plan. National Ambient Air Quality Standards (N A AQS) Preference for

Thank you for your time. Alternative D noted.

Mike and Debby Scholl

894 Fire Agate Dr.

Boulder City, NV 89005
{dasniv@ac!.com)

05/15/2002

T0120040015CODRD1134.00C 042330007 C-105



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 of 1

Koos, ElizabethiSCO
Sublect: FW: BC/US 93 Corridor Study

—--Original —

From: Rawlins, Scott [maiito:srawlins@dot state.nv.us)
Sent: May 13, 2002 6:36 AM

T Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: BCAUS 93 Corridor Study

FYl

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

da Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stewart St.
Carson Clty, NV 39712
Ph: (775) 888-7317
Fax; (775) 888-7322

——Original Message—-

From: wilesif [maitho:wilesjf@email.msn.com]
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 4:55 PM

Ta: srawilns@dot.state.m.us

Sutgect: BC/US 93 Comidor Study

Boulder City Resicent/Public Comments to BC/US 93 Corridor Study:
Recommendation: ALTERNATIVE A. NO BUILD ALTERNATIVE.

Instead of Altermatives B-C-D, the Project should improve the river crossing in Icsz-a.15 Response to Comment C92-6.15
Laughlin, NV and improve US 95 to handle the traffic. Comment noted

Additionally, the Draft EIS does NOT integrate data and the ehvironmental
assessment ¥ and when, Alternative D is approved and traffic continues through ce21.31 Response to Comment C92-1.31

Boulder City on the existing highways. Therefore, the conclusions in Table ES 1- . .
Summary of Impacts and Miigation- are inaccurate. - The DEIS and FEIS contain a full and complete disclosure of the

otentia i i : .
Sincerety, p ] environmental impacts of all project alternatives.

fs! 05002 at 4.53pm
Mary Shope
£.0. Box 61756
Boulder City, NV 89006
{702} 293-1599

mshom@law.ggregon‘eg_u

05/1442002

TO12004001SCO\DRD1134.00C 042330007 ¢
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Co3-1.32

C93-4.16

o o

LETTER TO THE EDITOR - BOULDER CITY NEWS

Editor:

A letter in last week’s edition muddled the most important issues regarding the Boulder
City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study and arrived at conclusions that have no basis in fact, The wiiter
suggested that Route D would result in a corridor lined with fast food establishments, gas -
stations, etc. This type of situation is exactly what Route D, the Southern Bypass, would aveoid.

A review of the DEIS shows clearly that Route ID's only ingresy and egress points are at
the extreme cads of the bypass far from the developed arcas of the city, Route B, therefore,
would foreclose any opportumity for pass-through drivers and truckers to exit in the middie of
fown. Lest there: be any doubt, the study states cleariy, on the very page cited in last woek's
letter, that “because no uccess would be available along Alternative D, g shift in traffic-related
commercial developtaent would not be anticipated.”

When the study explaing why long-tesm adverse impacts are uniikely, noting that uses of
the “corridor™ would change, it is talking about the existing corridar. What the study says is if
the Southem Bypass were buiit, new types of businesses catering to locals and destination
truvelers would, over time, replace the traffic-velated businesses along the prescnt through town
road. If U.8, 93 stays in the middle of town, inrreased traffic in the coming years would result in
more and mote freeway-related businesses popping up in town, rotting Bouider City”s ambiance
from the inside out. Therefore, a closer look at the DEIS reveals that the through-town routes
would have the exact result last week’s writer is trying to avoid,

Finally, my reading of the DEIS is that the only point it makes regarding Boulder City's
control over land is that the future growth of the City's economy will be much more impacted by
the City’s land use decisions than the construction of the southern bypass. That means Boulder
City’s proximity to growth areas and its tourist attractions mean that Boulder City has the lwcury
of deciding whether it wants to grow and how it wants 1o grow. | personally would rather have
our mayer and council — who sre locally elected — make these decisions, than be stuck witha
through-town route that will leave ux little choice of what kind of growth we will have.

= The Souther Bypass is by far the supesior choice for Boulder City.
Mike Sitton

Resident and Business Owner

1300 Arizona Street

Boulder City, NV 89005

TO120040015CODRD134.00C) 042330067

Response to Comment C93-1.32
Comment noted.

Response to Comment C93-4.16
Preference for Alternative D noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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¥oos, Elizabeth/SCO

From:  Witte, JeardLAS

Sant:  May 09, 2002 10:11 AM

To: Shoemaker, Patricia’SCO; Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
Subject: FW: boulder city by-pass

—~Original Message-—--

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sant: May 09, 2002 8:25 AM

Ta: Wittie, Jean/LAS

Subject: FW: boulder ¢ty Ly-pass

—~-Criginal Message——

From: Rawilns, St fmaiftto:sewlins@dot state.nv.us]
Sent: May (09, 2002 6:56 AM

To: Laskn, Michael/LAS

Subject: FW: boulder city by-pass

FYl

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Depl. of Transpartation
1283 5. Stewart St.

Carson City, NV 89712

Ph: {773) 886-7317

Fax: (T75) 888-7322

~---Qriginal Message-—

Frown: Michael Stiton [mailto:msitton@hvem.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 05, 2002 1:04 PM

Ta; srawlinsfddot.state.mv.us

Suhject: boulder city by-pass

Use afternative D | coes11

MICHAEL SITTON

T 2004001 3CODRD1134.00C) 042330007

Response to Comment C94-5.11
Preference for Alternative D noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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Page 1 0f1

Koos, Elizabeth/SCO

From: Laska, MichaalLAS

Sent: March 19, 2002 1:05 PM

Te: WEE Smith Foundation'

Ce: Wittie, Jean/LAS, 'srawlins@dot state.nv.us’
Subject: RE: Boulder City

Thank vou Bill for your input inke the process.
Regard

——Original Message-——

From: WEE Smith Foundation {mailo: m.com]
Sant: March 19, 2002 12:05 PHM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: Boulder City

Altemistive O is the only reasonable altemalive.

At loast 99% of the vehicles on this section of 93 have ne interest in Boulder City, Alternative D does not
impede traffic 2s doas any of the other aliernatives.,

Al leasa 99% of the rasidants of Boutder City derive no benefit from traffic through town.
Altenative T solvas tha traffic problem with virtually no adh impact on Boulder City.
Bill Smith

05/14/2002

T 20040015CODRD1134.00C 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment €95-1.33

Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume [ of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision.

In an Origin and Destination Study conducted in March 2000 at
Veterans Memorial Drive, 43 percent of the 2,200 vehicles surveyed had
a destination of Lake Mead, Hoover Dam, or Arizona, while 57 percent
had a destination of Boulder City. Of those traveling beyond

Boulder City, approximately 25 percent planned on stopping in
Boulder City for food, gas, or other reasons.

As noted in Section 4.11.1 of the DEIS, a study of the likely impacts of a
southern bypass, such as Alternative D, on Boulder City’s local economy
was also conducted in March 2000, The study concluded, in part, that a
potential exists for a 5 percent loss in total sales and a 4 percent loss

in total employment in Boulder City from implementation of
Alternative D. This negative impact, however, could be counteracted to
some extent by other positive influences resulting from increased
mobility and reduced truck traffic in town, as well as from construction
of proposed golf course developments, ongoing redevelopment of the
historic downtown area, and Boulder City’s proximity to the fast-
growing areas of Henderson and Las Vegas.

C-109
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C96-3.22

Co6-4.17

04/24/02 19:10 FAX TQI3ApII0T CH2¥ EILL Qo240

April 15,2002
The following is a letter we scut to the Boulder City News.

Editor:

We are atarmed that some residents of Boulder City arc still ignoring the inovitable. Coamtenty
made at the U.S, 93 Corridor Stady Public Hearing and issms we have zead in the paper suggess
that soms residecty stifl believe the recent diversion of truck treffic throngh Laughlinis
sametuing tht can b sustrined aver the long term xod 2wt the Hoover Deiu bypass project and
Boulder City/Ll.8. 93 Corrider prosect will simply vanish.

Wo have kegt close track of the davelopements swrounding our highwy yrosect. As muck a3 we
alnmldiﬂmwmakmgmdhudmnfmmnwudﬂhwmm%
heaed or read anything to saggest thax this {s possibile, Fiarry Reid, the mumber two person i the
U.S. Scnste, has told Boulder City residemty publicly that the Foover Dam beidge project in not
anly maving forward, bitt is being sped up s 8 reult of the ovents of September 12w tha
support for this in Congreas is widespread. Raports in the news have Surther confinmed this. The
bridge project has been in the making for decades and marty millions of dollars have boen spem
1o get the project to  paint where conatnuction will begin shoetly. In gther words: if's going to
happen folks! I addition, NDOT snd the Federal Highway Administration: bave expanded s
great deal of offiort and expemse on the Boulder Cigy/U.8. 93 Comridor Project. They weuld not do
this uni¢ss they wers aeriows, Every indication poists to the fact that both projects wilk be bidt.
There is nothing to suggest that they wm's,

As n resait, those residents wivo think thess projects will go xway are in denial. The worst
possiblc scenario is that this denial will retult in o corridos project being built. If this were 1o
bappen, five o six years froc now tracks will begin sireaming acroge the new bridgo. Instrad of
being diverted around the city akmg the Southemn Bypass, they will come through the middle of
ouT 10N an an inadequate Tond that will be more clogged fhen soything we have experienced in
the past.

We own two businesses direetly affected by Boulder’s local ecanomy and believe that Boulder
will be 8 much better place o live and visit withont the highway or waffic jan through town.
Would Sedona be a better place 1o visit with & super highway naming through i ceoter? The
clear choice, supparted by an overwhelming sajority of residents and the findings in the dmft
envirenmertal study, is that Routs 1) is by fior the szperior sltetrative. We all need t mily
bebind Route D, as the other alternutives ire simply unacceptabls.

Rob and Greichen Steepsen
1307 Alpine Drive
Bouldey City, NV
203-7430

Ve

TO12004001SCOORD1134.00C! 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Response to Comment C96-3.22

Design of the Hoover Dam Bypass Project is underway. Four
alternatives are evaluated in the FEIS, including Alternative A

(No Build) and three build alternatives. Action on the project by NDOT
and FHWA is pending completion of the environmental documentation
and process.

This EIS is an environmental study looking at methods of best planning
for roadway conditions on U.S. 93 in the design year of 2027. According
to traffic projections, which are dependent upon the fast growth of the
Las Vegas Valley and the region in general, continuing the existing
detour of trucks through Laughlin will not provide an acceptable level
of traffic congestion in Boulder City. The Laughlin route was eliminated
in the Hoover Dam Bypass; therefore, it was not a consideration in

this project.

Response to Comment C96-4.17
Comment and preference for Alternative D noted.
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

coT
Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
From: Wittie, Jean/L.AS
Sent: May 0D, 2002 8:25 AM )
To: Shoamaker, Pairicia/SCO; Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
. Subject: FW: SUN BUGLE

----- originsl Mepsage-----
Prom: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Sent: May 09, 2002 8:24 AM
To: Wittie, Jean/LAS
Subject: FW: SUN BUGLE

----- Original Meesage-----

Prom: Rawline, Scott {mailto:srawlineddor .etate.nv. us]
Sent: May 09, 2002 &:46 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subject: PW: SUN BUGLE

Response to Comment €97-5.12

- Comment noted. Alternative D has been identified as the preferred

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E. _ alternative because it meets the purpose and need of the project and
Droject Manager X . 2

Ko Daps of Trauspertacion because of its broad public and agency acceptance based on:

Caroon City, WV 89712 1) comments received on the DEIS; 2} less noise, air quality, and visual
Fax: {775) 8aR-732 impacts to the City of Boulder City compared to the other build

..... original Message----- alternatives; 3) less disruption of the existing corridor durin

From: Suthem@aol.com [mailte:Suthmm@anl . com) p g g .

Sent: Monday, May 06, 2002 8:24 P construction than any of the other build alternatives; 4) provision for
To: srawlins@dot.state.nv.us . . . . . iy

Supject: SUN BUGLE flexible staging of construction to match funding availability; and

olan < o B. | cors.12 5) maintenance of and probable improvements to the quality of life of

the residents of Boulder City. FHWA has determined that the
construction of Alternatives B and C would result in significant, adverse
social and environmental impacts on Boulder City that would be
avoided with Alternative D. A detailed discussion of the screening

criteria used to identify the preferred alternative is in Section 2.6 of
Volume I of the FEIS.

T012004001SCODRD1134.00C) 042330007 C-1m
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Koos, Elizabath/SCO -
From: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Sent:  April 08, 2002 1:41 PM
To: Wwittie, Jean/LAS
) FW: Support A iver O for Boulder City/U.5. §3 Comidor

fwi

~eae-Original Message--—-

From: Rawiins, Soatt [raltto:srawl ins@dot. state mv.us)

Sent: April 08, 2002 1:41 PM

To: Lacko, Michael/LAS

Subject; PW: Support Altemnative D for Boulder Cty/U.S. 93 Cotridor

F¥l

R. Scoit Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transpartation
1262 5. Stewarl St.

Carson City, NV 89712

Ph: {775) BA8-TIT7

Fax: [775) 868-7322

——CQriginal Message-—--

From: Ron Therrien [mallto: ront@mariindev.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 03, 2002 5:16 PM

To: srawlins@dot. state. nv.us

Subject: Support Alternative D for Boulder City/U.S. 93 Conidor

Doar Mr, Rawiins:

cga.1,34| We re residents of Bella Vista in Boulder City and we want 1o express ko you our strong suppart for

Altemative D as the least disruptive and safest altemative for all residents of Boulder City. Pleasa consider the

cag-2.72 noise, air polution and adverse visual impact to us and others in Beulder City in making the selection of the
Boulder Cliyd. S, 93 Comigor.

Respectfully,
Ren and Mary Jane Therrien

05/14/2002

T012004001SCO\DRD1134.0004 042330007

Response to Comment C98-1.34
Preference for Alternative D noted.

Response to Comment €98-2.72
Preference for Alternative D noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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C. COMMENTS AND RESFQNSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

AR
Mary Jane Thetrien

593 Malags Court
Boulder City, Nevada 89005

l“\')

" April 4, 2002

Mr. Daryt James

NDOT Environment Division
1263 8. Stewart

Carson City, NV 89712
Dear M. James:

hotaso e Bella Vists Subdivision of Boulder City we strongly support . Response to Comment C99-2.73
_ . ' '
Afiomative “D" the Southern Bypass Route for the Boulder City/U1S. 93 Comidor. Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
€80-273 { This Qmaﬁve is by fr the least disruptive and safest for all residents of Boulder City. preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume [ of the FEIS discusses the
Wi anly concerned with the noiss, air poliution and ugliness, but aiso the dmger . . ision.
ﬁ&@mgwmmmmwmmmgmmﬁ rationale for this decision
carge including puclsar waste.

We kindly request your support for the sclection. of the Altetnative D.

Very tealy yours,

Wiy ol

T0120040015CODRD1134.D0C! 042330007 C-113



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

0‘ &.\Q C100 P

Daryl James

. NDOT Environment Division
-1263 5. Stewart
Carson City, NV 89712

Apiil 4, 2002
Dear Sir or Madam,

A roeident of Boulder Chty, | am writing 10 express iy srong support for Aftemative O, the Response to Comment C100-2.74
C106-2.74 mmmmmudmmwwmmwmnmwwm

present and future quality of #fe of residents in our Gy, Altermative D, the Southern Aliernative, has been selected as the

| wold aiao like 10 register my conceen for the overall impact of this project, rogardess of tha preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
attemative deckiad upon, Wm!mmmopuds]uﬂaﬂanwmmmw . \ .
dam? Why not widsn 85 southbound 10 provide 8 vizbie altermative inic Arizona rathes than rationale for this decision.
m.mmumwummwmmmgmﬁm
a sacurity nightmare since mo vehicies than svar wouks be rying Lo get o wa
shouid discourage commercial un of the dam (Le. trucks) for prasage to the soum. Anew Response to Comment C100-6.16
bwmmﬁmmmpmﬂydmmmﬂuw;uamd&nu-m.
Naedioas 10 sy, i3 shoukd e of particuler CONCe in hesa times of increased threets from Comment noted.

Or. Michobie Tusan
Profossor of History
University of Nevada Las Vegas

C100-6.16

838 Granada Drive
Bouldor Clty, NV 85005

T0120040015COORD1134.00C/ (42330067 G114



T104-2.75

Page 1 of2
€101

Koos, Elizaboth/SCO . - — .
Subject; FW: 1ts ragarding the DEIS for the Boulder City Bypass

—-Lriginal Message-—--

From: Rawlins, Scott [rmaiftc:srawlins@dct.state.me.us]

Sent: May 10, 2002 5:19 AM

‘To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subijeck: FW: comments regarding the DEIS for the Boulder Gity Bypass

e

R Scott Rawlins, PLE.
Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stewart St.

Carson City, NV 89712

Ph: (775} 888717

Fax: {775) B8§-7322

-—Original Message--—

From: chantell walter [ma!lto:d_'taanDU‘l@hou'nail.mm]

Sent: Thursday, May 09, 2002 407 PM

To: srawlinsdot.sate.nv.us

Subject: comments regarding the DETS for the Boulder City Bypass

[ am a Bouider City resident, and 1 am completsly apposed to Alternative D for the following
reasons:

1} There are clearly much greater negative impacts to the natural mvi.lrtmment from Alternative D,

2) Altenative D would shift all of the pollution immediately down_wmq of thetown,

3) It is fundamentally unfzir to allow a well connected and influential minority who knowingly

moved next ta the existing bypass to relocate i to a pristine, undisturbed area,

4) Alternative D would lead 10 adverse impacts on cultural and natural resources, and would also

have a buge impact on a relatively wild desert area, ) )

5} Alternative D is ridiculously more expensive, both economically and ecologically, than the other

alternatives, . .

6) It will damage the unhindered aesthetically pleasing view of the Eldorado Valley and mountains
nd, . ] .

:}ey'l?he wild desert area, in which this proposed route would mar, would most likely be built up in the

near future, leading to mote homes, businesses, and populaticn gmmh, creating a metropolis with

Henderson and Las Vegas

I prefer Alternative C, because it would remedy the current situation by p_mvifiing_a bypass, but it
would also lead to minimal disterbance of the natural environment and historical integrity of the
town.

Thank you for your consideration.
Chanteil Walter

620 Ave. L

Boulder City, NV 89005

N1 A Y

TO120040015CO\DRD1134.00C/ 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Respense to Comment C101-2.75

The impacts resulting from implementation of all three build
alternatives, and the no build alternative, have been reviewed in some
detail in the FEIS. Impacts to the human environment as experienced by
the residents of the City of Boulder City would generally be least upon
the enactment of Alternative D, while it would have the greatest impact
on relatively undisturbed desert habitat.

There is no evidence that urban expansion to the south of the City of
Boulder City, if it occurred, would be accelerated by the enactment of
Alternative D. By local statute, the expansion of the City is constrained
to a low annual rate and subject to the review and approval of the
appropriate regulatory and planning agencies.

Potential adverse effects to historic properties prior to mitigation would
occur from the enactment of any of the build alternatives, but impacts to
historic properties from the enactment of the preferred Alternative D
would be somewhat less. The relative impact on undeveloped lands
outside the City of Boulder City is greatest with the implementation of
Alternative D. These are desert lands that have witnessed much
incursion and development in the last century. The area is crisscrossed
with access roads, utility rights-of-way, facilities such as the sewage
treatment plant and the City landfill, and casual-use tracks and trails.

Visual impacts resulting from the implementation of Alternative D, as
well as the other alternatives, have been analyzed in the FEIS. Certain
viewsheds from recreational and undeveloped lands would be impacted
more from Alternative D, but the viewsheds of the residents of the City
of Boulder City would be least impacted by the preferred alternative.

Preference and basis for preference noted.
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

Page 1 0of2
ci02

Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
Erom:  Wiltie, JeanilLAS
Sent;  May 13, 2002 10113 AM

To: Shoarmaker, Paticia/SCO; Koos, Elizabeth/SCO
Subjoct: Fw: Boulder City Corridor Shudy

——Original Message-—
From: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Sent: May 13, 2002 8:26 AM
. To: Wittle, JeanfLAS; Shoemaker, Patricia/sCO
Subject: PW: Boulder City Cormider Study

-—-Qriginal Message---—

From: lins, Scott [malito dot.state.ny.us]
Sent: May 13, 2002 6:35 AM

To: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Subyject FW: Boulder City Corricior Study

FY!

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Praject Manager

Mevage Dept of Tranaporiation
1263 5. Stewart St.

Carzon City, NV BS712

Ph: (775)888-7317

Fa: (775} B08-7322

—Original Message-----
From: wilesjf [manmmiiesjf@emll.rnsnmm]

Sant: Friday, May 10, 2002 5:04 PM
Teo: srawiins@dot.state.m.us study
:.h;: Boulder City Comdor Response to Comment C102-1.35
r. ins. i
. , ' A traffic report was written in ich i i
R s oot P support of the DEIS, which is available as

an appendix to the Engineering Report. The traffic analysis addresses

2102~ 1, The EIS does not add [+'3 ider the impact ofonfoﬂramps.Eachmmashouldbeconsideredand P - P i
102435 | mpared using liksly onloff ramp sites. traffic impacts for individual system elements and systemwide effects.
2 1t aternative "D is buil, e likelinood of continued raffic along existing roules is not fully evalusted. Such an approaCh accounts for ingress / egress conditions.
Thank you for your cansideration.
John F. Wiles
NS 50U

TO12004001SCONDRD1134.0QC/ 042330007
C-118



Koos, ElizabethiSCO

Page 1 of 1
03

From; Wittie, JeasLAS
Senk:  May 13, 2002 10:12 AM

Subject: PW: BC Bypass

-—Qriginal Message-—----

From: Lasko, Michael/LAS

Sent: May 13, 2002 8:25 AM

To: Wittie, Jean/LAS; Shoemaker, Patricia/SCC
Subject: FW: BC Bypass

—--Qriginal Message-----
From: , Soott [mall
Sent: May 13, 2002 6:36 AM
To: Lasko, Michael/LAS
Subject: FW: BC Bypass

FYi

R. Scott Rawlins, P.E.
Project Manager

Nevada Dept. of Transportation
1263 5. Stewart 51,

Carson City, NV 86712

Ph: (775)888-7217

Fax: (775) 8687322

-—Criging| M

From: Draigen@aci com [maitte:Draigen@act.com]
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2002 4:30 PM

Ta: srawiins@dot.state.nmv.us

Subjact: BC Bypass

To Whom It May Congern,
1 am strongly opposad to this prop

To! Shoemaker, Palricia/SCO; Koos, Elzabeth/5C0

dot, state. nv.us]

2l o Bowder City and te lands that suround 1, | C103-278

J, it will b

Jannifer Waood
839 Ave H
Boulder City, NV 88005

05/14/2002

TO120040013CDRD1134.00C1 (42330007

Response to Comment C103-2.76
Comment noted.

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC
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C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

% N _ ciod P

Apeil 3, 2002 . —-—

Daryl N. James, PE. ,
Chief, Eavi 1 Services Divisi
Nevada Department of Transportation
1263 South Stewart Street |
Carson City, NV 89712

Dear Mr. James;

T heantily approve of the widening of £JS 95 10 four travel lanes from SR 163 to the R
junction of US 95/US 93. It is & project thet shoutd heve been dane years ago. esponse to Comment C104-6.17
' Comment noted.
€104.6.17 | Everyons I speak to comments on the dangers of that strip of highway. I drive it often
: enough to Bave secn cars pass in o passing zones, drive ancoming traffic off the road,
and in other ways exhibit irosponsible driving practices. Cars have driven side by side in
the truck passing Ianex 30 10 ona covld pass. :

With the sdvent of the additional trosk meffic things have gone from bad 1o worse. While
driving on Nevada 95 Inst week I ended up behind a camper doing 40 MPEHL Thene was &
loog stream of traffic behind it and passing was difficuit due 1o all the oncesning cars,
campers and trucks. This sort of thing leads to impatience and dangerous meneavers. [
ave eves %cen cars pass on the shoulder.

£ hope this is & project that witl be iinplemented quickly.

5168 Tad Way
Bullbesd City, AZ 86426
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Ve : C105 w\.,
@\{.\“? :

4~ 29-0Z

To : NDOT
0BT T BouLbER C'.rrT/u.s. 9%, Cormidor STUDY
Arrn t Darye James

G’EN‘I‘LEM EN -

The AT TACHED ArmcuE SRom THE LVRI (saaox
E¥ce&LLenuTLY DEPICTS THE REALON MMoST

“in:l..b gr CiTY ReEw0aENTS oaTeeT ro ALreRnaTiv Response to Comment C105-2.77

* Potential construction and operational impacts to bighorn sheep

associated with all of the build alternatives, including Alternative C,

will be mitigated in accordance with measures described in FEIS

Sections 4.4.2 and 4.4.3.

Ar any one TimE » THERE ARE PRoBABLY
c10527 | pmer® BCTLLES , HIKERS ano DiGHoRN SHEEP
N TrE FKvER MounTains ARSA THAM AT
Rep Reax Canvent Marmonat. ConssRvarions Azsa
I orHmrR woaZDBS , 1T I3 VERY PaPuLarR .

A rregwAY or TRUK ReoTE SKIRTING
THE AREA winl SERIouUS LY HARM  THE
BEAUTIFUL Amd ENToTABLE AREA

Tranks ,

1 e o

FRANK E. ENSIGN
P.C. BOX 81770
* - ECULDER CITY. NV 35506
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Sunday, April 28, 2002
Copyright @ Las Vegas Review-Journal

ROCKY THRILLS: Rough Riders

Bootleg Canyon in Boulder City attracting mountain bikers from far and wide

LY
REVIEW-JOURNAL

Ever get the urge to hurtle yourself down the side of a steep, tocky hill, with
ne armer or parachute at 60 miles an hour?

One way to handle it is to see a psychiatrist.
Another way is to go mountain biking in Boulder City.

That's just what biking aficionados frem around the country and werld have
been doing.

Japan, Genmany, Canada, Alaska and Florida are home base for some of the
riders who have visited the trails, which various biking Web sites tout as
among the country’s best,

In March, Missy “the Missile" Giove of San Diega, a pro biker who has been
the women's world dawnihill champ several times, tried out the Boulder City
trails for several days of training,

*The riding’s very technical,” she says approvingly, pulling off her full-face
racing helmet after a downhill run had coated it with dust. "The dirt here is
difficult, I¥'s hard-pack {rock) with loose on top.”

Boulder City's trails perch on sliver-thin ledgss. They thread guities and
sometimes temporarily interrupt -~ as a rider goes aitbome over a gap
between large rocks,

The trails are on a desolate peak that overiooks Lake Mead.

Locals ¢ai] the peak Radar Moumain, for the communication equipment
istalled at the top. It's the one with the big white-painted "BC" o its {lank.
The trail network sprawls near the oversize initials, like a giant but faint
doodle.

Bootleg Canyon is what Boulder City people call the area arcund Radar
Mountain, The evocative name dates from the *30s, when enterprising

Page 1 of 4
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individuz!s traversed the area to smuggle contraband liquor onto the federal
site that housed workers building Hoover Dam.

The canyon was just outside the fedcral reservation dmits. "The (federal)
govermunent coulde't enforce anything,” says Dennis McBride, 4 historian
asspociated with the Boulder City Hoover Dam Museumn. "And Nevada never
really enforced the boatleg law. But once in  while, they did a raid” to
discourage actian in the canyon.

That risk-taking spirit lives on in the mountain bikers of Bootleg Canyon,
Their actior is legal, but categonized with good reason as an extreme sport.

How about a trail that features a 1,000-foot drop in elevation over two miles?
Then, ride it in less than five minutes. That was the winning time for &
downhill event recently held on Ginger, one route in the burgeoning 38-mile
trail system. :

The name of the trail is cute but misleading because its terrain is tough. Truth
in advertising applies to the names of some of the other downhill, figaratively
breakmeck trails: Armageddan, Reaper and Kevorkian.

“Laser rock” is how Boulder City trail master Brent Thomson describes the
tricky riding surface. "Bootleg Canyon blood donot” is the slogan he'd like to
put on a promotional T-shirt someday, to distinguish Boulder City from
mountain biking spots with soft loamy soil that cater to beginners.

Ginger was christened after a mild-mannered dog, Thomson's pet. Thamson
gets to name all the trails. After all, he designs them.

“She's kind of spicy. She's ot “easy." " Tongue in cheelk, the 49-year-old talks
about the trail as if it were an aliuning woman with surprises in store.

At many mountain biking sites, the titlé of trail master goes informally to
whoever built the first, or the most, trails. '

Thorason qualifies on that count. And in November, he also becams the city's
official hired hand for developing, maintaining and promoting the trails.

He got into mountain biking about 10 years ago, for physical fitness
following a quadniple bypass heart surgery. He's an artist and owns Breat
Thomson Art & Framing, a Boulder City business.

At first he and friends just took their bicycles off-road, on the open corridors
that bost high-tension power lines.

As they improved, they searched out rougher routes away from trails that
were busy with hikers and horse riders.

Wispy tracks worn by bighom sheep caught Thomson's eye, and inspired his

Page 2 of 4

it/ fweww. v com/egi-bin/printable cgi?/ive)_home/2002/Apr-28-5un-20.. J18439916.htm  $5/23/2002

TO12004001SCOIDRD1134,00C! 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

C-121



imagination. From 1994 to about 1996, he and other avid mountain bikers did
. sornething that he admits was “totally illegal.”

They took shovels, rakes and slbow grease, and fashioned more than 12 miles
of unauthorized -- truly bootleg - trails on city property to the southwest of
the current trails.

Many of the trails progressed from “saddle to saddle,” Thomson says. He's
referring to natural contours on the mountainside, which the bighorm trails
also seemed to follow,

The city started negofiating in 1998 to lease that land to MGM Grand fora
golf course, so Thomson and crew went to city hall to campaign for new land

~ on which o build authorized trails. Today the original biking area is occupied
by Cascata Golf Club, which is owaed by Park Place Entertainment.

"We can all get along, and ride our mountain bikes and play golf," was
Thomson's line of argument.

As Boulder City physician and mousntain biker Robert Kessler recalls, the
small lobby also presented information about Moab, Utah, a struggling
mining town that has prospered since it became a meuntain biking mecca in
the early 1980s.

Boulder City's been dying for an identity. It's sitiing next to superstar Las
Vegas. We're in the shadow of them all the time,” Thomson says.

His tourism strategy: Lure bikers with Las Vegas' cheap airfares and room
rates. Bikess can access Boulder City even in the winter when many mountain
biking destinations morph inte ski resorts.

The city bought Thomson's idea. It built a restroom-cum-shower for hikers
near the bottom of Radar Mountain, and maintains the road to the
mountaintop.

It also gave Thomson a $46,000 one-year contract. He grooms the existing
trails, aversees a cadre of trail-building volunteers, lines up events for the
canyon and handles e-mail queries from bikers around the globe,

The result is today's Bootleg Canyon, which is still sprouting trails and
“cheater routes,” biker jargon for altcmative segments to some of the more
difficult tarns, jumps and grades,

It has earned ink in sports magazines including Mountain Bike Action and
Bike.

The hnterpational Mountain Biking Association certified it as an "epic” ride, 2
title awarded to only 18 locations 1o date.
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The National Off Road Bicycling Association holds timed races in Bootleg
Canyon. In garly April, Video Action Sports released "Third Down," a video
that features Bootleg Canyon.

Boulder City Mayor Bob Ferraro gives Thomson kudos.

*“We didn't see any problem® in creating the trail system, Ferrare says. "No
one was using the land and it was not abstructing anything.”

Boulder City businessman Jeff Spriggs bought Bike Smif, a supply and repair
shop, because he is a biking enthusiast. He endorses Bootleg Canyon's thrill
factar,

The cross-country trails "flow very nicely," Spriggs says. These trails are
fairly level, conducive for greenhorns and account for more than haif of the
tatal trail inventory.

Ang the dowahill?

“I's pretty sick stuff," Spriggs says, with admiration. "There's the thrill of
jumping off a reck, and {still) living at the bottom."

This story is located at:
-Hwrww lvii.com/vrj_home/2002/Apr-28-Sun-2 iving/t §435916 htrgl
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by A C108 V
e
430 Lake Mountzin Drive
Boulder City, NV 85005-1028
March 31, 2002
Mr. Daryl James

Carson City, NV 89712

Dear Mr. James:
o Jy we will ot b sble 0 atend the public bearing in Boulder City on Response to Comment. C106-5.13
c106.5.13 | Thursday, Aptil 4; however, we: wish to take this means 10 reitcrate Our SUppaT, 85 Preference for Alternative D noted.
expressed in our Septexmber 4, 2001, fetier to Mr. Tom Greeo, for Alteraative D, the
Southern Alignment.

Sincerely,

‘_/’T'-\?cinmd —’q&"'_—
Hey Jf lttsen

Richard W. and Mary Y. Allesee
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LIONEL SAWYER & COLLINS

ATTOANEYE AT Law

SAMUEL $. LMK ANTHONY W CalcrT 1700 BANK OF AMERICA FLATA JEFFREY D. MEMICUCE]  KLLZABETH M, @RENHAN
aRAMT R MY . R a - AL waLkER MEQAN £ RARKLN
CO F0UTH FOURTH STRE.
—— S A BOLAM o ¢ - DAVIE . MEARHLL ANDREW W. DILLILANE
JENHAFER & ghtH ] DORCEN 1. BFEANE
JOH A, COLLIWE LAS YEGAS, NEVADA 99401
O TARY W DLHGH TITD & ACHMEOY TN T. WATERE
LaymiL £ Dl 1702 Add-Anan LALURA ). THALACALR ARG B LOVATE
AICHAND W, BRYAN DAM . REARER i FInaw M, ELICEAUE. NATHAN . EOARDS
SEFFALY ® IUCKIRM  CAML . BRVELY KEWHETH A. MTERS B < HEY
RAUL B HESMANOWEK!  LAVKE J. BUTT FAX 70 JupBhab HECTON 4 CAMBAIAL 1 STEVEN £ HOLLINGIWG AT
ROREAT O, raiah AR LDAUOHE IOy . AT AWILLS o CARGILL LiMGA . BULLEN
DANLD . FREDERICE  HOWARD € COLE JANET BUL BEVEEMEN  RALL O, FOWELL
GEHHIE L KESHEOT UL E LANSES . Rl SO . LANCE CONLAN A K ARANITA
RICHARE W. WORTGH  CHRIBTORMER B HODFER . WALLIAR 2. MeATAN uBhe . AT
CAN C. BOWEN " ORESSAT GIONDAND BT A EafON BANIEL B MoH LT
MARA A SALOMON MANN A MEIMTIAE Mﬁy 8, 2002 LGRS T KYLE O, STERaEnE
R ] ETERNDN A MACHDT MATTHIOW € WATEGH AN ¥ CROM
WHTTEHGRE  ALLEM . WLt M . AL ALAN . FREER
DD TRUTIN LYNN 5 FULITONE DREGORY M. GEMIGHANT  Liumiia KoFhE
BAVID WHITTEMORE AERY 2 R E LB ko MARLANG . COUVILIEN i
o TR DN £ MG DA &, MK FEN EvELYM AL CARTILLO
LMD B MARRY LESLIT DRV AT

TS QIECT Dk wy AR

(702) 3838318

ABEIE O, FHIKEMAN

Vig Foderal Expross

Mr. Daryl James

NDOT Environmental Division .
1263 South Stewart "
Carson City, NV 88712 B .

Re . Bouder CityA).S. 93 Comidor Study. - -

Dear Mr. James: - - T Response to Comment C107-2.78
. As counsel for the Boulder City Bypass Caalition, | write to'pmvide some additicnal Comment noted.
pusiic commentfor the Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study. The Boulder City Bypass Coalition
eaatner moay oe yoir a0 1o agvacate 8 soulhem bypass roLtb. Thi grous ShongY Response to Comment C107-2.79
07278 | e e oo e 5 g G o e o Bonen Gy s e Rationale for opposition to Alternatives B and C and preference for
2. impacts the through-town routes, Altematives B a , woukt have on Boulder City's unique ) . A . R
environment. A : _ Alternative D noted. As noted in FEIS Section 4.3.1, noise-sensitive areas
Foryourreview, | have attachad a fact sheet that our Coalifon has circlated 1o educata located along the existing U.S. 93 alignment would experience major
e o e tor ot coner<ioms wt Caneems axprosad win s reductions in traffic noise levels through implementation of
document have only been sirengthened by the release of the DEIS. The DEIS confimed that Alternative D. Social impacts associated with each of the build
Boulkdtar City rasidents were comect 1o fear the impacts that a through-town route would have . . . . .
on aoulaerwcity's quality of fe. Itis aasocgea;fro;a the fact sheet that our Coaition sought to alternatives are described in FEIS Section 4.12.2. Alternative D would
Sdicate resideants thet 3 no-Duld altermative is not a viabie aitemativa for Soulder Gy divert most non-local traffic away from developed areas in Boulder City,
Itis the opinion of our Coalitien and the vast majority of Boulder City residents with resulting in substantially decreased congestion, noise, and traffic safety
C107-2.79 | whom we have come in contact over the past months that the through-town routes would , . ..
destroy the special ambience Boulder City has worked so hard to proserve. Eight to 14 foot mpacts compared to existing conditions,

AEHO GPFICE: 130 BAKK GF AMEAICA FLALA, B0 WRHT LIBEATT STAKDY - MENO, MEVADA SE8CH
AT TRA-SREE - Fha (P78 TAM-AEAN
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LIONEL SAWYER & COLLINS

ATTORNEIYE AT LAW

Mr. Daryl James
May 8, 2002
Page 2

sound walls, ncise increasss, high-spaed traffic thraugh the middle of town, obstnicted views
of Lake Mead and glara from righway lighting are just somae of the negative impacts the DEIS
shows woulkd seeur from the construction of the theough-town foutes.

Alternativa ©, on the other hand, would rasut in net dirculation benefits for the entire
town, a reduction in neise throughout the developed areas of Boulder City and would bes
praserve the smali-town ambiance Boulder City has worked 5o hard to protect. :

Wa are confidant that the Preject Menagement Teesn and the decisionmakers at NDOT
and the FHWA will all conclude that alternative D wouid have the teast advarse impacts on
Bouider Gity and its sumrounding environmant. This is essentially the conclusion reached by
the PMT when it ranked the original 16 routes that were considered. The PMT ranked the
corridor altemativas that were blended ta make Altarnative D, 54101 and SA101A, far highar
thar the through-town routes as far as their envirenmental desirability. Based on ous réview
of the DEIS, we see no reason why project decision makers would amive at a diffarant

gverwhelming.

Cur Coalition has bean plaased by the overwhelming support wa have receivad from
Bouicer City residents and elected officials in support of Altemative . To that end, | furthar
request that you add some additicnal information to the public comment partaining to a Boulder
City Council meeting that taok place on April 23, 2002, atwhich all members of the Boulder City
Council statad their strong support for Attemnative D.

Councitwoman Andrea Anderson said she “fully suppors" Altamative £, citing the
"devastating” impacts that the through-town routes would have en Boulder City. Sha further
stated that Atternativa I is the only route that woutd preserve the community.

- . Councitman Joe Hardy cited sevaral reasons why he suppofts Aflermnative D, including
tha importance of protecting Boulkder City's quality of e and the impacts the other routes would
C107-2.80 | have on poitution, noise, views and safety. Councilman Hardy further stated that Altemative
D woulkd enhance public erjoyment of the Lake Maad Naticnal Recreation Area by creating a
new scenic vista of the lake. He concluded by saying that he, along with the majority of Bowlder
City regidants, “truly suppaorts” Altemnative C.

Councilman Mike Pacini also expressed his support for Altemative D, condluding:
"Whan you look at what's best for Boulder City overail, for high schael seniors, or sanior
citizens, Alternative D is the oniy route that makes sensa.”

Councilman Bryan Nix mentioned the 1999 Boulder City referendum on this issue,
calling the results a “landslide” in favor of a southem bypass. Ha said the temporary
elimination of truck traffic through tawn has resuited in improvemarts in noise, air quality and

conciusion now, especially since public opinion in support of Altemative D has been

TO1 2004001 SCOORC134.0OC! 042330007
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Comment noted.
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LIONEL SAWYER & COLLINS

ATTCRMEYA AT LAW

Mr. Caryl James
May &, 2002
Page 3

congestion and that this could be maintained in the future by Altemative D. He said that after
reading the DEIS and speaking with many residents, "there is na quastion . . that Altenative
D is the only option far Bouider City.” He concludad by saying Alternative D would have the
least advarse impacts on Boulder City residents ard businesses and Boulder City's scenic
views of Lake Mead.

Mayor Ferrare concluded the council remarks by saying all the mambers of the cauncil
nave studied the issue vary closely. He sald he has spoken ta “hundreds of people” and that
thera is "certainly a very Sirong opinion generated for Alternstive 0.* He said Altemative D s
——-= . ¥ ihe only altemative that makes sense for Bouldar City now and into the far future.” Mayer
Farraro ncted that Boulder City has develapad through “careful planning and a fot ofinput and
we cant dare destroy it by selecting an altemative that would run sight straight through the
rmiddle of this community.” He said if a through-town route wena selected, “we woulg lase what
we have gained over the years." The Mayor concluded by saying "thera is nothing that would
suggest to any of us that we should do anything ather that support Altermative D" and that hé
"complataty, 100 percent, supports Altematve .7

These statemants ware a unanimaous and unequivocal axpression of support from the
Boulder City Council, the elected officials with the most direct link to the citizens of Boulder City.
| have enclosed for your review a videotapa of the Boulder City Council mesting so that you
may view the complete comments of the eity council membars in support of Alternative O.

Also, please note that several other dignitaries attended the hearing in support of
Alternative D and that saveral other eleciad officials provided letters of support for attemative
D. :

U.5. Senator Harry Reid's Regional Qirector, Jerry Reyneldson, stated Senator Reid
suppons alternative D because It will protect the quality of ife in Boukler City. He said Senator
Heid "nas long been awars of the special nature of this carmmunity and the afforts of its leaders

cammitted to Atternative D and the people of Boulder City" and their office is looking at the
C107-28% | fynding that will b required to make the project happen,

Gibbons is committed to working with Senator Reid in suppart of Altemative O and urged the
Cauncifs support for Altamative .

Clark County Commissionar Bruca Woodbury, chairman of the Clark County Regional
Transportation Comymission, wrote that Alternative D "is the only altemative which will imprave
the quality of life in Boulder [City], protect the legitimate interests of our business community
and aliow for an acceptable fiow of interstate transpartation and commerca.”

and cilizans to preserve-the quality of fife” in Boulder Gy, He said Senator Reig “remains:

Mike Dayton, Chiaf of Staff for Congressman Jim Gibbans, statea Congressman -

T012004001SCOIDRDY134.D0C! (42330007

Response to Comment C107-2.81
Comment noted.
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LIONEL SAWYER & COLLINS

ATTORNEYS AT LAW T

Mr. Daryi James:
May 8, 2002
Page 4

State Senator Jon Perter wrote: “The Southem Sypass is the only option that would
allow Bouldar City to escapa the negativa sffacts associated with this increased traffic.” He
furthar wrote: “We have worked hard to protect Boutder Cily's unique snviranmant and the
Southern Bypass is the only option that wouid preserve the city we love.” He condiuded by
urging tha Bovlder City Councitta urga NDOT and the Federal Highway Administration to select
alternative D as the prefemad route.

Caopios of these lattars are enclosed for your review.

While many Boulder City citizens have expressed their support for alternative 0, we
kriow that many others remain quiet and are relying on their elacted officials to champion the
Southem Bypass on their behalf. Because these elected officials receive comment and
feedback from Boulder City citizens on a daily basis, we believe their sentiments are
representative of the silent majerity's strong backing of Altemative D. .

Finally, pleasa nota that several membaers of the Boulder City Bypass Coalition and - .
other community organizations spoka on behalf of Altamative D at the Council meeting. Chad Response to Comment €107-2.82
Blair, representing tha Boulder City Chamber of Commaerce, stated that organization's Comment noted.

ci07-282 | endorsement of Altermative . He citad a Chamber of Commerca survay of all businesses in
Bouldar City in which mare than three-quartars of busingsses indicated their support for
Aternative D. Tom Christ, representing St. Jude's Ranch for Childran, described at length the
defrimental impacts that the through-town routes would have on St Jude's. Members of aur
Coalition bagan the presentations and discussed the findings in the DEIS that demonstrate
Alternative D woulg have e least adverse impacts on Bouider City's environment.

While this letter could go on for pages espousing the marits of Alternative D and te
negative impacts of the through-town routes, the comments and presentations mada at the
April 23 Soulder City Council meeting speak for themselves artd | urge you to review the
enclosed videotape.

The U.S. 93 project will have a profound impact on the future of Boulder City. Only one
route, Altemative O, will preserve Bouider Gity's unique emvironment for future generations.
O behatt of the Boulder City Bypass Coalition, | urga the PMT 1o choosa the Southern Bypass,
Alternative D, as the prefamed routs in the Boulder CityAU.S. §3 Coridor Stugy. .

TO120040015COIDRO1134.D0C) 042330007 C1



Il

LIONEL SAWYER & COLLINS

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Mr. Daryl James
May 8, 2002
Page &

cc (wic oncs.y  U.S. Sanator Hamy Reid
Congrassman Jim Gibbons
Governor Kenny C. Guinn, Chairman, NDOT Beard of Directors
Lt Govemnor Lomaina Hunt, NDOT Beard of Directors
Attomey Ganeral Frankie Sue Dal Papa, NDOT Beard of Diractors
State Controller Kathy Augustine, NDOT Beard of Diractors
Mayor Bob Ferrars, Boulder City
Andraa Andarson, Boulder City Council -
Dr. Joe Hardy, Boulder City Council
Bryan Nix, Boulder City Council
Mike Pacini, Boulder City Council
Tod Bendwre, Faderal Highway Administration
Thomas E. Stephens, P.E., NDOT Director
Scott Rawiins, NDCT Project Manager
Michae! Laske, CH2M Hill
Cr. Robert Marrelt, Boulter City Bypass Coalition

Enclesures

ML S| e 70 e
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. 1.8. 93/Boulder City Corridor Study - Fact Sheet
(Prepared by the Bowlder City Bypass Caalition) :

mmmwmnamﬁmmmmwum
mw.wwhbmﬁmhmwsmﬁammbyMﬁUs.%.
mmwamammsmhmmwhummmw
Mmmmmmmmwhﬁwwmmwmwm
the southern frwck bypess in 1999,

We nzad your helpl For more information shiut the Coalition, coatect Rick Brown, President of
the Boulder City Bypass Coalitian, a1 203-T467, (fix) 293-7647, e-mall: Hoosicthon@aoloor or Darryl
Martin, Chirmsn of the Boscd, at 293-0991, (o) 2930777, o-mall: dman@dmatsada.com:

knwmmmsmmﬁthDMkmduﬁmMBumﬁw
Wswammammmﬁmuﬁmﬁmm
mﬂymbuhﬂfofﬁe?admlfﬁdrwaminimm NDOT is not creating protilems for Boulder City
midmhh-ﬁng:mhﬁmmd:m.ﬁnpupmnoﬂﬁsmﬂy—mﬂmwﬂdngmﬂw—hw
aalyze U5, 93-related problerns sod to fix then. 1f e wiah to plky a respoasibie role in deciding which
oF the project Alternatives 1s best for Boulkder Clty, residents must majtaina good warking ebstionship
with NDOT.

[mprovementy ¢ ¥LS. 93 aey Ingvitable

mmwmhmamwmmth.mem
tmre}.m,U.&ﬁh,mﬁwﬂlmﬁamwbe.&nmo&hoiub#thmwd&'daﬁmﬁm.mﬁs
memnumﬁswmofmmdmdumus.ss.m:ihmynhswmm
Mmmmwmmmmdummmmmya
ﬂﬂmmmi&:ﬁmmumwﬁsmu&%wﬁumudmmw
wwwqw,mmmwmmwwmmmw
conditians for drivers sd pedestrians. . .

mwwmmw%mdwwﬁcawwuﬁmmmmm
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pollution snd other 1.8, ¥3-related concerns is 10 tecoguize the NDOT stody apd do everything in our

power to snsure: that the southemn track rome is chasen. I the sautham trock route is selaczed, through

truck traffic will bypass e city antirely, Trocks will no longe: congext oor toadways, leaving moog in

their waka md qreating dangertis condftions fivr drivery and pedesttians. Not cnly will the bypass

:mpmvamelalonaUS.% v will beagmens the quality of lite in Boulder Cly by reducing present paise,
tradfic, pallwion and bazardovs omditiong doastoreen.

The southers tuck: bypass will maks existing U8 93 mose comvenicnt for local traffie and the
entirs dowmtown aves T Appealing for residents und those pasing through e/ stop in Boulder City. It
will relieve our comomnmity cope from the threogs who pass treagh Boulder City on their way to imd fiom
Las Vegas and other destinalons, wha aever would have yopped here soyway. The southern truck bypass
is a permanant solwtion to cancams about U.S. 93's Lnpect on our cormmomity. We wounld no langer bave
to be as sarwemed about increasad traffic on the madway becatuse the through traffic would be divertad
far from our hormes.

in 1955, Baulder City rexidents efficially sxpressed their dovermination that a sowhern bypass is
the conmmmity*s preferred soute. More than 61% of residents voted in suppeet of 2 southeren iypass and
&5 aresult NDOT is astively studying the moerits of s route s one of the aloematives. Financing the
southern bypusa will not be 2 problem. ULS. Seoator Herry Reid, the Majority Whip, stated poblicly on
May 24, 2001: “No coa tn Bowlder City apeds to be concomed that the stata of Nevads, will be wmable w0
P the resouross necessary w beild o bypass if that is the will of the commmpity snd state.”

Wankd Be Fat for iy

&Jmmw“&"hﬁchnﬂwSﬂldy M“N&Bwld“nlmﬂve,vnddmﬂmm
‘hlema the dwry ix fecing and would Giaby lead to & mad crisis in the near fature, Faderal
hwmqmmﬂ::wmmm:mhmdm@bmmmmm;mbhmcmwﬂy
being experienced make: this opticn very unreaatie fir gur sltvation, 1 the solution were a3 srsy as not
doing anything, our Jocat etitics and NDOT would never have fovested their enevgy and resoorees o
the Comidor Study.

Unifke the southarn triek bypass, the throngh-town routes would b vary distoptive to Bodder
Chy. These roadwarys divide the towm and keep watfio — wnh:]iufnspmblmcfwa,pﬂmimmd
safisty —In our midst. Both tha “B* asd “C" aligronents wonld requime ths cond
The hames left adjacent & or near the inrger raadways would becons Tess destrable, Mofﬁam
atigmmants would also be very dimuptive during the constraction siage.

Reuts “B,* eonsisting of improvemens to the existing road and mohading a raised medim thyough
town, would basically be a Band-Ald approach. Whils it mary inceease the cagrcity of U.S. 92 in the short-
t=xm, it wonld Leave us with all the same problerns of congestion, aoise, polhttion and safegy hezards in
the centey of town. Crver fime, route “B” inprovaats would beoame nadaduate 10 daal with incresses
in the mumber of vehicles passing through,

Roure “C* would be the constretion af a naw highway through Bookder City, nmnng almost
parilel to tha existing 1.8, 93. It would requite the condsnmation of a greater namber of residepoes and
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would likely conflict with street parterns — malcng it more difficult to get atornd Boulder City.

mmwmwmmmmmmnemmm
Boualder City Corridor Study.

wuhmmmwmmmmﬂmp.c.mﬁmmoﬁ
foderal action to repeal the appwovels already granted for sonstractiay of the Hoover Deam bypass bridge ¢
Sugsticaf Mountm, In smy svent, whether the bridge is built o pot bas no ffect on the Corrldor Stady
selection — the traffle will continne to grow with ot withous the bridge.

Tho other is the congressional aclection in 1995 of 1.5. 93 as part of the CANAMEX route. It has
listle or no effect an the Boulder City Comidor Stdy. CANAMEX is nothing mare thag a nams
desipration. Changing S CANAMEY, route 1o & different highway — whick would require an ae1 of
Congress — would not divert e, or stop the inereacs in tadlie. Trockers wnd travelers will continue to
db wha they bave atwayy done: wilize the route that is most convenisst for theam.

NDOY is operating under a federt] mandate thar requires it to take s chjective ook at te
envizonmental impacts of the varions project altematives, It is comently shudying the impacts tha various
routes would bave ¢ teaffic; soaial conditions; the scononty; sir quality; enthoral resomrees; floodplatne;
land use; wetlands: wildlife; nojse; wazr rescttroes; and other criteria. Ameng tho n1ost portant is a
factor within our control — the alignment preference of the clfzmns of Bowlder City, cxqpoesad directly by
us and thoongh onr elected represontatives.

Whien ifs ecparts have completed thalt studles an these vegious Fctors, NDOT will release 2 deaft
envircaments! impact satement (DEIS") cootxining its findings. This is now expestsd m fall 2001, Afer
a public commemt perlod, NDKOT will asnounce 8 “posteered soute ™ This will be what NDOT considers
the best rowte in light of the anajysen of the factors mestioned shove, Paxt of this process includes
approval by the NDOT Boxd of Directors, whost mémbers include Govenor Kemry Gujnn, Liomenant
Governer Lormine Hunt, Aftorney General Frwakie Sue Det Pags and Stute Ceongroller Kathy Augustioe.
Otice NDIOT has approved a route, it will bucorae very difficult 1o change this decision. This is why it is
cmsial that the public comnents NDOT receives strongly back fhe southern truck bypass.

Conelusipn

Tha U.5. 93 problem will grow worse evey day unless cmreeted. NDOT staistics show that
mfﬁzwhmﬂmughBoﬂdaCﬂyanduﬂﬂ:byMiCmﬂmnsMMumm
Bauldar City are already |z doring peak periods and will detaiorets to 5 “gridlock” satus by
2016. Mm”ﬁmﬂdaﬁdﬂmhmﬁr%mhlﬂw 1599 mud 7t is only
axpocted 1o get worse. The anly option o. the tablo thet will allow Bouldor City to aintain its zmall town
cheny, and keep noise, traffic, pollution and hazerdous coaditions to w minmmnm, §s the seuthem tck
bypasg — abtrmative “D*

Page3of 3

TO120040M1SCODRO1134.D0C! 042330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES T THE GENERAL PUBLIC

G132



0508702 058:11 FAL TOI91107 CHMN BILL Qoo
Augeabe2  02:3Tem Frow-Lionel Sawysr i Colline b bl -t P.isAIIE  F-RES

BRLCE L. WQOREURY
Commissionss

Brond! sf Conretiy boammeiti

W0 5 GRaN DINTAL, P
O O

AN R [ A

Mayor Robart Femano
Clty of Boulder Cy

401 Cafifornia Avenue
Bouidar City, NV 85005

Dear Mayor Ferraro and Gy Councll Mambera:

and tha FHWA to select Route D, the Scuthem Bypass, as the preferred route for
the U.S. Highway 93 improvement projact. Thia is the only altametive which wil
improve tha quality of tfe ik Bowtdar, protect the logitimate interasts of our business
communfty and allow for an acceptable flow of [nterstate Hanaportation and
Commerca.

unlass they are based or making dedveries in the cily. We also need tainsistupon
substantisl signage to advise motorists who might step and maks purchases in the
clty of the many services and shops avaliable fo thara. Finally, the bypass should
be far aniough to the South 56 that the nearest neighborhoods e nat adversaly
imy

| ook forward to working with you, as welt as the state and federal agencles
involved In this inportant project, to obtain the funding and fo assura its successful
implamentation as soon as possible. Thank you for your leadarship and service on
behalf of our community,
Sinceraly,

B (A

BRUCE L. WOODBURY

Pleass accept this sxpression of my support for the resolution urging NDOT-

Te fully achieve these objactives, trucks must be raquired 1 use the bypass
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JON C. PORTER

CHTARTT CRMoE;
SENRTOR mmmm&mn
A, i B4 243
e Cin 1 o ——
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axury
Nl
Cowmemant Algky
Aprid 23, 2002
Mwyor Rohert Farram
. Clity of Bouldar Ciry

401 Califormiz Avemne
Boulder City, NV 29005

Dear Mayor Femaro ad City Conncil Members:

1 am writing 10 urge you to support Altsmative D, the Southers; Bypase, ax the
preferved woats i the Bonlder CityAUS, 93 Cozridor Stady Projest taking place in and
sround Boulder City, “This build altarnstive best mects the Purpess xad Necd for the
study. .

US. 93 is a vital mravel coaridor for the sttive coumry. 1t Sinks two of the fastent
growing metropolitn upess in the Uinitnd Seates, Phoantx and Lan Vegas. Experts agroe
that siafc along this rotte will cantinn to grow especially locally xod regionally once
the Hoover Dum Bypess Bridgs is completed in 2007, The Southan Bypuss 14 the aaly
opiien that would alflow Boulder City to eacepe the nagative sffects asocisted wizh this
inezessed traffic

The metidenty of oxr commuity have thetnaclves stutied this icoue. They are
were of the need for 2 solation and kawe: officlally mpressed their views in soppert of 8
Southern Bypass in the Joue 1599 raftrendom, Additionally, within the lagt memth the
Barlder Clty Chamber of Cermmerts has endarsed Alernative I with approximately
5% of the local brsinos coommtmity supparting the mrojert.

W hatve b this project oo the Dok [ vne Sz or anolke fix 1ore yoars than
Toaa couat. As we nowve farwund Twant 1o coconrsgs Restonal Trasportation
Comamison of Sowtwan Nevads, NDXT snd the Federal Highway Adeivistortion to nee
wil iheir yevauroes, e ingawity and areativity ia cxpoditing it Por our pact Rookder
City will provide 335 million worh of real sstate thet wilk allaw NDOT to avesd cocamon
drleys ofton associated with eqniring the right of way in realdentis] or crowmercial anes,
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Locally, we have worked hand to protact Bouldar City’s unique savirommens gud
mckmxmnhm-mbwﬂmmmw&ﬁ;:eqm Wo mngt all
mmmmr@mwmmmmnmm

: memmmwﬂmwmﬁpmﬂr

Immmmﬁ&gmaﬁmyﬂuwmmmﬁsmpt

ChA.

74
Faree:
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Posted at Rouldex ity Eall
Dmited Seatoy Past Cffice
Bevldex City Ar. Crpoer
mouldar Cicy Racreation

18,

L.
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*Rotics To parwons with daabilitios: membere of the publis who

Sleablmd asd TAqUlIe Speelal Assistance or mmdm: at 3

neeting are raquasted to notidy tha City Clevk by celephasing (762}
* A93-¥308 mt legal Fevmity-te: Loorw in advsncs of Che weeting.,

419 P.O0RM12  FE3E
e .

*ib.  PUHLIC OOMNWTE [Actiof mky oot be taken on Botters comsidsced uring
poriod watil opooifically includcd an an Agede azs an aSticn .i.ulzn.} i

pamying 3 ‘ A an the agouds ik i .
availakle for pubilic inspaccion at the City Clezk m ;’ﬂ;. e:n:&r;w‘m::
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¥r. Bk Paloz lntzoduced 2 .8, Richard Bxysh. Senitor BEryan
inmraduced My, Joa Caln who im a oolleague io hie law Firm. Senasor Bxyan
stated that not zince the lan of Dax has there boen a

conAtruction project which will bave such & profwund imgpact in boulder City &»
_the izprovecalts o U6, 53. He stated Boulder Ciky bas created & epacisl
axzbiance ip At compunivy through & contiviled ordinance and gaming
restristicn, Be seid & corridor through the City cculd livewally cut the Clry
4in hal? and have a tremepdous impact o the Clty’s qualisy of lifs. He noted
the brifge bypoan ovex Bodvar Paz is & reality, and the panstruckion time lioe
for the bridgm cromsing has bewn accslerated. N sald the decinion sagaxding
the dridge croseing han bean osde; however. Bonlder City cam igilusnce the
constructics of the corridor withinm ite boyndari=c. He noted pow ia the

ppropriate tims for bas of City Comneil and foy tha sivdizana of the
commmity to let theix ssatiments be jmown becauss the cofsacst poericd wnde My
1¢. %a askel OB THE RECORD thet the £ol. comommte frow Commlssion
wnnd.bug be poted: "Pleass accept this sxprassion of wy eupport fox a
wapolution urging NDOT snd MEWA to selech Soure D, the soulharn Bypaisa, as toe
prafarTed route for the hypess. ZThis is ths only alrernative wiuich will
improve the muality of 1ifs ip Houlder, prutect the legivimate interests of
our business comeundity and wilow for sn aecepoebim flow of interstate

2 porratisn and .

LOr. Bobert Marrell, President of the Bowlder City Sypass Goalirsco, emld the
Coalirion felt it wks AFDOPtant to AppeAr Dafcre the Ciey Jounca) while thm
public cotment paxicd is seill open. Ha said it sesds to ba celm Glwax that
Alternative D in the best for Bolldar City, e said thiv is pot & special
interest isgue, mor i8 it the Coslitian’'s pomitich &9 Probsct a certein
aeighbarhoad. Instasd, it 48 as fesue which icpacts tha entire cominity. Ha
nighlighted ssverel porticns of the EIS which supported Albernazive D &
bavisg the lesst impaet oo Boulder City. It stabed Altmmativa D would: a)
impact the City in Tha ares of zsise polluticn less than the otier
witargacive; b! have zo impact om views within the olcy: o) gyoelde a safar
rosdway; 4] bave lase inpadt op yeoyestiopel lands, and ) be laas 1ikely to
a severe ing o 1ocal knsinsssss. Hs said Alvavoative B would
yequire £ive busiresses te close for tha highwmy widmaing, alepa. hloarmative
£ woitld require 17-14' acund walle te mirlgate ooles, iopact acsa trails and
lesve an ugly sear o tha ded Nsustain. Ee zored that in leaa than five
yeaza, & four lase hridge will he ustadl Cvar Dam. Ha ootad an
iniviative was P 2 regarding a for diversion or roube of highway*
w wvorers in 19%%. He ucged tha City Council to 8
nlt.;or:‘uw D apd to mubmit comments before the and of the public comment
pariod.

Chuck said Y ham worked hard t4 orests a clean, grean,
Community and to walpeals the qualitcy of life Pounlder clvy residatte have loag
soloyed. e noted three of the albarnscives evaluated io the 215 corrider
atody threaten the City's quality of life. Be soted the BIS projecte a five
e mlmven yekr sopstructisn poricd for Mimematives B apd .  Be notwd
Aitermative [ would have 1ittle impeet ca che City. He noted the Eounlder city
is 1 A b Ph ix and Law Vegns, two of the Taptent growipg cities 1o
ha u'niug Statea, oo DomaThing mnat be done soon TR mitigate the impaccs of
ths craffic,

Donpe Drensy swid, #a 4 busioess cworer, she wugborte the Roukm O Alternative
rwtausts ics impact to bualness ¢wpers palos to tha other altwrnatives’ impact
om ot cltizen’s guality of IS8a. She said businssswe havm the anilicy ta

+ their and we umxt all work cogethar ve mainrain our Cizy’a

TO12004001SCONORD1134.D0C! (42330007

C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

C-138



C. COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC

08/08/02 G8:13 PAL TOEZISDL10T CEIN HILL . @o1a
Aog-g5-02  0%:%ea  Frow=Lionel Swwyar & Colllim TiRRRARAE £t PN G

guality of lifw.

scb Dranay said be and his family have been residesute of Bouldar City for tha
past btwelve yenru. BEa sald ke and his wifs traveled all cver the Taited
gtatmE To ook for & place to Teabtire and radam chaly Ifamily.  They chose
Aculdey ¢ify as thelr homa and becams izntezested In che yecitalizstiom of tha
downtown area. Be ooted this decision regerding the bypesa ia cim af =he magt
important dacisians whdch will lvpadr the very of ouxr icy. We
oost Jeln kogether to p da our g il to haar our cnited
voice to protect oux PreEedt Wiy of life. NHe aaid tho City should net be
Giviged throwgh the henrt of our commnity by a highwsy. Me paid altermazive
P 4w tha least cbtrusive ino many zspechs ingludisg esviroomentally and iR
regard to air and nelze poilution. Ne added that a bypass will Alss s&rve an
A protactive barrier aréusd dur commmRity.

Jerzy Reynoldecs, lialscn to Senaver Nald, sald Senaecor Reld has besn a
er of Altsrnat{ve D becanss be balleves thie aivercative will protect
the quadlvy of Lifr iu Boolder Cley. HNe d he will 3 to work with

the Boulder City Bypass Coxlitlon oo thiz leous.

Mike Dl{toﬂ; Chief of Btaff for Congressman Gibhons. Pald Cengresssan Glbbonk
in & tied te working with Semator Rwid, 404 ha s hopeful ti: Ciey Ceancil
will support Alcermativa B.

Dob Seare, Depresaatative for State Sepator Jom Forker, rmad a letrer from
Sapator Parter, uraiag the Ciky Council’s mupport of Alternavive D i the 0.5,
53 study. He uobted U.6. 531 links twe of the fasteat @owing citise
it the mation. The completich of tha bridge croseing will yamult in fnersased
traffic rhrough Boulder ticy. Ee seked that EDOT work with the local uaineqs
commanicy and balp make it a touxist desticabicn. He said Alternative D is
the owly option that will protect the City we all love.

Ched Blair, Vide Prapident Low the Chanher of Commarca, sald the Chmber of
Cotnezos SUPPCrts Altermative B of the U.4. $) Gorridor Study VS, Re sald
the Chambar of Comperce perform=d a survey of all Cicy busiocpacs holding
Soulder City busineaes licenmms, 423 768 of The rempondsncs said they wers wall
inforoed ragerding this issus and smpperced Altaxnative D.

Tom Cerige, BE. Jude’s Hanch for (hildren, Aaid the Bypasa in ioperative to
the well baing of yourk at 3c. Jude's, Ee said be recemnends altearcative B oas
the preferred route bezause it will lessmn the iepact o the oopgmwdcy. Be
gaid Alternative B will Tasult ip increased noise and tyarric choough our Cicy
apd will duvpact SE. Joders, ite youths and ares raoldenta. Ee urgwd che City
cg:nsu to support Albarmative D te protect and preserve the Cicy’e qualicy of
life.

Senst-or Richard Bryan saild be weuld app late amy to of gupport of
Altarative D by the ity Council and others bacsuse the May 14 olage of publie
aomMAT pericd im aeariog.

Councilwan Anderson eaid she supports Alterative D becevsa of the pegative
iTpactE of the cther aleeroatives includings noiss pollution, sir pellutien
and view impmcke. She said she would 1ika the bypass to go baluw the Weacerm
Avea ¥ower site, nud it im iuportask fo go abead with this projuct because che
ingreased traffic will have P oo our ity

Covnciloan Eardy seked that misutes aod letters which have sst been included
in the recoxd be semt Ba ¥DOT and the FEWA, e said he sgress chat the
quality of life in Beuldar City amst be pEetected. He said the IR notes chat
Alternative A will requirs tha most soergy) beuce, it will areste the fcet
pellurion. Altarmative D will remlt io & net decrease in energy ushge:
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hepoe, it will result in lass pollution and any pelluticn will be sitvarsd
furthar away frowm the City. (He said soond wells ave nooded in Boolder Qivy.
rather. sovnd/nodse shovld just be prevenced instead.] He sald ancther izsuen
im that of aafety, and Altermative D is safer to uild becanan ihere will bm
oo disxuption to the cowewnlcy and it providas a contlmuwms drive withouk
ioterasctioms. Ne saif the Laka Nend Recreation Csuker and the view from

ovar the 5111 prevides ons of chea greatast vistas in thic Haglon wad
thin view ahould bBa provected. In addition to tosss beantiful vistas,
Altexnative D will provids fhe oppeytuaity for additlconal vietas of Lake Mead.
Covneilman Bardy noted that sppropriats mignage along the bypass is needed to
somrurm the scemeuic viabllity of our Lusinesesn. Xa addsd that b= supporTs
Alternative D of the 7.8 93 Corrider study RIS,

Councilman Pasisi said there hap besan some misoomar that the bypass whiaoh has
Lass raferzed to durdng this discumsich 1s the cmurreat Deaghlis route; he
noted tha Laughlin routw shauld ok he confuged with the bypass or Mtermacive
D. Ee akid he soppeerrs Al ive I b it is in the bert intersscs of
tha commnity owverall, xad it 10 the oply Toute that wakes xensu.

ilman Nix thanked svearyone for thelir pregentations. Ze sxid that whem

you take intc comaldevation that the bridge is goimg to be bully, tbexe i no
quesrtion dlzweting che txaffic oomwwhare =k ba addregasd. Ed snid ke “oo
build® altazmative da veally oot en altsrmacive at all. Ea sadd be has
atudied the FIS, wnd Alternative D i the emly trus alternative for Bouldar
¢ity. He added he bas some eonoerns with the specizic piting o2 the bypass,
hauavnr . He #&id bhe bellaves Alternative D will bave the lenst izpact oo

idents, oa busi and oo the views in cur cowmunity. He suggestad that
a tzmascript of the testimeny be forwarded bo tha XDOT end the PEMA.

Hayer Parraro sald thers is pa doubt Altermative D s tae only altermative
that owkes senem to Boulder Clty, borh for now &Rd inte the futurs. e caid 2
corrilder throogh our <ommmwnicy would TWHUlT in Doise and air polluticn. He

addud his euppert to Al ive D f the V.8, 93 Corxléor Studr EIE.
Mayor Ferrero called for m brisf Tacess &t 0:15 3.m. The mesting reconvened
at B:28 p.m-
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{lq i c1o8 y;}"-o
J“xﬁ UKITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
m % WASHINGTON, 0.G. 20460
HAY 23
. THE NSPECTOR GENERAL
_MEMORANDUM

SUBIECT:  Hotline # 2002-096

mow oy o 7)

Tk Nevada Departoiens of Transportatior

‘The enclosed hotline complaint, submitted by Ronald B. MaAlister, is being forvarded to

pmmmomammwwmmmw
number in fistare communications with our office regurding this matter.

Sbwtdywhaveanyquesﬁom,pleuemmﬂmcmm-mmoo,

(see next page)

Py by CHADA + P will Wikt O Bamad Ik o) 10 Fscycind Pt (0% Posloonasmy
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Ronald B. Mchlister
633 Marina Dr.
Boulder City., NV. 89005

April 29, 2002

Mr. Daryl James

NDQT Envircnmental

1263 5. Stewart 5t.
Carson City, NV. 89712

Dear Mr. James:
This letter is my raosponEe to “public comments" now
being accepted in ragards to the Boulder City Corridor Study.

! am a 7-year resident of Boulder City. I am alsc a
Marketing Specialist very awvare of the factors contributing
to the Boulder {lty traffiec Sitzatien. . A

.Hust importantly, the need for a aecond bridge over
Hoover Dai 18 totally illogicai. As the study contends, pro- ReSPOHSE to Comment C108-6.18
posals are made on a 25-year traffic projection. By diverting (:k)rru11ellt11oteci

G108-6.18 | vng commerciat trucking, exlsting reads, with little lmprove-
ment would be quite sufficient: for the next %-years. This

is a fact that can be verifléd -easily., based upon reduaced’ .
traffic conditions, since the trucks.were diverted after 9/11/0f.

NUMBER ONE
It's a well knéwn.markeging'féct:that tourist from thraugh-
o | B B DR S B M BT Response to Comment C108-418
' Comment noted.

without the trucks, this increase can be eaxsily handled with
the existing highway system. The tourlst traffic is also a
good source of business for Boulder City.

NUMBER TWO

Commercial trucking not only preéents an extpema 2angel to
the security of Hoover Dam nov and in the futare, but will destroy

the pristine beauty of this Natlional Recreatlional Area through
® Response to Comment C108-1.36

C108-1.38 both noise and increased air pollution.
This comment pertains to the Hoover Dam Bypass project.

A& you must be aware, Hoover Dam has two large intakes
dizectly in.fromt-of the Dam. Ta a matter of minutes. with
veapons that could have easlly been setup insjde a large truck
these intakes could be destroyed. o .

naxt page. please
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C108-2.83

C108-6.19

¢108-5.14

page 2

If the intakes to Hoover Dam are destroyed, this would
cut off electricity t¢ a large portion of the Southwvest
United States. It would take years to reconstruct the
intakes and a major Federal expenditure. I this worth the
risk?

‘Also, more and more smog is heginning to destroy the
natural aesthetics of the area.  It's wrong that polltical
and Onion decisions made nearly 3,000 miles away, that
abviously have not considered these conseguences., are detez-—
mining thls important deatiny. -

SGLUTION

A much less expensive, direct and effective solution is
an expansion of Highway 68 west from Kingman., Arizona, to =
Highway 95, then an expansion of Highway 25 north to Highway 93.
This also leaves routing through Needles. California as a-
very efficient back-up route.

The savings with this plan would be in the hundreds of
millions of dollars and would protect and preserve one of
America's most beautiful regions te the beneflt of the people
faor years tc come.

Xf the second bridge gver Heover Dam iz to be constructed.
even after considering the extreme long term security riak
and what will end up a million dollar plug .expenditure, a
corridor arcund Boulder City would be the oniy sclutlon.

ROUTE D IS THE ONLY ROUTE WHICH WOULR PROTECT,
PRESERVE AND BEST SERVE BOULDER SITY
AND THIS BEAUTIFUL LAND.

Sincerely,

el S ML

Ronald B. McAllster
Boulder City Resident
and U.5. Cltizen

Copies: 1U.S. Department of Defense
Secretary of Defense: Donald H. Rumsfeld

White House
President: George W. Bush

/ U.S. Envircmental Protection Agency - MU-2410
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Response to Comment C108-2.83
FEIS Sections 3.2 and 4.2 describe the air quality setting and project
consequences, respectively.

Response to Comment C108-6,19
Comment noted.

Response to Comment C108-5.14
Comunent noted.
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. .
-"’B%g UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENYAL PROTECTION AGENCY
k § WASHINGTON, D.C. 204560

WaY 23

Ronaid B. McAlivter
633 Marina Drive
Boulder City, NV 36005

Thiswndmeiswwnﬁrmrwdptofwurmwtth.S.EPA Inspector
General Fraud, Waste and Abuse Hotline.

The purpose of this Hotline is to receive complaints of fraud, waste, and abuse in U'S.
Epammwmwmwwm&w,mmm
wmawmmmmwd@mmm

Coatract, procarcecad, and gpraad fread, such a4, cost/tabar mischarging and bid rigging
wwwmdm

Conflicts of mterest

Travel fraand

At of suthocity

Theht and abuse of Governmess pregperty

 Pyibery sad acocptancs of pretuitics

Compoter Crimes

P T B

Ywmmphimwmtmdu’thepnwiewofttﬁshotﬁm.hcmlhwmﬁmedhwﬂw
following office for further review:

Nevada Department of Traosportation
1263 South Stewart Stroct

Camon City, Nevada 89712

1o} 775-A88-7000

fux TY3-888-7113

infor@idolstate ov.us

*Rigkway System
{775) 888.7455
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¢109
%ﬂm
Ronald P, Therrien
593 Malaga Count P
Boulder City, Nevada 89005
T
Aptil 4,2002
M, Daryl James
NDOT Environment Division
1263 5, Stewart
Carson City, NV $9712
Diear Mr. James:
A in tho Bella Vista Subdivision of Bovldes Gity we strongly support Respons.e to Comment C109-2.84 .
Altemative “D™ the Southern Bypass Route for the Boulder City/U.S. 93 Cosridor. Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
109284 | Thiy alternstive is by fir the least disruptive and safest for all Tesidents of Boulder City. preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
Wemmtmlymmmnd“dthﬁemlsc,airpoﬂmionmdugﬁmhm?homw . . . .
! by the large rumber of tracks that will mac this highway transporting all types of rationale for this decision.

‘cargo including nuclear waste.

We kindly request your support for the sclection of the Akemative D.

Ronald P, Therrie
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