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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D2-1.1

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. As part of the mitigation effort, adequate
signage will be required for any build alternative to promote the
economic viability of Boulder City. The suggestion will be considered
as part of this mitigation and in any subsequent design.

Response to Comment D2-1.2

The widening of U.S. 93 is intended to alleviate the congestion on the
roadway, and access points will be distributed in Hemenway Valley
through use of a frontage road. However, Alternative B does present the
greatest amount of difficulty with respect to access and turns of all the
build alternatives.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D3-2.1

Support for Alternative D and comment noted. 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 D3-1.3
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 noise and visual impacts, and it provided negative

qualities of an additional mile of roadway and drainage impacts (see
FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.4).
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D5-1.4

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 D5-4.2

Preference for Alternative D noted. 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 D5-3.2

The estimated cost of each of the alternatives is included in the
Executive Summary of the FEIS. According to the Preliminary
Engineering Report, the estimated cost of construction and engineering
for each alternative is as follows: Alternative A, no cost; Alternative B,
approximately $220 million; Alternative C, approximately $220 millior;
and Alternative D, approximately $345 million. This, however, does not
include associated costs of mitigation for features such as drainage and
biological requirements.

One of the goals of the environmental process is to identify the least
environmentally damaging practicable alternative while taking into
consideration social, environmental, and economic impacts (as
presented in the FEIS). Cost of construction is not a factor unless it
renders an alternative not practicable to be constructed. If this is
determined to be the case, the alternative is removed from consideration
during the initial screening of alternatives. '
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D6-2.4

Alternative D (southern bypass) would not preclude truck usage of
existing U.S. 93; however, a reduction in total traffic through
Boulder City is predicted with implementation of Alternative D.

Response to Comment D6-5.1
Conmment noted.



nr

Poulderes ity —
COMMENT FORM

PLEASH PRINT
Name

Address /302 Eottm 13r

d P . ‘ﬁmt/v
i é I
ng— )

OT-2.5 |

2 Which sliemative do you prefer least and why?

or-15 |- 2
: J

wu—nnumuﬂﬂum_rxmwmm
“wcmmmmmhmmm

T0M2004001SCONORD1135.00C/ (42330008

D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPOMSES

Response to Comment D7-2.5
Position and comment concerning Alternative D noted.

Response to Comment D7-1.5
Social impacts of Alternatives B and C are detailed in FEIS Section 4.12.

Because Alternative B contains an arterial segment and traffic signals
and the other build alternatives are full freeways, Alternative B is
projected to contain the most overall congestion (Preliminary
Engineering Report) of the build alternatives, but it does retain an
acceptable LOS in the design year of 2027.
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jomlderasily —

| COMMENT FORM
Boulder City\LS, 83 Corridor Study
Draft Environmental Impact Statement Public Hearing
April 4, 2002
"PLAASE PRINT

Name _&Q;jé_ﬁﬂﬁﬁéC '
 adieem (0 33 [Thldca DA .
' oK c,-a’ mu 9003

Mddmy.mwmm'ﬂinsm - Yo @ No l:l

memmaoympmmmw Response to Comment D8-2.6

. - Alternatives B and C would require noise barriers ranging in height
e Yhetn ~ kess W‘;’ o from 2 m (8 feet) to 3 m (10 feet) at specific locations along the route
os26) ‘Poouldoe &0 R hess caise - Keeps (FEIS, Section 4.3.2).

tLhJ &ﬁnww

Under Altemmative D, no adverse noise effects are expected to occur
anywhere in the developed portion of the project area. Areas within a
distance of about 165 m (550 feet) would experience substantial noise
_ level increases; however, noise abatement is not required because the
= . —— affected lands are not considered "frequent human use" areas (FEIS,

' Section 4.3.1).

2. Which altemative 4o you prefer least and why?

'_ w\o.?mlcﬂ

mr&&mmm
mmmnu-duw-nmum Pl "

TO12004001SCODRM135.00CH 042330008 D8



Ihmllh-rz;sI‘il}' —
~COMMENT FORM
Bouithr City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study

MEnylmnmmh!maasmmmelng
April 4, 2602

PLEASE PRINT ) R

Name ézrg Li &# kz {Ei:geyﬂ =

Address _azz_%&iu_&wr -
/SC’./ MY K05 -

w o [T

1. Which alfemative do you prefer moet and why?

2. Which altemative do you prefer least and why?

ﬂ ; 5 .. i v ]
. N AR R Yt
. * . 1

-‘-l‘.‘ A S s W

et g o sihntin

’4’!’”-9 4 } f/%ux_ﬂ

Suboalt cormmants o the: cﬂ_uml—ur 'Chied, Buvirormentsl §érvices Division,
wmdmﬂn Souch Swrwent Sisest, Carsom Ciy, NV 1112 :

1 ) -
oy’ s =

Ll S

T012004001SCOIDRDI135.D0C) 042330008

D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D9-2.7

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.

Altered views would result from construction and operation of all the
build alternatives (FEIS, Section 5.1.9). Alternatives B and C include the
Pacifica Way interchange. This proposed elevated crossing over U.S. 93
would obstruct views of Lake Mead from the nearby residential area.

The temporary air emissions and noise associated with construction of
Alternatives B and C would impact Boulder City residents due to the
proximity of residential and commercial uses. Mitigation for these
impacts is identified in FEIS Sections 4.2.2 and 4.3.2, respectively.

Generally, higher concentrations of CO, nitrogen oxide (NO,)}, and ozone
(Os) are anticipated with implementation of Alternative A (No Build)
rather than with the build alternatives (FEIS, Section 4.2.1).

Also see response to Comment D6-2.4.

Response to Comment D9-3.3
Refer to response to Comment D5-3.2, Social impacts of Alternatives B
and C are detailed in FEIS Section 4.12.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D10-2.8

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 D10-1.6

The design development of Alternatives B and C contain a full freeway
from the River Mountains Trailhead in Hemenway Valley to the eastern
study limit. Therefore, at Pacifica Way, both alignments are freeways
and a school bus stop could not be located there. The school bus would
be routed to a frontage road or through some other local route instead of
the new facility if either of these alternatives were constructed.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D11-2.9

Comment noted. Alternative A (No Build) would disturb the least
amount of desert land. Of the build alternatives, Alternative B would
disturb the least amount of existing undeveloped land.

Response to Comment D11-4.3
Preference for Alternative C noted.

Response to Comment D11-5.2

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.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D12-1.7
This is correct with the exception of the area north of existing U.S. 93
within the River Mountains.

Response to Comment D12-2.10
See response to Comment D8-2.6.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D13-3.4
Refer to response to Comment D5-3.2.

Response to Comment D13-6.1

The situation described in the comment would be identical for all four
alternatives in the Boulder City project, as the eastern study limit of the
Boulder City EIS is just beyond the Hacienda Hotel and Casino, west of
Hoover Dam.

The Hoover Dam Bypass project has completed its EIS, and design is
underway. The potential for drive-by shootings of Hoover Dam is not
considered a major issue for the project.

Response to Comment D13-3.5

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. See also response to Comment D5-3.2.

Response to Comment D13-2.11
See response to Comment D9-2.7.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D14-2,12
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.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D14-1.8

The design development of Alternative D contains interchanges at
Railroad Pass, U.S. 95, and the eastern study limit. The Boulder City
Council has provided a written request for an interchange to not be
constructed at Buchanan Boulevard.

Instead, 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.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D16-5.4
Comment noted.

Response to Comment D16-2.14

Comment noted. As described in FEIS Section 4.3.1, potential impacts to
noise-sensitive areas would experience major reductions in traffic noise
levels through implementation of Alternative D.

Air quality impacts are discussed in FEIS Section 4.2.1. Alternative A has
the highest estimated CO concentration at the U.S, 93/Railroad Pass
intersection. Alternative B has the lowest CO concentration at the

U.S. 93/ Railroad Pass intersection, but it has the highest concentration at
the U.S. 93/ Buchanan Boulevard intersection. Alternative C has the
lowest concentrations at the U.S. 93/Buchanan Boulevard intersection,
and it is only moderately higher than the lowest concentrations at the
U.S. 93/Railroad Pass intersection. Alternative D is estimated to have
the same CO concentrations at both intersections, which are higher than
the other build alternatives at the U.S. 93/Railroad Pass intersection and
fall between the other build alternatives at the U.S. 93/Buchanan
Boulevard intersection.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D17-6.2
Comment supporting Alternative D has been noted. 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 Hoover Dam Bypass project EIS addresses traffic and safety
problems at the U.S. 93 crossing of the Colorado River, and the
Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study EIS ties directly into this project.

Each EIS addresses problems located within their respective study
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D18-6.3

Alternative A does not have a provision for a truck route through
Laughlin or bypassing Boulder City. Alternative A is the No Build
Alternative, which would mean no improvements to the existing
highway route through Boulder City. Alternative D, the preferred
alternative, does bypass Boulder City, but not as a truck route (though
in initial stages of construction, the highway may be a designated truck
route).

The potential for a truck route through Laughlin was considered in
the Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the Hoover Dam Bypass EIS
Appendix B for more information} and ruled out of consideration
because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of that project.

Response to Comment D18-2.15

Position and comment concerning Alternatives B, C, and D noted. The
estimated cost of each build alternative is presented in the Preliminary
Engineering Report for the project.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D21-5.5

Comment noted. 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 D21-4.4
Comment noted.

Response to Comment D21-1.11

The eastern study limits were set in the initial stages of this study at the
western study limits of the Hoover Dam Bypass project. The connection
point for the Boulder City / U.S. 93 Corridor Study will be with the
Hoover Dam Bypass final design.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D24-1.12

The study limits for the project are shown in the FEIS as on the western
side the Foothills grade separation and on the eastern side at the western
limit of the Hoover Dam Bypass project. The focus of this project is not
to determine a corridor between Phoenix and Las Vegas, as outlined in
Chapter 1 of the FEIS, Purpose and Need.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D25-2.17

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 D25-2.18

A description of the demographics around each alternative can be
found in Sections 3.12 and 3.13 of the FEIS. Possible impacts to these
populations as a result of the alignments can be found in Sections 4.12
and 4.13.

As discussed in Section 2.5 of the FEIS, Alternative B would be
constructed within existing U.S. 93 right-of-way.

| Response to Comment D25-1.13

The development of Alternative C within the DEIS would not require
the relocation of any businesses in Boulder City. Alternative B would
likely require the displacement of five businesses.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D26-1.14
The diversion of truck traffic alone from existing U.S. 93 to an alternative
route (Alternatives B, C, or D) would not improve its service level to an

acceptable LOS. Alternative D would be for cars and trucks not destined
for Boulder City.

Response to Comment D26-4.7

Preference for Alternative D noted. 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.

Response to Comment D26-4.8
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D26-1.15

In this study, NDOT is analyzing for a design year of 2027. Traffic
estimates using computer modeling have shown that congestion on
U.S. 93 in 2027, even without trucks, will produce failing levels of
service between the study limits.

Presently, for security reasons, trucks are detoured away from

Hoover Dam and the Boulder City area. Prior to implementation of
truck diversion measures, trucks made up approximately 10 percent of
the total traffic on U.S. 93 through Boulder City. Permanently removing
trucks from U.S. 93 through Boulder City would not be enough to satisfy
goals set forth in the Purpose and Need for the project.
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D, COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D27-4.9
Preference for Alternative D noted.

Response to Comment D27-1.16

Social impacts of Alternative C are detailed in FEIS Section 4.12.
Alternative C is a full freeway that would maintain a high speed of
traffic through Boulder City, which tends to reduce air pollution as
compared to idling vehicles (see FEIS Air Quality Sections 3.2 and 4.2).

Cumulative Impacts are shown in Chapter 6 of the FEIS.

Noise increases would be minimized using sound barriers. Safety would
be achieved by separating through-town freeway traffic from arterial
sections of Boulder City.

Response to Comment D27-2.19
Comment noted. See response to Comment D9-2.7.

Response to Comment D27-4.10
Comment noted.

Response to Comment D27-2.20
Conmument noted. See response to Comment D9-2.7,
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONGES

Response to Comment D27-2.21
Comment noted. See response to Comment D15-2.13,

Response to Comment D27-4.11

Economic impacts are evaluated in Section 4.11 of the FEIS.

Response to Comment D27-2.22
Refer to response to Comment D6-2.4.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D28-2,23
Comment noted.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D29-3.6

Construction of Alternative D would be visible from locations near its
termini (Railroad Pass on the west and LMNRA on the east) and from
residential areas near San Felipe Drive and the intersection of
Buchanan Boulevard/Georgia Avenue.

Construction and operation of Alternative D would not require
noise mitigation.

Response to Comment D29-4.12
Comrment noted.

Response to Comment D29-4.13
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D30-2.24
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.

Response to Comment D30-1.17

Alternative D was developed with the intent of provmlmg a bypass for
through-town traffic that would minimize traffic through Boulder City.
The decrease in traffic through Boulder City would improve traffic
operations in problem areas.

Response to Comment D30-4.14
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D31-2.25

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 D31-6.4

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. U.S. 95, south of Boulder City, is being
widened. Phase One, from Searchlight to 18 miles north of Searchlight, is
under construction. Phase Two, from 18 miles north of Searchlight to the
U.S. 93 interchange, is scheduled to be completed by summer 2005.
However, this, in itself, has been determined to not meet the Purpose
and Need of the Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study EIS.

Response to Comment D31-2.26

The location of noise barriers for each of the alternatives is discussed in
Section 4.3 of the FEIS. A discussion of their visual impact can be found
in Section 4.10.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

D-33



unhh Pa iy e

COMMENT FORM
Boulder City/U.S. 88 Corrdor Study
Draft Environmental impact Statement Publle Hearing
April 4, 2002 :
PLEASH PRINT ) .
Name - Fiperr C L LARK

Address Y50 Lurip PRISe LT
Bdvsper C?;? YAV, & Ll

Yes: D No ) I:]
1. Which alteznative do you prefer most and why?

Vo s ﬁ' LAy e ‘?“3 A5 43 LS e al

‘ V4
03265, Zs rol-40 Neis BEives Awp APPECAH
Asa e, Hé-r_/sahf A:r- H/“-LD_Q R-‘ﬁ¢;-;,

Maﬁdmymwyo&uuﬂhgm

2. Which aliemative do you peefer least and why?

] oaz-s.sl P Aleros T#ﬁ-‘_'r/' TDisay ALl G s AT

stuhnﬂwﬂw—mnnqlmrx.Mmmm
Y South Swwart Sirost, Cawon Cuty, NV 39712

T0120040015CO\DRD1135.00C 042330008

D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D32-6.5

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.

NDOT has a project in the 3-year Statewide Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) to widen the two-lane segment of U.S. 95
from Laughlin Highway (State Route [SR] 163}, which is west of
Laughlin, to U.S. 93 west of Boulder City. This segment of U.S. 93 will be
widened to a four-lane highway. Improvements to U.S. 95 will be a
three-phase project. The first phase is from the northern limits of
Searchlight to 29 km (18 miles) north. This phase was completed in the
fall of 2003. The second phase will be from the northern end of the

first phase, to the junction with U.S. 93 at Railroad Pass. Phase 2 will
be developed to be compatible with the preferred alternative
(Alternative D), and it is scheduled to be completed by late 2004. The
third phase is from Searchlight to SR 163, 32 km (20 miles) to the south,
with construction anticipated to begin in fall 2004, again depending on
traffic, safety needs, and funding availability. It is anticipated Phase 3
will be constructed in late 2005 or 2006.

A bridge crossing at Willow Beach was eliminated from consideration in
the early stages of the Hoover Dam Bypass EIS, predominantly due to
very high impacts on the LMNRA.

Response to Comment D32-5.8
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D33-2.27
Comment noted. Refer to responses to Comments D6-2.4 and D9-2.7.

Response to Comment D33-1.18

It is a goal of the development of all build alternatives to create a safer
transportation corridor (see FEIS Purpose and Need, Chapter 1). FHWA,
the lead agency, has identified Alternative D as the preferred alternative.
Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the rationale for this
decision, based in part on the conclusion that Alternative D is a safer
travel corridor compared to Alternatives B or C.

Response to Comment D33-1.19

In an Origin and Destination Study conducted in March 2000 at
Veterans Memorial Drive, 43 percent of vehicles surveyed had a
destination of Lake Mead, Hoover Dam, or Arizona, while 57 percent
had a destination of Boulder City. This information was used in the
subsequent traffic modeling of the potential number of vehicles that
would divert from the existing roadway to a bypass. According to these
projections, Alternative D would provide an acceptable level of service
in the design year of 2027 for vehicles on the existing roadway.

Response to Comment D33-4.15
Comment noted.

Response to Comment D33-1.20
It is a goal of the development of all build alternatives to create a safer
transportation corridor (see FEIS Purpose and Need, Chapter 1).
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D34-2.28
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 D34-4.16
Comment noted.

Response to Commeni D34-4.17
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPOMSES

Response to Comment D34-2.29
Comment noted. Refer to response to Comment D34-2.28. Local transit is
addressed in Chapter 1 of the FEIS.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D35-1.21

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.

Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a bypass for
through-town traffic to utilize that would minimize traffic through
Boulder City.

Response to Comment D35-3.7
Comment noted. Refer to response to Comment D3-3.2,

Response to Comment D35-6.6

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.

Traffic and congestion over Hoover Dam are not directly addressed by
this project. The Hoover Dam Bypass project has selected an alternative
to construct a bridge south of the dam, which will ease traffic
congestion.

The combination of the Hoover Dam Bypass and Alternative D would
promote smoother traffic flow through Boulder City and across the
Colorado River, thus minimizing backups at Hoover Dam into
Boulder City.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D35-6.39
Comment noted.

The potential for a route through Laughlin along U.S. 95 instead of using
U.S. 93 was considered in the Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the
Hoover Dam Bypass EIS, Appendix B, for more information) and ruled
out of consideration because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of
that project. A truck route along U.5. 95 does not address traffic
congestion or safety concerns at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling
indicates that the route will not sufficiently alleviate congestion in
Boulder City in the design year of 2027.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D36-3.8
Refer to response to Comment D5-3.2.

Alternative B keeps traffic on the existing U.S. 93 Corridor, but with a
widened roadway, and it is projected that it would provide an
acceptable LOS at key links and intersections in the design year of 2027,
as well as adhering to other requirements put forth in the Purpose

and Need.

Response to Comment D36-4.18
Preference for Alternative B noted.

Response to Comment D36-2.30
Position and comment concerning Alternative B noted. Refer to
responses to Comments D8-2.6, D9-2.7, and D15-2.13.

Response to Comment D36-4.19
Comiment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment [237-2.31

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.

See also response to Comment D25-2.18.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D40-4.20
Preference for Alternative D noted. 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.
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O. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D41-1.21

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 noise and visual impacts, and it provided negative
qualities of an additional mile of roadway and drainage impacts (see
FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.4).

The access area for Boulder City growth is the same for Alternative D as
it is shown in the DEIS and as it would be if routed south of the Mead
Substation The alternative crosses west to east within WAPA land,
outside the Boulder City limits. See FEIS Figure ES-1.

See also response to Comment D14-1.8 concerning vehicle access only at
Buchanan Boulevard.

Response to Comment D41-5.9
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D42-6.8

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 potential for a truck route through Laughlin was considered in the
Hoover Dam Bypass Project (see the Hoover Dam Bypass EIS
Appendix B for more information) and ruled out of consideration
because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of that project. A route
through Laughlin does not address traffic congestion or safety concerns
at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling indicates that not enough traffic
would choose the route to alleviate congestion in Boulder City in the
design year of 2027,

Response to Comment D42-2.33
Comment noted.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D43-1.22

Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a bypass for
through-town traffic (including trucks} to utilize that would minimize
traffic through Boulder City.

Response to Comment D43-2.34

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.

See also response to Comment D8-2.26.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Boulder & City

Response to Comment D43-1.23

The Roadway Capacity section of the Purpose and Need (FEIS

Section 1.3.1) discusses this need, along with the current congestion and
difficult access on the existing roadway.

Response to Comment D43-2.35

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.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D44-5.10

Comment noted.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D45-3.10

Refer to response to Comment D5-3.2. Social impacts of Alternative C
are detailed in FEIS Section 4.12. Economic impacts of all build
alternatives on Boulder City businesses are discussed in FEIS

Section 4.11.

Response to Comment D45-3.11

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 also to response to Comment D5-3.2. In the Noise Impacts section
of the FEIS (Section 4.3), Alternative D was projected to have the least
impact on noise receptors. Other environmental impacts are discussed in
Chapter 4 of the FEIS.

All alternatives end at the same point at the eastern study limit, just east
of the Hacienda Hotel and Casino on existing U.S. 93. Alternative D
would retain the Iongest route (distance) to the Hoover Dam Bypass
bridge of all alternatives and would also take the longest amount of
travel time, approximately 3 minutes longer than Alternatives B and C.
This information is provided in the Preliminary Engineering Report.

D-58
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECENVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIG HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D46-2.37

Support for Alternative D and comment noted. 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 D46-4.21
Comment noted.

Response to Comment D46-2.38
Refer to responses to Comments D6-2.4 and D9-2.7, and Sections 4.5

and 4.7 of the FEIS,
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Response to Comment D47-2.39

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 D47-2.40
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. See also response to Comments D6-2.4 and
D25-2.18.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D48-1.24

Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a bypass for
through-town traffic (including truck traffic and utility vehicles) to
utilize that would minimize traffic through Boulder City. According to
the Air Quality section (FEIS Section 4.2), particulate matter (dust) levels
would be approximately the same for any of the alternatives considered
in this study.

Comment regarding signage is noted.
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Response to Comment D49-2.41
Alternatives B and C would cost approximately $220 million, while
Alternative D would cost approximately $345 million. Comment noted.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D49-4.23

Comment noted.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D50-1.25

Preference for Alternative C noted. Alternative C was developed as a
through-town freeway that would move traffic through Boulder City at
higher speeds while relieving congestion on the existing roadway.
Alternative C would provide access to the commercial corridor with
exits from the freeway at Railrcad Pass, U.5. 95, an extended

Buchanan Boulevard and Lakeshore Road.

D85



Bouide J o1} m

STATE. IS sﬂoﬁ" o

ﬁ...z.&@mﬁ-
TAX_, a7 13 AED oW G DEAILS

D50-6.9

CPEN DA EXTHA MILIOR'S T ARPBA X

A-Fared RicH PEOPLE. laAfo (pieT To

$5 &4 PELTY I s AT
THE. “Tat DAGEn. ERPEMIE, FTg /S A

Sulwoit commmtutt marting. -nw—mumlﬂ.rlmmm_ Divigicn,
mwu:uwmmmmmm onz

TH 200401 3CODRD1135.00C! 042330008

D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEWED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D50-6,9

The Purpose and Need for the project is presented in Chapter 2,
Volume I, of the FEIS. Purposes for the study include the traffic
congestion on U.S. 93 through Boulder City, roadway deficiencies, and

safety considerations at high-crash intersections.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEWED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment 1352-6.10

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 potential for a route through Laughlin was considered in the
Hoover Dam Bypass Project (see the Hoover Dam Bypass EIS,
Appendix B, for more information) and ruled out of consideration
because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of that project. A route
through Laughlin does not address traffic congestion or safety concerns
at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling indicates that not enough traffic
would choose the route to alleviate congestion in Boulder City in the
design year of 2027.
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. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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Response to Comment D53-1.26

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.

053-1.26

Social impacts of Alternatives B and C are detailed in FEIS Section 4.12.
The opinion of the bisection effect of Alternative B has been noted in the
evaluation of the alternatives.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D54-5.12

Comment noted. 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 D54-3,12

The potential impacts of Alternatives B and C are described in FEIS
Chapter 4.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D56-6.12

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.

NDOT has a project in the 3-year Statewide Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) to widen the two-lane segment of U.S. 95
from Laughlin Highway (State Route [SR] 163), which is west of
Laughlin, to U.S. 93 west of Boulder City. This segment of U.S. 95 will be
widened to a four-lane highway. Improvements to U.S. 95 will be a
three-phase project. The first phase is from the northern limits of
Searchlight to 29 km (18 miles) north. This phase was completed in the
fall of 2003. The second phase will be from the northern end of the

first phase, to the junction with U.S. 93 at Railroad Pass. Phase 2 will

be developed to be compatible with the preferred alternative
(Alternative D), and it is scheduled to be completed by late 2004, The
third phase is from Searchlight to SR 163, 32 km (20 miles) to the south,
with construction anticipated to begin in fall 2004, again depending on
traffic, safety needs, and funding availability. It is anticipated Phase 3
will be constructed in late 2005 or 2006,
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D56-6.13

The situation described in the comment would be identical for all four
alternatives in the Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study project, as the
eastern study limit of the Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study EIS is just
beyond the Hacienda Hotel and Casino, west of Hoover Dam.

The Hoover Dam Bypass project has completed its EIS, and design is
underway. The potential for nuclear explosions causing devastation to
Hoover Dam is not considered a major issue for the project.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D57-3.14

Section 1.3.5 of the FEIS discusses this City Initiative, in which citizens
voted by a 61.3 percent majority to accept a diverted highway containing
three characteristics. Alternative D retains all three of these
characteristics, but the 1999 vote was not specifically concerning
Alternative D.

Response to Comment D57-2.46

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.

Response to Comment D57.2.47
Position and comment concerning Alternative A noted. Refer to
responses to Comunents D6-2.4, D8-2.6, and D9-2.7.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D57-3.15

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.

Alternative B would widen the existing U.S. 93 Corridor to achieve an
acceptable LOS at key links and intersections in the design year of 2027.
Alternative C bypasses the commercial corridor of Boulder City, and
then it connects with the Alternative B route at the River Mountains
Trailhead in Hemenway Valley. Alternative C would also provide an
acceptable LOS in the design year.
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- ol L parilite., r cf 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.
D58-2.48

Refer also to responses to Comments D6-2.4 and D15-2.13. Design
features (i.e., roadway configuration and geometrics) incorporated into
the conceptual plan for each build alternative would reduce the
potential for vehicular collisions.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D59-2.49

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.

Refer to Chapter 4 of the FEIS and the response to Comment C1-2.1.

Response to Comment D59-4.25

Preference for Alternative D noted. 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.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D59-2.50

Support for Alternative D and comment noted. Alternative D, the

d Southern Alternative, has been selected as the preferred alternative.
L1 Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the rationale for this
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D61-2.51

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.

Improvements to bicycle and pedestrian facilities as a result of

mitigation from the construction of the Build Alternatives are discussed

in Section 4.14 of the FEIS.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D62-1.27

Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a bypass for
through-town traffic to utilize that would minimize traffic through
Boulder City.

However, Alternative D does not leave the truck route the same as it is
at present. At present, the trucks are routed through Laughlin.
Alternative D would produce a route that trucks can use to get around
Boulder City, crossing just north of the Mead Substation.

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 D62-1.28

Vehicles accessing U.S. 93 using Alternative B from Lake Mountain
Drive would use the frontage road to access the facility at the
Lakeshore Road interchange.

Response to Comment D62-2,52

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. Public input and participation is critical to the process.

D-82



b .
Boulder w Ly
COMMENT FORM
Bouider City/U.S. 83 Comidor Study .
Dratt Environmental impact Statament Public Hearlng @L’“
April 4, 2002

PLEASE ONT
Name HANS A . GANZ

Address P43 WRODALPE DRIVE

[r) ~i S
hansaganz @fvac.com
Please add my nams io your mailing lst Yes No D

1, Which alternstive do you prefer most and why?

A AEEL L

063316 QUIETER YOR NEICHBORHOOD
FASIER 7o ROILD QUIgipE

2. Wiiich aibermative do you prefer least and why?

I CouLd ALsSO LIve WiIH RTES B om €
WhiieH RRE (&5t COSTLY

Wb COMEIEn manting mdlamwblﬂlim?-&.qﬁmm”mm
?iwmnwtmw:l‘:fmmw't:n 1253 Boutk Sterent Sinees. Camom Cuy, NV 89712

ESTARL 1 SHN FD RESTRENTIAL AREAS.

T0M2004001SCODRD1135.00C) 042330008

D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D63-3.16

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. Alternative D would be the longest route
(distance) to the eastern study limits of all alternatives, and it would also
take the longest amount of travel time, approximately 3 minutes longer
than Alternatives B and C. Travel time is approximately 30 seconds
shorter for Alternative C than Alternative B, and Alternative C is
approximately 200 m shorter than Alternative B. This information is
provided in the Preliminary Engineering Report.

Alternative D would cause the least amount of noise impacts on
Boulder City residents (see FEIS Section 4.3) and less construction-
related impacts on the existing residential areas of Boulder City (see
FEIS Section 4.17).
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D64-2,53

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.

See also response to Comment C5-2.5.

Response to Comment D64-2.54
Comment noted. See response to Comment C13-1.4,
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D65-1.29

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,

Alternative C would provide a separate freeway with controlled access
and would not allow for pedestrian travel along it. As part of the
mitigation effort (outlined in the Bicycle and Pedestrian Section 4.14 of
the FEIS) for any build alternative, pedestrians and bicyclists must be
accommodated.

Alternative B would contain an arterial segment from Veterans
Memorial Drive into Hemenway Wash at the River Mountains
Trailhead. It is only in this segment where trucks would likely be
traveling alongside bicyclists and pedestrians. Mitigation would be
required to increase safety in this location as well.

Response to Comment D65-5.14
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D66-5.15

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 Executive Sumanary and Chapters 4 and 5 for descrlpnons
of the potential impacts.

Response to Comment D66-4.26

Preference for Alternative D noted. 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.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D67-6.14

The Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study is a planning project
considering traffic and safety impacts in a design year of 2027. The
project is not an evaluation of present-day conditions.

The potential for a route through Laughlin was considered in the
Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the Hoover Dam Bypass EIS,
Appendix B, for more information) and ruled out of consideration
because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of that project. A route
through Laughlin does not address traffic congestion or safety concerns
at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling indicates that not enough traffic
would choose the route to alleviate congestion in Boulder City in the
design year of 2027.

One of the goals of the Hoover Dam Bypass project was to preserve the
Hoover Dam National Landmark. Constructing a bridge to bypass the
dam and take all but tourist traffic off the dam will aid in accomplishing
this goal.

Response to Comment D67-2.55

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.

The potential impacts vary among the four alternatives and are outlined
in the FEIS in Chapter 4. :
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D67-6.15

The potential for a route through Laughlin was considered in the
Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the Hoover Dam Bypass EIS,
Appendix B, for more information) and ruled out of consideration
because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of that project. Any
speculation of economic gain cannot sufficiently make up for not
meeting a purpose and need in an environmental document.

Response to Comment D67-4.27
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

¥ .If“fr;;&@uw:vm 1‘1 MW e DELIS s

Response to Comment D68-2.57
See response to Comment D68-2.56.

Response to Comment D68-3.17

The conceptual plan for each alternative describes major design features.
The choice of material and other specifics will be addressed in the design
phase (following a ROD) should a build alternative be selected

by FHWA.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D69-2.58

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.

Refer to responses to Comments D8-2.6 and D9-2.7.

Response to Comment D69-1.31

All three build alternatives have been developed to address the problem
of traffic congestion. The traffic analysis of Alternatives B and C predicts
an acceptable LOS at critical links and intersections for the design year
of 2027. The social impacts associated with the amount of traffic through
Boulder City are addressed in FEIS Section 4.12.
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. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D70-5.16

Comment noted,
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D71-2.59

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.

Alternative D would cost approximately $345 million, while
Alternative B would cost approximately $220 million.

Response to Comment D71-2.60
Comment noted.

D-94



Ui

»

it

Dri-616 |

7 7 . R '
" Ar’ Lha c{ﬂw FAY
F5_Frafic. Letl youds will

2 1415

L work gf Mosvey

(L4

sﬂm:&-ﬁ; maadl commcacery 10 Dacyd bames, B, Chiks, Exvissomental Servines Divicos,
mwdmﬂm:@mmmun-cmmmn

TO12004001SCCADRD135.00C 042330008

D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING ANG RESPONSES

Response to Comment D71-6.16

The Hoover Dam Bypass project has completed its EIS, and design is
underway for a bypass bridge 1,500 feet south of the dam (the Sugarloaf
Mountain Alternative).

This comment does not directly pertain to the Boulder City/U.S. 93
Corridor Study EIS.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D72-3.18

Refer to response to Comment D5-3.2. Social impacts of Alternative C
are detailed in FEIS Section 4.12. Economic impacts of all build
alternatives on Boulder City businesses are discussed in FEIS

Section 4.11.

Response to Comment D72-3.19

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 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 noise and visual impacts, and it provided negative
qualities of an additional mile of roadway and drainage impacts (see
FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.4).
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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Response to Comment D73-4.28

The preference for Alternative D noted. 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.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D74-6.17

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.

NDOT has a project in the 3-year Statewide Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) to widen the two-lane segment of U.S. 95
from Laughlin Highway (State Route [SR] 163), which is west of
Laughlin, to U.S. 93 west of Boulder City. This segment of U.S. 95 will be
widened to a four-lane highway. Improvements to U.S. 95 willbe a
three-phase project. The first phase is from the northern limits of
Searchlight to 29 km (18 miles) north. This phase was completed in the
fall of 2003. The second phase will be from the northern end of the

first phase, to the junction with U.S. 93 at Railroad Pass. Phase 2 will

be developed to be compatible with the preferred alternative
(Alternative D), and it is scheduled to be completed by late 2004. The
third phase is from Searchlight to SR 163, 32 km (20 miles) to the south,
with construction anticipated to begin in fall 2004, again depending on
traffic, safety needs, and funding availability. It is anticipated Phase 3
will be constructed in late 2005 or 2006.

The Hoover Dam Bypass project has completed its EIS, and design is
underway for a bypass bridge 1,500 feet south of the dam. The potential
for terrorist activity impacting Hoover Dam from the bridge is not
considered a major issue for the project.

Security at Hoover Dam will be increased with the Hoover Dam Bypass
by allowing only tourist traffic at the dam.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECENVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D75-3.20
Refer to response to Comment D5-3.2.

Response to Comment D75-1.32

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.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Boulder e Eity

Response to Comment D75-2.61
See response to Comment D68-2.56.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D76-2.62

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 responses to Comments D6-2.5 and D9-2.6.

Response to Comment D76-3.21

Alternative B would widen the existing U.S. 93 Corridor to achieve an
acceptable LOS at key links and intersections in the design year of 2027.
If, in the future, actual growth were to exceed current projections
causing deficiencies in the performance of Alternative B, expansion of
Alternative B to accommodate actual growth would be the most difficult
of all the alternatives.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEWED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D77-2.63

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,

Alternative D requires no relocation of businesses in Boulder City.
Alternative B contains business impacts, including relocations.

Response to Comment D77-1.33

In order to produce a facility that could accommodate the amount of
traffic projected in 2027 to an acceptable LOS, the development of
Alternative C requires four lanes. Additionally, in order to provide
sufficient access to the business corridor and Hemenway Wash
residents, a frontage road and interchange points are necessary.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D77-3,22

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.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D78-2.64

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 response to Comment D9-2.7.

Response to Comment D78-2.65
Position and comment concerning Alternatives B and C noted. Refer to
responses to Comments D8-2.6 and D9-2.7.

Response to Comment D78-3.23

Alternative B would widen the existing U.S. 93 Corridor to achieve an
acceptable LOS at key links and intersections in the design year of 2027.
Alternative C bypasses the comunercial corridor of Boulder City, then
connects with the Alternative B route at the River Mountains Trailhead
in Hemenway Valley. Alternative C would also provide an acceptable
LOS in the design year.

If, in the future, actual growth were to exceed current projections
causing deficiencies in the performance of either of the build
alternatives, expansion of Alternative B to accommodate actual growth
would be the most difficult to accomplish.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D80-2.66

Comment noted. See response to Comment D62-2.52.

0107



Da1-1.35

"

Bondder o Uity

PLEASEPRINT '
Name Edwaed K Jearén

Address J§  JEwL
£ /3'7-: VA 1) .
Maddmynmemymmaﬂhghﬂ. " Yes D No D

. 1. Whidh *)you most and why? /mfno7c
The ;'4cnme/ ‘ng/_fka. J—//twﬁ-j_ﬁf;/&/ 4 7/‘)

be _in s V. o d Meny T me s
2 (¥ 23X 7 ] (TR ud
; w: o# 4 4t 52—~

2. Which altermative do you prefer east snd why? 5 / 1) K{d 1 ~
_Tho Trefhr preblem joaxr B fe MMegz )
_zh__.LQ"Lr_m.az.‘sz /77 f}-—wfm._r 7% 7o

Le B Aﬁct/aa 7 &cﬁz/ec Jecec/ﬁnr @ i 2
; Y./

wmsu m-mmummrﬂ.mwmm
tiews, 1263 Sowth Serwat Stevet, Curmon City, MV

T012004001SCODRD1135.00C! 042330008

D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D81-1.35

All three build alternatives have been developed to remedy this
problem. Part of the development of Alternatives B and C was to
improve access to U.S. 93 in Hemenway Valley using a frontage road
and on-ramps (see Preliminary Engineering Report for locations).
Alternative D contains the strategy of removing through-town traffic
from the existing roadway, and the decrease in congestion will allow for
easier fums.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECENVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D82-1.36
The Roadway Capacity section of the Purpose and Need (FEIS
Section 1.3.1) discusses this need.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECE!VED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D83-6.18

The Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study is a planning project
considering traffic and safety impacts in a design year of 2027. The
project is not an evaluation of present-day conditions.

The potential for a route through Laughlin was considered in the
Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the Hoover Dam Bypass EIS,
Appendix B, for more information) and ruled out of consideration
because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of that project. A route
through Laughlin does not address traffic congestion or safety concerns
at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling indicates that not enough traffic
would choose the route to alleviate congestion in Boulder City in the
design year of 2027.

The route through Nelson was dropped from consideration during the
Hoover Dam Bypass EIS predominantly due to high impacts on the
LMNRA.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D84—3..24

Refer to response to Comment D63-3.16.

Response to Comment D84-4.29
Preference for Alternative C noted.

Response to Comment D84-2.67
See response to Comment D16-2.14.

Also, 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

the No Build (Alternative A).

Response to Comment D84-4.30
Comment noted.

D111



0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Bonlderes ity

Response to Comment D84-5.32

The route mentioned in the comment, which passed through the area
north of the Hemenway residential area, was the northern alternative
(NA101), which was eliminated during the initial screening of
alternatives. This corridor was eliminated due to very high
environmental impacts, operations and safety concerns, and very high
costs. Truck and commercial traffic is currently routed through
Laughlin, but this is not intended to be a permanent rerouting.

Swiwniit copvemenis & % mocting bk mall coesvwnis © Daryk faoes, PR, Chief, Environstsenial Saviess Division,
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D85-2.68
Support for Alternative D and comment noted. Refer fo responses to
Comments D8-2.6 and D9-2.7.

Response to Comment 85-2.69
Position and corunent concerning Alternatives B and C noted. Refer to
responses to Comments D8-2.6, D9-2.7 and D15-2.13.

Response to Comment D85-1.37

Traffic is projected to increase through the design year of 2027 for

U.S. 93 through Boulder City. This project cannot influence the decision
of whether to transport nuclear waste through Boulder City, but the
potential will be addressed in the Hazardous Waste sections (3.15 and
4.15) of the FEIS.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D86-1.38

Alternative B, which keeps traffic on the existing U.S. 93 Corridor but
with a widened roadway, would provide an acceptable LOS at key links
and intersections. Alternative C provides a freeway around the
comunercial area and links with the existing roadway at the

River Mountains Trailhead.

For both Alternatives B and C, the presence of a frontage road in
Hemenway Valley would aid in access maintenance and improve safety
by separating local traffic from through-town traffic. However, trucks
would continue to travel through the commercial corridor with
Alternative B.

A discussion of case studies of highway bypasses, as well as
comparisons to this study, can be found in FEIS Sections 3.11 and 4.11
{Economics).

Response to Comment D86-1.39

From the River Mountains Trailhead to the eastern study limit (mostly
Hemenway Valley), Alternatives A, B, and C all utilize the existing
U.S. 93 Corridor. All traffic would use this route for each of the
alternatives, though it would be on a widened freeway for
Alternatives B and C, which is intended to alleviate congestion.

FEIS Section 4.11 discusses the potential economic impacts associated
with each of the build alternatives. Potential impacts to local businesses
are anticipated to be relatively similar for both Alternative B and
Alternative C when compared to Alternative A.

Response to Comment D86-4.31
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

0115



Hontder s ity

“———

L. 4Everiiss)

577 M- ANTEFD WY

_BoUDER CaTY, . Fdons—Ld2 f/
Yes - IE’ Nn

1. Which alternative do you prefer most and why?

Phuaddmymbywmﬂmhﬂ-

[

f'__
It." -

Yoo it . +

DET-1.48

par-2.70

087432

ASE LT FIIC

s
‘IJ_

e Jﬂm /ﬂmr' ﬁ_

1

M«é‘

oA A) - el e

DB7-2.7%

mmwmmmwmu

.‘m.wmw.mmmm

T012004001 SCODRD1135.00C/ (42330008

0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D87-1.40

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.

Alternative D proposes a route through a less populated area, as shown
in Figure 2-7 of the FEIS.

Response to Comment D87-2.70

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.

Impacts to desert wildlife and vegetation are discussed in Section 4.4 of
the FEIS. Alternative D would result in the largest area of habitat
disturbance (679 acres) versus Alternatives A, B, or C.

Response to Comment D87-4.32

Preference for Alternative D noted. 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 D87-2.71

Comment noted. See response to Comments D87-2.70 and C1-2.1.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING GR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D87-4.33
Preference for Alternative D noted. Alternative D, the Southern

Alternative, has been selected as the preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of

Volume I of the FEIS discusses the raticnale for this decision.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED BURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D88-2.72

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 D88-2.73
Comment noted. See response to Comment C1-2.1.

Response to Comment D88-4.34
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment 89-1.41

Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a route for
through-town traffic to utilize that would minimize traffic through
Boulder City. Alternatives B and C both utilize existing corridors.

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 D89-2.74
Comment noted. See responses to Comments D8-2.6, D16-2.14,
and C1-2.1.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D89-5.33
This route was eliminated during the Hoover Dam Bypass EIS. Refer to
the FEIS of this document for information on its elimination from

consideration.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D90-2.75
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.

Refer to responses to Comments D8-2.6 and D9-2.7.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECENVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D91-2.76

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.
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mmﬂmmmms
Aprll&m
PLEASE FIRINT
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Pluanddmynhmbywmﬂbsh'ﬁ- Yes D No D
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D92-1.42

Part of the development of Alternatives B and C was to improve access
to U.S. 93 in Hemenway Valley using a frontage road and on-ramps (see
Preliminary Engineering Report on file with NDOT). Alternative D
would remove a large portion of through-town traffic from existing

U.S. 93, which would improve safety.

Response to Commeni D92-1.43

Social impacts of Alternatives B and C are detailed in FEIS Section 4.12.
Both alternatives contain freeway sections that are intended to promote
safer driving, as they would be separated from arterial sections of
Boulder City.

Response to Comment D92-4.36
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AMD RESPONSES
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

lmulllt ] 13—
' COMMENT FORM

Em:;zd 0 /Aﬁ[‘ﬁﬁf}&;

Maddmymbywmﬂhglit Yes [:l No ‘E_

L%Mdoywpmﬁrmuﬁwhy?

Goulboks) Hoits ALZ L
s Rbile dtaird ALL2t Loyl , Response to Comment D93-1.44
l _L&ML&M‘&—(’ % Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
D93-1.44 :

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

zmmﬁndnywpmﬁuumdwhy?
ALr 3¢ Cf ‘

Response to Comment D93-4.37
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Boulbderes ity

osa-eﬂl L~ S _ - Response to Comment 1D93-6.19
) | Comment noted.

u&ﬁuumuumawmra.mmmumm
Norads Department of Trauportation, 1263 South Sicwit Swrrce, Camon City, NV 857712

TO120046013CODRD1135.00C/ 042330008 D127



Pouldereas ity

. COMMENT FORM
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment 1294-3.25

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 response to Comment D5-3.2.

One of the goals of the environmental process is to identify the least
environmentally damaging practicable alternative while taking into
consideration social, environmental, and economic impacts {as
presented in the FEIS). Cost of construction is not a factor unless it
renders an alternative not practicable to be constructed. If this is
determined to be the case, the alternative is removed from consideration
during the initial screening of alternatives.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Name TER_ _JINZIMAIER

Address P /. Br X & 27 &F
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Response to Comment D95-4.38

Preference for Alternative D noted. 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.

005-4.38
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D95-2.77

Comment noted. See responses to Comments D8-2.6, D16-2.14,

and C1-2.1.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D96-4.39
Preference for Alternative D noted. 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 D9%-2.78
Comment noted. See responses to comments D8-2.6, D16-2.14,
and C1-2.1.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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Boulder City/U.8. 93 Corriror Shudy
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Apell 4, 2002
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Response to Comment D97-2.79

Comment noted. See responses to Comments D8-2.6, D16-2.14,
T acd . Noise levers apsid wceensc. Mok Suyspea dd and C1-2.1.

g Y ot Desder Cdy. :

2. Which alternative do you prefer least and why?
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D98-2.80

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.

As discussed in Section 4.12 of the FEIS, the proposed alignment for each
build alternative would have no direct impact on residential properties.

Response to Comment D98-1.46
Part of the development of Alternatives B and C was to improve access
to U.S. 93 in Hemenway Valley using a frontage road and on-ramps.

Response to Comment D98-4.40
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D99-5.19
Comment noted.

Response to Comment D99-4.41
Comment noted.

Response to Comment D99-1.47

FEIS Section 1.3.3 details the vehicular crash and associated fatality
history of U.S. 93 within the project area. Part of the development

of Alternatives B and C was to improve access to U.S. 93 in

Hemenway Valley using a frontage road and on-ramps. Alternative D,
the preferred alternative, will alleviate congestion at this intersection by
removing a portion of the traffic from existing U.S. 93 and onto the
southern bypass.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D101-1.49

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. The preferred alternative would keep trucks
farther from Boulder City than any other alternative.

Response to Comment 12101-2.81
Refer to responses to Comments D8-2.6 and D15-2.13.

0138



D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D103-1.50

Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a route for
through-town traffic to utilize that would minimize traffic through
Boulder City. Access would be accommodated to recreational areas.

D140



Do

HUTH1 {2 =1 K| S—

COMMENT FORM
Boulder Cityft1.S. 53 Comidor Study
Dmfl Envirenmantal Impact Statement Public Hearing
April 4, 2002

PLEASEPEINT

Newe "_Dune Memabon) Rogre legecre—

Address IHE  loke mimlﬁ
Wr

v L1 w [
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D104-2.83

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.

Alternative D would involve right-of-way acquisition of commercial
property {about 10 acres) and public lands, but no residential property.
Alternative C would involve less residential and commercial land than
Alternative B; both would require substantially less public land than
Alternative D.

Response to Comment )104-1.51

The widening of U.S. 93 included in Alternative B is intended to
alleviate the congestion on the roadway, and access points will be
distributed in Hemenway Valley through use of a frontage road. Traffic
modeling has projected an acceptable LOS for all build alternatives int
the design year of 2027.
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Boulder CliyU.S. 83 Cotrkdor Study
* Draft Environments! Impact Statemant Public Hearlng -
Aprll 4, 2002

PLEASS FRINT i ;
Name K. £ MeriNo .

T

(HM&!J&&L
w ] » O

1 mmummmmmyk

'Do-ro&& dla-:x.u :PM D Cury
.05 S o £ c.aA}SIﬂ’.ucnod
_Iuﬂaﬁsn‘f"l\] Downl o BE
' E L naTEs AT LEAST S6 /e NoISE  rRom mResC
Fhom TuReohs Hrmwway Y puiey 7o And
Fhamt Rt Zors,

Address

439 Fasger Cr
B MV

Phunddm;(nmﬁoyourm:ﬂh;ﬁst..

D105-3.26

) [0705-2.84

zmw:doywpmhﬂuﬂwhﬁ

BW&- l“__.é&ut_it;&‘_—
G.rmb?u:za'n

0105-2.85

Sohotit commmts st S mbsting o mil comments 10 Deryl Jumes, r&mwmm
Narvads Departmant of Transportation, 1263 Sonth Swwert $ood, Cacss City, NV 59712

T012004001SCOIDRD1135.00C! B42330008

D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEWED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D105-3.26

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 response to Comment D5-3.2. Additionally, the comment
correctly notes that Alternative D would have less impact during
construction to the existing roadway through downtown Boulder City
{see FEIS Section 4.17).

Response to Comment D105-2.84

FEIS Table 4-3 provides a comparison of existing and projected (2027)
peak-hour noise levels. Noise is expected to increase or decrease
commensurate with the predicted traffic through Boulder City for each
alternative.

Response to Comment D105-2.85

Comment noted. Refer to response to Comment D9-2.7. Mitigation
measures to minimize dust and noise during construction are presented
in FEIS Section 4.3.2.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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Response to Comment D106-2.86
A discussion of the noise impacts associated with this alternative can be
found in Section 4.3 of the FEIS. See response to Comment C8-2.6,

B, wand «

Response to Comment D106-4.44
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D106-4.45
Preference for Alternative D noted. 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.
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. COMMENT SHEETS RECEVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D107-2.87

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 D107-1.52

Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a route for
through-town traffic (including truck fraffic) to take that would mirdimize
traffic through Boulder City. The decrease in traffic would provide
increased safety in problem areas. FEIS Sections 4.11 and 4.12 discuss the
potential economic and social impacts associated with implementation of
Alternative D.

Response to Comment D107-2.88

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

Response to Comment D107-1.53
See response to Comment D107-1.52.

Response to Comment D1074.46

Preference for Alternative D noted. 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 D107-2.89 .
Comment noted. See response to Comment D61-2.51.

Response to Comment D107-1.54

Alternative B keeps traffic on the existing U.S. 93 Corridor, but with a
widened roadway, would provide an acceptable LOS at key links and
intersections. The presence of a frontage road in Hemenway Valley would
aid in access maintenance.

Response to Comment D107-2.90

From U.S. 95, Alternative C turns northward across existing U.5. 93 and
toward the lower elevations of the River Mountains, and it bisects the
proposed Boulder Ridge Public Golf Course.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D107-2.91

Unavoidable adverse impacts are addressed in Chapter 5 of the FEIS.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEWVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D108-3.27

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 response to Comment D5-3.2.

Response to Comment 12108-6.20

Comment noted.

Response to Comment D108-1.55

The design development of Alternative D contains interchanges at
Railroad Pass, U.S. 95, and the eastern study limit. A single ramp for
emergency access only is proposed where Alternative D crosses the
WAPA access road and Buchanan Boulevard. This ramp 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.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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Draft Environmental Impact Sttement Public Hearing
: April 4, 2002
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D110-2.92

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 responses to Comments D6-2.4 and D8-2.6.

Response to Comment D110-2,93
Comment noted. Refer to responses to Comments D9-2.7 and D15-2.13.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D111-3.28

Refer to response to Comment D5-3.2. The comment correctly notes that
Alternative D would have less existing road impacts during construction
(see FEIS Section 4.17).

Response to Comment D111-2.94

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.

Support for Alternative D and comment noted. Refer to responses to
Comments D8-2.6 and D9-2.7.

Response to Comment D111-2.95
Position and comment concerning Alternative B noted. Refer to
responses to Comments D8-2.6, D9-2.7, and D15-2.13.

D-151



Bonlderas (ily - —

COMMENT FORM
- Boulder Chy/U.S. 99 Corridor Study
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D112-2.96

Support for Alternative D and comment noted. 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 D112-3.29

One of the goals of the environmental process is to identify the least
environmentally damaging practicable alternative while taking into
consideration social, environmental, and economic impacts (as
presented in the FEIS). Cost of construction is not a factor unless it
renders an alternative not practicable to be constructed. If this is

determined to be the case, the alternative is removed from consideration

during the initial screening of alternatives.

Response to Comment D112-4.47
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEWVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D113-6.21

NDOT has a project in the 3-year Statewide Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) to widen the two-lane segment of U.5. 95
from Laughlin Highway (State Route [SR] 163), which is west of
Laughlin, to U.S. 93 west of Boulder City. This segment of U.S. 95 will be
widened to a four-lane highway. Improvements to U.S. 95 will be a
three-phase project. The first phase is from the northern limits of
Searchlight to 29 km (18 miles) north. This phase was completed in the
fall of 2003. The second phase will be from the northern end of the

first phase, to the junction with U.S. 93 at Railroad Pass. Phase 2 will

be developed to be compatible with the preferred alternative
(Alternative D}, and it is scheduled to be completed by late 2004. The
third phase is from Searchlight to SR 163, 32 km (20 miles) to the south,
with construction anticipated to begin in fall 2004, again depending on
traffic, safety needs, and funding availability. It is anticipated Phase 3
will be constructed in late 2005 or 2006.

Response to Comment D113-2,97

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.

Included in the recommendation of the preferred alternative is the
maintenance of the quality of life of Boulder City residents, including
views of Lake Mead. Visual impacts of a new freeway facility through
Hemenway Valley are presented in Section 4.10 of Volume I of the FEIS.

Response to Comment D113-2.98

A description of Alternative C can be found in Section 2.7 of the FEIS. A
discussion of all of its environmental impacts can be found throughout
Chapter 4.

Response to Comment D113-4.48
Comment noted.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

D-164



0114

Boulderasliy  —

COMMENT FORM
Boulder City/U.5, 93 Corridor Study
Draft Environmental Impact Statement Public Hearing
April 4, 2002

Name 7{’@.: Ma&nts

FLEASE PRINT

address ~ 43S \J o cdw bafrga (04w

FPlease add my name to your maiting List. Yes E No D

1. Which aiternative do you prefer mest and why?
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T012004001SCODRD1125.00C/ 042330008

0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D114-6.22

The Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study is a planning project
considering traffic and safety impacts in a design year of 2027. The
project is not an evaluation of present-day conditions.

The potential for a route through Laughlin was considered in the
Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the Hoover Dam Bypass EIS,
Appendix B, for more information) and ruled out of consideration
because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of that project. A truck
route through Laughlin does not address traffic congestion or safety
concerns at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling indicates that the route
will not sufficiently alleviate congestion in Boulder City in the design
year of 2027.

Response to Comment D114-2.99
Comment noted.
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. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D115-6.23

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 potential for a route through Laughlin
was considered in the Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the Hoover Dam
Bypass EIS, Appendix B, for more information) and ruled out of
consideration because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of that
project. A route through Laughlin does not address traffic congestion or
safety concerns at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling indicates that not
enough traffic would choose the route to alleviate congestion in Boulder
City in the design year of 2027.

The environmental process dictates that public involvement is allowable
and requested throughout the process up until the ROD, which will be
released upon completion of the FEIS and response to comments on the
FEIS.

Response to Comment D115-1.56
The Safety section of the Purpose and Need (FEIS Section 1.3.3}
discusses this need.

D-166



0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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Response to Comment D116-4.49

Preference for Alternative D noted. 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.

‘?;f/_,_a;df .

D118-2.100

Response to Comment D116-2.100
Refer to responses to Comments D8-2.6 and D9-2.7.

Response to Comment D116-2.101
Refer to response to Comment D9-2.7.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D117-6.24

The situation described in the comment would be identical for all

four alternatives in the Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study project, as
the eastern study limit of the Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study EIS is
just beyond the Hacienda Hotel and Casino, west of Hoover Dam.

The Hoover Dam Bypass project has completed its EIS, and design is
underway. The potential for terrorism impacting Hoover Dam as a
result of bridge construction is not considered a major issue for the
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D118-2.102
Refer to response to Comment D6-2.4.

Response to Comment D118-2.103

Refer to responses to Comments D8-2.6, D9-2.7, and D15-2.13.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D119-1.57

Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a route for
through-town traffic to utilize that would minimize traffic through
Boulder City.

The preferred alternative (Alternative D) would keep trucks farther from
Boulder City than any other build alternative.
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COMMENT FORM
Boulder Clty/U.S, 83 Corridor Study :
Dreft Environmental Impact Stetement Public Hearing
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D120-2.103
Position concerning Alternatives B and C noted. Alternatives B and C

include the Pacifica Way interchange. This proposed elevated crossing

over U.S. 93 would obstruct views of Lake Mead from the nearby
residential area.
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COMMENT FORM
. Boulder City/U.S. 83 Corridor Stucdy
Draft Environmeantal Impact Statement Publlc I-learlng
Aprl 4, 2002
PLEASE FRINT
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BOLD Uy JoV 800
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' Response to Comment D121-1.58

1 Which alternative do you prefer most aned why?
D Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a route for

pi21-1.58 i:‘ gy e oiby vbl “’*““ o gl b vy hooeg e through-town traffic to utilize that would minimize traffic through
'"‘l ) "'“'“ = - - Boulder City. Visitors would have access to Boulder City on either end
of Alternative D.
2 Which alterative do you preferleast and why? 12> . -~ | Response to Comment D121-1.59

Social impacts of Alternative B are detailed in FEIS Section 4.12. The
opinion of the bisection effect of Alternative B has been noted in the
evaluation of the alternatives.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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Botdder CitylU.S. 83 Corridor Study
Draft Environmental impact Statement Public Hearing
Apill 4, 2002
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1 Which alterative do you prefer most snd why? . . : Response to Comment D122-1.60
P O 4 ' _ Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
11 "ﬂn N n s &0
0240 | D vouae ctwotsy Thaeh Duy Tabke preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
Ryam TRaasor Ok _ rationale for this decision.
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 from further evaluation and consideration because it
would provide positive features comparable to Alternative D but cause
_ potentially greater impacts (refer to FEIS Section 2.4).
2. Which ahmative do you peefer st s VEY? — : Additionally, in the initial screening of 16 alternatives, 2 alignments for
Exysiog 93 Oighment: Gai WNguws Thowh. the southern bypass east of Alternative D were eliminated from further
TBuia Qlga weads _ evaluation because each would potentially cause substantial adverse

impacts on the LMNRA and traverse zones of high protection
established by NPS (refer to FEIS Section 2.4).
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

D123

Bantder e €ty

COMMENT FORM
Boulder Cizyiti.5. 98 Comidor Study
Dratt Environmental lmpact Statemeat Public Hearing
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1. Which alternative do you prefer most i whyt

Response to Comment D123-5.22
Refer to response to Comment D66-5.15.

Response to Comment D123-4.50
Cormunent noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D123-2.104

CIZ3-2.104
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D124-2.105

Comment noted.

Response to Comment D124-2.106
Refer to response to Comment D8-2.6.
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[. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment 13125-2,107

Support for Alternative C and comment noted. A discussion of visual
impacts is presented in Section 4.10 of the FEIS. See response to
Comments C12-2.30 and C34-2.44.

Response to Comment D125-6.25

The Hoover Dam Bypass project addresses traffic congestion at and
approaching the dam. FHWA has completed the EIS for this project, and
design is underway for a bypass bridge south of the dam.

The Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study focuses on traffic congestion
and safety considerations on U.S. 93 through Boulder City. The
proposed highway alternatives address these problems in the design
year of 2027 and are not directly related to traffic congestion at the dam.

Response to Comment D125-2.108

A discussion of visual impacts is presented in Section 4.10 of the FEIS.
The residences of San Felipe would have a very distant view of
Alternative D, located 2.5 km (1.5 miles) to the east.

Response to Comment D125-1.61

Projected population growth in the region and other factors are expected
to cause increases in traffic through 2027 and beyond. The Traffic
Analysis Report that accompanies the Preliminary Engineering Report
for the project does not assume that there will be increased traffic solely
due to construction of a highway.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D125-6.26

The potential for a route through Laughlin was considered in the
Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the Hoover Dam bypass EIS,
Appendix B, for more information) and ruled out of consideration
because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of that project. A route
through Laughlin does not address traffic congestion or safety concerns
at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling indicates that not enough traffic
would choose the route to alleviate congestion in Boulder City in the
design year of 2027. Additionally, the 22 extra miles would produce a
large economic impact on the trucking industry if that were the required
route.

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 Boulder City bypass is not intended to
alleviate traffic at Hoover Dam; the outcome of the Hoover Dam EIS will
provide alleviation of Hoover Dam traffic by diverting all traffic except
tourist traffic to a new bridge south of the dam.

The Hoover Dam Bypass project has completed its EIS, and design is
underway. The potential for terrorism impacting Hoover Dam as a
result of bridge construction is not considered a major issue for the
project.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEWED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESFONSES
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECENVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D130-1.63
W, e € _ Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a route for
tilder e [l.\ T— : through-town traffic to utilize, which would minimize traffic through
B Boulder City. However, according to the Origin and Destination Study
performed in March 2000, at Veterans Memorial Drive, 43 percent of
vehicles surveyed had a destination of Lake Mead, Hoover Dam, or
Arizona, while 57 percent had a destination of Boulder City. The traffic
destined for Boulder City would not use Alternative D. Therefore,
though Alternative D would provide acceptable congestion levels, it
would not eliminate traffic on city streets entirely.

Response to Comment D130-2.113

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

FEIS Section 4.15.2 notes that all of the build alternatives are intended
to satisfy the need for reducing the frequency of vehicle crashes in
comparison to No Build (Alternative A). Therefore, the build
alternatives would indirectly reduce the occasion for accidental spillage
associated with vehicle crashes. Cleanup of hazardous waste or
materials spills associated with a vehicle crash would be expected as a
part of the response to each crash.

Response to Comment D130-1.64
See response to Comment D130-1.63.

D1d0-2.114 -

Response to Comment D130-2.114
See response to Comment D65-2.55.

Response to Comment D130-1.65
The widening of U.S. 93 through Hemenway Valley (a characteristic of
both Alternatives B and C} is intended to alleviate congestion. Access
- R oints will be distributed in Hemenway Valley through use of a
S o et el Do e fmage ol y vatiey thioug
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D130-3.30
Because Alternative D passes through mostly open desert area, the
options for future expansion or staged construction are feasible.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEWVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D131-1.66

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.

Benefits of other alternatives are presented in the FEIS, in addition to
negative aspects of Alternative D.

Response to Comment D131-1.67

Social impacts of Alternative B and C are detailed in FEIS Section 4.12.
Alternatives B and C contain full freeway sections that would maintain a
high speed of traffic through Boulder City, which tends to reduce air
pollution as compared to idling vehicles (see FEIS Air Quality

Sections 3.2 and 4.2).

Noise increases would be minimized using sound barriers. Safety would
be achieved by separating through-town freeway traffic from arterial
sections of Boulder City.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D132-2.115

The Notice of Availability of the DEIS was placed in the Federal Register
on February 15, 2002, and the public hearing was held on April 4, 2002.
Public hearings were held for this project in accordance with NEPA
regulations (40 CFR 1506).

Response to Comment D132-2.116

A description of Alternative C (through-town alternative) can be found
in Section 2.5 of the FEIS. A discussion of all of its environmental
impacts can be found throughout Chapter 4. The alternative referred to
as the “Northern Alternative” was a corridor through the River
Mountains north of Boulder City. This alternative was eliminated in the
original evaluation of the 16 corridors (see FEIS Chapter 2).

Response to Comment D132-1.68

Alternative D is a southern bypass around Boulder City, south of which
there is no residential development. The centerline of the alignment, as
of the most recent development, is 0.8 mile from the nearest residence,
at a location in the southern portion of the development along
Buchanan Boulevard (see Preliminary Engineering Report drawings).
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D133-2.117
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 also to response to Comment D6-2.4.

Response to Comment D133-2.118

Alternative B would widen a substantial portion of the existing U.5. 93
through Boulder City and add grade-separated interchanges at key
locations. Comment noted.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D134-2.119

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 response to Comment D6-2.4.

Response to Comment D134-3.31
Comment noted. See response to Comment D78-3.23.
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. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESFONSES

Response to Comment 12135-3.32

Preference for Alternative D noted. 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 D135-5.23

Preference for Alternative D noted. 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.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D135-6.27

The Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study is a planning project
considering traffic and safety impacts in a design year of 2027. The
project is not an evaluation of present-day conditions.

The potential for a route through Laughlin along U.S. 95 instead of using
U.5. 93 was considered in the Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the
Hoover Dam Bypass EIS, Appendix B, for more information) and ruled
out of consideration because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of
that project. A truck route along U.S. 95 does not address traffic
congestion or safety concerns at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling

‘indicates that the route will not sufficiently alleviate congestion in

Boulder City in the design year of 2027.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D136-1.69

Alternatives B and C utilize more of the existing corridor than

Alternative D, which would require additional land acquisition from
Boulder City, BLM, and NPS. FEIS Section 4.9.2 discusses potential direct
and indirect land use impacts associated with implementation of the build
alternatives. Overall, potential land use impacts associated with Alternative
D would be similar, the same, or less than for Alternatives B and C. FEIS
Chapter 7 evaluates potential impacts to Section 4(f) properties, including
historic sites and public parkland. Section 4(f) impacts would be greatest for
Alternative C compared to Alternatives Band D.

Response to Comment D136-3.33
Comment noted. Refer to response to Comment D5-3.2.

Response to Comment D136-2.120

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

As discussed in Section 2.5 of the FEIS, Alternative B would be constructed
within existing U.S. 93 right-of-way. Alternative C would occur mostly
within existing right-of-way.

Response to Comment D136-2,121

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. Alternative D would result in the largest area of habitat
disturbance (679 acres) versus Alternatives A, B, and C.

Response to Comment D136-4.53

Comment noted.

Response to Comment D136-2.122

Ag described in Section 4.14, Alternative D would affect recreational trails
and NPS backcountry roads. Appropriate mitigation measures, including
the construction of crossings at backcountry roads and recreational areas,
are further described in this section of the FEIS.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEWVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment 12136-2.123

The Notice of Availability of the DEIS was placed in the Federal Register on
March 15, 2002, and the public hearing was held on April 4, 2002. The
comment period closed on May 10, 2002. The DEIS was available through
the project website as of March 15, 2002. Public hearings were held for this
project in accordance with NEPA regulations (40 CFR 1506), requiring a
45-day comment period for review and comment on the document.
Response to Comment D136-2.124

Two public meetings were held in January and April 2000, in which
alternatives were developed based on the problems and recommended
solutions identified by residents of Boulder City and Henderson.
Following the scoping period and continuing up through the DEIS public
hearings, the public outreach process will continue through the completion
of the FEIS and approval of the ROD. The following is a list of the key
public outreach activities and processes being undertaken for this project:

¢ TPublic Meetings/Open House Forums

¢ Public and Agency Chartering Meetings

» Presentations at City Council Meetings e Project Web Page

» Presentations to Stakeholder Groups ¢ Project Newsletters
» Boulder City Cable Television Programs * Project E-Mail Box
+  Community Working Group Meetings » Project Hot-line

Response to Comment D136-3.34

The estimated cost of the preferred alternative, including the cost of
mitigation, will be presented in the ROD for the project.

Response to Comment D136-2.125

FEIS Section 4.3.2 identifies mitigation for project impacts on the LMNRA.
The increase in noise within the LMNRA does not exceed the FHWA
threshold required for construction of sound barriers.

Response to Comment D136-2.126

The DEIS has been made available to the public in accordance with

NEPA regulations. DEIS availability was advertised prior to public release
of the DEIS on the project web page, project newsletters, and local
newspapers.

D-184



[rery

Lol Donldereslily  —

COMMENT FORM P :
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Draft Environmental impact Statement Public Hearing ~——
: April 4, 2002
FiEASE FRENT . i
Name S fd

§$34 Bipc# ST,

_Bouepem CoY Y FFOOS

1. Which alternative do you prefey most and why?

Fwould prefer the “No Baild™ alternative, boczuse I feet that all three of the other
mmﬂmmWWuﬂmwﬁmo{MC&y's

1 b fielt that the “Southern Alignmeot” would be an accoptable solution to the problem
_when I had heard that it was being plarmad to ren south of the Mead Substation. Now 1
" soc that it is being pleaned to run noeth of the Mead Suhstation, and I fec] that this
Wmmmm&mﬂmﬁcmdaumdﬂmdm

- D1371.70

2. Which alternative do you prefer least and why?

Please add my name to your mailing list. Yes IE/ No %/

Nevada Departaion of Traseportaion, L35 South Ssewart Stooct, Carsos City, NV #9712

mmlhuﬁuwﬂmnmﬂhﬂ.h&ﬂwwm.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEWED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIG HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D137-1.70
The FEIS presents negative impacts for all four alternatives considered,
which are sumunarized in the Executive Summary.

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 noise and visual impacts, and it provided negative
qualities of an additional mile of roadway and drainage impacts (see
FEIS Chapter 2, Section 2.4).
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2. Which altersative do you prefr Jeast and why?
C - T{u wwf! L-{. -Hu nuouﬂ d:truél-m' fo
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D138-5.24
Comment noted.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment 12138-6.28
The potential for a route through Laughlin along U.S. 95 instead of using
U.5. 93 was considered in the Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the
Hoover Dam Bypass EIS, Appendix B, for more information) and ruled
out of consideration because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of
that project. A truck route along U.S. 95 does not address traffic
congestion or safety concerns at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling
indicates that the route will not sufficiently alleviate congestion in
Boulder City in the design year of 2027.

The Hoover Dam Bypass project has completed its EIS, and design is
underway. The location of 1,500 feet south of the dam is not considered
by FHWA to be too close to the dam.
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D. COMMENT $SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Piease add my nime toyour pulting lst. o [ No E

1. Which altemative do you prefer most and why? - Response to comment D139-2.127
= ld @ pand” Vet deauin Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
- - \ aocfed  apis LI preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume [ of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision.

. D1se2t

Refer also to responses to Comments D6-2.4 and D8-2.6.

Response to Comment D139-2,128

p139-2.120 ] bttt :
Comment noted. Refer to response to Comment D54-2.44.
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o— mosting. il commments b0 Tyt Samen, 5., Chict, Ewvimamontsl Sorvicos Division,
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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Comment noted. See response to Comment C1-2.1.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Bolderas iy —
' COMMENT FORM
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1. Which alternative doyw pn&m lndwhy?

mmsn' \\\] o \c\ a L\ C\’ \\\:] o \(\u ._Qc,,g_s_ ' | Response to Comment D140-5.25

Comment noted.
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Comment noted.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D141-5.26
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PLEASE PRINT
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1. Which alternative do you prefes most and why?
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D142-5.27

Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Ly
I Doulder (Y, |
COMMENT FORM
Boulder CitytL.5. 93 Corridor Study E#ﬂl&—
Drait Enviranmental impact Statement Public Hearing
Apeil 4, 2002
PLEASS PRNT D Response to Comment D143-1.71
e T5e il 2] The construction of Alternative D would require some traffic rerouting
(zm} Ay Fvos” and other construction impacts at either study limit (near Railroad Pass
. _ ] and at the east end). However, construction impacts would be much
Please add my saone fo your madinglist. - Yeo Ne E greater for either Alternative B or C, as they both utilize the existing
1. Whish alemasive do you prefer mst o wha'! D U.S. 93 Corridor (see FEIS Section 4.17, Construction Impacts).
[ Cepileziin” 343 7” Response to Comment D143-2,130
& Dueun T o Devaeas % y7: - Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
g &ﬂﬂw—w freclt preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
1o bp= e MU AL ) rationale for this decision.
_OF DissenTan, 47y . =
: 4 g— TiesS Response to Comment D143-4.54
g & -‘J/f/“" -5 teom T3 Preference for Alternative D noted. Alternative D, the Southern
_ : — _ : Y
3 donteDyeie Casy R s labih s (17 Alternative, has been selected as the preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of
e mmmzmmmammm wiv] </ D ' Volume I of the FEIS discusses the rationale for this decision.
8 ) "‘ Response to Comment D143-2.131
3 <~ e A roadway pullout and vista point lookout would be developed atop
2 Lrsifss BUTD Eldorado Ridge to provide views of Lake Mead.
T d LS
Response to Comment D143-2.132
Alternative D would traverse primarily open space within Boulder City.
Because development has not been planned for this area, the potential
for conflicts with future land uses is limited. Since the city is the
e m o e e P—— adjo@g landowner, Boulder City has ful.l control over whether
Nevac Deparemust of Teancporios, 1263 SeadsSepwart Scws. Carson 51, NV $9712 adjoining development would occur (Section 4.9 FEIS).
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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COMMENT FORM
Boulder CityL.5. 53 Comidor Study Sl

Drafi Environmental Imgact Statament Public Hearing
April 4, 2002

Name . Hatad St 508
scirs L5 iy fhe A Xooos~ @Ms—aﬁ‘ﬁ

- ' Response to Comment 13144-1.72
ts o [ See response to Comment D143-1.71.

Please acd my nacne to your mailing list
. Which aliernative do muost and wiy? @

L Whih slomitive oy A Response to Comment D144-2.133

Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the

”'ﬁ . ML Bkl {eadd . - _ J preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the
D441, -G Kyewicss fac Dwep forsr” | ‘W rationale for this decision.
-l LEETINE (MU L

Ve

/2

- Response to Comment D144-1.73

. pr 'MMH = Alternative B, which keeps traffic on the existing U.S. 93 Corridor but
o4 mfﬂ e with a widened roadway, would provide an acceptable LOS at key links
DA4A-2.13% :M & ’ . s : and intersections.
2 Which sbsatve doyos el inst i i) | - oy 76" 15 MO ysast Response to Comment D144-4.55
; oo Lus oess Preference for Alternative D noted. Alternative D, the Southern
Di4s-1.73 Do To “Fnkspussied FHES 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 D144-2.134
See response to Comment D143-2,131.

> Response to Comment 1D144-2.135
See response to Comment D143-2.132.

S the xeting or ml Dyl Famea, 21— Chict, Envirmocotal Servioss Divisita,
Nevaa T ‘m p 1263 Sourh Seewarr Strwat. Carcos Ciry, NV BFFL2 i
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D145-5.28

Comment noted,
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D146-1.74

Preference for Alternative C noted. Alternative C was developed as a
through-town freeway that would move traffic through Boulder City at
higher speeds while relieving congestion on the existing roadway. The

environmental and economic impacts of Alternative C are identified in
Chapter 4 of the FEIS.

Response to Comment D146-4.56
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Bouwldey e tity

% Oer e Response to Comment D146-1.75
L OASO | Al ERE Clor BN The Purpose and Need chapter (FEIS Chapter 1) identifies the current
LEp 77 THE - FLTrmd 2 £ Aludausy 73 and future deficiencies of the existing U.S. 93 highway, including safety
. VE_AET A4S SELETED . LL LML L considerations and traffic projections. The diversion of traffic as part of
oussm| T3 srrds, Lamdar Z ﬂﬁw 22 M—w Alternative D onto the new southern bypass will decrease traffic on
e it AnTS : \ : :
DY . 2 . A e : U.S. 93 through Boulder City, thus reducing the potential for crashes.
DIt Ty T A ITERANTLY | Qndh Y _
R on e 7 | Additionally with Alternative D, a new interchange at Railroad Pass, the

Lol s QI LELERT ‘?3 S ' existing intersection with the worst safety record within the project, will
: : - ‘ — be constructed, addressing safety concerns.

sﬂ. covaments s the meeting of el comaouts w Diaryl James, P.E., Chict, Envi
mnw-u:dm:u.msmmmhﬁr-wm .
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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| COMMENT FORM

Boulder CityLLS. 83 Corridor Study
Draft Environmental Impact Statement Public Hearing

- Aprl 4, 2002
PLEARE FRINT .
nee _fon  SPOUVE
Address ;

B4, NV F9005

r@mwmbmmm Yu'm_ o [ ]

: mem&ywwmlndwhy‘?

Response to Comment D147-2.136

D447-2.198

4 Y T A jnthe mddic of our

rationale for this decision.

Refer also to responses to Comments D8-2.6 and D9-2.7.

Route D is A _wn wn Fov

“mnumwwmhmuum,mmmm .
arvasks Duparcaent of Ts TG Sowih Cawon Oy, NV 20712 .
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Alternative D, the Southern Alternative, has been selected as the
preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of Volume I of the FEIS discusses the

D198



D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Name I Dm}iA S Sfcwse
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5;,, War CIden r\w 89007
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Response to Comment D148-3.35

01'43-3,35| L._) = ...‘L—"*" H Qs ““/\i L--"_a i‘l’" Section 4.12 Social Impacts of the FEIS discusses the impacts on homes
= Juna f)a cf _ont MES , for each alternative. Alternative D would require no displacement
My //h-r{g (S ey, P " of residences.

s
Ytz /fim HUIE FaZae!

= L I F_agad Q ' Response to Comment D148-4.57
:f’ézs_&cm&‘ L 1-#;_\] f '_ . 3 Comment noted.
e ase o _(\309\5 SDezacd

G148.4.57
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D148-4.58

Preference for Alternative D noted. 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.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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'COMMENT FORM
Bouider City/U.5. 83 Comidor Study
mmmmmmamwmm
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1. Whidh alternative do you prefer most and why?

- Iy 3 1

1Y - ) ' - Response to Comment D149-4.59

' _ Preference for Alternative D noted. 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.

D148-4.59

S
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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We  veler Ollengh D Tk ol et Response to Comment D150-5.29

wsm| _less 0F _on  webade on He qoali : Preference for Alternative D noted. Alternative D, the Southern
) ot L B0 ot ot & . Alternative, has been selected as the preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of
¥Ynow & appreciide & eppecks Volume I of the FEIS discusses the rationale for this decision.
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ittt e L \D&E:r * h& Response to Comment D150-2.137
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPOMSES

Response to Comment D151-2.138
Support for Alternative D and comument noted. Alternative D, the

Southerm 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 [3151-2.139
Comment noted. See response to Comment D151-2,138.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D152-2.140

Altermative 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 also to responses to Comments D8-2.6 and D9-2.7.

Response to Comment D152-6.29

The Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study is a planning project
considering traffic and safety impacts in a design year of 2027. The
project is not an evaluation of present-day conditions.

The potential for a route through Laughlin along U.S. 95 instead of using
U.S. 93 was considered in the Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the
Hoover Dam Bypass EIS, Appendix B, for more information) and ruled
out of consideration because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of
that project. A truck route along U.S. 95 does not address traffic
congestion or safety concerns at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling
indicates that the route will not sufficiently alleviate congestion in
Boulder City in the design year of 2027.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED QURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D153-2.141

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 also to responses to Comments D8-2.6, D15-2,13, and D6-2.4.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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_ COMMENT FORM
: Boulder CityfU.S. 83 Cotridor Study
Draft Environmental Impact Statement Public Hearing
I ) April 4,2002
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 D1545.30 I R . ' S Response to Comment D154-5.30
- ] . : Comment noted.

2. Which alieznative do you prefer least snd why?

W ¥
L
. ) T ~ B Response to Comment D154-2.142
D1542:1 I I A .. AT ' Based on the analysis contained in Section 4.3 of the FEIS, Alternative D
WY L ow, tan Muche - ' . ' would not warrant noise abatement.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D155-3.36

Refer to response to Comment D5-3.2, Alternative C is described as a
"new through-town alignment" with sufficient capacity to achieve an
acceptable LOS at key links and intersections in the design year of 2027,
as well as adhering to other requirements put forth in the Purpose

and Need.

Response to Comment D155-3.37
Comment noted. The centerline of Alternative D passes approximately
0.8 mile from Georgia Avenue.

Response to Comment D155-2.143
Refer to response to Comment D9-2.7.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEWVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D156-1.76

Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a bypass for
through-town traffic (including truck traffic) to utilize that would
minimize traffic through Boulder City. The decrease in traffic, coupled
with other necessary mitigation, would provide increased safety in
problem areas.

The potential impacts of hazardous waste transport are addressed in the
Hazardous Waste sections (3.15 and 4.15) of the FEIS.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING ANG RESPONSES

Response to Comment D156-3.38

The Hoover Dam Bypass EIS has been completed, and bridge design is
currently underway for a bypass 1,500 feet south of the dam. However,
this is a separate project from the Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study
and has no direct impact on the schedule of this project.

Response to Comment D156-4.60
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

o ’ . Ds7

Y B ALYTS

LW o you peser mmw Response to Comment 1D157-2.144
Comument noted.

DI5T2AM

Response to Comment D157-4.61

Preference for Alternative D noted. Alternative D, the Southern

e Alternative, has been selected as the preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of
by s /. J be considered Bootden & Volume I of the FEIS discusses the rationale for this decision.

D157-4.61.

Response to Comment D157-3.39
Comment noted.

p1573.5 |

' Cined. G 5 O Response to Comment D157-1.77
o1sri7 | o g o Lol X its Fo o ol Aote Congress designated U.S. 93 as a CANAMEX route because it is a major
Z . > commercial corridor for interstate and intemational commerce. This is
further discussed in FEIS Section 1.1.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPOMSES

Response to Comment D157-2,145
See response to Comment D143-2.131.

Response to Comment D157-4.62

Preference for Alternative D noted. 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.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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Bonlder

Response to Comment D158-4.63
Preference for Alternative B noted.

2 Which aernative do you prefer kastand whyt- - - . | Response to Comment D158-2.146

- \ o s ) - 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.

D153—2,1$-€ .
- Alternative D traverses open space land; however, uses such as the

Mead Substation, rifle range, landfill, and transmission lines exist along
the proposed alignment. Access to existing uses would be maintained,
and wildlife crossings and other mitigation efforts would be
incorporated into the final design.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AMD RESPONSES

Response to Comment D159-2,147
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.

Also see responses to Comments D6-2.4 and D8-2.6.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D160-1.78

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. Preference for Alternative D is noted.

It is yet to be determined what would be done with the existing highway
should the preferred alternative be constructed.

Response to Comment 1D160-2.148
See responses to Comments D8-2.6, D16-2.14, and C1-2.1

Response to Comment D160-1.79

The access points for Alternatives B and C were determined in the
engineering development to be the most efficient means of maintaining
access while minimizing congestion. See Preliminary Engineering
Report for details of access points.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING ANG RESPONSES
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEWED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D161-1.80

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.

Alternative D would provide a bypass for traffic not destined for
Boulder City. The projected decrease in through-town traffic would
provide increased safety in problem areas.

Response to Comment D161-1.81

FEIS Section 1.3.3 identifies the concerns raised in the comment as
“needs” for the project. Alternatives B and C each propose a route
within the developed area of Boulder City while providing access to
businesses and communities. The FEIS does indicate that access to
businesses would still be difficult with Alternative B. Alternative C
would provide access to the commercial corridor with exits from the
proposed U.S. 93 freeway at an extended Buchanan Boulevard and
Lakeshore Road.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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Response to Comment D161-1.82
The Roadway Capacity section of the FEIS {Section 1.3.1) discusses
this need.

D161-1.82

Response to Comment D161-1.83

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.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D162-4.66
Preference for Alternative B noted.

Response to Comment D162-1.84

The Preliminary Engineering Report indicates that Alternative B would
contain 1,250 m of its steepest grade (5.7 percent), Alternative C would
contain 1,500 m of its steepest grade (5.7 percent), and Alternative D
would contain 4,200 m of its steepest grade (6.0 percent).

Response to Comment D162-2.150
See response to Comment D25-2.18.

Response to Comment D162-4.67
Preference for Alternative B noted.

Response to Comment D162-2.151
All of the Build Alternatives (B, C, and D) would result in improved air
quality versus the No Build (Alternative A) (see FEIS Section 4.2).
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D162-4.68

Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D163-2.152

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 also to responses to Comments D25-2.25, D25-2.26, D25-2.28,
and D30-2.32,

Response to Comment D163-2.153
Position and comment concerning Alternative C noted.

Response to Comment D163-4.69
Comment noted.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D164-2.154

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.

See responses to Comments C34-2.44, D9-2.7, D16-2.14, and D104-2.83.

Response o Comment D164-6.30

The Hoover Dam Bypass project addresses traffic congestion at and
approaching the dam. FHWA has completed the EIS for this project, and
design is underway for a bypass bridge south of the dam.

Response to Comment D164-2.155
Comment noted. See response to Comment D113-2.98.

Response to Comment D164-3.40

Alternatives B and C would have greater construction-related impacts
on the residential areas within Hemenway Valley (see FEIS Section 4.17).
Following construction, both alternatives keep U.S. 93 traffic within
Hemenway Valley. Social impacts of the construction of both
alternatives are also discussed in Section 4.12 of Volume I of the FEIS,

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 D164-4.70
Comment noted.

Response to Comment D164-1.85

Alternative B, which keeps traffic on the existing U.S. 93 Corridor but
with a widened roadway, would provide an acceptable LOS at key links
and intersections. The presence of a frontage road in Hemenway Valley
would aid in access maintenance and improve safety by separating local
traffic from through-town traffic. However, trucks would continue to
travel through the commercial corridor with Alternative B.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D164-6.31

NDOT has a project in the 3-year Statewide Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) to widen the two-lane segment of U.S, 95
from Laughtin Highway (State Route [SR] 163), which is west of
Laughlin, to U.S. 93 west of Boulder City. This segment of U.S. 95 will be
widened to a four-lane highway. Improvements fo U.S. 95 will be a
three-phase project. The first phase is from the northern limits of
Searchlight to 29 km (18 miles) north. This phase was completed in the
fall of 2003. The second phase will be from the northern end of the

first phase, to the junction with U.S. 93 at Railroad Pass. Phase 2 will
be developed to be compatible with the preferred alternative
(Alternative D), and it is scheduled to be completed by late 2004. The
third phase is from Searchlight to SR 163, 32 km (20 miles) to the south,
with construction anticipated to begin in fall 2004, again depending on
traffic, safety needs, and funding availability. It is anticipated Phase 3
will be constructed in late 2005 or 2006.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D165-2.156
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.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

D225



D166-6.32

| T

e i FHY

rr— mesting mail commepts & Daryl Jamen, P-E Owie{, Paviraneremtal Servioes Division,
wm:u'ruuam:n Soath Skwmt Stou. Cavicn City, NV 39712

-TO12004001SCCIDRD1135.00CF 042330008

0. COMMENT SHEETS REGEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D166-6.32

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. Alternative D is a southern bypass, and of the
four alternatives considered in this project, trucks are furthest from
Boulder City upon construction of it.

The potential for a route through Laughlin along U.S. 95 instead of using
U.S. 93 was considered in the Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the
Hoover Dam Bypass EIS, Appendix B, for more information) and ruled
out of consideration because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of
that project. A truck route along U.S. 95 does not address traffic
congestion or safety concerns at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling
indicates that the route will not sufficiently alleviate congestion in
Boulder City in the design year of 2027.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D167-1.86

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.

Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a bypass for
through-town traffic to utilize that would minimize traffic through
Boulder City.

D-227



D168-1.87 |

D 33-1,88

. Phaeu_idmymhymmmﬂhgliﬂ.

1. Which altemative do you pesier most and why?
D =T Souwiced 4y ges

s MWite Give, US g RauTE Fer o
—YHE TRUCKS gy YHe  TrowgicT—

Ms_&w:(ﬁ

Ay Ravedesg. Q/IW Eog SeERVICE =0k SERVICES
1E ﬂau : 4.”.0_, . e e, [AYeeCome
‘ri—lﬁw\ ' :

| 2 Whickalomative do you peefer et and why?
_J;l'— 3 — Als {1890/ ' ‘H/f ‘ro!e.uc.:(g
_ SPeiy el ) rwe ¢« wle
_MT Bersee 9.4 8. we.

—dlfl ) sy BhD "Hf-ﬂ-")—-o-ﬁag £

JJJL_M.«AM& psfecT— 1S5  wigy
S MEY I eveg I/

C..ﬁ\J.Q i DE 2

Mﬂmlhuﬂﬂw-ﬂwhmh?&mwmm
Hvade Dicymtimnt of Tramaporterion, 1263 South Serwart Joox, Cupon City, HY B9TI2 .

TO12004001SCOORD1135.00Cf 042330008

0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D168-1.87
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.

Alternative D was developed with the intent of providing a route for
through-town traffic to utilize that would minimize traffic through
Boulder City. Access would be accommodated to recreational areas, as
well as Boulder City.

Response to Comment 1168-1.88
Social impacts of Alternatives B and C are detailed in FEIS Section 4.12.
The opinion of the bisection effect of Alternative B has been noted in the

evaluation of the alternatives.
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D, COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D170-5.31

The Notice of Availability of the DEIS was placed in the Federal Register
on February 15, 2002, and the public hearing was held on April 4, 2002,
Public hearings were held for this project in accordance with NEPA
regulations (40 CFR 1506).

D231



D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING COR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

D174

I.nuhll ST N1 E—

. COMMENT FORM
Boulder Clty/U.S. 93 Comridor Study
. mmmlwmmwmm
- Apl4 2002
neme Lot Zwnpermen
rssess _66% dore -
Be. Fhos

s M.ddmymuywmnhgm Yes D No m
' Response to Comment D17]-1.89

_ : ' Access for emergency vehicles will be addressed if a build alternative is
3 D. Bevrerat identified as the preferred alternative, and the plan will be detailed in

-W“NIM @oecm M mﬂg_% " | the FEIS.

o I - Response to Comment D171-4.71

Preference for Alternative D noted. Alternative D, the Southern
Alternative, has been selected as the preferred alternative. Section 2.6 of
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Response to Comment D171-1.90

The widening of U.S. 93 is intended to alleviate the congestion on the
roadway, and access points will be distributed in Hemenway Valley
through use of a frontage road.

According to the Air Quality analysis in Section 4.2 of the FEIS, the
impacts of all build alternatives on air quality are approximately
the same.

Social impacts of Alternative C are detailed in FEIS Section 4.12. The
opinion of the bisection effect of Alternative B has been noted in the
evaluation of the alternatives.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D172-2.159

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 D172-4.72

Preference for Alternative D noted. Alternative D, the Southem
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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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED CURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D173-3.41
Comment and recommendation for additional analysis noted.

A discussion of cumulative impacts in the vicinity of the project area,

including the Wagon Wheel interchange mentioned in the comment, is

located in FEIS Chapter 6.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING QR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D174-2.160

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.

Preference for Alternative B noted. Increased average traffic volume is
expected for each build alternative, resulting in an increased potential
for wildlife/ vehicle collisions without mitigation. As discussed in DEIS
Section 4.4, Alternative B is expected to affect approximately 327 acres
of habitat.

Response to Comment D174-2.161

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.

Opposition to Alternative D noted.

Reductions in traffic volumes within the Boulder City would be
expected to decrease with implementation of Alternative D, which
reroutes traffic to the south. This reduction of traffic will reduce noise
on existing U.S. 93 through residential areas. Noise analyses have
demonstrated that the new highway bypass will not increase noise
levels beyond the critical FHWA threshold for any residences in the
southern portion of Boulder City. Refer to Section 4.3 of Volume I of the
FEIS for further details on the noise analysis.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D174-1.91

Implementation of Alternative D would result in enhanced emergency
service responsiveness within Boulder City due to a reduction of
traffic congestion and delays. Alternative D would be designed and
constructed to the latest highway performance standards. There is no
reason to believe that its construction would result in a high volume of
traffic-related incidents.

Response to Comment D174-2.162
Refer to DEIS Sections 4.3 and 4.10 for discussions of impacts to noise
and visual resources, respectively.

Response to Comment 1D174-3.42
Comment noted.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D175-6.33

This route was considered in the Hoover Dam Bypass EIS, but it was eliminated
in the early stages because of extremely high impacts to the LMNRA. The
Hoover Dam Bypass EIS has been completed, and design is underway. The
Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study project will tie into the western study
limits of the Hoover Dam Bypass.

Response to Comment D175-3.43
Preference for Alternative C noted.

Response to Comment D175-2.163

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

Refer to the DEIS for discussions of potential impacts to biology (Section 4.4),
economics {Section 4.11), and noise (Section 4.3) rescurces.

Response to Comment D175-1.92

As noted in Section 4.11.1 of the FEIS, a study of the likely impacts of a southern
bypass such as Alternative D on Boulder City’s Iocal economy was 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.

As described in FEIS Section 4.3.1, noise-sensitive areas located along the
existing U.S. 93 alignment would experience major reductions in traffic noise
levels through implementation of Alternative D. Social impacts associated with
each of the build alternatives are noted in FEIS Section 4.12.2. Alternative D
would divert most non-local traffic away from developed areas in Boulder City,
resulting in substantially decreased congestion, noise, and traffic safety impacts
compared to existing conditions.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D175-6,34

The Hoover Dam Bypass project has completed its EIS, and design is underway.
The location of the new bypass bridge will be 1,500 feet south of the dam.
Congestion at the dam for through traffic was one of the goals established in the
Purpose and Need of that project.

Response to Comment D175-4.73
Comment noted.

Response to Comment D175-3.44
Comment noted.

Response to Comment D175-6.35

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.

A bridge crossing at Willow Beach was eliminated from consideration in the
early stages of the Hoover Dam Bypass EIS predominantly due to very high
impacts on the LMNRA.

NDOT has a project in the 3-year Statewide Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) to widen the two-lane segment of U.5. 95 from Laughlin
Highway (State Route [SR] 163), which is west of Laughlin, to U.S. 93 west of
Boulder City. This segment of U.S. 95 will be widened to a four-lane highway.
Improvements to U.S. 95 will be a three-phase project. The first phase is from
the northern limits of Searchlight to 29 km (18 miles) north. This phase was

‘completed in the fall of 2003. The second phase will be from the northern end

of the first phase, to the junction with U.S, 93 at Railroad Pass. Phase 2 will
be developed to be compatible with the preferred alternative (Alternative D},
and it is scheduled to be completed by late 2004. The third phase is from
Searchlight to SR 163, 32 km (20 miles} to the south, with construction
anticipated to begin in fall 2004, again depending on traffic, safety needs, and
funding availability. It is anticipated Phase 3 will be constructed in late 2005
or 2006.
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0. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D176-6.36

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. Alternative D is a southern bypass around
Boulder City.

The Hoover Dam Bypass project EIS addresses traffic and safety
problems at the U.S. 93 crossing of the Colorado River, and the
Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study EIS ties directly into this project.
The Hoover Dam Bypass will be a bridge 1,500 feet south of the dam,
and it is currently under design.

Response to Comment D176-3.47
Comment noted.

Response to Comment D176-3.48
Comment noted.

Response to Comment D176-3.49

Comment noted. All NDOT/FHWA projects adhere strictly to state and
federal regulations for planning, design, and construction of new
facilities.
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D. COMMENT SHEETS RECEIVED DURING OR AFTER THE PUBLIC HEARING AND RESPONSES

Response to Comment D177-2.164
Preference for Alternative B noted.

Response to Comment D177-6.37

There is no Alternative E in the Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study.
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 Boulder City/U.S. 93 Corridor Study is a planning project
considering traffic and safety impacts in a design year of 2027, The
project is not an evaluation of present-day conditions.

The potential for a route through Laughlin along U.S. 95 instead of
using U.S. 93 was considered in the Hoover Dam Bypass project (see the
Hoover Dam Bypass EIS, Appendix B, for more information) and ruled
out of consideration because it did not meet the Purpose and Need of
that project. A truck route along U.S. 95 does not address traffic
congestion or safety concerns at Hoover Dam, and traffic modeling
indicates that the route will not sufficiently alleviate congestion in
Boulder City in the design year of 2027.

Response to Comment D177-2.165
Opposition to Alternative D noted.
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