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Abstract

This final environimental impact statement (FEIS) and Section 4(f} Evaluation documents
potential environumental impacts associated with the Hoover Dam Bypass Project on
U.5. 93. The proposed project involves construction of a new bridge and highway
access across the Colorado River in the vicinity of Hoover Dam. The length of the
project is approximately 3.5 miles. The project is in Clark County, Nevada, and Mohave
County, Arizona, and lies entirely on Federal Lands—Lake Mead National Recreation
Area and the Hoover Dam Reservation. The new bridge and highway would correct
alignment and capacity deficiencies on U.5, 93 and would eliminate truck traffic and
reduce other through traffic over Hoover Dam. The FEIS addresses the social,
envirorunental, and economic impacts associated with the preferred alternative, two
other build alternatives, and a No Build Alternative. All three build alternatives use
public recreation land and historic sites protected under Section 4(f) of the U.5.
Department of Transportation Act of 1966.
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Preface

This Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) consists of the complete text of the Draft
EIS (DEIS) with revisions and additions based on supplemental research and public and
agency comments. Substantive revisions to the DEIS are marked in this FEIS by a vertical
line in the outside margin next to the revised or added text. The FEIS includes a new
Volume II, which describes the DEIS notification and public hearing process, summarizes
and reproduces all comments received on the DEIS, and provides responses to comments.
This FEIS is also available for review on the U.S. 93 Hoover Dam Bypass Project web site at:

www.hooverdambypass.org

The Federal Highway Administration - Central Federal Lands Highway Division (FHWA)
served as the lead agency in the preparation of this document. The following agencies
served as cooperating agencies: Arizona Department of Transportation, Nevada
Department of Transportation, U.S. National Park Service, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, U.S. Coast Guard, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and
the Western Area Power Administration.

On the basis of comments received on the DEIS, FHWA has identified the Sugarloaf
Mountain Alternative, with the proposed mitigation measures incorporated herein, as the
preferred alternative. The preferred alternative was identified on the basis of minimizing
environmental impacts, engineering and operational advantages, and slightly lower
construction cost. Sections of the DEIS that have been substantively rewritten or
supplemented in response to public and agency comments consist of: Chapter 2 —
Alternatives (discussion of preferred alternative identification); Chapter 3 — Biology
(incorporation of USFWS Biological Opinion), Cultural Resources, Hazardous Materials,
and Construction Impacts; Chapter 5 — Cumulative Impacts; Chapter 6 — Section 4(f)
Evaluation; and Appendix B — Laughlin-Bullhead City Alternative.

The U.S. 93 Hoover Dam Bypass FEIS will be used by the FHWA to decide the various
discretionary actions required to implement the project. FHWA's decisions will be
identified in a Record of Decision. Statements on the FEIS will be accepted by the FHWA
and considered in the decision on this proposed action. The FEIS is being distributed for a
30-day notification period that begins on January 19, 2001, and ends on February 20, 2001.
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