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D12 Works, Don
Response to Comment D12-1
The highway drainage system in the area near the dam on the Nevada side
of the river flows off the edge of the road, down the canyon face, onto the
Nevada power house roof, and into the Colorado River.  In the event of a
serious spill, in addition to potential water pollution issues, materials
spilled on the road would drain off the road into the Nevada power house,
possibly resulting in powerhouse damage or destruction.  The proposed
project will remove trucks carrying these materials from the dam crossing
and provide a straight, four-lane highway crossing on new alignment that
will reduce potential spill risks.

A spill containment system is proposed for the build alternatives.  The
purpose of the system is to isolate and collect spilled material at the site and
convey the material off the bridge for containment.  This system will be
developed during the design phase of the project.

D13 Benton, Richard L.
Response to Comment D13-1
FHWA, the lead agency, has identified the Sugarloaf Mountain alignment
as the preferred alternative.  Section 2.6.2.1 of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision.  See also response to Comment A1-1.
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D14 Hughes, Ralph L.
Response to Comment D14-1
The reasons for identifying the Sugarloaf Mountain alignment over the
Promontory Point alignment as the preferred alternative are presented in
Sections 2.6.1 and 2.6.2 of the FEIS and in response to Comments A10-2,
A13-1, and C11-6.  One of the primary reasons the Promontory Point
Alternative was not the preferred alternative was the concern expressed by
numerous agencies and citizens about the risk of a hazardous material spill
from the bridge into Lake Mead contaminating this major public drinking
water supply.  It also has the most impact to water recreation, since boating
restrictions would be implemented during construction.

Comparing existing topography along the approaches of the alternative
bridge alignments, it would be most practical to construct a west-end
parking lot and walkway to a viewing facility on or in the vicinity of the
Promontory Point bridge.  The Promontory Point bridge is more conducive
to accommodating a viewing area of the dam than the Sugarloaf Mountain
bridge (compare Figures 2-5, 2-6, and 2-7 with Figures 2-9 and 2-10 in the
EIS, and see response to Comment D6-1).  The Promontory Point bridge is
also 500 feet closer to Hoover Dam and has no intervening transmission
towers to block views of the dam.
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D15 Shannon, Robert
Response to Comment D15-1
The reasons for identifying the Sugarloaf Mountain alignment as the
preferred alternative rather than the Promontory Point alignment are
presented in Sections 2.6.1 and 2.6.2 of the FEIS and in response to
Comments A10-2, A13-1, and C11-6.

D16 Stuckey, Wade
Response to Comment D16-1
The reasons for identifying the Sugarloaf Mountain alignment as the
preferred alternative rather than the Promontory Point alignment are
presented in Sections 2.6.1 and 2.6.2 of the FEIS and in response to
Comments A10-2, A13-1, and C11-6.

D17 Uehling, Ed
Response to Comment D17-1
Construction of the preferred alternative (or the Promontory Point
Alternative) will have an adverse effect on Hoover Dam due to the
introduction of visual elements that are out of character with the landmark.
As required under Section 106 of the NHPA, FHWA consulted with the
Nevada and Arizona SHPOs and entered into a PA with the SHPOs, the
federal ACHP, and other parties committing to measures that will mitigate
the adverse visual effect.  Those measures will be adopted in the ROD for
this project.
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D18 Anonymous
Response to Comment D18-1
One of the primary reasons the Promontory Point Alternative was not
identified as the preferred alternative was the concern expressed by
numerous agencies and citizens about the risk of a hazardous material spill
into Lake Mead affecting this major drinking water supply.

Hoover Dam may be visible from high-profile vehicles traveling over the
Sugarloaf Mountain bridge; however, the high elevation of the bridge,
relative to the dam, and the safety rail will minimize viewing opportunities.
The EIS (Section 3.8.2.2) states that there will be no stopping for views of
the dam on the new bridge.  Parking, pedestrians, and bicycles on the
bridge would create a safety hazard.

See Sections 2.6.2 and 2.6.3 in the FEIS and response to Comments C3-1,
C11-6, and E4-1 for discussion about the Gold Strike Canyon Alternative
and the reasons that the Sugarloaf Mountain alignment was identified as
the preferred alternative.

NDOT and ADOT conducted a financial feasibility study to determine
viable funding sources for the Hoover Dam bypass.  The study assessed a
toll crossing among other options (see EIS Section 2.9 and response to
Comment C3-2).
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D19 Mrs. Berman
Response to Comment D19-1
FHWA, the lead agency, has identified the Sugarloaf Mountain Alternative
as the preferred alternative partly because it has the least impact on desert
bighorn sheep, peregrine falcons, and the desert tortoise.  Section 2.6.2.1 of
the FEIS discusses the rationale for this decision.

D20 Vandeberg, Russell
Response to Comment D20-1
FHWA, the lead agency, has identified the Sugarloaf Mountain alignment
as the preferred alternative.  Section 2.6.2.1 of the FEIS discusses the
rationale for this decision.  See also response to Comment A1-1.

The Willow Beach crossing has been eliminated from further detailed
consideration.  After being compared to screening criteria, this alternative
fell short in five important areas, thus eliminating it as a potential route (see
Section 2.5 of the EIS and response to Comments C4-1, C4-2, C4-3, and
C4-4).  As explained in the EIS Executive Summary under Areas of
Controversy, this route was eliminated from further consideration because
it requires about 19 additional miles of new roadway, primarily through
NPS land, and has substantially greater environmental impacts and higher
construction costs.



RESPONSES TO THE PUBLIC HEARING TRANSCRIPT COMMENTS
 BOULDER CITY, NEVADA, OCTOBER 14, 1998

SCO/LAW2666.DOC/003672586 D-19

          



RESPONSES TO THE PUBLIC HEARING TRANSCRIPT COMMENTS
 BOULDER CITY, NEVADA, OCTOBER 14, 1998

SCO/LAW2666.DOC/003672586 D-20

          



RESPONSES TO THE PUBLIC HEARING TRANSCRIPT COMMENTS
 BOULDER CITY, NEVADA, OCTOBER 14, 1998

SCO/LAW2666.DOC/003672586 D-21

D21 Anonymous
Response to Comment D21-1
The Sugarloaf Mountain Alternative can be officially adopted after
approval of the ROD in early 2001.  After the ROD, engineering of the
roadways and bridges will be completed, and construction should begin by
2002 and be finished in 2007.

D22 Floyd, John
Response to Comment D22-1
For detailed discussion of the rationale for eliminating the LBA
(Route 95/163/68), please see EIS Section 2.5 and responses to
Comments B1-5, B1-7, C7-2, C7-3, C7-4, and C7-9.
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D23 Adams, Thomas W.
Response to Comment D23-1
Assuming that funding becomes available and environmental clearances
are obtained, construction will start on the bypass in 2002.

D24 Lee, Jones
Response to Comment D24-1
The reasons for identifying the Sugarloaf Mountain alignment over the
Promontory Point alignment as the preferred alternative are presented in
Sections 2.6.1 and 2.6.2 of the FEIS and in response to Comments A10-2,
A13-1, and C11-6.
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D25 Zimmer, Ed
Response to Comment D25-1
The reasons for identifying the Sugarloaf Mountain alignment over the
Promontory Point alignment as the preferred alternative are presented in
Sections 2.6.1 and 2.6.2 of the FEIS and in response to Comments A10-2,
A13-1, and C11-6.

One of the primary reasons the Promontory Point Alternative was not the
preferred alternative was the concern expressed by numerous agencies and
citizens about the risk of a hazardous material spill into Lake Mead.
Construction within the Lake Mead watershed would impact water quality.
The Promontory Point Alternative would involve disturbing the slopes
directly above Lake Mead during construction.  Both during and after
construction, sediment and other pollutants would enter the lake,
increasing the turbidity levels.

In identifying the preferred alternative, there was not a concern about the
potential for Hoover Dam failing and eroding or washing out a new bypass
bridge downstream.  The planned bridge crossing on the Sugarloaf
Mountain alignment will be elevated 254 feet higher than the crest of
Hoover Dam, 836 feet above the Colorado River, and anchored to the
bedrock walls above Black Canyon.
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D26 Rementeria, John
Response to Comment D26-1
As stipulated in the EIS, the dam crossing will stay open to automobiles,
recreational vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists after the bypass route is
constructed (see EIS Section 3.9.2.1, Bicyclists and Pedestrians).  This
commitment to keeping the dam crossing open to tourists will also be
adopted in the ROD for this project.
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D27 Thompson, Larry
Response to Comment D27-1
The Willow Beach crossing has been eliminated from further consideration.
After being compared to screening criteria, this alternative fell short in five
important areas, thus eliminating it as a potential route (see Section 2.5 of
the EIS and response to Comments C4-1, C4-2, C4-3, and C4-4).  As
explained in the EIS Executive Summary under Areas of Controversy, this
route was eliminated from further consideration because it requires about
19 additional miles of new roadway, primarily through NPS (Section 4[f])
land, and has substantially greater environmental impacts and higher
construction costs.

See response to Comment B1-4.
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D28 Spurlock, Robert
Response to Comment D28-1
The reasons for identifying the Sugarloaf Mountain alignment rather than
the Promontory Point alignment as the preferred alternative are presented
in Sections 2.6.1 and 2.6.2 of the FEIS and in response to Comments A10-2,
A13-1, and C11-6.

One of the primary reasons the Promontory Point Alternative was not the
preferred alternative was the concern expressed by numerous agencies and
citizens about the risk of a hazardous material spill into Lake Mead.  The
Sugarloaf Mountain route, being only 1,500 feet south of the dam, also
passes through a landscape heavily altered by construction of the dam,
with numerous electrical transmission towers and lines, substations, and
roadways.

D29 Burger, Sue
Response to Comment D29-1
FHWA, the lead agency, has identified the Sugarloaf Mountain Alternative,
with the proposed mitigation measures, as the preferred alternative on the
basis of minimizing environmental impacts, engineering and operational
advantages, and lower construction cost.  Section 2.6.2.1 of the FEIS
discusses the rationale for its selection.

The preferred alternative includes four underpasses for bighorn sheep, as
well as two bridges and two overpasses that will be designed to encourage
safe sheep crossings of the U.S. 93 bypass.
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D30 Blackwell, Charlene
Response to Comment D30-1
For detailed discussion of the rationale for eliminating the LBA
(Route 95/163/68), please see EIS Section 2.5 and responses to
Comments B1-5, B1-7, C7-2, C7-3, C7-4, and C7-9.

As discussed in EIS Section 2.5 and in response to Comment C7-12, NDOT
determined that a commercial truck ban on the dam is infeasible with no
existing practical alternative crossing.  The crossing through Laughlin adds
23 miles to the trip from Las Vegas to Kingman, compared to the bypass
crossings near the dam.

D31 Whelan, Tom
Response to Comment D31-1
Please see response to Comment C7-9 for a discussion comparing the near-
dam crossings with a Laughlin crossing relative to the potential impact of a
hazardous material spill in the waters of the Colorado River.  The
conclusion is that a major spill at the Laughlin crossing could cause
contamination in Lake Havasu, with the potential to affect millions of
people being much greater than a similar incident further upstream in
Lake Mohave.  The CAP and the Colorado Aqueduct originate on this
stretch of the river, and both are major water suppliers to metropolitan
areas in southern Arizona and southern California.

The LBA might have economic benefits for communities along this route;
however, this is not part of the purpose and need for the Hoover Dam
Bypass (see response to Comments B1-2 and B1-5).

NDOT has begun preparation of an environmental study for the segment of
U.S. 93 between the Wagonwheel interchange and the Hacienda Hotel.  In
programming this project, NDOT determined that the “Boulder City/
U.S. 93 Corridor Study ” is completely independent from the Hoover Dam
bypass in terms of its purpose and need, as well as its potential social and
environmental impacts.
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